
Minority Business Enterprise Legal Defense and Edocatlon Fund, Inc. 

Barrlngton Suites #400 
4201 6onnectlcut Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20008 

June 23, 2015 

Mr. Danny Ng dng@panynj.gov 
Freedom of Information Administrator 
Office of the Secretary 
Port Authority of New York and New Jersey 
4 World Trade Center, 18th Floor 
150 Greenwich Street 
New York, NY 10007 

RE' FOIA Request for Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) Applications, Amendments and Supporting 
' Documents for LaGuardia Airport (LGA), John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK) and Stewart 

International Airport (SWF) Construction Projects in New York. 

Dear Mr. Ng: 

This is a request for documents under the Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C. §552) for the final 
Passenger Facility Charge Application, amendments and any supporting documents submitted by the Port 
Authority of New York and New Jersey to the U.S. Department of Transportation ("DOT"), Federal 
Aviation Administration ("FAA") and any other involved parties for the allocated funds relevant to the above-
referenced projects: 

PFC APPLICATION NO. AND AIRPORT 

LaGuardia Airport (LGA) 
05-05-C-07-LGA 

John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK) 
05-05-C-07-JFK 

Stewart International Airport (SWF) 
10-07-C-00-SWF 

09-06-U-02-LGA 09-06-U-02-JFK 12-08-C-00-SWF 

10-07-C-00-LGA 10-07-C-00-JFK 

12-08-C-00-LGA 12-08-C-00-JFK 

The following amendments will affect projects at LaGuardia Airport (LGA), John F. Kennedy 
International Airport (JFK) and Stewart International Airport (SWF): 

PFC Amendment Requests for LaGuardia Airport Projects 
05-05-C, Perimeter, Security Project (PIDS) 
05-05-C, CTB Modernization Feasibility Study 
05-05-C & 09-06-U, CTB Modernization Planning & Engineering 
05-05-C, Runway Rehabilitation Project - 13/31 and 4/22 
10-07-C, Runway Rehabilitation Project - 4/22 

PFC Amendment Requests for JFK International Airport Projects 
05-05-C, Reconstruction and Strengthening of Taxiways A and B Bridges 
05-05-C, Runway 13L-31R Rehabilitation Project 
05-05-C, Relocation and Rehabilitation of Taxiway A and Rehabilitation 
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PFC Amendment Reqoests for JFK International Airport Projects (Continued) 
05-05-C, JFK. -Perimeter Security Project 
05-05-C, Infrastructure Study and Preliminary Design to Accommodate a New Terminal 
10-07-C, Demolition of Hangar 12 & Building 94 
12-08-C, Rehabilitation of Taxiway P 

PFC Amendment Requests for Stewart International Airport 
10-07-C-00, Additional fees or reduction in cost. 
12-08-C-00, Additional fees or reduction in cost. 

Reference: Public Notice of Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) Amendments for Newark Liberty 
International Airport (EWR), LaGuardia Airport (LGA), John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), 
and Stewart International Airport (SWF) dated October 8,2014 (See Attachment.) 

The requested timeframe for receipt of this information is ten (10) business days. If you require 
additional information, please contact either me directly at the following: (202) 258-3815, 
ROBINSONANTHONYW@aol.com or Lynnette Barnhardt, Research Associate at (202) 291-0251, 
lbarnhardt.mbeldef@gmail.com. 

Your assistance and immediate attention to this matter are truly appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

Anthony W. Robinpn, Esq. 
President 

cc: Patty Clark, PANYNJ Sr. Advisor for Aviation Policy - passengerfacilitycharge@panynj.gov, 
pclark@panynj.gov 
Linda Chatman, pAA Coordinator - linda.chatman@faa.gov 
Alexis Romano, FAA Eastern Airport Division - alexis.roinano@faa.gov 

mailto:lbarnhardt.mbeldef@gmail.com
mailto:passengerfacilitycharge@panynj.gov


September 24, 2015 

Mr. Anthony W. Robinson 
Minority Business Enterprise 

Legal Defense and Education Fund, Inc. 
4201 Connecticut A venue 
NW, Barrington Suite #400 
Washington, DC 20008 

Re: Freedom of Information Reference No. 16109 

Dear Mr. Robinson: 

THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY & NJ 

FO/ Administrator 

This is in response to your June 23, 2015 request, which has been processed under the Port 
Authority's Freedom oflnformation Code (the "Code", copy enclosed) for copies of records for 
the Passenger Facility Charge Applications, amendments and supporting documents for 
LaGuardia Airport, John F. Kennedy International Airpmi and Stewart International Airport 
construction projects in New York. 

Material responsive to your request and available under the Code can be found on the Poti 
Authority's website at httQ://www.panynj.gov/(:orporate-intorl}1ation/foi/J 61 09-0.pdf. Paper 
copies of the available records are available upon request 

Please refer to the 
1
above FOI reference number in any future correspondence relating to your 

request. 

Enclosure 

4 World Trade Centet; I 8th Floor 
15() Greenwich Street 
New York, NY 70007 
T: 272 435 7348 F: 212 435 7555 

http://www.panynj.gov/corporate-information/foi/16109-O.pdf


NJ 

Susan M. Boer 
Deputy Director/Chief Operating Officer 

June 9,2010 

Mr. John Dermody 
Manage9 
New York Airports Dishict Office 
Room 446 
Federal Aviation Administration 
600 Old Country Road 
Garden City, NY 11530 

Dear Mr. Dermody: 

I am pleased to enclose the amendment application for The Port Authority of New York and 
New Jersey (Port AuUiority) to impose and use Passenger Facility Charges (PFC) at Newark 
Liberty International Airport (EWR), John F. Kennedy IntemaHonal Airport (JFK) and 
LaGuardia Airport (LGA) to continue work on two critically needed airport capital improvement 
projects that will allow the Port Authority to continue its commitment to improve capacity and 
reduce delays; enhance safety and security, and facilitate airline competition. 

The Board of Commissioners of the Port Authority has authorized the Executive Director to 
submit this amendment application for authority to impose and use PFCs of $4.50 per enplaned 
passenger at EWR, JFK and LGA. This amendment application requests PFC revenue for two 
projects in the amount of approximately $55,400,000. 

In accordance with 14 CFR Part 158.23, the Port Authority distributed draft PFC applications to 
each of the 184 air carriers and foreign air earners currently operating at EWR, JFK and LGA. 
The draft application notified each airline of the Port Authority's intent to submit an application 
to the FAA requesting authority to impose and use PFCs to fund capital development at the 
Airports. The two projects within this amendment were included in the draft PFC application. 
The notification packages included the date, time and locations of the meetings at which the Port 
Authority would consult wifti the airlines about the proposed PFC funded projects. The letter 
included: 

o Description of the proposed proj ects; 
o PFC dollar level; 
o Charge effective date; 
o Estimated charge expiration date; 
o Estimated PFC revenue, and 
o List of exempted air carriers and explanation for exemptions. 

225 Park Avenue South 
New York, NY 10003 
T: 212 435 3720 F: 292 435 3833 

sbaer@panynj. gov 



THE mmmmmmoF NY& NJ 

Mr. John Dermody -2- June 9,2010 

Consultation meetings with domestic and foreign air carriers were held on December 14"^, Id"' 
and 17"% 2009 at EWR, JFK and SWF respectively. The meeting at JFK was a combined 
meeting for LGA and JFK and was attended by representatives from airlines operating at both 
LGA and JFK. Each Consultation Meeting consisted of the Port Authority providing project 
justifications, detailed financial plans and other presentation materials to the airline 
representatives.' Representatives of the Port Autliority began each presentation with a brief 
synopsis of the PFC projects. A summary of the financial plan for the two projects included in 
this amendment were provided along with a forecast of the estimated PFC collections for EWR, 
JFK, LGA and SWF. At each of the meetings attended by the airlines, there was an interactive 
dialog between tlie Port Authority representatives and air carrier representatives. There was at 
least one representative of the FAA present at each of the consultation meetings. 

A total of one airline provided responses that included agreements and conditional agreement 
with the projects included in the application. Port Authority response on specific projects is 
provided in Attachment C. 

During the development of this amendment application, the Port Authority has had the pleasure 
of working closely with Andrew Brooks. His insight and explanation of issues key to the FAA 
review process were instrumental in assisting the Port Authority in preparing this amendment 
application; I am most gratefiil for his assistance and expertise. 

Please review the amendment application and provide any questions or comments you may have 
to Ms. Patty Clark, Senior Advisor of External Affairs. Ms. Clark at (212) 435-3731 or via email 
at Dclark@.Danvni.gov 

Sincerely, 

Susan M. Baer 
Director 
Aviation Department 

Attachments 



THEPORTAUIHORrTYOF NY&NJ 

Susan M. Baer 
Direaor 

June 26, 2013 

Mr. Frank San Martin 
Manager, Airports Financial Assistance 
APP 500 
Federal Aviation Administration 
800 Independence Avenue, SW 
Washington, DC 20591 

Ms. Patricia Henn 
Financial Team Lead (AIP/PFC) 
Planning Programming and Capacity Branch 
AEA 610 Eastern Region Airports Division 
Federal Aviation Administration 
1 Aviation Plaza 
Jamaica, NY 11434 

Subject: Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures for the Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment & 
Capacity Improvements Project at JFK (A03-591) Provided in Support of the 
Applications for Authority to Impose and Use Passenger Facility Charges 12-08-
C-OO-LGA, 12-08-C-00-JFK, 12-08-C-00-EWR, and 12-08-C-00-SWF 

Dear Mr. San Mailin and Ms. Henn: 

As you are aware, on March 8, 2013, the Port Authority of New York and New Jersey (Port 
Authority) received partial approval of its applications to the Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) for authority to impose and use Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) revenue at LGA, JFK, 
EWR, and SWF, numbered 12-08-C-00-LGA, 12-08-C-00-JFK, 12-08-C-00-EWR, and 12-08-
C-OO-SWF (the Applications). In its decision and in accordance with the Port Authority's 
request, the FAA deferred its determination on the Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment & Capacity 
Improvements Project at JFK (A03-591) ("Project") until no later than July 8, 2013, so that the 
Port Authority may provide the FAA with appropriate procedures for allocating use of the apron 
hardstands ("Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures") to be constructed as part of the Project 
and complete the notice and consultation process for the Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures 
as requested by the FAA and in accordance with 14 CFR Part 158. 

225 Park Avenue South 
New York, NY J 0003 
T: 212 435 3720 F: 212 435 3833 

sbaer@panynj.gov 



THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY&NJ 

On March 25, the Port Authority sent notice of its intention to submit the Apron Hardstand 
Allocation Procedures to the air carriers serving each of the Port Authority airports. On March 
26, the Port Authority posted notice of its intention to submit the Apron Hardstand Allocation 
Procedures on its website, with a link to the notice accessible from the main Airports landing 
page. A Supplemental Air Carrier Consultation Meeting regarding the Apron Hardstand 
Allocation Procedures was held on April 25, 2013. 

All comments and carrier letters certifying agreement or disagreement with the Project based on 
the Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures were due to the Port Authority by May 28, 2013; the 
Port Authority received no such comments or letters. 

List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: None 

List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: None 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: None 

Recap of Disagreements: N/A 

Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

In addition to this transmittal letter, the Port Authority is hereby submitting to you the following 
information for your review; 

1. The Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures 
2. Public/Carrier notice regarding the Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures 
3. Presentation materials used for the Supplemental Air Carrier Consultation Meeting 

regarding the Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures 
4. Sign-in Sheet from the Supplemental Air Carrier Consultation Meeting 

We believe this submission to he comprehensive in response to your request for supplemental 
infonnation. Please contact Patty Clark at 212-435-3731 with any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Susan M. Baer 
Director 
Aviation Department 



IHE PORTAimiORirYOF NY&NJ 

1. The Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures 

Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures for the Terminal 3 Site Redeveiopment & Capacity Improvements Project 
at JFK (A03-591) Provided in Support of the Appiications for Authority to impose and Use Passenger Facility 
Charges 12-08-C-00-LGA, 12-08-C-00-JFK, 12-08-C-00-EWR, and 12-08-C-00-SWF 



JFK International Air Terminal LLC (JFKIAT) 

Former Terminal 3 Site - Hardstand Allocation and Operation Procedures 

Overview: 

JFKIAT, on behalf of The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey ("the Port Authority") and pursuant 
to the Space Permit for the Terminal 3 site at JFK (AYE-066) ('the Permit"), will manage and coordinate 
the allocation, usage and availability of hardstand positions located on the Terminal 3 site. Hardstand 
capacity will be made available to the JFK Airport community for the purpose of aircraft parking, and if 
and when permitted by the airport General Manager, for live hardstand operations. Pursuant to the 
Permit, the Permittee Carriers (Delta Air Lines and its Affiliate Carriers, as defined in the Permit) will be 
granted preferential use rights, but not exclusive use rights to the hardstands. JFKIAT will act as a 
monitor for the airport operator, constantly reviewing and allocating hardstand capacity at the Terminal 
3 site in a manner consistent with the Permit with the ultimate goal of maximizing the utilization of 
every available hardstand position, while at the same time protecting the operational integrity of its use. 

These Hardstand Allocation and Operation Procedures will be posted for public review and comment at 
a public website (TBD). All comments will be reviewed by each of JFKIAT, Port Authority, and the 
Permittee (Delta Air Lines) and discussed at the next quarterly "Hardstand Use Meeting" teleconference 
(see Oversight / Operational Integrity Section IV - Monitoring/Auditing). 

Procedures: 

Seasonal Scheduling: 

I. JFKIAT will begin its review of the anticipated hardstand demand twice a year, with its initial 
review commencing at a minimum of 30 days prior to the beginning of each International Air 
Transport Association (lATA) summer and winter Schedules Conference. This initial review will 
consider the preliminary flight schedules required to be submitted to JFKIAT by the Permittee 
Carriers 30 to 90 days prior to the beginning of each lATA summer and winter Schedules 
Conference. 

II. Due to the likely reconfiguration of carrier flight schedules after each Schedules Conference, and 
prior to the applicable summer or winter season. Permittee Carriers are required to submit 
updated flight schedules and proposed hardstand use schedules to JFKIAT no later than 45 days 
prior to the start of the applicable lATA summer or winter season. After receipt of these 
updated schedules, JFKIAT will use Ultra Resource Stand Planner, a gate/parking management 
system commonly used by the airport industry, or other industry-accepted scheduling software, 
to complete its review of the anticipated demand projected by the Permittee Carriers for the 
applicable lATA summer or winter season to ensure that the use of all available parking 
positions is maximized. 

a. UltraResource Stand Planner will be used for both strategic and day-to-day hardstand 
planning. It has the capability to graphically display either the current or anticipated 
usage of hardstand positions and allows for easy allocation of unused hardstand 
capacity. 



i. JFKIAT will deter3nine the foreogsted hardstand de33ia3id of the Permittee 
Carriers based upon its oomparison of the Permittee Carrier's flight sohedules 
and the proposed hardstand position usage submitted by the Permittee 
Carriers. 

ii. In order to maximize the allooation of available oapaoity, JFKIAT will use its 
established parking standards as a guide when reviewing submitted sohedules. 

1. An arriving airoraft will not be expeoted to reposition to a parking 
position until Soheduled Time of Arrival Plus 60 Minutes. 

2. A departing airoraft will be expeoted to reposition from the parking 
position no later than 5oheduled Time of Departure Minus 90 Minutes 

III. JFKIAT will allooate the hardstand positions to the Permittee Carriers in a 
manner that assures maximum and effioient utilization of all hardstand 
posibons. 

III. After allooation of hardstand positions to the Permittee Carriers, JFKIAT will post the remaining 
hardstand availability at a publio website (TBD) no less than 42 days prior to oommenoement of 
the applioable summer or winter season. Other 6oheduled Airoraft Operators^ will then be able 
to request use of the available hardstand positions. 

a. Remaining available hardstand positions will be allooated in the following order based 
on demand: 

i. Other 6oheduled Airoraft Operators using Terminal 4 

1. JFKIAT shall sohedule Terminal 3 hardstand usage for Other 6oheduled 
Airoraft Operators using Terminal 4 only if there are no available 
hardstands on the Terminal 4 site. 

ii. Other 5oheduled Airoraft Operators 

b. 6hould JFKIAT not be able to aooommodate any parking request: 

i. If oapaoity exists for only a portion of the time requested, that oarrier will be 
advised of the number of hours parking is available. 

11. If oapaoity does not exist for any portion of the time requested, that oarrier's 
request will be plaoed into a waiting list for possible aooommodation at a future 
date. 

0. Regardless of allooation of hardstand positions as part of the 5easonal 6oheduling 
prooess, any airoraft operator will be able to make an Ad-Hoo request at any time with 
approval being based upon available oapaoity at the time of the request. 

IV. After reviewing submitted hardstand use requests, JFKIAT will oomplete the 6easonal Hardstand 
6ohedule produoed by UltraResouroe 5tand Planner and make it available for review and 
oomment no later than 35 days prior to the beginning of eaoh season on a publio website (TBD). 
The oomment/review period for the 6easonal Hardstand 5ohedule will be 10 days. JFKIAT 

^ A Scheduled Aircraft Operator is defined as any civil aircraft operator providing regular flights on a published 
schedule. For purposes of these Procedures, this term includes incumbent carriers at JFK as well as any new 
entrant that has expressed an interest to JFKIAT (or on whose behalf the Port Authority has informed JFKIAT of 
such interest) in serving JFK during the upcoming season. 



8neouoag85 Seh8dul883 Aioeogft Op8oatoo5 3o review and mak8 comm8nt5/5ugg85tion5 on loow to 
b8tt8r impoov8 haod5tand utilization. All eomm8nt5 owlll b8 08vl8W8d by 8ach of JFKIAT, Root 
Authoolty, and th8 P8omltt88 and di58U558d at th8 naxt quaot8rly "Hard5tand U58 IVl88tlng" 
t8l88onf8r8n88 (588 Ov805lght/Op8oational lnt8golty S8Ction IV - Monitoring/Auditing) which will 
b8 5ch8dul8d no mor8 than 15 day5 aftao th8 8nd of th8 comm8nt/o8vi8w p8olod. 

V. Aft80 th8 S8a5onal Sch8dul8 planning pooc855 15 competed, and 5ubj8Ct to any R8vl58d 
Haod5tand Sch8dul8, any capacity that 08main5 will b8 allocat8d a5 follow5: 

a. Foo Ad-Hoc R8qu85t5 

b. Foo IROPS/SWAP 5ituab°on5 a5 n88d8d (in addition to th8 thr88 haod5tand po5ltion5 that 
a08 avallabl8 to ATC oo tho Surfac8 Managomont Progoam offic8 foo U58 a5 po85Colb8d In 
IROPS/SWAP Sltuation5). 

Sch8du38 Rovisions: 

I. JFKIAT und805tand5 that caooi8r5 occa5ionally may 5till hav8 th8 n88d to build up oo build down 
thoio S8a5onal Sch8dul85. P8rmitt88 Caool805 mu5t 5ubmit 08vi58d flight 5ch8dul85 to JFKIAT at 
I8a5t 30 day5 bofooo any 08vi58d flight 5ch8dul8 tak85 8ff8ct. JFKIAT will than compao8 th8 
r8vi58d flight 5ch8dul85 to th8 updatod flight and poopo58d haod5tand U58 5ch8dul85 5ubmitt8d 
by th8 P8omitt88 Caooi805 for th8 S8a5onal Schoduling proc855. 

II. Taking into con5ld8ration th8 r8vi58d flight 5ch8dul8 for th8 P8rmltt88 Carri8r5, JFKIAT will 
adju5t th8 Sch8dul8 and l55U8 a R8vi58d Hardstand Schodulo. A5 with th8 S8a5onal Schoduling 
proc855, JFKIAT will attompt to allocato th8 hard5tand po5ition5 to th8 P8rmitt88 Carrl8r5 in a 
mannorthat assures maximum and officiont utilization of all hard5tand po5ition5. 

III. Allocation of any additional hard5tand position5 boing r8qu85t8d by th8 P8rmitt88 Ca001805 5hall 
b8 5ubj8ct at all tim85 to commitm8nt5 mado to Othor Schodulod Aircraft Op8rator5 in th8 
S8a5onal Schodulo prior to JFKIAT'5 r8C8ipt of any r8vi58d 5ch8dul85 from th8 P8rmitt88 Caroi8r5. 

IV. If JFKIAT's r8vi8w of th8 P8rmitt88 Carri8r5' r8vi58d flight 5ch8dul85 r85ult5 in additional 
hard5tand po5ition5 boing mad8 availablo to Schodulod Aircraft Op8rator5 othor than th8 
P8rmitt88 Carri8r5,5uch availablo po5ition5 will bo allocatod a5 follow5: 

a. To any Schodulod Aircraft Operator that 15 on a waiting Ii5t for hard5tand po5ition5 for 
that time period 

b. For Ad-Hoc R8qu85t5 

c. For IROPS/SWAP 5ituation5 a5 needed (in addition to the three hard5tand po5ition5 that 
are available to ATC or the Surface Management Program office for U58 a5 pr85crib8d in 
IROPS/SWAP Situation5). 

V. JFKIAT will make available any R8vi58d Hard5tand Schedule produced by UltraR850urc8 Stand 
Planner for review and comment no more than 2 day5 after completion of the initial review 
proc855 at a public W8b5it8 (TBD). The comment/review period of the R8vl58d Hard5tand 
Schedule will be 10 day5. JFKIAT 8ncourag85 Scheduled Aircraft Op8rator5 to review and make 
comm8nt5/5ugg85tion5 on how to better improve hard5tand utilization. All comm8nt5 will be 
reviewed by each of JFKIAT, Port Authority, and the Permittee and di5cu558d at the next 
quarterly "Hard5tand U58 Meeting" teleconference (588 Ov8r5ight/Op8rational Integrity Section 
IV - Monitoring/Auditing). 



A61-H0C Roqoesis: 

I. JFKIAT anti6ipate5 that there will be occa5lon5 where carrler5 will need to make Ad-Hoc 
Reque5t5 for aircraft parking for any number of re85on5 (Including dlver5lon5 to 1FK due to 
weather or other cau5e5). The5e reque5t5 will be handled on a fir5t come, fir5t 5erved ba5i5. 

a. 5cheduled Aircraft Oper8tor5 will contact the 1FKIAT Ramp Tower and sipeak to the 
Ramp 5upervi5or on Duty. 

b. The Ramp 5upervi5or will take the parking reque5t from the carrier and determine 
whether the reque5t 15 in conflict with the 5e85on8i 5cheduie and any applicable Revi5ed 
H8rd5t8nd 5cheduie and if parking 15 in fact available. A5 Ad-Hoc Reque5t5 are normally 
for 8 5hort duration, the Ramp 5upervi5or will do the following: 

I. Manipulate the current d8y'5 h8rd5tand 5chedule In an attempt to find a parking 
po5ltion for the reque5t. 

II. If parking 15 not available for the entire duration, 8dvi5e the carrier how much 
time I5 available for parking. 

IR01S/SWA1 Sllualions: 

I. During IR0P5 or 5WAP 5itu8tion5,1FKIAT will identify a minimum of three parking po5ition5 that 
will be available on a common U5e b85l5 85 part of the 1FK airport ground metering program for 
the duration of the 5ltu8tion. 

II. Allocation of the identified parking po5ition5 will be performed by Air Traffic Control and/or the 
Port Authorlty'5 5urf8ce Management Program office 85 part of the ground metering program 
and implemented by 1FKIAT in cooperation with airline oper8tion5 5t8ff at 1FK. 

III. All parking po5ition5 not 5pecific8lly identified by JFKIAT 85 being available 85 part of the ground 
metering program during IROP5/5WAP 5ltu8tion5 will be 5ubject to the 5tandard 5chedullng and 
allocation provi5ion5. 

Oversight / Operational Integrity: 

I. JFKIAT will be solely responsible for the hardstand planning and will maintain oversight in all 
aspects of utilization and allocation. 

II. 5ea5onal and Revised 5chedule Planning: 

a. A JFKIAT staff member responsible for Capacity Planning will obtain and review the 
submitted Permittee Carrier schedules and assemble the 5ea5onal and Revised 
Hardstand 5chedule5. These 5chedule5 and actual hardstand usage will be continuously 
monitored to identify additional or unused capacity at the former Terminal 3 5ite. 

b. These Hardstand 5chedule5 will not only be available to 5cheduled Aircraft Operators 
desiring to use Terminal 3 site handstands but will be used by the JFKIAT Operations 
5taff in their day-to-day planning. 

III. Ad-Hoc/IR0P5 Planning: 



9. A JFKIAT stgff member re9ponsible for the Capacity Planni9ig r6vlew9 the hard9tan9l 
Schedule daily, wh69i on duty, i9i the morning. 

1. When n6ce99ary, the 9taff member will contact the JFKIAT Ramp Per9onnel with 
9ugge9tions and recommendations on how to better maximize the utilization of 
the hardstands. 

h. JFKIAT has a Ramp Supervisor on duty 24 hours a day who obtains updates from the 
Airlines. These updates are put into UltraResource Stand Planner and the hardstand 
utilization is then maximized with unused hardstand positions being made available to 
all Scheduled Aircraft Operators. 

c. JFKIAT also has a Ramp Manager on shift who oversees the Ramp Supervisor who acts as 
the senior representative of JFKIAT and is capable of making any necessary day-of 
decisions related to hardstand allocation and utilization. 

IV. Monitoring/Auditing 

a. Using data from such sources as the airport operator's eCater and Aerobahn 
information systems as well as data contained in UltraResource Stand Planner, JFKIAT 
will monitor the actual usage of hardstand positions compared to allocated hardstand 
positions. 

b. JFKIAT commits to performing an audit of actual hardstand position usage against 
scheduled usage. 

1. An audit of the Hardstand Schedule will take place within 14 days after the last 
day of the 2-month period beginning with the implementation of the initial 
Seasonal Hardstand Schedule, and every 2 months thereafter. The results of the 
audit will be posted for review at a public website (TBD). 

c. If any carrier is determined, through Schedule Audits or site monitoring, to have 
consistently underutilized/not utilized hardstand positions which have been allocated to 
that carrier, either per operation or relative to the duration of operation, without 
notifying JFKIAT of any change in schedule, JFKIAT has the authority to reallocate such 
hardstand positions or revise the duration of the hardstand allocation until the 
subsequent Seasonal Scheduling process. JFKIAT shall also take instances of 
underutilization/non-utilization into consideration in determining future allocations for 
that carrier in the next Seasonal Hardstand Schedule. 

1. Any days during which the FAA determines that the Operating Authorizations 
are not In effect shall be excluded from review for utilization 

d. JFKIAT will hold a quarterly "Hardstand Use Meeting" via teleconference. This forum is 
open to the Port Authority and all Scheduled Aircraft Operators and addresses issues 
relating to hardstand use including schedule adherence, complaints of irresponsible use, 
and the hardstand use policies and procedures. Issues identified at these meetings are 
formally recorded in "minutes" that will be posted for public review at a public website 
(TBD). JFKIAT will then work with the carriers and the airport operator to resolve issues 
and follows up with reports on status at subsequent quarterly hardstand use meetings. 

V. Ground Handling 



a. If 9 Scheduled Aircraft Operator require9 ground handling service9 while occupying a 
hard9tand po9ition, the procurement and co9t of such services are the sole responsibility 
of that Scheduled Aircraft Operator, it being understood that the Scheduled Aircraft 
Operator shall not be required to use the Permitee's services for ground handling. 
Scheduled Aircraft Operators must notify the JFKIAT Ramp Manager if such services are 
being provided while occupying a hardstand position. 



Saoiple Hard9tand Planoing Sh6et9 

Below are 9amples of the hardstand planning sheets JFKIAT currently uses for the Seasonal Hardstand 
Planning for Terminal 4 Carriers. 

• A typical Saturday for the Winter 2013 season is shown in the examples. 
• The examples produced are based on data from UltraResource Stand Planner which will be the 

system used in managing the hardstand positions on the Terminal 3 site. 
• In order to easily identify both hours where there is either an abundance of capacity or a 

shortfall of capacity, the Hardstand Planning Sheets (see Figure 1) will be converted into an Excel 
spreadsheet which color codes availability (see Figure 2). 

• Both of these charts will be posted for public review at a public website (TBD) as part of the 
schedule and audit review processes. 

Figure 1: JFKIAT Hardstand Planning Sheets 
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Figure 1 shows the hardstand demand for a 24 hour period as shown in the UltraResource Stand 
Planner. Hardstands are shown graphically and allow the user to manipulate the assigned parking 
positions in order to maximize each positions daily utilization. All JFKIAT Operations Staff refer to these 
Seasonal and Monthly Schedules on a daily basis when performing their duties. 

Figure 2: Hardstand Demand Summary 

] Hardstands As^dable b} Hoar - Water 2012-2013 

In order to easily identify the number of positions that are available the chart In Figure 1 is converted 
into an Excel Spreadsheet. A green block indicates that there are more than 4 positions available. When 
there are 4 or fewer positions, the green block is changed to yellow. When there is 1 or no positions 
available, the yellow block is changed to red. The color coding allows for easy, at a glance view of 



gvailable po9itions. All JFKIAT Operation9 Staff a9 well as JFKIAT Senior Management have access to this 
excel chart. 



THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY& NJ 

2. Public/Carrier notice regarding the 
Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures 

Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures for the Terminal 3 Site Redeveiopment & Capacity Improvements Project 
at JFK (A03-591) Provided in Support of the Appiications for Authority to impose and Use Passenger Facility 
Charges 12-08-C-00-LGA, 12-08-C-00-JFK, 12-08-C-00-EWR, and 12-08-C-00-SWF 



THEPORTAimiORrrYOF NY&NJ 

Susan M Boer 
Director 

March 25, 2013 

To: Air Carriers and Foreign Air Carriers Serving LaGuardia Airport (LGA), John F. Kennedy 
international Airport (JFK), Newark Liberty international Airport (EWR), and Stewart 
International Airport 

Subject: Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures to be Provided in Support of the Applications 
for Authority to Impose and Use Passenger Facility Charges 12-08-C-00-LGA, 12-08-C-00-
JFK, 12-08-C-00-EWR, and 12-08-C-00-SWF 

On March 8, 2013, the Port Authority of New York and New Jersey (Port Authority) received 
partial approval of its applications to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) for authority to 
impose and use Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) revenue at LGA, JFK, EWR, and SWF, 
numbered 12-08-C-00-LGA, I2-08-C-00-JFK, 12-08-C-00-EWR, and 12-08-C-00-SWF (the 
Applications). In its decision and in accordance with the Port Authority's request, the FAA 
deferred its determination on the Terminal 3 Redevelopment & Capacity Project (A03-591) 
("Project") until no later than July 8, 2013, so that the Port Authority may provide the FAA with 
appropriate procedures for allocating use of the apron hardstands ("Apron Hardstand Allocation 
Procedures") and complete the notice and consultation process for such procedures in accordance 
with 14 CFR Part 158. The Port Authority will be conducting a supplemental consultation 
meeting with air can iers and foreign air carriers and soliciting comments from those carriers, as 
well as the general public, on the Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures prior to submitting the 
procedures to the FAA. The Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures are attached to this notice 
for each carrier's review and comment. The supplemental consultation meeting is scheduled as 
follows: 

April 25, 2013 at 10:00 AM EOT 
Conference Room 930 
225 Park Avenue South, 9th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Carriers are encouraged to attend the supplemental consultation meeting to discuss the Apron 
Hardstand Allocation Procedures. The information provided and topics for discussion at the 
supplemental consultation meeting will be limited to the Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures 
in support of the Project. The Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures are meant to supplement, 
not replace, the information the Port Authority has previously provided to the carriers as part of 
the initial consultation and review process on the Applications for this Project. 

225 Park Avenue Souih 
New York, NY 10003 
7:212 435 3720 F: 212 435 3833 

sbaer@panynj.gov 



THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY& NJ 

14 CFR Part 158.230 requires that carriers provide written acknowledgement of receipt of this 
notice within 30 days of issuance. Furthermore, carriers may provide written certification of 
agreement or disagreement with the Project, based upon a review of the supplemental 
information being provided (the Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures) to the Port Authority 
no later than May 28, 2013. Carriers failing to provide timely acknowledgement of the notice or 
timely certification of agreement or disagreement with the Project, based upon the Apron 
Flardstand Allocation Procedures, are considered to have certified their agreement. 

For purposes of official correspondence and notification, please send all correspondence to: 

Ms. Patty Clark 
Senior Advisor for Aviation Policy 
225 Park Avenue South, 9th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 
passengerfacilitycharge@panynj.gov 

Please submit any comments to the Port Authority no later than May 28, 2013, using either the 
following email address or physical address: 

passengerfacilitycharge@panynj.gov 
Ms. Patty Clark 
Senior Advisor for Aviation Policy 
225 Park Avenue South, 9th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Thank you for your attention. 

Sincerely, 

Susan M. 8aer 
Director 
Aviation Department 



JFK International Air Terminal LLC (JFKIAT) 

Former Terminal 3 Site - Hardstand Allocation and Operation Procedures 

Overview: 

JFKiAT, on behalf of The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey ("the Port Authority") and pursuant 
to the Space Permit for the Terminal 3 site at JFK (AYE-066) ('the Permit"), will manage and coordinate 
the allocation, usage and availability of hardstand positions located on the Terminal 3 site. Hardstand 
capacity will be made available to the JFK Airport community for the purpose of aircraft parking, and if 
and when permitted by the airport General Manager, for live hardstand operations. Pursuant to the 
Permit, the Permittee Carriers (Delta Air Lines and its Affiliate Carriers, as defined in the Permit) will be 
granted preferential use rights, but not exclusive use rights to the hardstands. JFKiAT will act as a 
monitor for the airport operator, constantly reviewing and allocating hardstand capacity at the Terminal 
3 site in a manner consistent with the Permit with the ultimate goal of maximizing the utilization of 
every available hardstand position, while at the same time protecting the operational integrity of its use. 

These Hardstand Allocation and Operation Procedures will be posted for public review and comment at 
a public website (TBD). All comments will be reviewed by each of JFKIAT, Port Authority, and the 
Permittee (Delta Air Lines) and discussed at the next quarterly "Hardstand Use Meeting" teleconference 
(see Oversight / Operational Integrity Section IV - Monitoring/Auditing). 

Procedures: 

Seasonal Scheduling: 

I. JFKIAT will begin its review of the anticipated hardstand demand twice a year, with its initial 
review commencing at a minimum of 30 days prior to the beginning of each International Air 
Transport Association (lATA) summer and winter Schedules Conference. This initial review will 
consider the preliminary flight schedules required to be submitted to JFKIAT by the Permittee 
Carriers 30 to 90 days prior to the beginning of each lATA summer and winter Schedules 
Conference. 

II. Due to the likely reconfiguration of carrier flight schedules after each Schedules Conference, and 
prior to the applicable summer or winter season. Permittee Carriers are required to submit 
updated flight schedules and proposed hardstand use schedules to JFKIAT no later than 45 days 
prior to the start of the applicable lATA summer or winter season. After receipt of these 
updated schedules, JFKIAT will use UltraResource Stand Planner, a gate/parking management 
system commonly used by the airport industry, or other industry-accepted scheduling software, 
to complete its review of the anticipated demand projected by the Permittee Carriers for the 
applicable lATA summer or winter season to ensure that the use of all available parking 
positions is maximized. 

a. UltraResource Stand Planner will be used for both strategic and day-to-day hardstand 
planning. It has the capability to graphically display either the current or anticipated 
usage of hardstand positions and allows for easy allocation of unused hardstand 
capacity. 



i. JFKIAT will de4e8mine the fo8ecaste(i hardstand demand of the Petmittee 
€8881885 based upon its comparison of the Permittee Carrier's flight schedoles 
and the proposed hardstand position usage submitted by the Permittee 
Carriers. 

ii. In order to maximize the allocation of available capacity, JFKIAT will use its 
established parking standards as a guide when reviewing submitted schedules. 

1. An arriving aircraft will not be expected to reposition to a parking 
position until Scheduled Time of Arrival Plus 60 Minutes. 

2. A departing aircraft will be expected to reposition from the parking 
position no later than Scheduled Time of Departure Minus 90 Minutes 

ill. JFKIAT will allocate the hardstand positions to the Permittee Carriers in a 
manner that assures maximum and efficient utilization of all hardstand 
positions. 

III. After allocation of hardstand positions to the Permittee Carriers, JFKIAT will post the remaining 
hardstand availability at a public website (TBD) no less than 42 days prior to commencement of 
the applicable summer or winter season. Other Scheduled Aircraft Operators' will then be able 
to request use of the available hardstand positions. 

a. Remaining available hardstand positions will be allocated in the following order based 
on demand: 

i. Other Scheduled Aircraft Operators using Terminal 4 

1. JFKIAT shall schedule Terminal 3 hardstand usage for Other Scheduled 
Aircraft Operators using Terminal 4 only If there are no available 
hardstands on the Terminal 4 site. 

ii. Other Scheduled Aircraft Operators 

b. Should JFKIAT not be able to accommodate any parking request: 

i. If capacity exists for only a portion of the time requested, that carrier will be 
advised of the number of hours parking is available. 

II. If capacity does not exist for any portion of the time requested, that carrier's 
request will be placed Into a waiting list for possible accommodation at a future 
date. 

c. Regardless of allocation of hardstand positions as part of the Seasonal Scheduling 
process, any aircraft operator will be able to make an Ad-Hoc request at any time with 
approval being based upon available capacity at the time of the request. 

IV. After reviewing submitted hardstand use requests, JFKIAT will complete the Seasonal Hardstand 
Schedule produced by UltraResource Stand Planner and make it available for review and 
comment no later than 35 days prior to the beginning of each season on a public website (TBD). 
The comment/review period for the Seasonal Hardstand Schedule will be 10 days. JFKIAT 

' A Scheduled Aircraft Operator is defined as any civil aircraft operator providing regular flights on a published 
schedule. For purposes of these Procedures, this term includes incumbent carriers at JFK as well as any new 
entrant that has expressed an interest to JFKIAT (or on whose behalf the Port Authority has informed JFKIAT of 
such interest) in serving JFK during the upcoming season. 



eoeourages Sc9ie(9uled Aircraft Operators to review and make comments/suggestions on 9iow to 
better improve handstand utilization. All comments will be reviewed by each of JFKIAT, Port 
Authority, and the Permittee and discussed at the next quarterly "Hardstand Use Meeting" 
teleconference (see Oversight/Operational Integrity Section IV - Monitoring/Auditing) which will 
be scheduled no more than 15 days after the end of the comment/review period. 

V. After the Seasonal Schedule planning process is completed, and subject to any Revised 
Hardstand Schedule, any capacity that remains will be allocated as follows: 

a. For Ad-Hoc Requests 

b. For IROPS/SWAP situations as needed (in addition to the three hardstand positions that 
are available to ATC or the Surface Management Program office for use as prescribed in 
IROPS/SWAP Situations). 

Schedule Revisions: 

I. JFKIAT understands that carriers occasionally may still have the need to build up or build down 
their Seasonal Schedules. Permittee Carriers must submit revised flight schedules to JFKIAT at 
least 30 days before any revised flight schedule takes effect. JFKIAT will then compare the 
revised flight schedules to the updated flight and proposed hardstand use schedules submitted 
by the Permittee Carriers for the Seasonal Scheduling process. 

II. Taking into consideration the revised flight schedule for the Permittee Carriers, JFKIAT will 
adjust the Schedule and Issue a Revised Hardstand Schedule. As with the Seasonal Scheduling 
process, JFKIAT will attempt to allocate the hardstand positions to the Permittee Carriers in a 
manner that assures maximum and efficient utilization of all hardstand positions. 

III. Allocation of any additional hardstand positions being requested by the Permittee Carriers shall 
be subject at all times to commitments made to Other Scheduled Aircraft Operators in the 
Seasonal Schedule prior to JFKIATs receipt of any revised schedules from the Permittee Carriers. 

IV. If JFKIATs review of the Permittee Carriers' revised flight schedules results in additional 
hardstand positions being made available to Scheduled Aircraft Operators other than the 
Permittee Carriers, such available positions will be allocated as follows: 

a. To any Scheduled Aircraft Operator that is on a waiting list for hardstand positions for 
that time period 

b. For Ad-Hoc Requests 

c. For IROPS/SWAP situations as needed (in addition to the three hardstand positions that 
are available to ATC or the Surface Management Program office for use as prescribed in 
IROPS/SWAP Situations). 

V. JFKIAT will make available any Revised Hardstand Schedule produced by UltraResource Stand 
Planner for review and comment no more than 2 days after completion of the Initial review 
process at a public website (TBD). The comment/review period of the Revised Hardstand 
Schedule will be 10 days. JFKIAT encourages Scheduled Aircraft Operators to review and make 
comments/suggestions on how to better improve hardstand utilization. All comments will be 
reviewed by each of JFKIAT, Port Authority, and the Permittee and discussed at the next 
quarterly "Hardstand Use Meeting" teleconference (see Oversight/Operational Integrity Section 
IV - Monitoring/Auditing). 



A44-HOC Reqo6s4s: 

I. JFKIAT 9444icip94es 4ha4 444606 will be occasions wheoe carrieos will need to make Ad-Hoc 
Requests foo aircoaft parking for any number of reasons (including diversions to JFK due to 
weather or other causes). These requests will be handled on a first come, first served basis. 

a. Scheduled Aircraft Operators will contact the JFKIAT Ramp Tower and speak to the 
Ramp Supervisor on Duty. 

b. The Ramp Supervisor will take the parking request from the carrier and determine 
whether the request is in conflict with the Seasonal Schedule and any applicable Revised 
Hardstand Schedule and If parking is in fact available. As Ad-Hoc Requests are normally 
for a short duration, the Ramp Supervisor will do the following: 

I. Manipulate the current day's hardstand schedule In an attempt to find a parking 
position for the request. 

ii. If parking is not available for the entire duration, advise the carrier how much 
time is available for parking. 

IROPS/SWAP Situations: 

I. During IROPS or SWAP situations, JFKIAT will identify a minimum of three parking positions that 
will be available on a common use basis as part of the JFK airport ground metering program for 
the duration of the situation. 

II. Allocation of the identified parking positions will be performed by Air Traffic Control and/or the 
Port Authority's Surface Management Program office as part of the ground metering program 
and implemented by JFKIAT in cooperation with airline operations staff at JFK. 

III. All parking positions not specifically identified by JFKIAT as being available as part of the ground 
metering program during IROPS/SWAP situations will be subject to the standard scheduling and 
allocation provisions. 

Oversight / Operational Integrity: 

I. JFKIAT will be solely responsible for the hardstand planning and will maintain oversight in all 
aspects of utilization and allocation. 

II. Seasonal and Revised Schedule Planning: 

a. A JFKIAT staff member responsible for Capacity Planning will obtain and review the 
submitted Permittee Carrier schedules and assemble the Seasonal and Revised 
Hardstand Schedules. These Schedules and actual hardstand usage will be continuously 
monitored to identify additional or unused capacity at the former Terminal 3 Site. 

b. These Hardstand Schedules will not only be available to Scheduled Aircraft Operators 
desiring to use Terminal 3 site hardstands but will be used by the JFKIAT Operations 
Staff in their day-to-day planning. 

III. Ad-Hoc/IROPS Planning: 



a. A JFKIAT staff membe4 responsible for 4440 Capacity Planning reviews the hardstand 
Schedule daily, when on duty, in the morning. 

i. When necessary, the staff member will contact the JFKIAT Ramp Personnel with 
suggestions and recommendations on how to better maximize the utilization of 
the hardstands. 

b. JFKIAT has a Ramp Supervisor on duty 24 hours a day who obtains updates from the 
Airlines. These updates are put into UltraResource Stand Planner and the hardstand 
utilization is then maximized with unused hardstand positions being made available to 
all Scheduled Aircraft Operators. 

c. JFKIAT also has a Ramp Manager on shift who oversees the Ramp Supervisor who acts as 
the senior representative of JFKIAT and is capable of making any necessary day-of 
decisions related to hardstand allocation and utilization. 

IV. Monitoring/Auditing 

a. Using data from such sources as the airport operator's eCater and Aerobahn 
information systems as well as data contained in UltraResource Stand Planner, JFKIAT 
will monitor the actual usage of hardstand positions compared to allocated hardstand 
positions. 

b. JFKIAT commits to performing an audit of actual hardstand position usage against 
scheduled usage. 

i. An audit of the Hardstand Schedule will take place within 14 days after the last 
day of the 2-month period beginning with the implementation of the initial 
Seasonal Hardstand Schedule, and every 2 months thereafter. The results of the 
audit will be posted for review at a public website (TBO). 

c. If any carrier is determined, through Schedule Audits or site monitoring, to have 
consistently underutilized/not utilized hardstand positions which have been allocated to 
that carrier, either per operation or relative to the duration of operation, without 
notifying JFKIAT of any change in schedule, JFKIAT has the authority to reallocate such 
hardstand positions or revise the duration of the hardstand allocation until the 
subsequent Seasonal Scheduling process. JFKIAT shall also take Instances of 
underutilization/non-utilization into consideration in determining future allocations for 
that carrier in the next Seasonal Hardstand Schedule. 

i. Any days during which the FAA determines that the Operating Authorizations 
are not in effect shall be excluded from review for utilization 

d. JFKIAT will hold a quarterly "Hardstand Use Meeting" via teleconference. This forum is 
open to the Port Authority and all Scheduled Aircraft Operators and addresses issues 
relating to hardstand use including schedule adherence, complaints of irresponsible use, 
and the hardstand use policies and procedures. Issues identified at these meetings are 
formally recorded in "minutes" that will be posted for public review at a public website 
(TBO). JFKIAT will then work with the carriers and the airport operator to resolve issues 
and follows up with reports on status at subsequent quarterly hardstand use meetings. 

V. Ground Handling 



9. If 9 Sch9dul9d Aircrgft Opergtor r9quir9s ground hgndling sorvices while occupying 9 
herdstend position, the procurement end cost of such services ere the sole responsibility 
of thet Scheduled Aircreft Operetor, it being understood that the Scheduled Aircraft 
Operator shall not be required to use the Permitee's services for ground handling. 
Scheduled Aircraft Operators must notify the JFKIAT Ramp Manager if such services are 
being provided while occupying a hardstand position. 



Sa9ipl9 Hardstaad Pla99l9g Sheets 

Below are samples of the handstand planning sheets JFKIAT currently uses for the Seasonal Handstand 
Planning for Terminal 4 Ca9iers. 

• A typical Saturday for the Winter 2013 season is shown in the examples. 
• The examples produced are based on data from UltraResource Stand Planner which will be the 

system used in managing the handstand positions on the Terminal 3 site. 
• In order to easily identify both hours where there is either an abundance of capacity or a 

shortfall of capacity, the Handstand Planning Sheets (see Figure 1) will be converted into an Excel 
spreadsheet which color codes availability (see Figure 2). 

• Both of these charts will be posted for public review at a public website (TBD) as part of the 
schedule and audit review processes. 

Figure 1: JFKIAT Handstand Planning Sheets 
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Figure 1 shows the handstand demand for a 24 hour period as shown in the UltraResource Stand 
Planner. Handstands are shown graphically and allow the user to manipulate the assigned parking 
positions in order to maximize each positions daily utilization. All JFKIAT Operations Staff refer to these 
Seasonal and Monthly Schedules on a daily basis when performing their duties. 

Figure 2: Handstand Demand Summary 
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In order to easily identify the number of positions that are available the chart in Figure 1 is converted 
into an Excel Spreadsheet. A green block indicates that there are more than 4 positions available. When 
there are 4 or fewer positions, the green block is changed to yellow. When there is 1 or no positions 
available, the yellow block is changed to red. The color coding allows for easy, at a glance view of 



9vailable positions. All JFKIAT Operations Staff as well as JFKIAT Senior Management have access to this 
excel chart. 



IHE PORTAUTHORirYOF NY& NJ 

3. Presentation materials used for the 
Supplemental Air Carrier Consultation Meeting 
regarding the Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures 

Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures for the Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment & Capacity Improvements Project 
at JFK (A03-591) Provided in Support of the Applications for Authority to Impose and Use Passenger Facility 
Charges 12-08-C-00-LGA, 12-08-C-00-JFK, 12-08-C-00-EWR, and 12-08-C-00-SWF 



Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

emental PFC 
Consultation Meeting 

with 

Air Carriers 



THEPORTAUTIlORirYOF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

Requirement for 
Supplemental Consultation 

In March 2013, the Port Authority received partial approval of its applications to the 
FAA for authority to impose and use PFCs at LGA, JFK, EWR, and SWF, numbered 12-
08-C-00-LGA, 12-08-C-00-JFK, 12-08-C-00-EWR, and 12-08-C-00-SWF (the 
Applications). 

In its decision (and in accordance with the Port Authority's request), the FAA 
deferred its determination on the JFK Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment & Capacity 
Improvements Project (the "Project") until no later than July 8, 2013, so that the Port 
Authority may provide the FAA with appropriate procedures for allocating use of the 
apron hardstands ("Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures") and complete the 
notice and consultation process for such procedures in accordance with 14 CFR Part 
158. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 



THE PORT AIflHORirV OF NY & N J Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

Requirement for 
Supplemental Consultation 

• The Port Authority is conducting this supplemental consultation meeting with air 
carriers and foreign air carriers and soliciting comments from those carriers, as well as 
the general public, on the Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures prior to submitting 
the procedures to the FA A. 

• The information provided and topics for discussion at this supplemental consultation 
meeting will be limited to the Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures provided in 
support of the Project. The Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures are meant to 
supplement, not replace, the information the Port Authority has previously provided 
to the carriers as part of the initial consultation and review process on the 
Applications for this Project. 

• The consultation notice and Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures are available at: 
www.panynj.gov/airports/pdf/panynj-pfc-consultation-letter-03-25-2013.pdf 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 



Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

All Air Carriers have 30 days from the PFC Supplemental Consultation Meeting date to provide written 
certification of agreement or disagreement with the Project, based upon a review of the supplemental 
Information being provided (the Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures). 

For purposes of official correspondence and notification, please send all correspondence to: 

Ms. Patty Clark 
Senior Advisor for Aviation Policy 
Port Authority of NY & NJ 
Aviation Department 
225 Park Avenue South, 9th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 
E-mail: passengerfacilitvcharge@panvni.gov 

Airline Comments Due back to Port Authority - May 28, 2013 

Anticipated Submittal of Supplemental Information to FAA by Port Authority - June 7, 2013 
Anticipated PFC Project Approval - July 8, 2013 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 



n Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

Reminder - The Project 

•ii 

TOTAL PFC FUNDS = $215,000,000 

Project Description: 

Project components proposed for PFC funding are the 
Terminal 3 airside and building demolition; the 
Terminal 3 site remediation; site preparation, paving, 
and utility capping/relocations; and taxi lanes, 
throats, and throat extensions. The site will be used 
for up to 16 hardstand aircraft parking positions, with 
3 positions available for use by all carriers and ATC as 
needed during SWAP days and IROPs. 

Project Objective: 

The project will enhance capacity and safety at the 
airport by reducing delay and providing additional 
metering/ parking positions at the airport in a non-
movement area. The Project also results in a net 
increase in parking positions at the airport available 
to carriers on common/preferential use basis, thus 
providing the opportunity for enhanced competition 
among JFK airlines. 

Project Justification: 
Additional hardstand parking would result in 
reductions in delay due to congestion on taxiways 
and ramps, and provide centrally located, easily 
accessible parking positions. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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13 Hardstand Allocation 
• Pursuant to the Terminal 3 Site Permit, JFKIAT has been appointed Terminal 3 Hardstand 

Manager by the Port Authority 

• In this role, JFKIAT will manage and coordinate the allocation, usage and availability of 
hardstand positions located on the Terminal 3 site 

« The Terminal 3 Hardstand Manager will also act as a monitor for the Port Authority, with 
the ultimate goal of maximizing the utilization of every available hardstand position 
while at the same time protecting the operational integrity of its use. 

.J 

• The Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures have been developed to serve as a detailed 
set of procedures for the Terminal 3 Hardstand Manager to follow in its allocation, 
scheduling, monitoring and administration of the hardstand positions. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 



lllE;POmftUlllORII*QF NY & N J Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

Sample Schedule for Establishing the 
Seasonal Hardstand Schedule 

••Date 
Days Elapsed 

Schedule Requirement Action i 

10/15/2013 - -
30 to 90 days prior to Seasonal 

Schedule Conference 
Deadline for Permittee Carriers to submit 

preliminary schedules to JFKIAT 

11/14/2013 30 30 — lATA Summer Slot Conference 

2/15/2014 93 123 
No less than 45 days prior to start 

of season 
Deadline for Permittee Carriers to subrnit 

updated schedules to JFKIAT 

2/18/2014 3 126 
No less than 42 days prior to start 

of season 

JFKIAT develops the schedule for the Permittee 
Carriers and posts remaining availability for 

Other Carriers ; Other Carriers begin submitting 
allocation requests 

2/25/2014 7 
1 

133 
1 

No less than 35 days prior to start 
of season 

Deadline for JFKIAT to post Seasonal 
Schedule 

3/7/2014 10 143 
No more than 10 days after JFKIAT 

posts final schedules 
End of Seasonal Schedule 
comment/review period 

3/22/2014 15 158 
No more than 15 days after end 

of review period 
Review of schedule comments at 

Quarterly Hardstand Use Teleconference 

4/1/2014 10 168 — lATA Summer Season Begins 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 6 
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Question and Answer Session 

EWR, JFK. LGA and SWF Airports 7 



Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

Dates 

All Air Carriers have 30 days from the PFC Supplemental Consultation Meeting date to provide written 
certification of agreement or disagreement with the Project, based upon a review of the supplemental 
information being provided (the Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures). 

For purposes of official correspondence and notification, please send all correspondence to: 

Ms. Ratty Clark 
Senior Advisor for Aviation Policy 
Port Authority of NY & NJ 
Aviation Department 
225 Park Avenue South, 9th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 
E-mail: passengerfacilitvcharge@panvni.gov 

Airline Comments Due back to Port Authority - May 28, 2013 

Anticipated Submittal of Supplemental Information to FAA by Port Authority - June 7, 2013 
Anticipated PFC Project Approval - July 8, 2013 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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4. Sign-in Sheet from the Supplemental 
Air Carrier Consultation Meeting 

Apron Hardstand Allocation Procedures for the Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment & Capacity improvements Project 
at JFK (A03-591) Provided in Support of the Appiications for Authority to Impose and Use Passenger Facility 
Charges 12-08-C-00-LGA, 12-08-C-00-JFK, 12-08-C-00-EWR, and 12-08-C-00-SWF 



PFC Consultation Meeting 
April 25, 2013 

Name Title Company Name 
Employee Number 
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Susan M. Baer 
Director 

J8ne 10, 2011 

Mr. Andrew Brooks 
Federal Aviation Administration 
New York Airports District Office, Suite 446 
600 Old Country Road 
Garden City, NY 11530 

RE: Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) Amendments for Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) 
and John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK) 

Dear Mr. Brooks: 

The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey (Port Authority) is requesting a revision to the 2006 
Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) application (05-05-C-00-EWR, 05-05-C-00-JFK, and 05-05-C-00 -
EGA). This revision will affect projects contained in that application for Newark Liberty International 
Airport (EWR) and John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK). When the 2006 application was 
originally submitted, the Port Authority planned to fimd the projects with a PFC-backed bond or other 
financial instrument. As appropriate, the Port Authority included in the financing plan for each project an 
estimate of Bond Financing and Interest costs. 

Subsequent to the FAA's approval of the 2006 PFC application, the Port Authority elected to use a "Pay-
as-you-go" financing plan and did not fund the projects with bond proceeds. The funds originally 
approved as Bond Capital were applied as "Pay-as-you-go," and the funds originally approved for Bond 
Financing and Interest were not required for financing and have not been used. As these projects 
contained in the 2006 application are complete or nearing completion, the Port Authority requests the 
authority to use the funds reserved for Bond Financing and Interest for eligible project costs. Therefore, 
the Port Authority would like to transfer the Bond Financing and Interest funds to Bond Capital and 
reclassify the Bond Capital fund as "Pay-as-you-go". The "Pay-as-you go" funds will be used to cover 
the eligible costs of the projects contained in this request. 

Reclassification of funds fi-om Bond Capital and Bond Finance and Interest to "Pay-as-you-go" will not 
affect the overall PFC collection amount. The Port Authority requests the reallocation of funds for four 
projects at EWR and two projects at JFK as described in the following. As shown below, the actual PFC 
eligible costs incurred to date are greater than the total PFC collection for each project. As such, the final 
estimated cost of each project will be adjusted to coincide with its final actual cost as part of a future 
amendment. 

225 Park Avenue South 
New York, NY 10003 
T: 212 455 3720 F: 212 435 3833 

sboer@panynj.gov 
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Newark Liberty International Airport 

A total of $13,500,000 of funds originally identified in the 2006 PFC Application as Bond Finance and 
Interest are requested to be transferred to Bond Capital and the Bond Capital reclassified as "Pay-as-you-
go". A total of $127,000,000 in PFC collections would be reclassified as "Pay-as-you-go" on three 
improvement projects at EWR to cover capital project expenses. For each project. Table 1 shows the 
existing Bond Capital; Bond Financing and Interest; PFC amount collected; amount proposed to be 
reclassified; and the existing and anticipated PFC expenditures. Detailed cost reports for each project are 
attached to this letter. 

Table 1 Financing for Newark Liberty International Airport Projects 

Projects Bond Capital 
(Existing) 

Bond 
Financing & 

Interest 
(Existing) 

Totai 
(Existing 

PFC 
Approval) 

Amount to be 
Reclassified 
as "Pay-as. 

you go" 

Total PFC 
Collection 

Actual PFC 
Eligible Cost 

to Data 

Anticipated 
PFC Eligible 

Cost to 
Completion 

R/W Extension 
Drainage 
infrastructure 

$28,000,000 $2,000,000 $30,000,000 $30,000,000 $30,000,000 $46,298,253 $50,000,000 

Airfield Expansion 
Project $75,000,000 $10,000,000 $85,000,000 $85,000,000 $85,000,000 $98,651,705 $100,000,000 

improvements to 
Runway Safety 
Areas 

$10,500,000 $1,500,000 $12,000,000 $12,000,000 $12,000,000 $12,697,850 $13,000,000 

Subtotal EWR $163,080,000 

1. Runway Extension Drainage Infrastructure: Of the three runways at EWR, Runways 4R-22L 
and 4L-22R are the two primary runways and accommodate over 1,200 aircraft operations daily. 
As part of a previous project (completed in 1999), Runway 4L-22R was extended to 11,000 feet. 
As a result, approximately 20 acres of pavement was added to the airfield at the intersection of 
Runway 11-29 and Runway 4L-22R, which increased the impervious surface and runoff on-site. 
The additional runoff exceeded the capacity of the existing storm sewer system, resulting in 
improper drainage beneath the newly constructed pavement. This project addressed this issue by 
adding approximately 4,000 linear feet of new piping and additional storm drain inlets to the 
system. 

Transfer Justification: Construction of the drainage system began in 2003. When construction 
started, the Port Authority discovered that there were more utilities (water, sewer, electrical, gas, 
communications) than anticipated in the project footprint. The installation of the 4,000 linear feet 
of new piping required a more extensive relocation effort of the existing utilities, and expanded 
staging areas were needed to store materials and equipment that were required to support the 
additional work. Due to these added project elements, project costs associated with site 
preparation, labor, and materials were higher than originally estimated. 

Table 2 categorizes the project costs accrued to date. The total PFC eligible amount spent to date 
totals $46,298,253. This is greater than the $30,000,000 in Bond Capital and Bond Financing 
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originally budgeted for the project. The Port Authority anticipates spending a total of 
approximately $50,000,000 to complete project activities. 

Table 2 Project Costs of Runway Extension Drainage Infrastructure project 
RFC Eligible 

Cost Labor Cost Overhead 
Materials & 

Svcs Construction 
Admin/ 
General 

R/W Extension Drainage 
Infrastructure $46,298,253 $1,878,397 $1,270,264 $4,538,906 $38,115,659 $495,027 

The Port Authority requests $28,000,000 in Bond Capital and $2,000,000 in Bond Financing and 
Interest be combined and reclassified as Pay-as-you-go. The funds originally identified for 
financing and interest will be applied to the additional project cost items. 

2. Airfield Expansion Project: The Airfield Expansion Project was developed to address capacity 
and delay issues on the airfield and the power distribution network of the airfield lighting system. 
Improvement activities included reconfiguring Taxiway A, Taxiway B, and the Terminal C apron 
to provide appropriate separations for Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and Taxiway 
Object Free Area standards; modifying taxiway fillets in order to accommodate larger aircraft; 
converting a 29-acre area of the airfield to a concrete hardstand; modifying airfield marking, 
lighting and signage, as required; and creating 13 additional Remain Overnight (RON) parking 
spaces. Significant modifications to the power distribution network were made in order to 
provide more reliable and uninterrupted lighting on the airfield. Improvements to the power 
distribution network included the construction of a new switch house to replace the existing 
Switch House #1; rehabilitation of Switch House #2; and construction of a new switch house. 
Switch House #3 (the new switch house adds electrical distribution capacity to prevent system 
overloads). All switch houses were outfitted with transformers, current regulators, duct banks, 
and emergency generators. 

Transfer Justification: This project began in 2004. As work on the power distribution network 
started, it was discovered that additional work was required for each of the switch houses within 
the Airside Operations Area duct banks. This work included additional utility relocations to 
resolve conflicts with existing utilities. During construction, it was determined that the conduits, 
pullboxes, and manholes connecting the switch houses to the Airfield lighting system had failed. 
Many of these conduits were more than 50 years old and were originally constructed with 
Orangeburg pipe (predates PVC conduit). Also, additional conduit, manholes, and handholes 
needed to be added to the system to accommodate new navigational aids. Also, expanded site 
preparation and staging requirements to conduct the improvements and to accommodate winter 
operations (snow removal and deicing operations) at the Remain Overnight (RON) parking area 
were added to the project. 

Along with these added items, cost estimates to conduct this work were developed in 2002. 
Construction started the following year and the Port Authority found that construction materials 
and labor costs were substantially higher than the 2003 estimates, resulting in an approximate 6 
percent increase in material costs. 
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Table 3 categorizes the project costs accrued to date. The total PFC eligible amount spent to date 
totals $98,651,705. This is greater than the $85,000,000 in Bond Capital and Bond Financing 
originally budgeted for the project. The Port Authority anticipates spending a total of 
approximately $100,000,000 to complete project activities. 

Table 3 Project Costs of Airfield Expansion Project 
PFC Eligible 

Cost 
Labor 
Cost Overhead 

Materials & 
Svcs Construction 

Admin/ 
General 

Airfield Expansion 
Proiect $98,651,705 $6,529,022 $3,366,191 $9,892,298 $77,219,916 $1,644,278 

The Port Authority requests $75,000,000 in Bond Capital and $10,000,000 in Bond Financing 
and Interest be reclassified as Pay-as-you-go. The funds originally identified for Financing and 
Interest will be applied to the additional project cost items. 

3. Improvements to Runway Safety Areas: The objective of this project is to enhance aircraft and 
passenger safety by bringing the Airport's Runway Safety Areas (RSAs) into compliance with 
FAA standards. The project contained in the 2006 application funded the Runway 11 RSA. 
Options for enhancing the RSA on Runway 29 are in development by the Port Authority and 
funding for the Runway 29 RSA will be requested by the Port Authority at a later time. RSA 
construction on Runway 11 is nearing completion. 

Transfer Justification: This project started in 2005. As construction progressed, the Port 
Authority discovered additional utility duct bank work was required to accommodate a fiber optic 
cable network. Fiber optic cable was installed for the purposes of facilitating communications 
with airport facilities on the north side of the airport (navigational aids, security systems, etc.). 
The cable and associated duct bank had to be realigned to avoid conflicts with existing utilities, 
pavements, and the new pavement arresting system. 

Table 4 categorizes the project costs accrued to date. The total PFC eligible amount spent to date 
totals $12,697,850. This is greater than the $12,000,000 in Bond Capital and Bond Financing 
originally budgeted for the project. The Port Authority anticipates spending a total of 
approximately $13,000,000 to complete project activities. 

Table 4 Project Costs of Improvements to Runway Safety Areas Project 
PFC Eligible 

Cost Labor Cost Overhead 
Materials & 

Svcs Construction 
Admin/ 
General 

Improvements to 
Runway Safety Areas $12,697,850 $203,303 $66,470 $173,136 $12,199,532 $55,409 

The Port Authority requests $10,500,000 in Bond Capital and $1,500,000 in Bond Financing and 
Interest be reclassified as Pay-as-you-go. The funds originally identified for Financing and 
Interest will be applied to the additional project cost items. 



John F. Kennedy International Airport 

A total of $6,000,000 of funds originally identified in the 2006 PFC Applieation as Bond Financing and 
Interest is requested to be transferred to Bond Capital and the Bond Capital reclassified as Pay-as-you-go. 
A total of $95,000,000 in PFC collections would be reclassified as Pay-as-you-go on two improvement 
projects at JFK to cover eligible project costs. For each project. Table 5 shows the existing Bond Capital; 
Financing and Interest; PFC amount collected; and the amount proposed to be reclassified. Detailed cost 
reports for each project are attached to this letter. 

Table 5 Financing for John F. Kennedy Airport Projects 

Projects 
Bond 

Capital 
(Existing) 

Bond 
Financing & 

Interest 
(Existinq) 

Total 
(Existing PFC 

Approval) 

Amount to be 
Reclassified 
as "Pay^s-

VOU-ffO" 

Total PFC 
Collection 

Actual PFC 
El^lUeCost 

to Date 

Anticipated 
PFC Eligible 

Cost to 
Completion 

Relocation & 
RehabofT/WA 
& Rehab of T/W 
B 

$85,000,000 $5,000,000 $90,000,000 $90,000,000 $90,000,000 $109,006,976 $110,000,000 

Infrastructure 
Study & 
Preliminary 
Deslqn* 

$4.0(B,000 $1,000,000 $5,000,000 $5,000,000 $5,000,000 

Subtotal JFK $89,000,000 $6,000,000 $95X100,000 $99X100,000 $95X100X100 

study is less than the $10 million threshold (3/28/2011). 

I. Relocation & Rehabilitation of Taxiway A & Rehabilitation of Tadway B: Taxiways A and 
B were originally constructed in the 1960s and 1970s, and are the primary circulation taxiways to 
the passenger terminals at JFK. In 2006, the Airport was &ced with having to safely 
accommodate the physical size and operational characteristics of the A380, which was anticipated 
to start flying into JFK in late 2006. At the same time, the Taxiway B pavement was nearing the 
end of its design life and required rehabilitation to prevent excessive deterioration. 

This project was designed to extend die useful life of the pavement on Taxiway A and Taxiway B 
as well as modify and rehabilitate the pavement of taxiway throats. Improvements also included 
widening 22 cross taxiways connecting to Taxiway B and throats to the aprons. The airport 
service road was strengthened for the full width of the throat where aircraft will cross it to access 
the apron. Along with pavement rehabilitation, the project included the replacement and 
improvement of incidental items such as taxiway edge lighting, modem signage, improved 
drainage, and new pavement markings. 

Transfer Justification: Project activities began in 2003 with a pavement evaluation and design. 
The design work defined the scope of the rehabilitation, and construction was initiated in 2005. 
Although the project design and scope accounted for limited subgrade reconstruction, when 
construction was underway the Port Authority discovered that the Taxiways had experienced 
wide-spread and accelerated pavement deterioration in many locations. This deterioration was 
greater than originally expected when the project was initially designed. Specifically, cracking in 
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the wearing course had penetrated through to the subgrade requiring full depth reconstruction in 
many areas. Project designs anticipated restoring the first five to six inches over the lengths of 
the taxiways (21,913 feet of Taxiway A, 23,500 feet of Taxi way 8). During construction, it was 
determined that in some locations the deterioration extended to approximately six to eight inches. 

In the original scope, the Port Authority had estimated that approximately 10 percent of the 
taxiway pavement would require full-depth reconstruction. However, the additional cracking 
required nearly full-depth reconstruction of approximately 20 percent of the taxiway pavement. 
8ecause the Port Authority had anticipated some full-depth rehabilitation, the additional work 
was performed as an extension of bid quantities and the added work did not require a change 
order or an associated change of scope. In addition, since the initial project design and 
construction estimate, the costs for labor and materials had risen 6 percent. The estimate that was 
used in the PFC application was the initial estimate (2003) that did not account for the increased 
material costs. 

Table 6 categorizes the project costs accrued to date. The total PFC eligible amount spent to date 
totals $109,006,976. This is greater than the $90,000,000 in 8ond Capital and Bond Financing 
originally budgeted for the project. The Port Authority anticipates spending a total of 
approximately $110,000,000 to complete project activities. 

Table 6 Project Costs of Relocation & Rehabilitation of Taxiway A & Rehabiiitation of 
Taxiway 8 

PFC Eligible 
Cost 

Labor 
Cost Overhead 

Materials 
&Svcs Construction 

Admin/ 
General 

Relocation & Rehabilitation of 
Taxiway A &B $109,006,976 $5,179,150 $1,706,926 $4,142,958 $96,759,373 $1,218,569 

The Port Authority requests $85,000,000 in Bond Capital and $5,000,000 in Bond Financing and 
Interest be reclassified as Pay-as-you-go. The funds originally identified for Financing and 
Interest will be applied to the additional project cost items. 

2. Infrastructure Study & Preliminary Design: The objective of the infrastructure Study and 
Preliminary Design was to examine landside access and solutions compatible with terminal 
development concepts to efficiently accommodate domestic and international passenger growth at 
JFK. Specifically, the study considered the infrastructure requirements for reconfiguring the 
roadway system in the vicinity of Terminals 5 and 6 to better accommodate passenger services 
issues related to the development of a new terminal in that same vicinity. These include roadway 
configuration, access/egress to parking facilities, AirTrain interface characteristics, and ancillary 
facilities that would be used to support operation of the proposed terminal. The project resulted 
in a planning document that examined alternatives for modifying, expanding and incorporating 
the existing roadway, AirTrain and utility infi-astructure into terminal expansion plans. 
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Transfer Jus8fica8on: Work on t99is study Ijogan in 2006. Once 99ie Port Aut9iority started t9ie 
study, tlie need to acquire and evaluate more current traffic data was recognized in order to 
perform t9te traffic and infiastructure analysis. Traffic data collection includes average vehicle 
speeds, vehicle volumes (by type), recirculating vehicle volume, employee vehicle data (both 
number of vehicles and parking location), curb usage at terminals, parking occupancies, taxi/limo 
operations, and vehicle queuing and dwell time. At the time when the study was initiated, these 
data were not originally identified to be collected. 

In order to determine the new terminal's impact on the transportation in&astructure, several air 
passenger data needs are also required. These include an Air Passenger Survey, 
enplanements/deplanements for the terminal(s) and airline(s) that would be relocated, the number 
of passengers making connections to/from the MTA transit system, peak and daily Air Train 
ridership, a correlation of passengers to airline, growth projections, and origin-destination 
information for through (connecting flight only) passengers. A thorough understanding of these 
data is necessary in order to properly size the terminal curb side area (including sidewalks and 
curb space) and entryways. In addition to properly sizing curb space, traffic and mode data are 
used to determine whether a sufficient numlrer of travel lanes would be provided to serve the 
areas immediately preceding and following the new terminal. Collection and analysis of these 
data will result in additional costs related to fieldwork and data analysis in support of the study. 

The Port Authority requests $4,000,000 in Bond Capital and $1,000,000 in Bond Financing and 
Interest be reclassified as Pay-as-you-go. The funds originally identified for Financing and 
Interest will be applied to the additional project cost items. 

The information regarding these transfers was included in a public notice to all airlines operating at EWR, 
JFK, and LaGuardia Airport on March 17, 2011. The Port Authority received no comments 8om the 
airlines regarding the transfer request. 

The Port Authority would like to thank you for your continued assistance and expertise. It has been most 
helpful to consult with you while preparing this request. Please review the amendment application and 
provide any questions or comments you may have to Ms. Patty Clark, Senior Advisor for Aviation Policy. 
Ms. Clark may be reached by phone at (212) 435-3731, and email at pclark@panvni .gov. 

Sincerely, 

Susan M. Baer 
Director 
Aviation Department 
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FAA Forms 5500-1 

Newark Liberty International Airport (4) 
- 05-05-C-07-EWR, 09-06-U-02-EWR, 10-07-C-00-EWR, and 12-08-C-00-EWR 

John F. Kennedy International Airport (4) 
- 05-05-C-07-jFK, 09-06-U-02-JFK, 10-07-C-00-JFK, and 12-08-C-00-JFK 

LaGuardia Airport (4) 
- 05-05-C-07-LGA, 09-06-U-02-LGA, 10-07-C-00-LGA, and 12-08-C-00-LGA 

Stewart International Airport (2) 
- 10-07-C-00-SWF and 12-08-C-00-SWF 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports FAA Form 5500-1 



0MB Approved 2120-0557 

Federal Aviation 
Administration 
U. S DepajtrnentofTransponatjon 

1. Application Typo (Check all that apply) 

r~ a. Impose PFC Charges 

r~ b. Use pro Revenue 

!X c. Amend PFC No 05-OS-C-O7-EWR 

PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE (PFC) APPLICATION 

FAA USE ONLY 

Date Received PFC Number 

PARTI 
2. Public Agency Name, Address, and Contact Person 

Agency Name '^"1 New York & New Jersey 

225 Park Avenue South 
Address 

City. State. ZIP 
New York. NY 10003 

Contact Person Patty Clark. 212-435-3731 

3. Airportfs) to Use 

EWR. JFK. LGA 

4. Consuttation Dates 
a. Date of Written Notice to Air Carriers: 

September 18. 2014 

b. Date of Consultation Meeting with Air 
Carriers: October 21. 2014 

c. Date of Public Notice 

October 21. 2014 

PART II 

a. Airport to Impose. b. Level c. Total Estimated PFC 
Revenue bv Level 

d. Proposed Effective 
Date: 

e. Estimated Expiration 
Date. 

EWR 
r~ 51.00 P$2.00 1X53.00 

Impose -5276,960 

Use -5276.960 January 1. 2015 
March 1.2017 
(12-08-C-01-EWR) 

n54.00 [5<$4.50 
Impose .$4,757,866 

Use -54.757.866 

January 1. 2015 
March 1.2017 
(12-08-C-01-EWR) 

PART III 
6. Attachments (Check alt that Apply) 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 

9 
h. 
I. 

Att%hed Submitted with Application Number 
|X 05-05-C-00-EWR (4/22/05) 

X 05-tJb-C-UU-bWW (4i22iU5) 
X Ub-Ub-C-UU-kVVK (4l2AH}b) 
X Ob-Ob-C-UO-bWK (4/22/05) 
X 05-Ob-C-UU-bVW (4i22iU5) 

Document 
Airport Capital improvement Plan 
Project Information (Attachment B) 
Air Carrier Consultation and Pubiic Notice information 
Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 
Alternative Uses/Projects 
Competition Plan/Update 
ALP/Airspace/Environmentai 
Notice of Intent Project Information 

PART IV 
7. With respect to tliis 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 las been duly authorized by the governing body of the public agency; 
The public agency will comply with the assurances (Appendix A to Part 158) if the application is approved; 
For those projects for which approval to use PFC revenue is requested, all applicable AuP approvals, airspace determinations, and 
environmental reviews required by the National Environmental Policy Act have been completed. 
If required, the pubtic 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 airslde needs, including mnways. taxiways. aprons, and gates, has 
been made by the pubiic agency. 

a. Typed Narne of Authorized Representative 

Thomas L. Bosco 

b. TiUe 
Director. Aviation Department 

d. E-mail Address 
tboaco@panynj.gov 

e. Fax Number 
212-435-3833 

f. Signature of Authorized Representative g. Date Signed 

November 21. 2014 

I developmei Paperwork Reduction Act Statement: This form is the FAA's primary source tor collecting intormatlon tor the authority to collect PFC revenue for airport 
This information is used to determine the eligibility and justificatlcn of airport development projects regarding safety, security, or capacity of the national air transportatioi 
system; or which reduce noise or mitigate noise impacts resulting from an airport; or furnish opportunities for enhanced competition between or among air earners. It b 
estimated that it will lake 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 assuranca'of confldentialily 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 coOectton of information unless it displays a cunenby valid 0MB control number. The 0MB control number 
associated with this collection of information is 212(WIS57. Comments concerning the accuracy of this burden and suggestions for reducing the burden should be directed 
to the FAA at: 800 Independence Ave. SW, Washington. DC, 20591. Attn: Information Collections Clearance Officer, AIO-20. 

FAA Form 5500-1 (8-10) Supersedes Previous Edition 



0MB Approved 2120-0557 
EXP. 8/31/2013 

Federal Aviation 
Admiiiislration 
U.S. Oeparimenlof Tiansponatlon 

1. Application Typo (Check all that apply) 

I a. Impose RFC Charges-

|~ b. Use RFC Revenue 

|X c: Amend RFC No. 09-06-U-02-EWR 

PASSENGER FACIUTY CHARGE (RFC) APPUCATION 

FAA USE ONLY 

Date Received RFC Number 

PARTI 
2. Public Agency Name, Address, and Contact Person 

Agency Name Authority of New York & New Jersey 

225 Park Avenue South 
Address 

City. State. ZIP 
New York, NY 10003 

Contact Person Patty Clark. 212-435-3731 

3. Alrport(s) to Use 

EWR. JFK. LGA 

4. Consultation Dates 
a. Date of Written Notice to Air Carriers: 

September 18. 2014 

b. Date of Consultation Meeting with Air 

Carriers: October 21, 2014 

c. Date of PubUc Notice 

October 21. 2014 

PART II 
5. Ctiarqes 
a. Airport to impose b. Level c. Total Estimated RFC 

Revenue by Level 
d. Proposed Effective 

Dale: 
e. Estimated Expiration 

Date: 

EWR (Use Orily) 
r~51.00 r~$2.00 1X53.00 

Impose N/A 

use January 1, 2015 N/A 

r54.00 1X54.50 
Impose N/A 

Use SO 

January 1, 2015 

PARTI 
6. Attachments (Check all that ApoM 

Ate rted 
a. 
b. X 
c. X 
d. _ 
e. 
f. 
9 
tl. 

Su 

X 09-tX>-U-0U-bWM (//24fUB) 

X US-OfJ-U-OO-bWH (7/24705) 

Document 
Airport Capital Improvement Plan 
Project Information (Attacliment B) 
Air Carrier Consultation and Public Notice information 
Request to Exclude Class(es) of Caniers 
Alternative Uses/Projects 
Competition PtanAJpdate 
ALP/Airspace/Environmental 
Notice of Intent Project Information 
Additional information 

PART IV 
7. Witti respect to this RFC application I hereby certity 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 assurances (Appendix A to Part 158) if the application Is approved: 
For those projects for which approval to use RFC 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.3.C. 47106(f): and 
If required by 49 U.S.C. 40117(d)(4). adequate provision for financing the airside needs, including ninways. taxiways. aprons, and gates, has 
been made by the public agency. 

a. Typed Name of Authorized Representative 

Thomas L. Boscc 

b. Title 
Director. Aviation Department 

d. E-mail Address 
tbosco@panynj.gov 

e. Fax Number 
212-435-3033 

f. Signature of Authorized Represer^ve ai r-iuii iwi ic g. Date Signed 

November 21,2014 

Paperwork Reduction Act Statement This form is the FAA's orimary source for collecting information 'or the authority to collect RFC revenue for airpon developmenf 
This infOmiation Is used to determine the eligibility and justification of airport development projects regarding safety, security, or capacity of the national air transportafioi 
system; or which reduce noise or mitigate noise impacts resulting from an airport: or fumtsh opportunities for enhanced compedfion between or among air carriers. It r 
estimated that it wiH 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 RFC 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 0MB control number. The 0MB control number 
associated with this collection of information is 2120-0557. Comments concerning the accuracy of this burden and suggestions for reducing the burden should be directed 
to the FAA et 800 Independence Ave. SW. Washington, DC, 20591, Attn: Information Collections Clearance Officer, AII3-20. 

FAA Form 5500-1 (8-10) Supersedes Previous EdiHon 



0MB Approved 2120-0557 

0 
Federal Aviation 
Administration 
U. S. Oapartmenl of Transportalion 

1. Application Type fCheck alt that apply) 

f a. Impose RFC Charges 

r* U. Use RFC Revenue 

RFC No. 10-07-C-00-EWR 

PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE (RFC) APPLICATION 

FAA USE ONLY 

Date Received RFC Number 

PARTI 
2. Public Agency Name, Address, and Contact Person 

Port Authority of New York & New Jersey 
Agency Name 

Address 

City. Slate, ZIR 

Contact Person Pa»y Clark, 212^5-3731 

225 Park Avenue South 

New York. NY 10003 

3. Airport(s) to Use 

EWR. JFK. LGA. SWF 

4. Consultation Dates 
a. Date of Written Notice to Air Carriers; 

September 18. 2014 

b. Date of Consultation Meeting with Air 
Carriers: October 21. 2014 

c. Date of Public Notice 
October 21. 2014 

PART II 
3. v-nargas 
a. Airport lb Impose b. Level c. Total Estimated PFC 

Revenue by Level 
d. Proposed Effective 

Date-
e. Estimated Expiration 

Data-

EWR 
r"$i.oo r~ $2.00 r $3.00 

Impose 

Use January 1. 2015 
March 1.2017 
(12-08-C-01-EWF?) 

n$4.00 |X$4.50 
Impose -$1,605,831 

Use -$1,605,831 

January 1. 2015 
March 1.2017 
(12-08-C-01-EWF?) 

PART III 
6. Attachments fCheck all that Apply) 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 

9-
h, 
I. 

Atta^ed 

X 10-U/-C-UU-fcWR (2112110) 
X lU-UZ-C-UU-EWK (2/12/1U) 

g m-0/-C-Ut)-bWW (2/12/1U) 

X 10-07-C-00-hWR (2/12/10) 

Document. 
Airport Capital Improvement Plan 
Project Information (Attachment B) 
'Air Carrier Consultation and Public Notice Information 
Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 
Alternative Uses/Projects 
Competilion Plan/Update 
ALP/Airspace/Environmentai 
Notice of Intent Project Information 
Additional information 

PART IV 
7. With respect to this RFC 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 Ihe assurances (Appendix A to Part 158) If the application is approved; 
For those projects for which approval to use RFC revenue is requested, all applicable ALP approvals, airspace determinations, and 
environmental reviews required by the National Environmental Policy Act have been completed. 
If required. Ihe 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 alrslde needs, including oinways. taxiways. aprons, and gales, has 
been made by the public agency. 

a. Typed Name of Authorized Representative 

Thomas L. Bosco 

b. Title 
Director. Aviation Department 

d. E-mail /Lddress 
tbosco@panynj.gov 

e. Fax Number 
212-435-3833 

f. Signature of Authorized Representative g. Date Signed 
November 21. 2014 

Paperwork RedSTwsStement: This primary source for collecting intormatlon tor the authority to collect PFC revenue tor airport developmoni 
This Information is used to determine the eligibility and justification of aiqiort development projects regarding safety, security, or capacity of the national air transportaUor 
system; or which reduce noise or mitigate noise impacts resulting horn an airport or furnish opportunities for enhanced competitlort between or among air carriers. It It 
estimated that it will take approximately 5-80 hours to fill out the application depending on Ihe complexity. The use of the fomi is required to obtain FAA approval 
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 

to the FAA.at: BOO Independence Ave. SW. Washington. DC. 20531. Attn: Information Collections Clearance Officer. AIO-20. 

FAA Form 5500-1 (8-10) Supersedes Previous EdIUon 



© 
Federal Aviation 
Administration 
U. S. Depsitmem otTranspoitalion 

0MB Approved 2120-0557 
Fvn 5/31/2013 

1. Application Type (Check all that apply) 
i~ a. Impose RFC Charges 

r~ b. Use RFC Revenue 

|X c. Amend RFC No. 12-08-C-OO-EVVR 

PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE (PFC) APPLICATION 

FAA USE ONLY 

Data Received PFC Number 

PARTI 
2. Public Agency Name, Address, and Contact Person 

Ron Authority of New York & New Jersey Agency Name 

Address 

City, State, ZIR 

Contact Person Patty Clark, 212-435-3731 

225 Rark Avenue South 

New York, NY 10003 

3. Alrport(s) to Use 

EWR, JFK. LGA. SWF 

4. Consuttation Dates 
a. Date of Written Notice to Air Carriers: 

September 18. 2014 

b. Date of Consuitatlon Meeting with Air 
Carriers: October 21. 2014 

c. Date of Public Notice 
October 21, 2014 

PART II 
S. Charges 
a. Airport to Impose b. Level c. Total Estimated RFC 

Revenue by Level 
d. Rroposed Effective 

Date; 
e. Estimated Expiration 

Date: 

EWR 
r$1.00 r$2.00 [X$3.00 

Impose $0 

Use January t. 2015 March 1,2017 

F$4.00 r~$4.50 
Impose 

Use 

March 1,2017 

PART III 
6. Attachments (Check all that Apply) 

Atta 
a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
9 
h. 
I. 

ched 

I 
Submitted with Application Number 

|X 12-08-C-OO.EWR (5/8/12) 

X 12-08-C-lXJ-bWK (Wa/12) 
X 12-U8-C-U0-EWH (h/U/12) 

X 12-Oa-C-UU-bVW (b/B/12) 

X 12-OS-C-OO-fcWR (5/8/12) 

Document 
Airport Capital Improvement RIan 
Rroject Information (Attachment B) 
Air Carrier Consultation and Rublic Notice Information 
Request to Exclude Class(es) of Camers 
Alternative Uses/Rrojects 
Competition RIan/Update 
ALR/Airspace/Environmental 
Notice of Intent Rroject Information 
Additional Information 

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 assurances (Appendix A to Rart 158) if the application is approved; 
For those projects for which approval to use RFC revenue is requested, all applicable ALR approvals, airspace delemiinafions, and 
environmental reviews required by the National Environmental Rolicy 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 alrside needs, Including runways, taxiways, aprons, and gates, has 
been made by the public agency. 

a. Typed Name of Authorized Representative 

Thomas L. Bosco 

b. Title 
Director. Aviation Department 

d. E-mail Address 
tbosco@panynj.gov 

e. Fax Number 
212-435-3833 

f. Signature of Authorized Representative 
<7 

g. Date Signed 

November 21, 2014 

Paperwork Reduction Act Statement This form is the FAA's primary source for collecting information tor the authority to collect PFC revenue tor airport development 
This information is used to determine the eligibilily and justificatfcin of airport development projects regarding safety, security, or capacity of the nationel eir iransiJortatioi 
system; or which reduce noise or mitigate noise impacts resulting tram an airport; or furnish opportunities for enhanced competition tietwean or among air carriers. |l h 
estimated that it will take approximately 5-80 hours to till out the application depending on the complexily. 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 eonfidentiaJily 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 val'rd 0MB control number. The OMB control number 
associated with this collection of information is 2120-0557. Comments concerning the accuracy of this burden and suggestions tor reducing the burden should be directed 
to the FAA aU 800 Independence Ave. SW. Washington, DC, 20591. Attn; Intbrmatton Collections Oearance Officer. AIO-20. 

FAA Form 5500-1 (8-10) Supersedes Rrevious Edition 



0MB Approved 2120-0557 

Federal Aviation 
Administration 
U. S. OepsTtmenlafTmnspartallon 

1. Application Type {Check all that apply) 

f~ 3; Impose RFC Charges 

r~ b. Use RFC Revenue 

iX c. Amend RFC No. 05-05-C-07-JFK 

PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE (RFC) APPLICATION 

FAA USE ONLY 

Date Received RFC Number 

PARTI 
Z Public Agency Name, Address, and Contact Person 

Rort Authority of New York & New Jersey 
Agency Name 

Address 

City. Slate, ZIR 

Contact Person Patty Cladt, 212-435-3731 

225 Rark Avenue South 

New York, NY 10003 

3. Alrport(s) to Use 

EWR. JFK, LGA 

4. Consultation Dates 
a. Date of Written Notice to Air Carriers: 

September 18, 2014 

b. Date of Consultation Meeting with Air 

Carriers: October 21. 2014 

c. Date of Public Notice 

October 21.2014 

PART II 

a. Airport to Irnpose b. Level c. Total Estimated RFC 
Revenue by Level 

d. Rnoposed Effective 
Date: 

e. Estimated Expiration 
Date: 

JFK 
P$1.00 P$2.00 (X$3.00 

Impose -$316,480 

Use -$316,480 January 1. 2015 
April 1.2018 
(12-08-C-01-JFK) 

P$4.00 (X$4.50 
Impose -55.436.776 

Use -$5,436,776 

April 1.2018 
(12-08-C-01-JFK) 

PART III 
6. Attachments (Check all that Apply) 

Atta 
a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
8 
it. 
I. 

cfied 

X 

Su 

X Ob-Ob-C-UO-JFK (4/22)05) 
X Ub-Ub-U-UU-JFK (A/ZJiUb) 

X 05-0S-C-0U-JFK (4/2aUfa) 

Document 
Airport Capital Improvement RIan 
Project Information (Attachment B) 
Air Carrier Consultation and Public Notice Information 
Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 
Alternative Uses/Projects 
Competition Plan/Update 
ALR/Atrspace/Environmental 
Notice of Intent Project Irrfonnation 

PART IV 
7. With respect to this RFC 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 assurances (Appendix A to Part 158) if the application is approved; 
For those projects for which approval to use RFC revenue is requested, all applicable ALP approvals, airspace delemrinatlons. 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 

Thomas L. Bosco 

b. Title 
Director. Aviation DSpartmenl 

d. E-mail Address 
ttosco@panynj.gov 

e. Fax Number 
212-435-3033 

f. Signature of Authorized Representative^ g. Date Signed 

November 21. 2014 

Paperwork Reduction Act Statement: This form is the FAA's primary source tor collecting information for the authority to collect PFC revenue for airport developmeni 
This Information is used to determine the eligltillKy and justirtcation of airport development projects regarding safety, security, or capacity of the national air transportatior 
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 I-
estimated that II wffl take approximately 5-80 hours to fill out the sgjplication depending on the complexity. The use of the form is required to obtain FAA approval of 
authority to coUed PFC revenue (49 U.S.C. 40117(c)). No assurance of confidentiality is necessary or provided. II 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 0MB control number. The 0MB control number 
associated with this collection of Information is 2120-0557. Comments concerning the accuracy of this burden and suggestions for reducing the burcen should be direded 
to the FAA at; 800 Independence Ave, SW, Washington. DC, 20591. Attn; information Collections Clearance Officer. AIO-20. 

FAA Form 5500-1 (6-10) Supersedes Rrevious Edition 



Federal Aviation 
Administration 
U. S. Oepamnent of Transporlstion 

0MB Approved 2120-0557 

PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE (PFC) APPLICATION 

1. Application Type (Check all that apply) 

l~ a. Impose PFC Charges 

[~ D. Use PFC Revenue 

|X c. Amend PFC No. 09-06.U-02-JFK 

Date Received 

FAA USE ONLY 

PFC Number 

PARTI 
2. Public Agency Name, Address, and Contact Person 

Port Authority of New York & New Jersey 
Agency Name 

Address 

City. State. ZIP 

Contact Person Patty Clark. 212-^36-3731 

225 Park Avenue South 

New York. NY 10003 

3. Airport(s) to Use 

EWR. JFK. LGA 

4. Consultation Dates 
a. Date of Written Notice to Air Carriers: 

September 18. 2014 

b. Date of Consultation Meeting with Air 
Carriers: October 21.2014 

c. Date of Public Notice 

October 21. 2014 

PART II 
5. Charges 
a. Airport to Impose b. Level c. Total Estimated PFC 

Revenue by Level 
d. Proposed EffeOive 

Date: 
e. Estimated Expiration 

Dale; 

JFK (Use Only) 
r$1.00 r$2.00 |x$3.00 

Impose N/A 

use SO January 1.2015 N/A 

r$4.00 |X$4.50 
Impose N/A 

Use SO 

January 1.2015 

PART III 
6. Attachments (Check all that Apply) 

Attached 
a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
g 
h. 
I. 

X 09-06-U-UU-JFK (7/24/09) 

X Og-06-U-00-JFK f7i24/09) 

Document 
Airport Capital Improvement Plan 
Project Information (Attactiment B) 
Air Carrier Consultation and Public Notice Information 
Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 
Alternative Uses/Projects 
Competition Plan/Update 
ALP/Alrspace/Envlronmental 
Notice of Intent Project Information 
Additional Information 

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 tme and correct 
This application has been duly authorized by the governing body of the public agency; 
The public agency will comply with the assurances (Appendix A to Part 158) 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.3.C. 47106(f): and 
If required by 49 U.S.C. 40117(d)(4). adequate provision for financing the alrslde needs. Including mnways. taxiways, aprons, and gates, has 
been made by the public agency. 

a. Typed Name of Authorized Representative 

Thomas L. Bosco 

b. Title 
Director. Aviation Department 

E-mail Address 
tbosco@panynj.gov 

e. Fax Number 
212-435-3033 

f. Signature of Authorized Representative g. Date Signed 

November 21. 2014 

Paperwork Reduction Act Statement: This form is the FAA's primary source for collecting Information for the authority to collect PFC revenue for airport developmen 
This information is used to determine the ellglblilty and justiftcatlon of airport development projects regarding safety, security, or capacity of the national air transporlatior 
system; or which reduce noise or mitigate noise impacts resulting from an airport or fumish opportunities for enhanced competition between or among air carriers. It 
estimated that it will lake 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 thel an agenc/ may not conduct or 
sponsor, and a person Is not required to respond to a collection of information unless It displays a currently valid 0MB control number. The 0MB control number 
associated with Ifris collection of Information is 2120-0557. Comments concerning the accuracy of this burden and suggestions for reducing the burden should be directed 
to the FAA at 800 Independence Ave. SW. Washington, DC. 20991. Attn; Information Collections Clearance Officer. AIO-20. 

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



0MB Approved 2120-0557 

Federal Aviation 
Administration 
U. S. DeparUnenl of Transportation 

1. Application Typo (Check all that apply) 
r a; Impose RFC Charges 

l~ b. Use RFC Revenue 

|X c. Amend RFC No. 10-07-C-OO-JFK 

PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE (RFC) APPLICATION 

FAA USE ONLY 

Date Received RFC Number 

PARTI 
2. Public Agency Name, Address, and Contact Person 

Agency Name Pot Aulhorlly of NewYork&New Jersey 

225 Park Avenue South 
Address 

City, Slate. ZIP 
New York. NY 10003 

Contact Person Patty Clark, 212^5-3731 

3. Airport(s) to Use 

EWR. JFK. LGA. SWF 

4. Consultation Dates 
a. Date of Written Notice to Air Carriers; 

September 18, 2014 

b. Date of Consultation Meeting with Air 
Carriers: October 21, 2014 

c. Date of Public Notice 
October 21, 2014 

PART II 
S. Charaes —— —-— 
a. Airport 10 Impose b. Level c. Total Estimated PFC 

Revenue bv Level 
d. Proposed Effective 

Date: 
e. Estimated Expiration 

Date: 

JFK 
r $1.00 r $2.00 r $3.00 

Impose 

Use - January 1, 2015 
Febmary 1,2017 
(12-08-C-01-JFK) 

f $4.00 |X$4.50 
Impose -$2,143,511 

Use -52,143,511 

January 1, 2015 
Febmary 1,2017 
(12-08-C-01-JFK) 

6. Attachments (Check all that Apply) 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
8 
h. 
I. 

Atta^ed Submitted with Application Number 
g 10-07-C-00-JFK (2/12/10) 

X TD-07-C-U0-JFK (2/12/10)-
X lU-U/ C-UU-JFK (2/12/1U) 

X m-07-C-UU-JFK (2/12/1U) 

X 10-07-C-UU-JI-K (2/12/1U) 

Document 
Airport Capital Improvement Plan 
Project Information (Attachment B) 
Air Carrier Consultation and Public Notice Information 
Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 
Alternative Uses/Projects 
Competition Plan/Update 
ALP/Airspace/Environmental 
Notice of Intent Project Information 
Additional Information 

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 appiication are true and correct. 
This application has been duiy authorized by the governing body of the public agency; 
The public agency will comply with the assurances (.Appendix A to Part 158) if Ihe appiication is approved, 
For those projects for which approval to use PFC revenue is requested, ail applicable ALP appravals, airspace determinations, and 
environmental reviews required by the NaUonal Environmental Policy M. have been completed. 
If required, tfie 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, tax'iways, aprons, and gates, has 
been made by the public agency. 

a. Typed Name of Ajthorlzed Representative 

Thomas L. Bosco 

Director, Aviation Department 
d. E-mail Address 

tbosco@panyni.gov 
e. Fax Number 

212-435-3833 

g. Date Signed 
November 21, 2014 

Paperwork Reduction Act Statement This form Is the FAA's primary source tor collecting Informalion for the authority to colled PFC rav^ue to airport develop 
This infoimation is usee to determine the eligibility and justification of airport development projeds regarcing safety, secunly, or capacity of the national air transportata 
system- or which reduce noise or mitigate noise impacts resulUrg tram an airport; or furnish opportuniUes for enhanced competillori between or airiOTg air earners. It 

to the FAA at 800 Independence Ave. SW, Washington. DC, 20591, Attn: Information Collections Clearance Officer, AIO-20. 

FAA Form 5500-1 (8-10) Supersedes Previous Edition 



0 
Federal Aviation 
Administration 
U. S. Depanment of TransportaUon 

0MB Approved 2120-0557 
Fvn ani/2013 

1. Application Type fCheck all that apply) 

I~ a, Impose PFC Charges 

n b. Use PFC Revenue" 

R c. Amend PFC No. 12-OB-C-OO-JFK 

PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE (PFC) APPLICATION 

FAA USE ONLY 

Date Received PFC Number 

PARTI 
2. Public Agency Name, Addr^s, and Contact Person 

Agency Name Authority of New Yortt & New Jersey 

Address 225 Park Avenue South 

New Yortt. NY 10003 
City, Slate, ZIP 

Contact Person Patty aark. 212 A36 3731 

3, Airport(s) to Use 

EWR, JFK. LGA, SWF 

4. Consultation Dates 
a. Date of Written Notice to Air Carriers: 

September 18, 2014 

b. Date of Consultation Meeting with Air 
Carriers: October 21, 2014 

c. Date of Public Notice 

Octulie, 21,2014 

PART II 
5. Charges 
a. Airport to Impose b. Level c. Total Estimated PFC 

Revenue by Level 
d. Proposed ERecOve 

Date: 
e. Estimated Expiration 

Date: 

JFK 
F51.00 r$2.00 1X53.00 

Impose $0 

use SO JFK 

Impose $0 

use SO January 1, 2015 February 1,2017 

F54.00 F54.50 
Impose 

Use 

February 1,2017 

PART III 
6. Attachments ICheck all that Apply) 

Atta ghed 
a. 
b. X 
c. X 
d. 
e _ 
f. 
g-
h. 

X 12-08-C-UU-JFK|5/8;i2) 
X 12-ua-C-uu-jhK (b;a/i2) 

X 12-UU-U-UU.JFK(5y8/12)-

Document 
Airport Capital Improvement Plan 
Project Information (Attachment B) 
Air Carrier Consultation and Public Notice Information 
Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 
Alternative Uses/Projects 
Competition Plan/Update 
ALP/Airspace/Environmental 
Notice of Intent Project Information 
Additional Information 

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 ttiis application are true and cornsct; 
This application has been duly authorized by the governing body of the public agency; 
The public agency will comply with the assurances (Appendix A to Pari 158) 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.3.C. 47106(f); and 
If required by 49 U.S.C. 40117(d)(4), adequate provision for financing the airside needs, including ronways, taxiways, aprons, and gates, has 
bee»made by the public agency. 

a. Typed Name of Authorized Representative 

Thomas L. Bosco 

b. Title 
Director. Aviation Department 

d. E-mail Address 
tbosco@panynj.gov 

e. Fax Number 
212-435-3633 

f. Signature of Authorized Representative:..^ g. Dale Signed 

November 21,2014 

Paperwork Reduction Act Statement: This form is the FAA's primary source for collecting Information for the authority to collect PFC revenue far airport developmeni 
This Information is used to determine the eligibility and justification of aiqran development projects regarding safety, security, or capacity of the national air transportatior 
system; or which reduce noise or mitigate noise impacts resulting from an airport or furnish opportunities for enhanced competWon between or among air carriers. It c 
estimated thai il will take approximaldy 5-80 hours to fill out the application depending on the complexity. The use of the form is required to obtain FAA approval or 
authonty to collect PFC revenue (49 U.S.C. 40117(c)). No assurance of confidentiality is necessary or provided. II should be noted that an agency may not conduct or 
sponsttr, and a person is not required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a currently valid 0MB control number. The 0MB corttrol number 
associated with this collection of information Is 2120-0557. Comments concerning the accuracy of this burden and suggesfions for reducing the burden should be directed 
to the FAA at 800 Independence Ave. SW, Washington, DC. 20591, Attn; Inforination Collections Clearance Officer, AIO-20. 

FAA Form 5500-1 (8-10) Supersedes Previous Edition 



0MB Approved 2120-0557 
Fvn. 8/31/2013 

o 
1. Application Type (Check all that appty) 

n a. Impose PFC Charges 

r~ b. Use PFC Revenue 

[X c. Amend PFC No. 05-05-C-07-LGA 

Federal AvIaUon 
Administration 
U. S. Departmenl oTTfamportatlon 

PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE (PFC) APPUCATION 

FAA USE ONLY 

Date Received PFC Number 

PARTI 
2. Pubiic Agency Name, Address, and Contact Person 

Port Authority of New Yoilt & New Jersey 
Agency Name 

Address 

City. State. ZIP 

225 Park Avenue South 

New York, NY 10003 

contact Person Patty Clark, 212-435-3731 

3. Airpoft(s) to Use 

EWR, JFK, LGA 

4. Consultation Dates 
a. Date of Written Notice to Air Carriers: 

September 18, 2014 

b. Date of Consultation Meeting with Air 

Carriers: October 21. 2014 

c. Date of Pubiic Notice 

October 21, 2014 

PART II 

S. Charges 
a. Airport to Impose 

LGA 

b. Level 

r$1.00 r$2.00 |x$3.00 

r $4.00 |X$4.50 

c. Total Estimated PFC 
Revenue by Level 

Impose -5206,560 

Use *206.560 
Impose -53,548,472 

Use -$3,548,472 

d. Proposed Effective 
Date: 

January 1,2015 

e. Estimated Expiration 
Date 

April 1,2018 
(12-08-C-01-UGA) 

PART III 

Atta chad 
a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
t, 
9 
h 
I. 

Su 

'x 0S-t)b-U-UU-LGA(4;22iU5) 
Ub-tJb-C-UU-LbAt4j22ttJ5) 

X Ub-Ub-c-uu-LiaA t4;22tti5| 

Document 
Airport Capital Improvement Plan 
Project Information (Attachment B) 
Air Camier Consultation and Public Notice Information 
Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 
Alternative Uses/Projects 
Competition Plan/Update 
ALP/Alrspace/Environmental 
Notice of Intent Project Information 

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; 

environmental reviews required by the National Environmental Policy Act have ^feri conjieted 

been made by the public agency. 

a. Typed Name of Authorized Representative 

Thomas L. Bbsco 

"" Director. Aviation [department 

d. E-mail Address 
tbosco@panynj.gov 

f. Signature of Authorized RepresentaUyp-p 

c. Telephone Number 
212^35-3720 

e. Fax Number 
212-435-3833 

g. Dale Signed 

November 21,2014 

to me FAA at 800 Independence Ave. SW, Washington, DC, 20591, Attn: Information Collections Clearance Officer, AIO-20. 

FAA Form 5500-1 (8-10) Supersedes Previous Edition 



0MB Approved 2120-0557 
Fm 5/31/2015 

Federal Aviation 
Administration 
U. S. Departmem of TmneponeUon PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE (RFC) APPLICATION 

1. Application TypoYCAec/t all that apply) 

r~ a. Impose PFC Charges 

r* b. Use PFC Revenue 

|X c. Amend PFC No. 09-06-U-02-LGA 

Date Received 

FAA USE ONLY 

PFC Number 

PARTI 
Z Public Agency Name, Address, and Contact Person 

Agency Name Port Authority of New York & New Jersey 

. ̂  225 Park Avenue South 
Address 

City, State. ZIP New York, NY 10003 . 

contact Person P^"Y 212-435-3731 

3. Airport(s} to Use 

EWR, JFK, LGA 

4. Consultation Dates 
a. Date of Written Notice to Air Carriers; 

September 18, 2014 

b. Date of Consultation Meeting with Air 

Carrteis: October 21, 2014 

c. Date of Public Notice 

October 21, 2014 

PART II 
5, Charges 
a. Airport to Impose b. Level c. Total Estimated PFC 

Revenue by Level 
d. Proposed Effective 

Date: 
e. Estimated Expiration 

Date: 

LGA (Use Only) 
r~$i.oo r$2.00 Ixsa.oo 

Impose N/A 

use SO January 1, 2015 N/A 

r$4.00 |X$4.50 
Impose N/A 

Use SO 

January 1, 2015 N/A 

PARTI 
6. Attachments fChec/r all that Apply) 

a. 
b. 
a 
d. 
e. 
f. 
9-
h. 
i. 

Attached Su 

X ua-ue-u-ou-LLjA t//24/ua) 

X 09-06-U-00-LGA (7/24/09) 

Document 
Airport Capital Improvement Plan 
Project Information (Attachment B) 
Air Gamer Consultation and Putitic Notice Information 
Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 
Alternative Uses/Projects 
Competition Plan/Update 
ALP/Airspace/Environmental 
Notice of Intent Project Infonnation 
Additional Information 

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 ttie governing body of the public agency; 
The public agency will comply with the assurances (Appendix A to Part 158) If the application Is approved; 
For those projects for which approval to use PFC revenue Is requested, all applicable A_P 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 airslde needs, Including runways, taxiways, aprons, and gates, has 
been made by the public agency. 

a. Typed.Name of Authorized Representative 

Thomas L Bosco 

b. Title 
Director, Aviation Department 

d; E-mail Address 
tbosco@panynj.gov 

e. Fax Number 
212-435-3033 

f. Signature of Authorized Ri g. Dale Signed 

November 21, 2014 

Paperwork Reduction Act Statement This form is the FAA's primary source for coHeceng information for the auttiority to collect PFC revenue tor airport developmeni 
This information Is used to determine the eligibility and justilication of airport development projects regarding safety, security, or capacity of the nasonal air trenspoitatioi 
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 r 
estimated that it will lake approximately 5-80 hours to fill out the application depending on the complexity. The use of the form s required to otrtain FAA approval of 
authority to collecl PFC revenue (49 U.S.C. 40117(c)). No assurance of confidenltallty 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 cunently valid OMB control number. The 0MB control number 
associated with this collection of Information Is 2120-0557. Comnwnts concerning the accuracy of this burden and suggestions for reducirig the burden should be direcled 
to the F/\A at 800 Independence Ave, SW. Washington, 1%, 20591. Attn: information Collections Clearance Officer, AIO-20. 

F/VA Form 5500-1 (8-10) Supersedes Previous Edition 



0MB Approved 2120-0557 

© 
Federal Aviation 
Administration 
U. S. Oepartment of Transportation 

. Application Type (Check all that apply) 

I a. impose PFG Charges 

I~ D. Use PFG Revenue 

iX c. Amend PFG No. 10-07-C-00-LGA 

PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE (RFC) APPLICATION 

FAA USE ONLY 

Date Received PFC Number 

PARTI 
2. Public Agency Name, Address, and Contact Person 

Port Authority of New York & New Jersey 
Agency Name 

225 Park Avenue South 
Address 

Gity, State. ZIP New York, NY 10003 

contact Person Patty Clark, 212^35-3731 

3. Airport(s) to Use 

EWR, JFK, LGA, SWF 

4. Consultation Dates 
a. Date of Written Notice to Air Carriers: 

September 18, 2014 

b. Date of Consultation Meeting with Air 
Carriers: October 21, 2014 

c. Date of Public Notice 
Octobei 21, 2014 

S. Cha 
a. Airport to Impose 

LGA 

b. Level c. Total Estimated PFC 
Revenue bv Level 

f"$1.00 r$2.00 r$3.00 
Impose 

Use 

f~$4.00 |X$4.50 
Impose -$1,018,660 

Use -$1,018,660 

January 1,2015 
April 1,2018 
(12-08-G-01-LGA) 

6. Attachments ICheck all that Apply) 
Atta 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
9-
h. 
i. 

X 10-0/-G-UU-LGA (2/12/10)-
X lU-UZ-G-UU-LGA (2/12i lUF 

^ 10-0/-U-UU-LGA (2yi2i1U)' 

X 10-07-C-U0-LGA(2/12i1U) 

Document 
Airport Capital Improvement Plan 
Project Information (Attachment 8) 
Air Carrier Consultation and Public Notice Information 
Request to Exclude Glass(es) of Carriers 
Alternative Uses/Projects 
Competition Ptan/Update 
ALP/Aiispace/Environmental 
Notice of inleni Project Information 
Additional Informalion 

PART IV 
7 With respect to ttiis 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, 

environmental reviews required by the National Environmental Policy Act have "eeri completed 

been made by the public agency. 

a. Typed Name of Authorized Representative 

Thomas L. Bosco 

Director, Aviation Department 

d. E-mail Address 
tbDsco@panynj.gov 

f. Signature of Authori^d.Representative-^ jtho^' 

V- (i-

e. Fax Number 
212-435-3833 

g. Date Signed 
November 21, 2014 

I authority to i 

sponsor 

to the FAA rt^BOO^nd^^ndenre Aw^^ DC. 20591, Attn: WormaUon Collections Clearanea Omcer, AIO-20. 

FAA Form 5500-1 (8-10) Supersedes Previous Edition 



0MB Approved 2120-0557 
E"" 8/31/2013 

0 
Federal Aviation 
Administration 
U. S. Oepaitment of Tiansportalion 

1. Application Type (Check all that apply), 

r~ a. Impose PRC Charges 

r~ b. Use PRC Revenue 

|X c. Amend PRC No. 12-08-C-Q0-LC5A 

PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE (PFC) APPLICATION 

FAA USE ONLY 

Date Received PFC Number 

PARTI 
2. Public Agency Name, Address, and Contact Person 

Agency Name Aut^^orily of New York & New Jersey 

225 Park Avenue Soulh 
Address 

City. Stale. ZIP New York. NY 10003 

coniact Person Patty Clark, 212-435-3731 

3. Airport(s) to Use 

EWR. JRK, LGA. SWR 

4. Consultation Dates 
a. Date of Written Notice to Air Carriers:. 

September 18, 2014 

b. Date of Consultation Meeting with Air 
Carriers: October 21.2014 

c. Date of Public Notice 

October 21. 2014 

PART II 
5. Charges 
a. Airport to Impose b. Level c. Total Estimated PRC 

Revenue by Level 
d. Proposed Eifetdive 

Date: 
e. Estimated Expiration 

Date; 

LGA 
rM OO r$2.00 |X$3.00 

impose $0 

use SO January 1. 2015 April 1.2018 

r$4.00 r$4.50 
Impose 

Use 

January 1. 2015 (12-a8-C-0T-LGA) 

PART III 
6. Attachments (Check all that Apply) 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
g. 
h. 
i. 

AtUched Sul Number 

X 12-U8-C-UU-HiAlb/U/12i 
X 12-Ua-C-UU-LGA (5/8/12, 

X i2-ua-c-uu-mA(yn/i2.i 

X 12 OB-C-UO-LGA (578/12) 

Document 
Airport Capital Improvement Plan 
ProjectInfoimation (Attachments) 
Air Carrier Consultation and Public Notice Information 
Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 
Alternative Uses/Projects 
Competition Plan/Update 
ALP/Airspace/Environmenlal 
Notice of Intent Project Information 
Additional Information 

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 appllcaUon has been duly authorized by the governing body of the public agency; 
The public agency will comply with the assurances (Appendix A to Part 158) If the application is approved; 
For those projects for which approval to use PRC revenue is requested, ail applicable ALP approvals, airspace detenninalions, 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, laxiways, aprons,, and gates, has 
been made by the public agency. 

a. Typed Name of Authorized Representative 

Thomas L. Bosco 

True 
Director, Aviation Department 

d. E-mail Address 
tbosco@panynj.gov 

e. Fax Number 
212-435-3033 

f. Signature of Authorized Representative ^ g. Date Signed 

November 21, 2014 

Paperwork Reduction Act Statement: Ttiis form is the FAA's primary source for cotlectirig information for the authority to collect PFC revenue for airport developmeni 
This information Is used to determine the eligibility and jusUfrcatlori of airport development projects regarding safety, security, or capacity of the national air tiansportatlor 
system; or which reduce noise or mitigate noise impacts resulting from an airport; or furnish opportunities for enhanced competition between or among sir carriers. It b 
estimated tftal it will take approximately 5-80 hours to fill cut the application depending on the complexity. The use of the form is required to obtain FAA approval of 
aulfiorily to collect PFC revenue (49 U.S.C. 40117(c)). No assurance of eonfidentrality is necessary or provided. II should be noted that an agency may not conduct or 
sponsor, and a person is noi required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a currently valid OMB control number. The 0MB control number 
assocrated with this collection of information is 2120-0557. Comments concerning the accuracy of this bunfen and suggeaions for reducing the burden should be directed 
to the FAA at 800 Independence Ave. SW. Washington.. DC. 20591. Attn; Information Coliactions Clearariee Offrcer. AlO-20. 

FAA Form 5500-1 (8-10) Supersedes Previous Edition 



0MB Approved 2120-0557 

e Federal Aviation 
Admihislration 
U. S. Departmant of Transportfllion 

. Application Type (Check all that apply) 
r~ a. Impose PFC Charges 

r* P. Use PFC Revenue 

c. Amend PFC No. 10-07-C-OO-SWF 

PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE (PFC) APPLICATION 

FAA USE ONLY 

Date Received PFC Number 

PARTI 
2. Public Agency Name, Address, and Contact Person 

A„n„N.» 
225 Park Avenue South 

Address 

City. State, ZIP New York, NY 10003 

Contact Pemon Patty Clark. 212-135-3731 

3. Airport(s) to Use 

EWR. JFK. LGA. SWF 

4. Consultation Dates 
a. Date of Written Notice to Air Carriers: 

September 18. 2014 

b. Date of Consultation Meeting with Air 
Carriers: October 21. 2014 

c. Date of Public Notice 
Oaober2i.20i4 

PART II 

a. Airport to Impose 

SWF 

b. Level 

F$1.00 r$2.00 r~$3.00 

r$4.00 |X$4.50 

c. Total Estimated PFC 
Revenue by Level 

Impose 

Use 
Impose .$36,999 

Use -$36,999 

d. Proposed Effective 
Date: 

January 1.2015 

e. Estimated Expiration 
Date: 

November 1.2018 
(12-08-C-00-SWF) 

PART III 
6. Attachments (Check all that Apply) 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
g-
n. 
I. 

Attached Su^l^^v^^g^^o^Number 

X TP-iT7-C-UU-SWF (ZilZflU) 
X 1U-U/-C-UU-SWI- (2j12/1U)' 

X 1D-07-C-UU-SWF (znz/iu) 

X 10-07-C-OU-SWF 012f1U) 

Document 
Airport Capital Improvement Plan 
Project InformaUon (Attachment 8) 
Air earner Consultation and Public Notice Information 
Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 
Alternative Uses/Projects 
Competition Plan/Update 
ALP/Airspace/Environmental 
Notice of Intent Project information 
Additional Information 

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

To the best of my knowledge and belief, ail data in this application are Ime and correct: 
This application has been duly authorized by the governing body of the public agency; 

environmental reviews required by the National Environmental Policy Act have l?^"compiete[L 

been made by the public agency. 

a. Typed Name of Authorized Representative 

Thomas L. Bosco 

^ Director, Aviation Department 

d. E-mail Address 
tbosco@panynj.gov 

IflSSS: sS"""' 
e. Fax Number 

212-435-3833 

f. Signature of Authorized Representative g. Date Signed 
November 21. 2014 

to the FAA at 800 Indeffflndence Ave. SW, Washington, DC. 20591. Attn: Intormatran Collections Clearance Otlicer. AIO-20. 

FAA Form 5500-1 (8-10) Supersedes Previous Edition 



0MB Approved 2120-0557 
E:'" «'31/2ni5 

Federal Aviation 
Administration 
U, S. Oepaninent of Transportation 

1. Applltxitlon Type 'Check all that apply) 

r* a. Impose PFC Charges 

l~ b. Use PFC Revenue 

l>r c. Amend PFC No. 12-08-C-OO-SWF 

PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE (PFC) APPLICATION 

FAA USE ONLY 

Date Received PFC Number 

PARTI 
2. Public Agency Name, Address, and Contact Person 

Agency Name Port Authority of New York & New. Jersey 

225 Park Avenue Sbulh 
Address 

City. Slate. ZIP 
New York, NY 10003 

Contact Person Patty Qark. 212-436-3731 

3. Alrpott(3) to Use 

EWR, JFK, LGA, SWF 

4. Consultation Dates 
a. Date of Written Notice to Air Carriers: 

September 18. 2014 

b. Date of Consultation lUleetlng with Air 

Carriers: October 21, 2014 

c. Date of Public Notice 

October 21, 2014 

PART II 
5. Charges 
a. Airport to Impose b. Level c. Total Estimated PFC 

Revenue by Level 
d. Proposed Effective 

Date: 
e. Estimated Expiration 

Date 

SWF 
r~$1.00 F$2.00 (X$3.00 

Impose 30 

Use SO SWF 

Impose 30 

Use SO January 1.2015 November 1, 2018 

F54.00 F$4.50 
Impose 

Use 

November 1, 2018 

PART III 
6. Attachments (Check all that Apply) 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
I. 
9-
h. 
I. 

Attached Sub 

X 14-Ud-L,-UU-5Wh (h/d/12) 
X 12-U8-C-UU-SWF (6/8112) 

X IZ-OH-U-UU-SWF (fa/8/12) 

X iz-oa-c-oo-awt- (S/B/IZF 

Document 
Airport Capital Improvement Plan 
Project Information (Attachment B) 
Air Camer Consultation and Public Notice Information 
Request to Exclude Class(es) of Canlers 
Alternative Uses/Projects 
Competition Plan/Update 
ALP/Airspace/Environmental 
Notice of Intent Project Information 
Additional Information 

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 tnie and correct; 
This application has been duly authorized by the governing body of the public agency; 
The public agency twiii comply with the assurances (Appendix A to Pad 158) If the. application is approved; 
For those projects for which approval to use PFC revenue is requested, all applicable ^P 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.3.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 

Thomas L, Bosco . 

Title 
Director. Aviation Department 

E-mail Address 
tbosco@panynj.gov 

e. Fax Number 
212:-430-3833 

f. Signature of Authorized Representative g. Date Signed . 

November 21, 2014 

Paperworfi Rsducdon Act Statement: This form is the FAA's primary source for coHecting information -"or the authority to collect PFC revenue for airport developmenl 
This information is used to determine the eligibility and justification of airport development projects regarding safety, security, or capacity of the national afr transportatior 
system; or which reduce noise or mitigale noise Impacts resulting from an airport or furnish opportunities for enhanced competition between or among air carriers. It fi 
estimated that II 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. II should be noted that an agenc/ may not conduct or 
sponsor, and a parson is not required to respond to a collection of Information unless it displays a currently valid 0MB comtol number. The 0MB control numbar 
associated with this collection of information is 2120-0557. Comments concerning the accuracy of this burden and suggestions for reducing the burden should be directed 
to the FAA at; 800 Independence Ave. SW. Washington, DC, 20591, Attn; Information Collections Clearance Officer. AIO-20. 

FAA Form 5500-1 (8-10) Supersedes Previous Edition 



THE POHT AUTHORIIY OF NY & N J 

Thomas L. Bosco 
Novembe4 21, 2014 oirsaoi 

Ms. Patricia Henn • Mr.-Ryan Allen 
Financial Team Lead New York Airports District Office 
Federal Aviation Administration FAA Eastern Region 
1 Aviation Plaza 1 Aviation Plaza 
Jamaica, NY 11434-4809 Jamaica, NY 11434-4809 

RE: Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) Amendments for Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), 
LaOuardla Airport (LGA), John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), and Stewart 
International Airport (SWF) 

Dear Ms. Henn and Mr. Allen: 

The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey (Port Authority) Is requesting an amendment to the 
Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) applications 05-05-C-07-"* (05-05-C-07-EWR, 05-05-C-07-JFK,and 
05-05-C-07-LGA), 09-06-U-02-*** (09-06-U-02-EWR, 09-06-U-02-JFK, 09-06-U-02-LGA), 10-07-C-
00-*** (10-07-C-00-EWR, 10-07-C-00-JFK, 10-07-C-00-LGA, 10-07-C-00-SWF) and 12-08-C-OO-^"^'' 
(12-08-C-00-EWR, 12-08-C-00-JFK, I2-08-C-00-LGA, 12-08-C-00-SWF). These amendments will 
affect projects at Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), John F. Kennedy International Airport 
(JFK), and LaGuardla Airport (LGA). 

.*** 

The purpose of this requested amendment Is the following: 

• Amend the estimated eligible costs of certain projects that are underway; 

• Amend the eligible costs of certain projects that are complete; 

• Amend PFC Financing and Interest amounts for certain projects, eliminating amounts not used or 
transferring amounts to pay-as-you-go ("PAYGO") approval; and 

• Provide update regarding activities and progress for certain projects. 

The amendments and the Justifications for each are described In further detail In this letter. The Port 
Authority requests that the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) approve these amendments that reflect 
the costs of PFC-eilglbie project elements revised from the estimates contained In the original 
applications. For projects that are complete, the Port Authority would like to notify the FAA that, once 
the amounts are amended, these projects should be closed. 

Total requested amended collection authority and use authority approval amounts are shown on the 

following page by application number: 

'•[/iVive y-U'di 

P/^uvrori. \'y' /f'C'O-
i 2/2 4J5 i/lVi f J/? 435 3 =33 
iboscovVpor^ynj.gov 



Requested Change in Collection Authority by Application 

PFC Application PFC PAY-GO PFC Bond Capital PFC Fin. & Int. 

Total .Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
05-05-C-07-***' $162,700,000 ($141,849,196) ($35,393,919) ($14,543,1 15) 
10-07-C-00-*** $15,000,000 ($16,605,000) ($3,200,000) ($4,805,000) 
12-08-C-00-*** $2,000,000 ($1,900,000) ($100,000) -

Total $179,700,000 ($160,354,196) ($38,693,919) ($19348,115) 

1) Includes impose only projects from the 05-05 application that have since received use authority under the 09-06-U-02-"* application. 

Requested Change in Use Authority by Application 

PFC Application PFC PAY-GO PFC Bond Capital PFC Fin. & Int. 

Total Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
05-05-C-07-*** $117,700,000 ($100,849,196) ($31,393,919) ($14,543,115) 
09-06-U-02-*** $45,000,000 ($41,000,000) ($4,000,000) -
10-07-C-00-*** $15,000,000 ($16,605,000) ($3,200,000) ($4,805,000) 
12-08-C-00-*** $2,000,000 ($1,900,000) ($100,000) -

Total $179,700,000 ($160354,196) ($38,693,919) ($19348,115) 

Based on the $19,348,115 reduction in total PFC collection authority, the Port Authority estimates the 
following revised charge expiration dates for collection authority under the most recent applications at 
each airport: 

AoDlication Revised Charge 
Exoiration Date 

12-08-C-00-EWR March 1,2017 

12-08-C-00-JFK February I, 2017 

12-08-C-00-LGA April 1,2018 

12-08-C-00-SWF November 1, 2018 

Newark Liberty International Airport fEWRI 

The Port Authority requests the FAA review the following project updates and approve the amendment 
requests for six approved PFC projects at EWR. These projects require funding modifications due to 
variations from originally submitted cost estimates that were realized during project implementation, this 
letter also includes projects that are complete, which means that the Port Authority has collected and 
expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost (as amended) of each approved project. Four of the six 
projects for which the Port Authority is requesting an amendment are complete; in addition, at the end of 
this section, the Port Authority has listed three additional projects at EWR that are complete and should 
be closed. 



Table 1 - Summary Table for PFC Amendment Requests for Newark Liberty International Airport Projects 

Existing 1
 

e
 

ested 

PFC PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) Request 

05-05-C 
Project to Plan 
for Expanded 
Terminal A 

$19,000,000 $1,000,000 $20,000,000 $20,000,000 - - $20,000,000 -
Transfer 
Fin./lnt., 

Close 

05-05-C 
Airfield Expansion 
Project 

$85:000,000 - - $85,000,000 - $84,209,510 $790,490 $85,000,000 -
Reallocate 
Fin./lnt., 

Close 

05-05-C 
Perimeter Security 
Project 

- $25,000,000 $5,000,000 $30,000,000 $30,000,000 - - $30,000,000 -
Transfer 
Fin/lnt., 

Close 

05-05-C 

Runway/Taxiway 
Pavement 
Rehabilitation 
Project 

- $51,738,000 $2,000,000 $53,738,000 - $51,918,000 $1,446,885 $53,364,885 ($373,1 15) 
Transfer 
Fin./lnt, 

Close 

05-05-C 
Modernization of 
Terminal B 

- $147,975,000 $7,525,000 $155,500,000 $155,500,000 - - $155,500,000 

I 

-
Transfer 
Fin./lnt. 

05-05-C 
& 
09-06-U 

Upgrade 
Navigational Aids 
R/W 22R & 22L 

- $9,000,000 $1,000,000 $10,000,000 $10,000,000 - - $10,000,000 -
Transfer 
Fin./lnt. 

05-05-C 
& 
09-06-U 

Upgrade 
Navigational Aids 
R/W4L 

- $9,000,000 $1,000,000 $10,000,000 $10,000,000 - - $10,000,000 -
Transfer 
Fin./lnt. 

Subtotal EWR $85,000,000 $261,713,000 $17,525,000 $364,238,000 $225,500,000 $136,127,510 $2,237,375 $363,864,885 ($373,115) 



1. Project to Plan for Expanded Terminal A (05-05 application - $4.50 PFQ 

This project was for the planning and preliminary design for improvements to Terminal A that 
enhanced passenger processing efficiency, improved security, provided additional gates and space 
for new entrant airlines, and expanded the number of gates to meet forecasted passenger demand. 
Project activities were designed to provide ^greater utilization of the terminal, to meet the 
objectives of the Port Authority in accordance with the recommendation of the approved Airport 
Competition Plan. The Plan affirms that the additional gates provide an opportunity for 
competition among the carriers. Expansion was determined to be necessary because the terminal 
was experiencing significant passenger congestion due to the implementation of security 
mandates that the terminal was not originally designed to accommodate. 

The Planning Study would analyze and design terminal improvement concepts that would 
alleviate existing passenger congestion and accommodate future growth. Preliminary concepts 
incorporated in the plan included: modifying existing ticketing areas; adding gates and ticket 
counters in accordance with the recommendation of the airport's approved Competition Plan; 
expanding the existing gate layout to add more gates; relocating existing facilities that interfere 
with the terminal building expansion; relocating baggage claim facilities; and providing 
replacement space for displaced areas during ticket counter improvements. 

The purpose of the project was to evaluate these potential project components and advance a plan 
to determine a preferred alternative and develop Stage I designs. These elements were to form the 
basis for further design development. The cost associated with this initial planning study was 
approximately between one and two percent of the total project cost that was originally estimated 
to be between $ 1.3 billion and $1.7 billion. 

Request: 
1) Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; 
2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO; and 
3) Close. 

Table 1-1. PFC Amendment Request 

Existing Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
CO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
.Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

Project to Plan 
for Expanded 
Terminal A 

- $19,000,000 $1,000,000 $20,000,000 $20,000,000 - - $20,000,000 

Justification: 

During the planning process, the preliminary alternatives considered included actions that would 
renovate particular areas of the facility. The Planning Study's preliminary findings determined 



that other alternatives, such as building a new terminal, may be more effective than renovating 
the existing facility. Therefore, the Port Authority determined it was necessary that the plan 
evaluate an alternative to build a new terminal. Therefore, alternatives incorporating a new 
terminal were included in the planning study and preliminary design work. Evaluating and 
designing alternatives to build a new terminal were not originally contemplated, however when 
planners determined that it may be more effective solution, the Port Authority determined it was 
consistent with the stated project purpose and should be incorporated into the^lan. The study was 
finalized with those alternatives as part of the final report. 

The Port Authority originally planned on funding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 

payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

With the approval of this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port 
Authority will have collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved 
project. The Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

2. Airfield Expa99sio99 Project (05-05 application - $4.50 PFC) 

This project included the planning, design and construction of airfield enhancements on the north 
side of EWR. The project improved aprons, taxiway fillets, and taxiway spacing designed to meet 
Group V aircraft standards. An important aspect of this project was to conduct an extensive re
design and rehabilitation of the power distribution network for the airfield lighting, which 
included the construction of a new switch house (Switch House #3); a new switch house to 
replace the existing Switch House #1; rehabilitation of Switch House #2; and reconfiguration of 
the lighting circuits to more efficiently route power to each of the runways. 

Ameridment Request: 
1) Reallocate PAYGO Approval to Bond Capital and Financing & Interest; and 

2) Close. 

Existing Requested 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC PFC PAY-
CO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
.Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 

Airfield 
Expansion $85,000,000 - $85,000,000 - $84,209,510 $790,490 $85,000,000 



Justification: 

In July 2011, the project was amended to change all of its approval authority to PAYGO. 
Subsequently, the Port Authority decided to use commercial paper to finance a small portion of 
the improvements in order to manage PFC program cashflow. A total of $790,490 in interest was 
paid on the outstanding commercial paper used to fund the project prior to it being retired. 
Therefore, the Port Authority requests $790,490 in PFC authority to be used to pay eligible 
financing & interest costs. 

With the approval of this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port 
Authority will have collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved 
project. The Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

3. Perimeter Security Project (05-05 application - $4.50 PFC) 

The Perimeter Security Project at EWR was first approved for PFC funding in 2006. The original 
project was designed to enhance perimeter and airport operations area (AGA) security at E"^^. 
The project was to complerhent overall security measures in coordination with guidelines for 
airport security and in compliance with the Airport's approved security plan. The project 
incorporated the design, purchase and installation of security related equipment and 
infrastructure. The project incorporated 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. 

Request: 
1) Transfer Finaneing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 
2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 

Table 1-3. PFC Amendment Request 

Existing Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 

Total 
Approval 
.Amount 
Increase/ 

Perimeter 
Security 
Project 

- $25,000,000 $5,000,000 $30,000,000 $30,000,000 - - $30,000,000 -

Justification: 

The Port Authority is seeking the transfer of the financing & interest amount so that it may be 
applied to the project. The preliminary design used to estimate costs for the project in the 05-05 
PFC application was subsequently refined to address operational and regulatory issues that have 
arisen over the past seven years. The design revisions required by the operational and regulatory 
changes specific to EWR were not included in the original Perimeter Security Project budget and 



were addressed after the 05-05 PFC application was approved. These changes are in accordance 
with the airport security program for each airport and in coordination with the TSA and FAA. 
While each of these elements was originally identified in the PFC application, costs have been 
refined since the project's preliminary design associated with the following: 

• Additional equipment and personnel detection capabilities-required (perimeter 
drainage ditch): Due to the refinement of the project's preliminary design, additional 
layers of detection were necessary to adequately detect personnel intrusions. To do so, 
additional sensors were installed, tested, optimized, and integrated. This combination of 
security layers of detection and optimization of existing sensors provides a resilient 
system that will help protect the airport year-round. 

• Additional power and communication infrastructure to support enhanced detection 
at areas of concern: The project's preliminary design assumed power and 
communication were sufficient to support the proposed security equipment. Upon the 
start of construction, however, the installation of new infrastructure along areas of 
concern was required because there was not adequate infrastructure in those areas that 
could support the new sensors required to enhance the system and provide layered 
security. The specific elements of work included the extension of underground duct 
banks, conduits, power lines, and communication lines to enable the installation of the 
proposed system. 

The Port Authority originally planned on funding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 
payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

With the approval of this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port 
Authority will have collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved 
project. The Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

4. Runway/Taxiway Pavement Rehabilitation Project - Runway 4L/22R, 4R/22L, and 

Taxiway P (05-05 application - $4.50 PFC) 

The project included the planning, design, and construction of pavement rehabilitation for RWs 
4L/22R and 4R/22L, and Taxiway (TW) P. Pavement rehabilitation also necessitated improving 
associated drainage, airfield signage, pavement markings, and lighting. The lighting was designed 
and implemented to support the Surface Movement Guidance and Control System (SMGCS) 
Plan, and updated while the pavements were closed for rehabilitation. This project preserved the 



ru9way and taxi way pavements, improved low visibility operations, and reduced congestion and 
delays. 

The dimensions of the runways and taxi way impacted by this project are: 
• RW4L/22R-11,000 by 150 feet 
• RW4R/22L-9,980 by 150 feet 
• TWP-10,000 by 75 feet 

Pavement rehabilitation was required because the wearing course was beginning to exhibit signs 
of age-related stress cracking for all three surfaces. The pavement rehabilitation replaced the 
existing wearing course with revitalized asphalt pavement to preserve the structural sections of 
the pavement, permitting safe and efficient aircraft operations. If the pavement was not 
rehabilitated, the structural section of the runways and taxiway pavements would have further 
degraded, precipitating an erosion of the pavement structural sections. That would have 
eventually required replacing the runways and taxiways, rather than Just rehabilitating their 
wearing course. 

Request: 
1) Transfer Portion of Unused Financing & Interest Amount to Bond Capital; and 
2) Close. 

Table 1-4. PFC Amendment Request 

Existing Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
.Approval 

PFC PAY-
CO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. <& 
Int. 

Total PFC 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

Runway/ 
Taxiway 
Pavement 
Rehabilitation 
Project 

- $51,738,000 $2,000,000 $53,738,000 - $51,918,000 $1,446,885 $53,364,885 ($373,1 15) 

Ttistification: 

Planning and engineering for this project began in 2002 with a preliminary engineering analysis 
and pavement evaluation that identified the need for the pavement rehabilitation on the three 
elements of this project: RW 4L/22R, RW 4R/22L and TW P. In addition to examining 
rehabilitation alternatives, the engineering analysis also included detailed cost estimates. The cost 
estimates based on the 2002 data were included in the PFC application approved In January 2006. 
Construction was completed in 2007. 

During construction of the project, cost increases resulted from the need for additional quantities 
of labor and materials (e.g. fill, asphalt) that arose during the course of the 4-year period of 
construction. With the approval of this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and 



the Po9t Au9ho9i9y will have collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable coot of the 
approved project. The Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion In 

SOAR. 

5. Modernization of Ternrinal B (05-05 application - $4.50 PFQ 

Project actlvltleo associated with the modernization of Terminal B was originally approved for 
PFC funding in 2006. The project description and PFC funding amount was adjusted as part of a 
2009 amendment for the project. This project Is on-going. 

The modernization of Terminal B project Is Intended to Improve passenger throughput from the 
check-in areas to the boarding areas of the Terminal B complex. Project activities are designed to 
provide greater utilization of the terminal to meet the competitive objectives of the Port 
Authority. The terminal experiences significant passenger congestion due to the Implementation 
of security mandates that the terminal was not originally designed to accommodate. The Port 
Authority commissioned a comprehensive study to quantify the capability of Terminal B to 
accommodate future passenger demands. The study was completed In 2004 and highlighted 
deficiencies of the Terminal B, recommending a series of terminal Improvements to 
accommodate current and anticipated passengers. 

The project Included the construction of a new baggage claim area; enlargement of an existing 
lobby; Installation of a new ground transportation center; demolition of the existing domestic 
baggage claim area and construction of new check-In counters In this location; modification to 
existing departures-level check-In areas; modifications to accommodate in-line baggage 

screening; and congestion and security Improvements. 

The 2009 amendment discussed how the project changed since Its Inception. Project changes 
resulted In Increased construction costs, Including escalations In the construction cost Index and 
changes to the scope "of work. These changes were Identified during construction and 
Implemented to enhance the functionality and capacity of the terminal. Contract bid prices were 
higher than estimated in the original project cost estimate due to a higher actual construction 
pricing In the metropolitan area, with rates between 3.5 and 6.5 percent higher than the standard 
escalation between 2005 and 2007. Estimates also did not provide for escalation over the term of 
the project and the original program authorization was based on a pro-forma estimate of less than 
21 percent for planning and engineering services, which Is unrealIstlcally low for this type of 
complex, airside, building related construction In an active terminal. 

In addition, as construction started, design modl8catlons were required due to new TSA 
requirements for baggage screening, and additional emergency electrical distribution at the 
Airport caused changes to the designs of the electrical substations, requiring significantly 
Increased feeder service between the generator and substations. Changes such as this required 
additional engineering and design, which resulted engineering costs greater than originally 

budgeted. 



Request: 
1) Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 
2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 

Table 1-5. PFC Amendment Request 
Existing Requested 

Projects 

RFC 
PAY
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

RFC PAY
GO 

PFC 
Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. 

& Int. 
Total RFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
Modernization 
of Terminal B - $147,975,000 $7,525,000 $155,500,000 $155,500,000 - - $155,500,000 -

Amendment Justification: The Port Authority Is seeking to transfer the financing and interest to 
PAYGO due to increased project costs resulting from cost escalation, since the original 
construction cost estimate was developed in 2004 and the construction phase of the project began 
in 2005. The original estimates used a standard escalation on construction costs of 3.5 percent per 
year. However, actual construction pricing in the metropolitan area increased at a much greater 
rate since then. This amendment request provides additional funding to address cost increases in 
project elements that were originally estimated in 2004. 

The Port Authority originally planned on funding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 
payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

With the approval of this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port 
Authority will have collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved 
project. The Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

6. Upgrade Navigational Aids Runways 22R and 22L (05-05 and 09-06 applications - $4.50 
PFC) 

This project is designed to enhance the navigational aids (NAVAIDS) on RWs 22R and 22L. The 
runways originally had Category (CAT) I Instrument Landing System (ILS) approaches. This 
project upgrades the existing, earlier generation localizer and glideslope equipment of RWs 22R 
and 22L to modern Mark XXa (20a) equipment. These enhancements will also relocate the 
distance measuring equipment (DME) and patrol road, modify the Air Operations Area (AOA) 
fence, and adjust the existing blast fence and taxi way. This work will improve the ILS reliability 
during Instrument Flight Rules (IFR) conditions for both runways. The improvement to RW 22L 
also includes a far field monitor and the installation of an Approach Lighting System with 

10 



Sequenced Flashers-2 (ALSF-2). A significant portion of the existing infrastructure for RW 22L 
was reused for the CAT III upgrade, thereby minimizing construction costs. 

This project enhances the ILS system performance while expanding the Instrument Flight Rules 
(IFR) capacity of the Airport. The project also expands CAT III ILS capability to RW 22L. 
Another benefit is realized during snow events at the airport. The improved system allows up to 
12 inches of snow to accumulate before removal is required, as opposed to the previous system 
that only allowed six inches of accumulation. This provides additional time for snow removal 
crews to respond without the ILS going off-line during these events. All of these benefits improve 
the capacity of the Airport while adding flexibility during reduced visibility conditions, thus 

reducing congestion and delays. 

Request: 
1) Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 
2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 

Existing Requ ested 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 

Upgrade 
Navigational 
AidsR/W 
22R, 22L, 4L 

$9,000,000 $1,000,000 $10,000,000 $10,000,000 - - $10,000,000 -
Upgrade 
Navigational 
AidsR/W 
22R, 22L, 4L 

Justification: 

Planning for this project began in 2003 with a navigational aids study performed in association 
with the FAA. An engineering analysis and design study was also performed during this time that 
included detailed cost estimates. This information was included in the PFC application approved 
in 2006 and Impose Only authorization was granted for the project. From 2006 to 2009, designs 
for the installation of equipment were completed on the project and required environmental 
analysis, airspace study and Airport Layout Plan updates were performed. Use Authority was 
granted by the FAA in April 2010 and final design, engineering and construction was 

implemented in July 2010. 

The Port Authority is seeking a transfer of unused financing and interest so that amount may be 
applied to cost increases resulting from the need for additional quantities of labor and materials 
(e.g. fill, asphalt) that arose during the course of construction. The estimate prepared for this 
project was based on a preliminary design for the navigational aids installation. The preliminary 
design used to estimate costs for the 2006 PFC application was subsequently refined to address 
engineering requirements as the design was advanced after the 2006 PFC application was 
approved and later after Use authority was granted. 
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The Port Authority originally planned on funding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 
payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

7. Upgrade Navigationaf Aids Runway 4L (05-05 and 09-06 applications - $4.50 PFC) 

This project is designed to enhance the navigational aids (NAVAIDS) on RW 4L. The runway 
originally had Category (CAT) 1 Instrument Landing System (ILS) approaches. This project 
upgrades the existing, earlier generation localizer and glideslope equipment of RW 4L with the 
installation of modem Mark XX (20) localizer and glideslope equipment, far field monitor, and 
the installation of an ALSF-2. This included the relocation of a portion of the patrol road, 
distance measuring equipment (DME), modifications to the Air Operations Area (AGA) fence, 
and several adjustments to the existing blast fence. 

This project enhances the ILS system performance while expanding the Instrument Flight Rules 
(IFR) capacity of the Airport. The project also expands CAT III ILS capability to RW 4L. 
Another benefit is realized during snow events at the airport. The improved system allows up to 
12 inches of snow to accumulate before removal is required, as opposed to the previous system 
that only allowed six inches of accumulation. This provides additional time for snow removal 
crews to respond without the ILS going off-line during these events. All of these benefits improve 
the capacity of the Airport while adding flexibility during reduced visibility conditions, thus 
reducing congestion and delays. 

Request: 
1) Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 
2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 

Table 1-6. PFC Amendment Request 

Existing ' Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY
GO 

PFC Bond PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
.Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
Upgrade 
Navigational 
AidsRAV4L 

- $9,000,000 $1,000,000 $10,000,000 $10,000,000 - - $10,000,000 -

Justification: 

Planning for this project began in 2003 with a navigational aids study performed in association 
with the FAA. An engineering analysis and design study was also performed during this time that 
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included detmled cost estimates. This information was included in the PFC application approved 
in 2006 and Impose Only authorization was granted for the project. From 2006 to 2009, designs 
for the installation of equipment were completed on the project and required environmental 
analysis, airspace study and Airport Layout Plan updates were performed. Use Authority was 
granted by the FAA in April 2010 and final design, engineering and construction was 

implemented in July 2010. 

The Port Authority is seeking a transfer of financing and interest so that amount may be applied 
to cost increases resulting from the need for additional quantities of labor and materials (e.g. fill, 
asphalt) that arose during the course of construction. The estimate prepared for this project was 
based on a preliminary design for the navigational aids installation. The preliminary design used 
to estimate costs for the 2006 PFC application was subsequently refined to address engineering 
requirements as the design was advanced after the 2006 PFC application was approved and later 

after Use authority was granted. 

The Port Authority originally planned on funding this project with proceeds from a debt 
insti-ument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be fimded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 

payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

Additional EWR Projects to be Closed Out 

The following projects are physically and financially complete and the Port Authority has 
collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of each approved project. 

Runway Extension Drainage Infrastructure (05-05 application) 
Mandated Security Costs (05-05 application) 
Improvements to Runway Safety Areas (05-05 and 09-06 applications) 

For each, the Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

John F. Kennedy International Airport 

The Port Authority requests the FAA review the following project updates and approve the amendment 
requests for seven approved PFC projects at JFK. These projects require funding modifications due to 
variations from originally submitted cost estimates that were realized during project implementation. 
This letter also includes projects that are complete, which means that the Port Authority has collected and 
expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost (as amended) of each approved project. Five of the seven 
projects for which the Port Authority is requesting an amendment are complete; in addition, at the end of 
this section, the Port Authority has listed one additional project at JFK that is complete and should be 

closed. 
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Table 2 - Summary Table for PFC Amendment Requests for JFK International Airport Projects 

Existing f 1 

PFC 
App # Projects 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 

Increase/ 
(Decrease) Request 

05-05-C 

Reconstruction and 
Strengthening of 
Taxiways A and B 
Bridges 

- $39,700,000 $300,000 $40,000,000 - $31,844,000 $300,000 $32,144,000 ($7,856,000) 
Amend 

Down and 
Close 

05-05-C 
Runway 13L-3IR 
Rehabilitation Project - $27,097,000 $2,400,000 $29,497,000 - $28,381,000 $663,000 $29,044,000 ($453,000) 

Transfer 
Fin./lnt., 
Amend 

Down and 
Close 

05-05-C 

Relocation and 
Rehabilitation of 
Taxi way A and 
Rehabilitation of 
Taxiway B 

$90,000,000 - - $90,000,000 - $89,926,294 $73,706 $90,000,000 -
Reallocate 

Fin./lnt. and 
Close 

05-05-C 
JFK. -Perimeter 
Security Project - $35,500,000 $9,500,000 $45,000,000 $45,000,000 - - $45,000,000 -

Transfer 
Fin/lnt. 

05-05-C 

Infrastructure Study 
and Preliminary 
Design to 
Accommodate a New 
Terminal 

- $5,000,000 - $5,000,000 $4,200,000 - - $4,200,000 ($800,000) 
Amend 

Down and 
Close 

10-07-C 
Demolition of Hangar 
12 & Building 94 - $14,250,000 $750,000 $15,000,000 $15,000,000 - - $15,000,000 -

Transfer 
Fin./lnt. 

12-08-C 
Rehabilitation Of 
Taxiway P - $1,900,000 $100,000 $2,000,000 $2,000,000 - - $2,000,000 -

Transfer 
Fin./lnt. and 

Close 

Subtotal JFK $90,000,000 $123,447,000 $13,050,000 $226,497,000 $66,200,000 $150,151,294 $1,036,706 $217^88,000 ($9,109,000) 
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1. Reconstruction and Strengthening of Taxiways A&B Bridges (05-05 application - $4.50 

PFC) 

Taxiways A and B are the primary circulation taxiways to the passenger terminals at JFK. The 
project reconstructed and strengthened the two pairs of bridges that serve these taxiways in the 
vicinity of the Van Wyck Expressway (Jl 1 and J12) and the JFK Expressway (J 13 and J14). The 
bridge decks and girders were replaced and strengthened to accommodate the then-existing 
aircraft fleet mix (the bridges were load-restricted for certain aircraft prior to the project) and the 
A380. The project also included the paving of approximately 200 feet of each taxi way bridge 
approach to match the cross-slope and profile of the bridges. 

Request: 

1) Amend Down Bond Capital Amount; and 
2) Close. 

Existing Requ ested 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 

Reconstruction and 
Strengthening of 
Taxiways A and B 

$39,700,000 $300,000 $40,000,000 - $31,844,000 $300,000 $32,144,000 ($7,856,000) 

Justification: 

In October 2007, the project was completed under budget (due to competitive bids) and the 
Taxiway (TW) A&B bridges are now functioning in accordance with the project description as 
detailed in the original PFC application. Therefore, the Port Authority is requesting an 
amendment that will adjust the Impose and Use authority granted in the original application to 
reflect the actual costs of the project at completion. 

With this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port Authority will have 
collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved project. The Port 
Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

2. Runway 13L/31R Rehabilitation (05-05 application - $4.50 PFC) 

Runway (RW) 13L/3IR, which is 10,000 feet long and 150 feet wide, was originally constructed 
in the 1960s and was nearing the end of its useful life in 2005. This runway is a primary use 
runway, especially during inclement weather, because of its instrument landing system 
capabilities and length. The northernmost end of RW 4L/22R is part of the displaced threshold. 
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but is also used extensively by aircraft departing from RW 22R and for aircraft exiting RW 
i3L/3iR. 

This project consisted of pavement rehabilitation along the entire length of RW 13L/31R and 
along the northernmost end of RW 4L/22R for approximately 1,000 feet. The project includes 
modifications to edge lighting systems, centerline lighting systems, signage, drainage, markings, 
and pavement shoulders as needed. 

Request: 

1. Transfer Portion of Unused Financing & Interest Amount to Bond Capital; 
2. Amend Down Remaining Unused Financing & Interest Amount; and 
3. Close. 

Table 2-2. PFC Amendment Request 
Existing Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

. Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
Runway 13L-
31R 
Rehabilitation 
Proiect 

- $27,097,000 $2,400,000 $29,497,000 - $28,381,000 $663,000 $29,044,000 ($453,000) 

Justification: 

The partial transfer of financing & interest approval to bond capital is necessary due to the need 
for additional quantities of labor and materials (fill and asphalt) that arose during the course of 
construction. Subsurface pavement conditions in certain areas deteriorated to a greater degree 
than what had been previously estimated, requiring more extensive, full-depth repaving. 

With this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port Authority will have 
collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved project. The Port 
Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

3. Relocation and Rehabilitation of Taxiway A & Rehabilitation of Taxiway B (05-05 
application - $4.50 PFC) 

These taxi ways, which are critical to providing efficient routing of aircraft from the passenger 
terminal complex to any location on the airfield, were first constructed in the 1960s and 1970s. At 
JFK, nearly every air carrier, air cargo, and commuter aircraft use some part of TWs A and B 
during its operations. Although pavement maintenance and repair are performed on a regular 
basis, the pavements were nearing the end of their useful lives. 
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Taxi ways A and B are the primary circulation taxiways to the passenger terminals at JFK. This 
project rehabilitated TWs A and B pavements to provide a 20-year design life and to withstand 
the regular high usage of the pavements by the current aircraft fleet. The project also strengthened 
the TWs A and B pavements and widened the taxiway throats to accommodate Group VI aircraft 
including the Airbus 380 aircraft. Twenty-two cross taxiways connecting the two taxiways and 
the throats to the aprons were widened to 100 feet in order to accommodate the A380 aircraft. 
The project scope to accommodate the A380 also included the relocation of the reconstructed TW 
A centerline outward toward TW B in order to increase the separation distance of TW A from the 
terminal restricted service road. Improvement to taxiway edge lighting, signage, drainage, and 
markings were also elements of the project scope. 

Request: 

1. Reallocate PAY GO Amount to Financing & Interest Amount and Close 

Existing Requ ested 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC 
Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. 

& Int. 
Total PFC 
.Approval 

PFC 
PAY-GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. 
&lnt. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 

Relocation and 
Rehabilitation of 
Taxiway A and 
Rehabilitation of 
Taxiway B 

$90,000,000 - - $90,000,000 - $89,926,294 $73,706 $90,000,000 -

Justification: 

After the project was amended to change all of its approval authority to PAYGO, the Port 
Authority decided to use commercial paper to finance a small portion of the improvements in 
order to manage PFC program cashflow. $73,706 in interest was paid on the outstanding 
commercial paper used to fund the project prior to it being retired. In addition to the bond capital 
amount increase, the Port Authority requests $73,706 in PFC authority to be used to pay eligible 

financing & interest costs. 

With this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port Authority will have 
collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved project. The Port 
Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

4. Perimeter Security Project (PIDS) (05-05 application - $4.50 PFC) 

This project included the design, purchase and installation of security-related equipment and 
infrastructure with a goal of enhancing perimeter and airport operations area (ADA) security at 
JFK. This project was also designed to complement the overall security measures at the airport in 
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coordination with the JFK Federal Security Director (FSD) and Transportation Security 
Administration (ISA) in compliance with the Airport's Security Plan. The project scope was 
comprised of a multi-layered hardening approach consisting of perimeter fencing, physical 
barriers, access control gates and lighting, along with multiple technologies such as, fiber-optic 
sensing cable, closed-circuit television, and video motion detection. The project was completed 
in 2012. 

Request: 

1) Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 
2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 

Table 2-4. PFC Amendment Request 

Existing Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
JFK -Perimeter 
Security Project - $35,500,000 $9,500,000 $45,000,000 $45,000,000 - - $45,000,000 -

Justification: 

The Port Authority is seeking the transfer of the unused financing & interest amount so that it 
may be applied to the project. The preliminary design used to estimate costs for the project in the 
05-05 PFC application was subsequently refined to address operational and regulatory issues that 
have arisen over the past seven years. The design revisions required by the operational and 
regulatory changes specific to JFK were not included in the original Perimeter Security Project 
budget and were addressed after the 05-05 PFC application was approved. These changes are in 
accordance with the airport security program for each airport and in coordination with the TSA 
and FAA. While each of these elements was originally identified in the PFC application, costs 
have been refined since the project's preliminary design associated with the following: 

Additional equipment and personnel detection capabilities required (waterfront): Due 
to the refinement of the project's preliminary design, additional layers of detection were 
necessary to adequately detect personnel intrusions. To do so, additional sensors were 
installed, tested, optimized, and integrated. This combination of layers of security detection 
and optimization of existing sensors provides a resilient system that protects the airport year-
round. 

Additional power and communication infrastructure to support enhanced detection at 
areas of concern: The project's preliminary design assumed power and communication were 
sufficient to support the proposed security equipment. Upon the start of construction, 
however, the installation of new infrastructure along areas of concern was required because 

18 



there was not adequate infrastructure in those areas that could support the new sensors 
required to enhance the system and provide layered security. The specific elements of work 
included the extension of underground duct banks, conduits, power lines, and communication 
lines to enable the installation of the proposed system. 

• Changes Necessary due to Airport Perimeter Modifications: Since the time the PODS 
project was awarded, portions of the AOA perimeter have been modified to accommodate 

- major airport improvements to meet the demands of the traveling public. These changes in 
the airport perimeters resulted in modifications to the FIDS system to resolve issues including 
line-of-sight obstructions, conflicts where planned or existing PIDS infrastructure needed to 
be relocated, and expansion of the PIDS system to provide coverage of newly created 
perimeter areas resulting from the demolition of vacated buildings. 

The Port Authority had originally planned on funding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 

payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

5. Infrastructure Study & Preliminary Design to Accommodate New Terminal (05-05 

application - $3.00 PFC) 

This project involved 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 (now demolished). The study included 
conceptual design, alternatives analysis and preliminary design for future landside access. The 
goal of the study was to ensure that there is adequate landside access capacity to accommodate 
the anticipated passenger and meeter/greeter demand at the site. The study also examined the 
impact to the airport roadway network, intermodal facilities, and terminal utility systems. In 
addition, it assessed methods of construction phasing and facility relocation to minimize 

interruptions of airport operations. 

Request: 

1. Amend Down; and 
2. Close 

Existing Requested 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond PFC Fin. 
& Int. 

Total PFC 
.Approval 

PFC PAY
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. 
& Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
.Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 

Infrastructure Suidy 
and Preliminary Design 
to Accommodate a 

- $5,000,000 - $5,000,000 $4,200,000 - - $4,200,000 ($800,000) 
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Justification: 

The study was used to support the eventual design and construction of Terminal 5 at JFK which 
was completed in 2008. The Port Authority's expenses for the project were less than the original 
project estimate of $5,000,000 due to the consultant that performed the study having completed 
the required tasks of the study in fewer hours than originally stated in their proposal. 

With this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port Authority will have 
collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved project. The Port 
Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

6. Aircraft Ramp Expansion & Hangar Demolition (10-07 application - $4.50 PFC) 

This project consisted of the demolition of Hangar 12 and Building 94, both owned by the Port 
Authority. This demolition allowed for the expansion of aircraft parking apron into the location of 
the existing Hangar 12 and Building 94 site. The project included all necessary preparation for 
major portions of the site to meet FAA requirements for aircraft apron parking. ' 

Request: 

1. Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 
2. Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 

Table 2-6. PFC Amendment Request 

Existing Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

Demolition of 
Hangar 12 & 
Building 94 

- $14,250,000 $750,000 $15,000,000 $15,000,000 - - $15,000,000 -

Justification: 

After the project construction started, unexpected field conditions required an increase in project 
costs to complete the work in a safe and code-compliant manner. For example, improvements to 
the fire hydrant system adjacent to the hangar were needed to ensure that adequate hydrant water 
volume and pressure was available during demolition. In addition, shortly after demolition .was 
started, it was recognized that due to the design of the Hangar's cable supported roof system, 
additional heavy equipment and a revised demolition plan were needed to ensure the safe 
demolition of the Hangar 12 roof. Therefore, an additional heavy crane was needed in order to 
deconstruct the hangar roof in balanced segments to prevent an uncontrolled collapse of the 
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structure. These changes also added several months to the construction schedule. This project was 

completed In October 2013. 

The Port Authority had originally planned on funding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 
payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

7. Rehabilitation of Taxiway P - Planning & Engineering (12-08 application - $3.00 PFC) 

This project examined alternatives for the rehabilitation of the TW P pavement and widening the 
taxiway surface and its shoulders to meet standards for use by Design Group VI aircraft. The 
project provided complete planning documents and preliminary engineering plans and 

specifications. 

Taxiway P is the main feeder route for RW 13R/31L, which handles approximately 30 percent of 
JFK's annual departures and approximately 35 percent of JFK's total annual operations. The 
taxiway is 11,825 feet by 75 feet and is approximately 14 years old. The current pavement was in 
fair condition according to the Port Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement Management Plan. The 
FAA's New York Airport District Office Project Manager reviewed the Pavement Management 
Plan and concurred with its assessment of this pavement. 

The planning effort considered the use of asphalt and concrete to rehabilitate the taxiway and 
asphalt to repave the shoulders. Additionally, the planning effort considered widening of the 
taxiway from 75 to 82 feet and the associated shoulders from 25 feet to 40 feet as well as 
reviewed various turning radii on the north side of TW P at the intersections of TWs PC, PA, and 
MC, which were too narrow to accommodate Design Group VI aircraft. Runway 13R/31L was 
recently widened to accommodate Design Group VI aircraft such as the A380, which are now 
using the airport under an approved modification to standards. The studied improvements to TW 
P would support the use of RW 13 R/31L by this category of aircraft. 

Request: 

1. Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; ^ 
2. Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO; and 
3. Close. 

Existing f e ested 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC PFC PAY
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 

Rehabilitation $1,900,000 $100,000 $2,000,000 $2,000,000 - - $2,000,000 -
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Justificatioo: 

Duriog field work associated with planning the rehabilitation, it was determined that additional 
geotechnical exploration was needed in order to verify the structural cross-sections of select 
pavement areas. This action resulted in added costs associated with additional geotechnical work. 

The Port Authority had originally planned on funding this project with proceeds from a debt 
iristiument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 
payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

The final planning and engineering documents were completed November 2011 and have been 
sent to and accepted by the FAA. With this amendment, the project will be financially complete, 
and the Port Authority will have collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of 
the approved project. The Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in 
SOAR. 

Additional JFK Project to be Closed Out 

The following project is physically and financially complete and the Port Authority has collected 
and expended PFC revenue for its allowable cost. 

• Mandated Security Costs (05-05 application) 

The Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

LaGuardia Airport 

The Port Authority requests the FAA review the following project updates and approve the amendment 
requests for five approved PFC projects at LGA. These projects require funding modifications due to 
variations from originally submitted cost estimates that were realized during project implementation. 
This letter also includes projects that are complete, which means that the Port Authority has collected and 
expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost (as amended) of each approved project. Three of the five 
projects for which the Port Authority is requesting an amendment are complete; in addition, at the end of 
this section, the Port Authority has listed one additional project at LGA that is complete and should be 
closed. 
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Table 3 - Summary Table for PFC Amendment Requests for LaGuardia Airport Projects 

Existing Requested 

PFC 
App ^ Projects 

PFC 
PAY-GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY 
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. 
& Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) Request 

05-05-C 
Perimeter Security 
Project (PIDS) 

$36,000,000 $2,000,000 $38,000,000 $38,000,000 - - $38,000,000 - Transfer 
Fin /Int. 

0S-05-C 
CTB Modernization 
Feasibility Study 

- $13,500,000 $1,500,000 $15,000,000 - $14,998,000 $2,000 $15,000,000 -
Transfer 

Fin./lnt. and 
Close 

05-05-C & 
09-06-U 

CTB Modernization 
Planning & Engineering 

- $23,000,000 $2,000,000 $25,000,000 $25,000,000 - - $25,000,000 - Transfer 
Fin./lnt. 

05-05-C 
Runway Rehabilitation 
Project - 13/31 and 4/22 

- $31,000,000 $4,000,000 $35,000,000 - .'$29,384,000 $555,000 $29,939,000 ($5,061,000) Amend Down 
and Close 

10-07-C 
Runway Rehabilitation 
Project - 4/22 

- $46,550,000 $2,450,000 $49,000,000 - $44,195,000 - $44,195,000 ($4,805,000) 
Amend Down 

and Close 

Subtotal LGA - $150,050,000 $11,950,000 $162,000,000 $63,000,000 $88,557,000 $577,000 $152,134,000 ($9,866,000) 
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1. Perimeter Security Project (PEDS) (05-05 application - $4.50 PFC) 

This project includes the design, purchase and installation of security related equipment and 
infrastructure with a goal of enhancing perimeter and airport operations area (AOA) security at 
LGA. This project was also designed to complement the overall security measures at the airport 
in coordination with the LGA Federal Security Director (FSD) and Transportation Security 
Administration (TSA) in compliance with the Airport's Security Plan. The project is comprised of 
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. 

In 2012, the Port Authority received approval for an additional $28,000,000 for this project to 
cover increased project costs resulting from the introduction of new project elements and cost 
escalation since the original construction cost estimate was developed in 2003. 

Request: 

1) Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 
2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 

Table 3-1. PFC Amendment Request 
Existing Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

Perimeter 
Security 
Project 
(PIDS) 

- $36,000,000 $2,000,000 $38,000,000 $38,000,000 - - $38,000,000 -

Justification: 

The Port Authority is seeking the transfer of the unused financing & interest amount so that it 
may be applied to the project. The preliminary design used to estimate costs for the project in the 
05-05 PFC application was subsequently refined and expanded to address operational and 
regulatory issues that have arisen over the past seven years in addition to those that were 
addressed as part of the 2012 amendment. While the following project element was originally 
identified in the PFC application, its costs have been refined since the project's preliminary 
design; 

Software and hardware to improve system reliability, performance, disaster recovery 
capabilities, and diagnostics: The new PIDS software allows all the sensors to work in an 
integrated fashion and behave as a unified system as intended by the original project 
description and scope. The new software was substantially improved to account for specific 
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environmental conditions along the perimeter areas, airfield operational constraints, and 
technological improvements since the PIDS software was first released. The implementation 
of this new software required substantial programming, code writing and upgrade of existing 
hardware. This software and hardware also provides for a more resilient system that will 
have improved system diagnostics capabilities and faster disaster recovery capabilities. 

The Port Authority had originally planned on funding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 

payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

2. CTB Modernization Feasibility Study (05-05 application - $3.00 PFC) 

This project involved a feasibility analysis of the central terminal building modernization (CTB) 
at LGA. The study analyzed a range of facility and infrastructure enhancements at LGA. This • 
analysis is being used in the environmental assessment phase of the project. This study included 
the following components: needs assessment and capacity analysis; conceptual design and 
alternative analysis; displaced facilities analysis; terminal and airside planning and phasing 
analysis; frontage and landside planning and phasing analysis; and financial analysis. The study 
also assessed a reconfiguration of the aircraft parking apron to allow a broader range of aircraft to 

serve the airport. 

The existing CTB was dedicated in 1964 and comprises approximately 750,000 square feet of 
floor space. The building has a four-story central section, two three-story wings, and four 
concourses leading to 35 contact aircraft gate positions (based on the current aircraft fleet mix 
and other physical constraints). The concourses have been little changed since they opened 
despite the increase in passengers using the airport. As a result, the airlines serving LGA are 
constrained from upgrading their aircraft fleets to larger, more efficient aircraft. In addition, 
airlines are unable to expand gate apron areas and holdroom space and concessions and passenger 

screening areas do not meet current standards. 

Request: 

1) Transfer Unused Financing & Interest Amount to Bond Capital; and 

2) Close. 

Table 3-2. PFC Amendment Request 

Existing Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY-

GO 

CTB 
Modernization 
Feasibility Study 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

$13,500,000 

PFC Fin. 
& [nt. 

$1,500,000 

Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY
GO 

$15,000,000 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

$14,998,000 

PFC Fin. 
& Int. 

$2,000 

Total PFC 
_A££roval_ 

Total 
.Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 

$15,000,000 
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J9stifi6ation: 

Additional effort was spent to review and evaluate the American Airlines' proposal that would 
increase the size of the CTB between concourses C & D. In addition, the Passenger Distribution 
Forecast and Concept Alternative Analysis elements of the study were modified to address the 
Increase in the LGA passenger forecast (from 30 MAAP to 34 MAAP). Finally, an additional task 
was added to the study to develop and evaluate options (and associated cost estimates) for the 
installation of a hydrant fueling system at LGA. 

With this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port Authority will have 
collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved project. The Port 
Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

3. CTB Modernization - Planning and Engineering (05-05 application - $3.00 PFC) 

This project involves the development of preliminary designs for the CTB modernization at LGA 
in a three-phase approach tailored to address critical feasibility andconstructability aspects for 
the implementation of this program. 

This phase analyzed potential improvements that required the displacement, expansion, and/or 
relocation of existing facilities including the CTB concourses; Hangars 1, 2 and 4; cargo and 
ground service equipment facilities; aircraft remain overnight parking; and the central heating and 
refrigeration plant. In addition, the project analyzed the installation of a new hydrant fueling 
system, as well as modification of the baggage facilities to provide in-line baggage screening. 
Plans were also developed for the improved functionality of passenger screening, and gate and 
holdroom areas. 

This phase is further refining the program evaluated in the CTB Modernization Feasibility Study 
which was also approved in the 05-05 application. This phase has included the 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 project procurement purposes. Environmental analysis and any other required 
documentation are also being conducted during this phase. 

The existing CTB was dedicated in 1964 and comprises approximately 750,000 square feet of 
floor space. The building has a four-story central section, two three-story wings, and four-
concourses leading to 35 contact aircraft gate positions (based on the current aircraft fleet mix 
and other physical constraints). The concourses have been little changed since they opened 
despite the increase in passengers using the airport. As a result, the airlines using LGA are 
constrained from upgrading their aircraft fleets to larger, more efficient aircraft. In addition, 
airlines are unable to expand gate apron areas and holdroom space and concessions and passenger 
screening areas do not meet current standards. 
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Request: 

1) Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 
2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount to PAYGO. 

Existing Requested 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. 
& Int. 

Total PFC PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. 
& Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 

CTB 
Modernization 
Planning and 

$23,000,000 $2,000,000 $25,000,000 $25,000,000 - - $25,000,000 -

Justification: 

Additional effort was necessary to evaluate and refine the concept alternatives developed in Phase 
I Planning, as well as new alternative concepts introduced by airline and other stakeholders after 
their review of the draft planning documents. The study required the development of State-of-
Good Repair estimates for Terminal C and D in anticipation of expiration of the leases as part of 
the capacity/financial feasibility analysis for the new CTB. 

The Port Authority originally planned on funding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 

payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

4. Runway 13/31 & Runway 4/22 Rehabilitation (05-05 application - $4.50 PFC) 

This project rehabilitated the non-deck portion of the asphalt pavement on RW 13/31 and RW 
4/22, as well as the taxiways serving the runways. The project also included the replacement of 
the in-pavement lighting system and the installation of runway guard bar. lights, as well as runway 
safety area and storm drainage improvements. These runways were previously repaved in 1994 
and the keel sections overlaid in 1999 and 2000, however, the non-keel sections began to exhibit 
age and stress-related deterioration. This project not only preserved the surface pavement but also 
prevented deterioration and subsequent damage to the pavement subgrade. Without this project, 
the runway pavements would have continued to degrade, eventually requiring full-depth 

pavement reconstruction. 
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Request: 

1) Amend Down Bond Capital Amount; 
2) Amend Down Financing & Interest Amount; and 
3) Close. 

Table 3-4. PFC Amendment Request 

Existing Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 

Increase/ 
(Decrease) 

Runway 

Rehabilitation 

Project - 13/31 

and 4/22 

- $31,000,000 $4,000,000 $35,000,000 - $29,384,000 $555,000 $29,939,000 ($5,061,000) 

Justification: 

RW 13-31 was to be rehabilitated first in 2005, followed by RW 4-22 in 2008. At the conclusion 
of RW 13-31 Stage I design, the scope of the RW 13-31 Rehabilitation project was expanded. 
With this additional work, the Port Authority chose to submit for the rehabilitation of RW 4/22 as 
a separate stand-alone project in the 10-07 PFC application. As such, the total amount approved 
for this project was greater than what was necessary for the completion of the rehabilitation work 
on RW 13-31. 

With this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port Authority will have 
collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved project. The Port 
Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

5. Runway 4/22 Rehabilitation (10-07 application - $4.50 PFC) 

This project rehabilitated the non-deck portion of the asphalt pavement on RW 4-22 and its 
associated taxiways. In order to prevent further pavement degradation and subsequent damage to 
the pavement sub-grade, pavement rehabilitation was needed to extend the life of the pavement, 
preserve the sub-grade, and to accommodate the loads from aircraft currently serving LGA and 
from aircraft projected to operate at the Airport in the future. The project also included 
replacement of the runway in-pavement centerline lights, touchdown zone lights, and edge lights; 
the installation of in-pavement runway guard lights on all aircraft holding bays; and the 
installation of taxiway centerline lights up to the hold lines for each exit taxiway. Along with the 
new fixtures, the lighting improvements included new conduit, cable and regulators; associated 
improvements to the airfield lighting vault; and an upgraded airfield lighting control panel. The 
project also updated marking and signage and improvements to the airfield drainage system. 

28 



Request: 

1) Amend Down Bond Capital Amount; 
2) Amend Down Financing & Interest Amount; and 
3) Close. 

Existing Requ ested 

Projects 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
.Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) . 

Runway 
Rehabilitation $46,550,000 $2,450,000 $49,000,000 - $44; 195,000 - $44,195,000 ($4,805,000) 

Justification: 

The preliminary design used to estimate costs for the 10-07 PFC application was subsequently 
refined as the design was advanced after the PFC application was approved. The final TPC is 
lower than the PFC estimate primarily due to competitive bids and unused amounts that were 
budgeted for the project during the preliminary design phase. 

The Port Authority originally planned on funding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 
payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

With this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port Authority will have 
collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved project. The Port 
Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 
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THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY & N J 

AdBitional LGA Project to be CloseB 09t 

The following project is physically and financially complete and the Port Authority has collected 
and expended RFC revenue for its allowable cost. 

• Mandated Security Costs (05-05 application) 

The Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion In SOAR. 

Carrier Certification/Public Comment Period Results - All Projects to be Amended 

List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: Delta Air Lines 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: None 

Recap of Disagreements: N/A 

Pubiic Agency Reasons for Proceeding: No Carriers Certifying Disagreement 

List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: None 

List of Parties Certifying Agreement: None 

Recap of Disagreements: N/A 

Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: No Public Comments or Parties Certifying Disagreement 

The Port Authority would like to thank you for your continued assistance and expertise. It has been 
helpful to consult with you while preparing this amendment request. Please provide any questions or 
comments you may have regarding this amendment request to Ms. Patty Clark, Senior Advisor for 
Aviation Policy. Ms. Clark may be reached by phone at (212) 435-3731, and email at 
pclark@Danvni.gov. 

Sincerely, 

Thomas L. Bosco 
Director 
Aviation Department 
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AIR CARRIER AND PUBLIC CONSULTATION INFORMATION 

Table of Contents 

This attachment presents all pertinent Air Carrier and Public Consultation Information in the 

following sections: 

Attachment C-1: List of Air Carriers Notified 

Attachment C-2: Air Carrier Consultation Notification Letter 

Attachment C-3: Air Carriers that Acknowledged Receipt of the Notice 

Attachment C-4: Air Carrier Consultation Meeting Material 

Attachment C-5: Air Carrier Consultation Meeting Sign-In Sheet 

Attachment C-6: Air Carrier Certifications of Agreement or Disagreement and Comments 

Attachment C-7: Public Notice 

The Port Authority of New York & New Jersey 
November 2014 

PFC Amendment 



AIR CARRIER AND PUBLIC CONSULTATION INFORMATION 

Attachment C-1: List of Air Carriers Notified 

On September 18, 2014, the following air carriers were notified via email of the Port 
Authority's intention to file this PFC amendment. This list is inclusive of all air carriers currently 
serving the Port Authority airports that represent a significant business interest as defined by 
14 CFR 158.3. 

ABC Aerolineas Sa De Cv DBA Interjet 
Aer Lingus Limited 
Aeroflot Russian Airlines 
AeroGal Airlines 

Aerolineas Argentinas 
Aerolineas Galapagos S A Aerogal 
Aerovias De Mexico 
Avianca/TACA/LACSA 
Air Berlin Pic and Co 
Air Canada 
Air China Limited 
Air Europa Lineas Aereas 
Air France 
Air Georgian 
Air India 
Air India Limited 

Air Wisconsin Airlines Corporation 
Alaska Airlines, Inc 

ALIA - The Royal Jordanian Airline 
Alitalia Linee Aeree Italiane 
All Nippon Always Co Ltd 
Allegiant Air LLC 

American Airlines 

American Eagle Airlines, Inc. 
Ameristar Air Cargo, Inc. 

Arik Air International 
Asiana Airlines, Inc. 
Austrian Airlines 

Avjet Corporation 
Bahamasair 

British Airways 

Brussels 

Caribbean Airlines Limited (Air Jamaica) 
Cathay Pacific Airways Ltd 
Cayman Airways Ltd. 
Champlain Enterprises, Inc. 

Chautauqua Airlines, Inc (Republic/Shuttle America) 
China Airlines Ltd 
China Eastern Airlines 
China Southern 
Comlux 

Comlux Malta, Lrtd. 

Compania Panamena de Aviacion S.A. 
Compass Airlines 
Czech Airlines 

Delta Air Lines 
Deutsche Lufthansa Ag 
Dynamic Airways, LLC 
EgyptAir 
El Al Israel Airlines Ltd 
Emirates 
Etihad Airways 
EuroAtlantic Airways 

Eva Airways Corporation 
Executive Jet Management, Inc. 
Expressjet Airlines Inc 
FinnAir Oy 

First Choice Airways Limited 
Fly Jamaica Airways 
Frontier Airlines, Inc 
GoJet Airlines (Trans State) 
Hawaiian 

Iberia Lineas Aereas de Espana 
IcelandAir EHF 
Israir Airlines 

Japan Airlines International Co Ltd 
Jazz Air Limited Partnership 
Jet Airways (India) Limited 
Jetblue Airways Corp 
KLM Royal Dutch Airlines 
Korean Air Lines Company Ltd 
Kuwait Airways 

The Port Authority of New York & New Jersey 
November 2014 

PFC Amendment 



AIR CARRIER AND PUBLIC CONSULTATION INFORMATION 

La Compagnie 

LAN Airlines 
Lineas Aereas Costaricenses 
London Air Services Limited 
LOT - Polish Airlines 
Lufthansa 
Malaysian Airlines System Berhad 
Malev Hungarian Airlines 
Meridian Air Group, Inc. 

Meridiana Fly 
Mesa Airlines, Inc. 
Miami Air International 
MN Airlines LLC (Sun Country) 

Monarch Airlines Ltd 
Netjets Large Aircraft Company LLC 

Norwegian Air Shuttle 

Olympic Airlines S.A. 
Omni Air International, Inc. 
Open Skies Airlines 
Pakistan International Airlines 

Peoplexpress 
Piedmont Airlines 
Pinnacle Airlines, Inc. 

Porter Airlines 

PrivatAir S.A. 
PSA Airlines, Inc 

Qantas Airlines 
Qatar Airways 
Royal Air Maroc 
Saudi Arabian Airlines Corp 
Scandinavian Airlines System 
Seneca Flight Operations 
Sierra Pacific Airlines, Inc. 

Singapore Airlines Ltd 
SkyWest Airlines, Inc 
South African Airways Pty Ltd 

Southwest Airlines Co 

Spirit Airlines, Inc. 
Swiss Airlines 
Swiss International Air Lines Ltd 
TACA International Airlines, S.A. 

TAG Aviation Espana 

TAM Airlines 

TAME 
Titan Airways 
Tranportes Aereos Portugueses, E.P 

Transaero Airlines 

Transportes Aeros Meridiona 

Turkish 
Twin Cities Air Service LLC 
Tyrolean Jet Service 
U.S. Airways 
Ukraine Intl. Airlines 
United Air Lines, Inc. 
US Airways, Inc. 
Uzbekistan Airways 
Virgin America 
Virgin Atlantic Airways Limited 

Virgin Austrualia 

Virginblue 
Westlet Airlines, Inc. 
XL Airways France 

The Port Authority of New York & New Jersey 

November 2014 

PFC Amendment 



AIR CARRIER AND PUBLIC CONSULTATION INFORMATION 

Attachment C-2: Air Carrier Consultation Notification Letter 

The notification letter and draft amendment letter that were distributed to the air carriers via 
email can be found on the following pages. 

The Port Authority of New York & New Jersey 
November 2014 

PRC Amendment 



NY&NJ 

Thomas L. Bosco 
Director 

September 18, 2014 

To: Air Carriers and Foreign Air Carriers Serving Newark Liberty International Airport 
(EWR), John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), LaGuardia Airport (LGA), and 
Stewart International Airport (SWF) 

RE: Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) Amendments for Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), 
l.aGuardia Airport (LGA), John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), and Stewart 
International Airport (SWF) 

The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey (Port Authority) is requesting an amendment to the 
Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) applications 05-05-C-07-*** (05-05-C-07-EWR, 05-05-C-07-JFK,and 
05-05-C-07-LGA), 09-06-U-02-*** (09-06-U-02-EWR, 09-06-U-02-JFK, 09-06-U-02-LGA), 10-07-C-
00-***(10-07-C-00-EWR, 10-07-C-00-JFK, 10-07-C-00-LGA, 10-07-C-00-SWF) and 12-08-C-00-*** 
(12-08-C-00-EWR, 12-08-C-00-JFK, 12-08-C-00-LGA, 12-08-C-00-SWF). These amendments will 
affect projects at Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), John F. Kennedy International Airport 
(JFK), and LaGuardia Airport (LGA). 

The purpose of this requested amendment is the following: 

• Amend the estimated eligible costs of certain projects that are underway; 

• Amend the eligible costs of certain projects that are complete; and 

• Amend PFC Financing and Interest amounts for certain projects, eliminating amounts not used or 
transferring amounts to pay-as-you-go ("PAYGO") approval. 

The requested amendments, and the justifications for each, are described in further detail in the attached 

draft amendment request letter. 

The Port Authority will be conducting a consultation meeting with air carriers and foreign air carriers 
prior to submitting this amendment request. The carrier consultation meeting is scheduled as follows: 

October 21,2014 at 9:00 a.m. 
LaGuardia Airport 
PA Administration Offices, Flangar 7 
General Manager's Conference Room, 3rd Floor 
Flushing, NY 

14 CFR Part 158.230 requires that carriers provide written acknowledgement of receipt of this 
notice within 30 days of issuance. Carriers failing to provide timely acknowledgement of the 
notice are considered to have certified their agreement with the amendment requests. 

22.') Park Avenue South 
New York, NY 10005 
T:2I2 455 3720 F: 2 12 435 3833 
tbosco@panyni.gov 



THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY & N J 

Gamers may provide written certification of agreement or disagreement witli the amendment 
requests to the Port Authority no later than November 20, 2014. Carriers failing to provide 
timely certification of agreement or disagreement with the amendment requests are considered to 
have certified tlieir agreement. 

For purposes of official conespondence and notification, please send all conespondence to: 

Ms. Patty Clark 
Senior Advisor for Aviation Policy 
225 Park Avenue South, 9th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 
passengerfacilitycharge@panyuj.gov 

Thank you for your attention. 

Sincerely, 

-> 

Thomas L. Bosco 
Director 
Aviation Department 



NY&NJ 

Thomas L. Bosco 
Director 

PR A FT PFC A MENDMENT REQUEST LETTER 

RE: Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) Amendments for Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), 
LaGuardia Airport (LGA), John F, Kennedy International Airport (JFK), and Stewart 
International Airport (SWF) 

The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey (Port Authority) is requesting an amendment to the 
Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) applications 05-05-C-07-*** (05-05-C-07-EWR, 05-05-C-07-JFK,and 
05-05-C-07-LGA), 09-06-U-02>** (09-06-U-02-EWR, 09-06-U-02-JFK, 09-06-U-02-LGA), 10-07-C-
00-*** (10-07-C-00-EWR, 10-07-C-00-JFK, 10-07-C-00-LGA, 10-07-C-00-SWF) and 12-08-C-00T*** 
(12-08-C-00-EWR, 12-08-C-00-JFK, 12-08-C-00-LGA, 12-08-C-00-SWF). These amendments will 
affect projects at Newark Liberty International Aiiport (EWR), John F. Kennedy International Airport 

(JFK), and LaGuardia Airport (LGA). 

The purpose of this requested amendment is tlie following: 

• Amend the estimated eligible costs of certain projects that are underway, 

• Amend the eligible costs of certain projects that are complete; 

o Amend PFC Financing and Interest amounts for certain projects, eliminating amounts not used or 
transfen ing amounts to pay-as-you-go ("PAYGO") approval; and 

• Provide update regarding activities and progress for certain projects. 

The amendments and the justifications for each are described in furUier detail in this letter. The Port 
Authority requests that the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) approve these amendments that rertect 
the costs of PFC-eligible project elements revised from the estimates contained in the original 
applications. For projects that are complete, the Port Authority would like to notiiy the FAA that, once 

the amounts are amended, these projects should be closed. 

Total requested amended collection authority and use authority approval amounts are shown on the 

following page by application number: 

225 Park Avenue South 
New York, NY tOOOS 
7; 2/2 455 5 720 F: 212 435 3833 
tbosco@panynj.gov 



Requested Change in Collection Authority by Application 

PFC Annllcalian PFC PAY-GO PFC Bond Capital PFC Fin. & Int. 

Total Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
05-05-C-07-***' . $162,700,000 (SMI,849,196) ($35,393,919) ($14,543,115) 
10-07-0-00-* •• $15,000,000 ($16,605,000) ($3,200,000) ($4,805,000) 
12-08-C-00-*** $2,000,000 ($1,900,000) ($100,000) -

Total $179,700,000 ($160,354,196) ($38,693,919) ($19,348,115) 

1) Includes impose only projects from thr 05-05 application that have since received use authority under tlic 09-06-U-02-*»» application. 

Requested Change in Use Authority by Application 

PFC Application PFC PAY-GO PFC Bond Capital PFC Fin. & Int. 

Total Approval 
Amount 

Increase/ 
(Decrease) 

05-05-C-07-*** $117,700,000 ($100,849,196) ($31,393,919) ($14,543,115) 
09-06-U-02-*** $45,000,000 ($41,000,000) ($4,000,000) -
10-07-C-00-*** $15,000,000 ($16,605,000) ($3,200,000) ($4,805,000) 
I2-08-C-00-*** $2,000,000 ($1,900,000) ($100,000) -

Total $179,700,000 ($160,354,196) ($38,693,919) ($19,348,115) 

Based on the $19,348,115 reduction in total PFC collection authority, the Port Authority estimates the 
following revised charge expiration dates for collection authority under the most recent applications at 
each airport: 

Annlication Revised Charge 
Exnirntion Date 

12-08-C-00-E\VR March 1,2017 

I2.08-C-00-JFK February 1,2017 

12-08-C-00-LGA April 1, 2018 
12-08-C-00-SWF November 1,2018 

Newark Liberty International Airnort fEWR) 

The Port Authority requests the FAA review the following project updates and approve the amendment 
requests for six approved PFC projects at EWR. These projects require funding modifications due to 
variations from originally submitted cost estimates that were realized during project implementation. This 
letter also includes projects that are complete, which means that die Port Authority has collected and 
expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost (as amended) of each approved project. Four of the six 
projects for which the Port Authority is requesting an amendment are complete; in addition, at the end of 
this section, the Port Authority has listed three additional projects at EWR that are complete and should 
be closed. 



Table 1 - Summary Table for PFC Amendment Requests for Newark Liberty International Airport Projects 

Existing Requested 

PFC 
App # Projects 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
lot 

Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) Request 

05-05-C 
Project to Plan 
for Expanded 
Terminal A 

$19,000,000 $1,000,000 $20,000,000 $20,000,000 - - $20,000,000 -
Transfer 
Fin./lnL, 

Close 

05-05-C 
Airfield Expansion 
Project 

$85,000,000 - - $85,000,000 - $84,209,510 $790,490 $85,000,000 -
Reallocate 
Fin./InL, 

Close 

05-05-C 
Perimeter Security 
Project - $25,000,000 $5,000,000 $30,000,000 $30,000,000 - - $30,000,000 -

Transfer 
FinyinL, 

Close 

05-05-C 

Runway/ Taxi way 
Pavement 
Rehabilitation 
Project 

- $51,738,000 $2,000,000 $53,738,000 - $51,918,000 $1,446,885 $53,364,885 ($373,115) 
Transfer 
FinAnt, 

Close 

05-05-C 
Modernization of 
Terminal B - $147,975,000 $7,525,000 $155,500,000 $155,500,000 - - $155,500,000 - Transfer 

Fin Ant 

05-05-C 
& 
09-06-U 

Upgrade 
Navigational Aids 
R/W22R, 22L,4L 

- $18,000,000 $2,000,000 $20,000,000 $20,000,000 - - $20,000,000 - Transfer 
Fin./Int 

Subtotal EWR $85,000,000 $261,713,000 $17325,000 $364,238,000 $225300,000 $136,127310 $2,237375 $363,864,885 ($373,115) 



1. Project to Plao for ExpaoBeB Terminal A (OS-OS application) 

Thi9 project was for the planning anB preliminary Besign for improvements to Terminal A that 
enhaiiceB passenger processing efficiency, improveB security, proviBeB aBBitional gates anB space 
for new entrant airlines, anB expanBcB the number of gates to meet forecasted passenger Bemaud. 
Project activities were designed to provide greater utilization of Bic terminal to meet the 
objectives of tbe Port Authority in accordance with the recommendation of the approved Airport 
Competition Plan. The Plan affirms that the additional gates provide an opportunity for 
competition among the carriers. Expansion was detennined to be necessary because the terminal 
was experiencing significant passenger congestion due to the implementation of security 
mandates that the terminal was not originally designed to accommodate. 

The Planning Shidy would analyze and design terminal improvement concepts that would 
alleviate existing passenger congestion and accommodate ftiBire growth. Preliminary concepts 
incorporated in tlie plan included: modifying existing ticketing areas; adding gates and ticket 
counters in accordance with the recommendation of the airport's approved Competition Plan; 
expanding the existing gate layout to add more gates; relocating existing facilities that interfere 
with the terminal building expansion; relocating baggage claim facilities; and providing 
replacement space for displaced areas during ticket counter improvements. 

Tbe purpose of tbe project was to evaluate these potential project components and advance a plan 
to determine a preferred alternative and develop Stage I designs. These elements were to form the 
basis for flirther design development. The cost associated with this initial planning study was 
approximately between one and two percent of the total project cost that was originally estimated 
to be between $1.3 billion and $1.7 billion. 

Request: 
1) Transfer Unused Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; 
2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO; and 
3) Close. 

Table 1-1. PFC Amendment Request 

ExisBng Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Totai PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 

Project to Plan 
for Expanded 
Terminal A 

- $19,000,000 $1,000,000 $20,000,000 $20,000,000 - - $20,000,000 -

JusBfication: 

During tbe planning process, the preliminaiy alternatives considered included actions that would 
renovate particular areas of the facility. The Planning Study's preliminary findings determined 



that other alternatives, such as building a new terminal, may be more effective than renovating 
the existing facility. Therefore, the Port Authority determined it was necessary that the plan 
evaluate an alternative to build a new terminal. Therefore, alternatives incorporating a new 
terminal were included in the planning study and preliminary design work. Evaluating and 
designing alternatives to build.a new terminal were not originally contemplated, however when 
planners detenuined that it may be more effective solution, the Port Authority determined it was 
consistent with the stated project purpose and should be incorporated into the plan. The study was 
finalized with those alternatives as part of the final report. 

The Port Authority originally planned on funding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds arc no longer required to be allocated for the 

payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

With the approval of this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port 
Authority will have collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved 
project. The Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

2. Airfield Expansion Project (05-05 application) 

This project included the planning, design and construction of aiifield enhancements on the north 
side of EWR. The project improved aprons, taxiway fillets, and taxiway spacing designed to meet 
Group V aircraft standards. An important aspect of this project was to conduct an extensive re
design and rehabilitation of the power distribution network for the airfield lighting, which 
included the construction of a new switch house (Switch House #3); a new switch house to 
replace the existing Switch House #1; rehabilitation of Switch House #2; and reconfiguration of 
the lighting circuits to more efficiently route power to each of tlie ruuways. 

Amendment Request: 
1) Reallocate PAYGO Approval to Bond Capital and Financing & Interest; and 

2) Close; 

lUUIV 

PFC PAY-
GO 

Exis 

PFC Bond 
Cmpllml 

tine 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Annroval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

Requ 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

estcd 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

I'otal 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

fDccrcnsc) 

AirGeld 
I-xpaiision $85,000,000 - $85,000,000 - $84,209,510 $790,490 $85,000,000 -

Justificatioa: 



In July 2011, the project was amended to change all of its approval authority to PAYGO. 
Subsequently, the Port Authority decided to use commercial paper to finance a small portion of 
the improvements in order to manage PFC program cashflow. A total of $790,490 in interest was 
paid on the outstanding commercial paper used to fund the project prior to it being retired. 
Therefore, the Port Authority requests $790,490 in PFC authority to be used to pay eligible 
financing & interest costs. 

With the approval of this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port 
Authority will have collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved 
project. The Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

3. Perimeter Security Project (05-05 applicaiion) 

The Perimeter Security Project at EWR was fust approved for PFC funding m 2006. The original 
project was designed to enhance perimeter and airport operations area (AGA) security at EWR. 
The project was to complement overall security measures in coordination with guidelines for 
airport security and in compliance with the Airport's approved security plan. The project 
incorporated the design, purchase and installation of security related equipment and 
infrastructure. The project incorporated a multi-layered hardening approach consisting of 
perimeter fencmg, barriers, gates aud lighting, along with multiple technologies such as, fiber
optic sensing cable, closed-circuit television, and video motion detection. 

Request: 
1) Transfer Unused Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; aud 
2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 

Table 1-3. PFC Amendment Request 
Existing Requested 

Piojecls 
PFC PAY

GO 
PFC Bond 
. Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
Perimeter 
Security 
Project 

- 525,000,000 $5,000,000 $30,000,000 $30,000,000 - - $30,000,000 -

Justification: 

The Port Authority is seeking the transfer of the unused financing & interest amount so that it 
may be applied to the project. The preliminary design used to estimate costs for the project in the 
05-05 PFC application was subsequently refined to address operational and regulatory issues that 
have arisen over the past seven years. The design revisions required by the operational and 
regulatory changes specific to EWR were not included in the original Perimeter Security Project 
budget and were addressed afier the 05-05 PFC application was approved. These changes are in 
accordance with the airport security program for each airport and in coordination with the TSA 



and FAA. Wliile each of these eleine9its was originally identified in the PFC application, costs 
have been refined since the project's preliminary design associated with the following: 

• Addit1oDa9 equipmeot aod personne9 detection capabilities required (perimeter 
drainage ditcli): Due to the refinement of the project's preliminary design, additional 
layers of detection were necessary to adequately detect personnel intrusions. Todo so, 
additional sensors were installed, tested, optimized, and integrated. This combination of 
security layers of detection and optimization of existing sensors provides a resilient 
system that will help protect the airport year-round. 

• Additional power and communication infrastructure to support euhauced detection 
at areas of conceru: The project's prelimiuary design assumed power and 
communication were sufficient to support the proposed security equipment. Upon the 
start of construction, however, the installation of new infrastructure along areas of 
concern was required because there was not adequate infrastructure in those areas that 
could support the new sensors required to enhance the system and provide layered 
security. The specific elements of work included the extension of underground duct 
banks, conduits, power lines, and communication lines to enable the installation of the 

proposed system. 

The Port Authority origiually planned on funding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance depaitnent that the project should be ftmded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 
payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

With the approval of this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port 
Authority will have collected aud expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved 
project. The Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

4. Runway/Taxiway Pavement Rehabilitatiou Project - Runway 4L/22R, 4R/22L, and 

Taxiway P (05-05 application) 

The project included the planning, design, and construction of pavement rehabilitation for RWs 
4L/22R and 4R/22L, and Taxiway (TW) P. Pavement rehabilitation also necessitated improving 
associated drainage, airfield signage, pavement markings, aiid lighting. The lighting was designed 
and implemented to support the Surface Movement Guidance and Control System (SMGCS) 
Plan, and updated while the pavements were closed for rehabilitation. This project preserved the 
runway and taxiway pavements, improved low visibility operations, and reduced congestion and 

delays. 



The dimensions of the runways and taxiway impacted by this project are 
• RW 4L/22R - 11,000 by 150 feet 
• RW 4R/22L - 9,980 by 150 feet 
• TWP-10,000 by 75 feet 

Pavement rehabilitation was required because the wearing course was beginning to exhibit signs 
of age-related stress cracking for'all three surfaces. The pavement rehabilitation replaced the 
existing wearing course with revitalized asphalt pavement to preserve the structural sections of 
the pavement, permitting safe and efficient aiicraft operations, if the pavement was not 
rehabilitated, the structural section of the runways and taxiway pavements would have ftirther 
degraded, precipitating an erosion of the pavement structural sections. That would have 
eventually required replacing the runways and taxiways, rather than just rehabilitating their 
wearing course. 

Request: 

1) Transfer Unused Financing & Interest Amount to Bond Capital; and 
2) Close. 

Table 1-4. PFC Amendment Request 
Existing Rea nested 

Projects 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

Taxiway 
Pavenieot 
Reliabililation 
Project 

- $51,738,000 $2,000,000 $53,738,000 - $51,918,000 $1,446,885 $53,364,885 ($373,115) 

Justincatiou: 

Planning and engineering for this project began in 2002 with a preliminary engineering analysis 
and pavement evaluation that identified the need for the pavement rehabilitation on the three 
elements of this project; RW 4L/22R, RW 4R/22L and TWP. In addition to examining 
rehabilitation alternatives, the engineering analysis also included detailed cost estimates. The cost 
estimates based on the 2002 data were included in the PFC application approved in January 2006. 
Construction was completed in 2007. 

During construction of the project, cost increases resulted from the need for additional quantities 
of labor and materials (e.g. fill, asphalt) that arose during the course of the 4-year period of 
construction. With the approval of this amendmen4 the project will be financially complete, and 
the Port Authority will have collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the 
approved project. The Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in 
SOAR. 



5. MoBernization of Terminal B (05-05 application) 

Project activities associateB with the moBeriiization of Terminal B was originally approveB for 
PFC ftmding iu 2006. The project description and PFC fimdiug amount was adjusted as part of a 
2009 amendment for the project. This project is on-going. 

The modernization of Terminal B project is intended to improve passenger throughput from the 
check-in areas to the boarding areas of the Terminal B complex. Project activities are designed to 
provide greater utUization of the terminal to meet the competitive objectives of tlie Port 
Authority. The terminal experiences significant passenger congestion due to the implementation 
of security mandates that the terminal was not originally designed to accommodate. The Port 
Authority commissioned a comprehensive study to quantify the capability of Tenninal B to 
accommodate future passenger demands. The study was completed in 2004 and highlighted 
deficiencies of the Terminal B, recommending a series of terminal improvements to 
accommodate current and anticipated passengers. 

The project included the construction of a new baggage claim area; enlargement of an existing 
lobby; iiistaUation of a new ground transportation center; demolition of the existing domestic 
baggage claim area and construction of new check-in counters in this location; modification to 
existing departures-level check-in areas; modifications to accommodate in-line baggage 

screening; and congestion and security improvements. 

The 2009 amendment discussed how the project changed since its inception. Project changes 
resulted in increased construction costs, including escalations in the coustniction cost index and 
changes to the scope of work. These changes were identified during construction and 
implemented to enhance the fiinctlonality and capacity of the terminal. Contract bid prices were 
higher than estimated in the original project cost estimate due to a lugher actual construction 
pricing in the metropolitan area, with rates between 3.5 and 6,5 percent higher than the standard 
escalation between 2005 and 2007. Estimates also did not provide for escalation over the term of 
the project and the original program authorization was based on a pro-forma estimate of less than 
21 percent for plamiing and engineering services, which is uniealistically low for this type of 
complex, airside, building related construction in an active terminal. 

In addition, as construction started, design modifications were required due to new TSA 
requirements for baggage screening, and additional emergency electrical distribution at the 
Airport caused changes to the designs of the electrical substations, requiring significantly 
increased feeder service between the generator and substations. Changes such as this required 
additional engineering and design, which resulted engineering costs greater tlian originally 

budgeted. 

Request: 
1) Transfer Unused Finauciug & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 
2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 



Table 1-5. PFC Amendment Request 

Existing Requested 

Projects 

PFC 
PAY-
GO 

PFC Dond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC 
Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. 

& Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
Modernization 
of Tenninal B • - 5147,975,000 $7,525,000 $155,500,000 $155,500,000 - - $155,500,000 -

Amendment Justification: The Port Authority is seeking to transfer the financing and interest to 
PAYGO due to increased project costs resulting from cost escalation, since the original 
construction cost estimate was developed in 2004 and the construction phase of tlie project began 
in 2005. The original estimates used a standard escalation on construction costs of 3.5 percent per 
year. However, actual construction pricing in the metropolitan area increased at a much greater 
rate since then. This amendment request provides additional fiinding to address cost increases in 
project elements that were originally estimated in 2004. 

The Port Authority originally plamied on fiinding this project with proceeds fiom a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 
payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

With the approval of this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port 
Authority will have collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved 
project. The Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

6. Upgrade Navigational Aids Runways 22R, 22L, 4L (05-05 and 09-06 applications) 

Tliis project is designed to enhance the navigational aids (NAYAIDS) on RWs 22R, 22L, and 4L. 
All three runways originally had Category (CAT) I Instrument Landing System (ILS) approaches. 
This project upgrades the existing, earber generation localizer and glideslope equipment of RWs 
22R and 22L to modern Mark XXa (20a) equipment. These enhancements will also relocate the 
distance measuring equipnent (DME) and patrol road, modify the Air Operations Area (AOA) 
fence, and adjust the existing blast fence and taxiway. This work will improve the US reliability 
during Instrument Flight Rules (IFR) conditions for both runways. The improvement to RW 22L 
also includes a far field monitor and the installation of an Approach Lighting System with 
Sequenced Flashers-2 (ALSF-2). A significant poition of the existing infrastructure for RW 22L 
was reused for the CAT III upgrade, thereby minimizing construction costs. 

The NAVAEDS improvement to RW 4L requires the installation of modern Mark XX (20) 
localizer and glideslope equipment, far field monitor, and the installation of an ALSF-2. This 
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includes the relocation of a portion of the patrol road, distance measuring equipment (DME), 
modifications to the Air Operations Area (ADA) fence, and several adjustments to the existing 

blast fence. 

Together, these projects enhance the ILS system performance while expanding the Instrument 
Flight Rules (IFR) capacity of the Airport. The project also expands CAT III ILS capability to 
RW 22L and 4L. Another benefit is realized during snow events at the airport. The improved 
system allows up to 12 inches of snow to accumulate before removal is required, as opposed to 
the previous system that only allowed six inches of accumulations. This provides additional time 
for snow removal crews to respond without the ILS going off-line during these events. All of 
these benefits improve the capacity of the Airport while adding flexibility during reduced 
visibility conditions, thus reducing congestion and delays. 

Request: 
1) Transfer Unused Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 
2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 

Existing Requested 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Donch PFC Fin. & 
Inl. 

Total PFC 
Annroval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Annroval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 

Upgrade 
Navjgaliounl 
Aids R/W 
22R. 221., 4L 

518,000,000 $2,000,000 $20,000,000 $20,000,000 - - $20,000,000 -

Justification: 

Planning for this project began in 2003 with a navigational aids study performed in association 
with the FAA. An engineering analysis and design study was also performed during this time that 
included detailed cost estimates. This information was included in the PFC application approved 
in 2006 and Impose Only authorization was granted for the project. From 2006 to 2009, designs 
for the installation of equipment were completed on the project and required enviromnental 
analysis, airspace study and Airport Layout Plan updates were performed. Use Authority was 
granted by the FAA in April 2010 and final design, engmeering and construction was 

implemented in July 2010. 

The Port Authority is seeking a transfer of unused fmancuig and interest so that amount may be 
applied to cost increases resulting from the need for additional quantities of labor and materials 
(e.g. fill, asphalt) that arose during the course of construction. The estimate prepared for this 
project was based on a preliminary design for the navigational aids installation. The preliminaiy 
design used to estimate costs for the 2006 PFC application was subsequently refined to address 
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e9igi9ieeri9ig requirements as the design was advanced after the 2006 PFC application was 
approved and later after Use authority was granted. 

The Port Authority originally planned on ftinding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short ter9n cotnmercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority fmance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 
payment of PFC finaticing and interest costs. 

Additional EWR Projects to be Closed Out 

The following projects are physically and financially complete and the Port Authority has 
collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of each approved project. 

• Runway Extension Draigiagc Infrastructure (05-05 application) 

• Maudatcd Security Costs (05-05 appiicaiion) 
• Intproventcnts to Runway Safety Areas {05-05 and 09-06 appiications) 

For each, the Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

John F. Kennedy Internatioual Airport 

The Port Authority requests the FAA review tlie following project updates and approve the amendment 
requests for seven approved PFC projects at JFK. These projects require funding modifications due to 
variations from originally submitted cost estimates that were realized during project implementation. 
This letter also includes projects that are complete, which means that the Port Authority has collected and 
expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost (as amended) of each approved project. Five of the seven 
projects for which the Port Authority is requesting an ameudment are complete; in addition, at the end of 
this section, the Port Authority has listed one additional project at JFK that is complete and should be 

closed. 
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Table 2 - Sammary Table for PFC Amendment Requests for JFK International Airport Projects 

Existins Requested 

PFC 
App # Proiects 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
InL 

Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
InL 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) Request 

05-05-C 

Reconstniction and 
Strengthening of 
Taxi ways A and B 
Bridges 

$39,700,000 $300,000 $40,000,000 - $31,844,000 $300,000 $32,144,000 ($7,856,000) 
i\mend 

Down and 
Close 

05-05-C 
Runway 131^31R 
Rehabilitation Project 

- $27,097,000 $2,400,000 $29,497,000 - $28,381,000 $663,000 $29,044,000 ($453,000) 

Transfer 
Fin ./InL, 
Amend 

Down and 
Close 

05-05-C 

Relocation and 
Rehabilitation of 
Taxi way A and 
Rehabilitation of 
Taxi way B 

$90,000,000 - - $90,000,000 - $89,926,294 $73,706 $90,000,000 -
Reallocate 

Fin./lnL and 
Close 

05-05-C 
JFK -Perimeter 
Security Project 

- $35,500,000 $9,500,000 $45,000,000 $45,000,000 - - $45,000,000 -
Transfer 

Fitu/InL 

05-05-C 

Infrastructure Study 
and Preliminary 
Design to 
Accommodate a New 
Terminal 

- $5,000,000 - $5,000,000 $4,200,000 - - $4,200,000 ($800,000) 

Amend 
Down and 

Close 

10-07-C 
Demolition of Hangar 
12 & Building 94 

- $14,250,000 $750,000 $15,000,000 $15,000,000 - - $15,000,000 -
Transfer 

Fin./Int. 

12-08-C 
Rehabilitation Of 
Taxi way P 

• ' $1,900,000 $100,000 $2,000,000 $2,000,000 - - $2,000,000 -
, Transfer 
Fin./Int and 

Close 1 

Subtotal JFK $90,000,000 $123,447,000 $13,050,000 $226,497,000 $66,200,000 $150,151,294 $1,036,706 $217,388,000 ($9,109,000) 
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1. Recoostructioo aod Strengtheniug of Taxiways A&B Bridges (05-05 application) 

Taxi ways A and B are the primary circulation taxiways to the passenger terminals at JFK. The 
project reconstructed and strengthened the two pairs of bridges that serve these taxiways in the 
vicinity of the Van Wyck Expressway (J! 1 and J12) and the JFK Expressway (JI3 and J14). The 
bridge decks and girders were replaced and strengthened to accommodate the then-existuig 
aircraft fleet mix (the bridges were load-restricted for certain aircraft prior to the project) and the 
A380. The project also included the paving of approximately 200 feet of each taxiway bridge 
approach to match the cross-slope and profile of the bridges. 

Request: 

1) Amend Down Bond Capital Amount; and 
2) Close. 

Table 2-1. PFC Amendment Request 

Existing Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
Reconstruction and 
SlrcnglJicning ot 
Taxiways A and B 
Bridges 

- $39,700,000 $300,000 $40,000,000 - $31,844,000 $300,000 $32,144,000 ($7,856,000) 

Justification: 

In October 2007, the project was completed under budget (due to competitive bids) and the 
Taxiway (TW) A&B bridges are now functioning in accordance with the project description as 
detailed in the original PFC application. Therefore, the Port Authority is requesting an 
amendment that will adjust the Impose and Use authority granted in the original application to 
reflect the actual costs of the project at completion. 

With this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port Authority will have 
collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved project. The Port 
Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

2. Runway 13L/31R Rehabilitation (05-05 ff/vi/rcnf/o/t) 

Runway (RW) I3L/3IR, which is 10,000 feet long and ISO feet wide, was originally constructed 
in the 1960s and was Hearing the end of its useful life in 2005. This runway is a primaiy use 
runway, especially during inclement weather, because of its instrument lauding system 
capabilities and length. The northernmost end of RW 4L/22R is part of the displaced threshold, 
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but is also used extensively by aircraft departing from RW 22R and for aircraft exiting RW 

13L/31R. 

This project consisted of pavement rehabilitation along the entire length of RW 13L/31R and 
along the northernmost end of RW 4L/22R for approximately 1,000 feet. The project includes 
modifications to edge lighting systems, centerline lighting systems, signage, drainage, markings, 

and pavement shoulders as needed. 

Request: 

1. Transfer Portion of Unused Financing & Interest Amount to Bond Capital; 
2. Amend Down Remaining Unused Financing & Interest Amount; and 

3. Close. 

Tabic 2-2. PFC Amendment Request 
Existing Requ csted 

Proiects 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin, & 

Inl. 
Total PFC PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond PFC Fin, & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 

Runway 13L-
31R 
Rehabililation 

$27,097,000 $2,400,000 $29,497,000 - $28,381,000 $663,000 $29,044,000 ($453,000) 

Justification: 

The partial transfer of financing & interest approval to bond capital is necessary due to the need 
for additional quantities of labor and materials (fill and asphalt) that arose during the course of 
construction. Subsurface pavement conditions in certain areas deteriorated to a greater degree 
than what had been previously estimated, requiring more extensive, full-depth repaving. 

With this amendment, the project will be fmancially complete, and the Port Authority will have 
collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved project. The Port 
Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

3. Relocation and Rehabilitation of Taxiway A & Rehabilitation of Taxiway B (05-05 

application) 

These taxi ways, which are critical to providing efficient routing of aircraft from the passenger 
terminal complex to any location on the airfield, were first constructed in the 1960s and 1970s. At 
JFK, nearly every air carrier, air cargo, and commuter aircraft use some part of TWs A and B 
during its operations. Although pavement maintenance and repair are performed on a regular 
basis, the pavements were nearuig the end of theii useful lives. 
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Taxiways A and B are the primary circulation taxiways to the passenger terminals at JFK. Tiiis 
project rehabilitated TWs A and B pavements to provide a 20-year design life and to withstand 
the regular high usage of the pavements by the current aircraft fleet. The project also strengthened 
the TWs A and B pavements and widened the taxiway throats to acconunodate Group VI an craft 
including tlie Airbus 380 aircraft. Twenty-two cross taxiways connecting the two taxJways and 
the throats to the aprons were widened to 100 feet in order to accommodate the A380 aircraft. 
The project scope to accommodate the A3 80 also included the relocation of the reconstructed TW 
A centerline outward toward TW B in order to increase the separation distance of TW A from the 
terminal restricted service road. Improvement to taxiway edge lighting, signage, drainage, and 
markings were also elements of the project scope. 

Request: 

1. Reallocate PAYGO Amount to Financing & Interest Amount and Close 

Table 2-3. PFC Amendment Request 

Existing . Requested 

Projccls 
PFC PAY-

GO 

PFC 
Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. 
&Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC 
PAY-GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin, 
& Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
Relocation and 
Rcltabililalion of 
Taxiway A and 
Rehabilitation of 
Taxiway B 

$90,000,000 - - $90,000,000 - $89,926,294 $73,706 $90,000,000 -

Justifleation: 

After the project was amended to change all of its approval authority to PAYGO, the Port 
Authority decided to use commercial paper to finance a small portion of the improvements in 
order to manage PFC program cashflow. $73,706 in interest was paid on the outstanding 
commercial paper used to f\md the project prior to it being retired. In addition to the bond capital 
amount increase, the Port Authority requests $73,706 in PFC authority to be used to pay eligible 
financing & interest costs. 

With this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port Authority will have 
collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved project. The Port 
Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

4. Perimeter Security Project (PIDS) (05-05 applicalion) 

This project included the design, purchase and installation of security-related equipment and 
infrastructure with a goal of enhancing perimeter and au port operations area (AGA) security at 
JFK. This project was also designed to complement tlie overall security measures at the air port in 
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coordination with the JFK Federal Security Director (FSD) and Transportation Security 
Administration (TSA) in compliance with the Airport's Security Plan. Hie project scope was 
comprised of a multi-layered hardening approach consisting of perimeter fencing, physical 
barriers, access control gates and lighting, along with multiple technologies such as, fiber-optic 
sensing cable, closed-circuit television, and video motion detection. The project was completed 

in 2012. 

Request: 

1) Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 
2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 

Existing Requested -

Protects 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 

JFK -Pcrimeler $35,500,000 $9,500,000 $45,000,000 $45,000,000 - - $45,000,000 

Justification: 

The Port Authority is seeking the transfer of the unused fluancing & interest amount so that it 
may be applied to the project. The preliminary design used to estimate costs for the project m the 
05-05 PFC application was subsequently refined to address operational and regulatory issues that 
have arisen over the past seven years. The design revisions required by the operational and 
regulatory changes specific to JFK were not included in the original Perimeter Security Project 
budget and were addressed after the 05-05 PFC application was approved. These changes are in 
accordance with the airport security program for each airport and in coordination with the TSA 
and FAA. While each of these elements was originally identified in the PFC application, costs 
have been refined since the project's preliminary design associated with the foUowing: 

• Additional equipment and personnel detection capabilities required (waterfront): Due 
to the refinement of the project's preliminary design, additional layers of detection were 
necessary to adequately detect personnel intrusions. To do so, additional sensors were 
installed, tested, optimized, and integrated. This combination of layers of security detection 
and optimization of existing sensors provides a resilient system that protects the airport year-

round. 
• Additional power and communication infrastructure to support enhanced detection at 

areas of concern: The project's preliminary design assumed power and communication were 
sufficient to support the projxised security equipment. Upou the start of construction, 
however, the installation of new infrastructure along areas of concern was required because 
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8bere was 1108 a2eqi8ate infios(ruc888re io 2iose areas 82a8 coul2 suppo8t the uew sensors 
req88ired to enhance the system a8i2 provide layered security. The specific elements of work 
included the extension of undergrouud duct banks, conduits, power lines, aud communication 
lines to enable the isistallation of the proposed system. 

• Changes Necessa8-y due to Airport PeriBiietcr Modificadons: Since the time the PE>S 
project was awarded, portions of the AOA perimeter have been modified to accommodate 
major airport improvements to 8neet the demands of the traveling public. These changes in 
the airport perimeters resulted in modifications to the PIDS system to resolve Issises i88cli8ding 
li8ie-of-sight obstructions, conflicts where planned or existing PIDS infrastructure 8ieeded to 
be relocated, and expansion of the PIDS system to provide coverage of 8iew!y created 
perisoeter areas resulting from the demolition of vacated buildings. 

The Port Authority had originally planned on fu8iding this psoject with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long temi revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer requ2ed to be allocated for the 
payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

5. Infrasfrucfure Study & Prcliminaty Design 80 Accommodate New Terminal (05-05 
applicatioH) 

This project involved 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 (now demolished). The study included 
conceptual design, alternatives analysis and preliminary design for future landside access. The 
goal of the study was to ensure that there is adequate landside access capacity to accommodate 
the anticipated passenger aud meeter/greeter demand at the site. The study also examined the 
impact to the airport roadway network, intermodal facilities, and termmal utility systems. In 
addition, it assessed methods of construction phasing aud facility relocation to minimize 
interruptions of airport operations. 

Request: 

1. Amend Down; and 
2. Close 

Table 2-5. PFC Amendment Request 

£xis2ng Reo nested 

Projects 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. 

& Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. 
&Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

and Pieliininar)' Design 
to Acconimodatc a 
New Tenninnl 

- $5,000,000 - $5,000,000 $4,200,000 - - $4,200,000 ($800,000) 
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Justification: 

The study was used to support the eventual design and construction of Terminal 5 at JFK which 
was completed in 2008. The Port Authority's expenses for the project were less than the original 
project estimate of $5,000,000 due to the consultant that performed the study having completed 
the required tasks of the study in fewer hours than originally stated in their proposal. 

With this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port Authority will have 
collected and expended PFC revenue for the aUowable cost of the approved project. The Port 
Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

6. Aircraft Ramp Expansion & Hangar Demolition (10-07 application) 

This project consisted of the demolition of Hangar 12 and Building 94, both owned by the Port 
Authority. This demolition allowed for the expansion of aircraft parking apron into the location of 
the existing Hangar 12 and Building 94 site. The project included all necessary preparation for 
major portions of the site to meet FAA requirements for aircraft apron parking. 

Request: 

1. Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 
2. Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 

Table 2-6. PFC Amendment Request 

PFC PAY
GO 

Existing 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY
GO 

Requested 

PFC Bond 
Capllal 

PFC Fin. & 
int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
Projecls 

Demolition of 
Hangar 12 & 
Building 94 

$14,250,000 $750,000 $15,000,000 $15,000,000 $15,000,000 

Justification: 

After the project construction started, unexpected field conditions required an increase in project 
costs to complete the work in a safe and code-compliant manner. For example, improvements to 
the fire hydrant system adjacent to the hangar were needed to ensure that adequate hydrant water 
volume and pressure was available during demoUtion. In addition, shortly after demolition was 
started, it was recognized that due to the design of the Hangar's cable supported roof system, 
additional heavy equipment and a revised demolition plan were needed to ensure the safe 
demolition of the Hangar 12 roof. Therefore, an additional heavy crane was needed m order to 
deconstruct the hangar roof in balanced segments to prevent an uncontrolled collapse of the 
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structure. These changes also added several months to the construction schedule. This project was 
completed in October 2013. 

The Port Aiitliority had originally planned on Rinding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be fiinded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 
payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

7. Reliabilitatiou of Taiiway P - Planning & Engineering (12-08 applicalion) 

This project examined alternatives for the rehabilitation of the TW P pavement and widening the 
taxiway surface and its shoulders to meet standards for use by Design Group VT aircraft. The 
project provided complete planning documents and preliminary engineering plans and 
specifications. 

Taxiway P is the main feeder route for RW 13R/31L, which handles approximately 30 percent of 
JFK's annual departures and approximately 35 percent of JFK's total aiuuial operations. The 
taxiway is J 1,825 feet by 75 feet and is approximately 14 years old. The current pavement was in 
fair condition according to the Port Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement Management Plan. The 
FAA's New York Airport District Office Project Manager reviewed the Pavement Management 
Plan and concurred with its assessment of this pavement. 

The planning effort considered the use of asphalt and concrete to rehabilitate the taxiway and 
asphalt to repave the shoulders. Additionally, the planning effort considered widening of the 
taxiway from 75 to 82 feet and the associated shoulders from 25 feet to 40 feet as well as 
reviewed various turning radii on the north side of TW P at the intei-sectious of TWs PC, PA, and 
MC, which were too narrow to accommodate Design Group VI aircraft. Runway 13R/31L was 
recently widened to accommodate Design Group VI aircraft such as the A380, which are now 
using the airport under an approved modification to standards. The studied improvements to TW 
P would support the use of RW I3R/3IL by this category of aircraft. 

Request: 

1. Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; 
2. Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO; and 
3. Close. 

Table 2-7. PFC Amendment Request 

Existing Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 

Increase/ 
(Decrease) 

Rebobilitalion 
of Taxiway P - $1,900,000 $100,000 $2,000,000 $2,000,000 - - 52,000,000 -
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Justificatio9: 

During field work associated with pianning the rehabiiitatioa, it was determined that additional 
geotechnicai exploration was needed in order to verify the structural cross-sections of select 
pavement areas. This action resulted in added costs associated with additional geotechnicai work. 

The Port Authority had originally planned on funding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be fiinded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the fiinds are no longer required to be allocated for the 
payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

The final plaiming and engineering documents were completed November 2011 and have been 
sent to and accepted by the FAA. With this amendment, the project will be financially complete, 
and the Port Authority will have collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of 
the approved project. The Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in 

SOAR. 

Additional JFK Pi oicct to be Closed Out 

The following project is physically and financially complete and the Port Authority has collected 
and expended PFC revenue for its allowable cost. 

• Mandated Security Costs (05-05 application) 

The Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

LaGuardia Airport 

The Port Authority requests the FAA review the following project updates and approve the amendment 
requests for five approved PFC projects at LGA. These projects require ftmding modifications due to 
variations from origuially submitted cost estimates that were realized during project implementation. 
This letter also includes projects that are complete, which means that the Port Authority has collected and 
expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost (as amended) of each approved project. Three of the five 
projects for which the Port Authority is requesting an amendment are complete; in addition, at the end of 
this section, the Port Authority has listed one additional project at LGA that is complete and should be 

closed. 
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Table 3 - Summary Table for PFC Amendment Requests for LaGuardia Airport Projects 

Existing Requested 

PFC 
App# Projects 

PFC 
PAY-GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
lot 

Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY 
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. 
&lnt 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 

Increase/ 
(Decrease) Request 

05-05-C 
Perimeter Security 
Project (PEDS) - 536,000,000 52,000,000 538,000,000 538,000,000 - - 538,000,000 Transfer 

Fin./lnL 

05-05-C 
L1B Modernization 
Feasibility Study - 513,500,000 51,500,000 515,000,000 ' 514,998,000 52,000 515,000,000 -

Transfer 
FinVInL and 

Close 

05-05-C & 
09-06-U 

CTB Modernization 
Planning & Engineering - 523,000,000 52,000,000 525,000,000 525,000,000 - - 525,000,000 - Transfer 

Fin ./Int. 

05-05C 
Runway Rehabilitation 
Project -13/31 and 4/22 - 531,000,000 54,000,000 535,000,000 - 529.384,000 5555,000 529,939,000 (55,061,000) Amend Down 

and Close 

10-07C 
Runway Rehabilitation 
Project - 4/22 - 546,550,000 52,450,000 549,000,000 - 544,195,000 - 544,195,000 ($4,805,000) Amend Down 

and Close 

Subtotal EGA - 5150,050,000 511,950,000 5162,000,000 563,000,000 588357,000 5577,000 5152,134,000 (59,866,000) 
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1. Perimeter Security Project (PIDS) (05-05 application) 

This project includes the design, purchase and installation of security related equipment and 
infrastructure with a goal of enhancing perimeter aud airport operations area (AOA) security at 
LGA. This project was also designed to complement the overall security measures at the airport 
in coordination with the JFK Federal Security Director (FSD) and Transpoilatiou Security 
Administration (TSA) in compliance with the Airport's Security Plau. The project is comprised of 
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. 

in 2012, the Port Authority received approval for an additional $28,000,000 for this project to 
cover increased project costs resulting from the introduction of new project elements and cost 
escalation since the original construction cost estimate was developed in 2003. 

Request: 

1) Transfer Unused Fluauclng & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 
2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 

Existing Requested 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 

Perimeter 
Security 
Project 
(PIDS) 

$36,000,000 $2,000,000 $38,000,000 $38,000,000 - - $38,000,000 -

Justification: 

The Port Authority is seeking the transfer of the unused finaucing & interest amount so that it 
may be applied to the project. The preliminary design used to estimate costs for the project in the 
05-05 PFC application was subsequently refined and expanded to address operational and 
regulatory issues that have arisen over the past seven years in addition to those that were 
addressed as part of the 2012 amendment. While the following project element was originally 
identified in the PFC application, its costs have been refined since the project's preliminary 

design: 

Soft^vare and hardware to Improve system reliability, performance, disaster recovery 
capabilities, and diagnostics: The new FIDS software allows all the sensors to work in an 
integrated fashion and behave as a unified system as intended by the original project 
description and scope. The new software was substantially improved to account for specific 
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9nviroiiin9ntal conditions along tb9 perinwter areas, airfield operational constraints, and 
technological improvements since the PIDS software was first released. The implementation 
of this new software required substantial programming, code writing and upgrade of existing 
hardware. This software and hardware also provides for a more resilient system that will 
have improved system diagnostics capabilities and faster disaster recovery capabilities. 

The Port Authority had originally planned on ftinding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 
payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

2. CTB Modernizntion Feasibility Study (05-05 appUcatioii) 

This project involved a feasibility analysis of the central terminal building modernization (CTB) 
at LGA. The study analyzed a range of facility and infrastructure enhancements at LGA. This 
analysis is being used in the environmental assessment phase of the project. This study included 
the following components: needs assessment and capacity analysis; conceptual design and 
alternative analysis; displaced facilities analysis; terminal and airside plamiing and phasing 
analysis; frontage and landside planning and phasing analysis; and financial analysis. The study 
also assessed a reconfiguration of the aircraft parking apron to allow a broader range of aircraft to 
serve the airport. 

The existing CTB was dedicated in 1964 and comprises approximately 750,000 square feet of 
floor space. The building has a four-story central section, two three-story wings, and four 
concourses leading to 35 contact aircraft gate positions (based on the current aircraft fleet mix 
and other physical constraints). The concourses have been little changed since they opened 
despite the increase in passengers using the airport. As a result, the airlines serving LGA are 
constrained from upgrading their aircraft fleets to larger, more efficient aircraft. In addition, 
airlines are unable to expand gate apron areas and holdroom space and concessions and passenger 
screening areas do not meet current standards. 

Request: 

1) Transfer Unused Financing & Interest Aniouut to Bond Capital; and 
2) Close. 

Table 3-2. PFC Amendment Request 
Existing Requested 

ProjccCs 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

CRpifal 
PFC Fin. 

&Inl. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. 
&Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
CTB - $13,500,000 $1,500,000 $15,000,000 - $14,998,000 $2,000 $15,000,000 -
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Modcmiznlion 
Feasibility Study 

Justificatiog: 

Additional effoti was spent to review and evaluate the American Airlines' proposal that would 
increase the size of the CTB between concourses C & D. In addition, the Passenger Distribution 
Forecast and Concept Alternative Analysis elements of the study were modified to address the 
increase in the LGA passenger forecast (from 30 MAAP to 34 MAAP). Finally, an additional task 
was added to the study to develop and evaluate options (and associated cost estimates) for the 
installation of a hydrant Aieling system at LGA. 

With this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port Authority will have 
collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved project. The Port 
Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

3. CTB Modernization - Planning and Engineering (OS-OS applknilon) 

This project involves the development of preliminary designs for the CTB modernization at LGA 
in a tliree-phase approach tailored to address critical feasibility and constnictability aspects for 
the implementation of this program. 

This phase analyzed potential improvements that required the displacement, expansion, and/or 
relocation of existing facilities including the CTB concourses; Hangars 1,2 and 4; cargo and 
ground service equipment facilities; aircraft remain overnight parking; and the central heating and 
refrigeration plant. In addition, the project analyzed the installation of a uew hydrant fueling 
system, as well as modification of the baggage facilities to provide in-line baggage screening. 
Plans were also developed for the improved fimctionality of passenger screening, and gate and 

holdroom areas. 

This phase is fiirther refining the program evaluated in the CTB Modernization Feasibility Study 
whicb was also approved in the 05-05 application. This phase has included the 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 project procurement purposes. Environmental analysis and any other required 
documentation are also being conducted during this phase. 

The existing CTB was dedicated in 1964 and comprises approximately 750,000 square feet of 
floor space. The building has a four-story central section, two three-story wings, and four 
concourses leading to 35 contact aircraft gate positions (based on the current aircraft fleet mix 
and other physical constraints). The concourses have been little changed since they opened 
despite the increase in passengers using the airport. As a result, the airlines using LGA are 
constrained from upgrading their aircraft fleets to larger, more efficient aircraft. In addition, 
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airlines are unable to expand gate apron areas and hoidrooin space and concessions and passenger 
screening areas do not meet current standards. 

Request: 

1) Transfer Financing & Interest Ainoiint to PAYGO; and 
2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount to PAYGO. 

Table 3-3. PFC Amendment Request 

Existing Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAV-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fill. 
Aim. 

t otal PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. 
& int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
CTB 
Modcmi/alion 
Planning and 
Engineering 

- $Z3,OUO.OOU $2,000,000 $25,000,000 $25,000,000 - - $25,000,000 -

Justification: 

Additional effort was necessary to evaluate and refine the concept alternatives developed in Phase 
I Plaiming, as well as new alternative concepts introduced by airline and other stakeholdei's after 
their review of the draft planning documents. The study required the development of State-of-
Good Repair estimates for Terminal C and D in anticipation of expiration of the leases as part of 
the capacity/financial feasibility analysis for the new CTB. 

The Port Authority originally planned on funding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by tiie Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the fimds are no longer required to be allocated for the 
payment of PFC finaiicing and interest costs. 

4. Runway 13/31 & Runway 4/22 Rehabilitation (05-05 application) 

This project rehabilitated the non-deck portion of the asphalt pavement on RW 13/31 and RW 
4/22, as well as the taxiways serving the runways. The project also included the replacement of 
the in-pavement lighting system and the installation of runway guard bar lights, as well as runway 
safety area and storm drainage improvements. These runways were previously repaved in 1994 
and the keel sections overlaid in 1999 and 2000, however, the non-keel sections began to exliibit 
age and stress-related deterioration. This project not only preserved the surface pavement but also 
prevented deterioration and subsequent damage to tlie pavement subgrade. Without this project, 
the runway pavements would have continued to degrade, eventually requiring fiill depth 
pavement reconstruction. 

26 



Request: 

1) Amend Down Bond Capitnl Amount; 
2) Amend Down Financing & Interest Amount; and 
3) Close. 

Table 3-4. PFC Amendment Request 

Existing Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Cnpilfll 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Uccrensc) 
Runway 
Rehabilitation 
Project - 13/31 
and 4/22 

- $31,000,000 54,000,000 $35,000,000 - $29,384,000 $555,000 $29,939,000 ($5,061,000) 

Jiistirication: 

RW 13-31 was to be rehabilitated first in 2005, followed by RW 4-22 in 2008. At the conclusion 
ofRW 13-31 Stage I design, the scope of the RW 13-31 Rehabilitation project was expanded. 
With this additional work, the Poit Authority chose to submit for the rehabilitation of RW 4/22 as 
a separate stand-alone project in the 10-07 PFC application. As such, the total amount approved 
for this project was greater than what was necessary for the completion of the rehabilitation work 
onRW 13-31. 

With this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port Authority will have 
collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved project. The Port 
Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

S. Runway 4/22 Rehabilitation (10-07 application) 

This project rehabilitated the non-deck poitiou of the asphalt pavement on RW 4-22 and its 
associated taxiways. In order to prevent further pavement degradation and subsequent damage to 
the pavement sub-grade, pavement rehabilitation was needed to extend the life of the pavement, 
preserve the sub-grade, and to accommodate the loads from aircraft currently serving LGA and 
from aircraft projected to operate at the Airport in the fiitiire. The project also included 
replacement of the runway in-paveraeut centerline lights, touchdown zone lights, and edge lights; 
the installation of in-pavement runway guard lights on all aircraft holding bays; and the 
installation of taxiway centerline lights up to the hold lines for each exit taxiway. Along with the 
new fixtures, the lighting improvements included new conduit, cable and regulators; associated 
improvements to the airfield lighting vault; and an upgraded airfield lighting control panel. The 
project also updated marking and signage and improvements to die airfield drainage system. 
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Request: 

1) AmenB Down Bond Capital Amount; 
2) Amend Down Financing & Interest Amount; and 
3) Close. 

Table 3-5. PFC Amendment Request 

Existing Requested 

Projecls 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Cnpital 
PFC Fin. & 

ln(. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond PFC Fin. & 
Inl. 

Tolal PFC 
Approval 

Tolal 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

Riinwny 
Rehabilitation 
Project - 4/22 

• $46,550,000 $2,450,000 $49,000,000 - $44,195,000 - $44,195,000 ($4,805,000) 

Justification: 

The preliminary design used to estimate costs for the 10-07 PFC application was subsequently 
refined as the design was advanced after the PFC application was approved. The final TPC is 
lower than the PFC estimate primarily due to competitive bids and unused amounts that were 
budgeted for the project during the preliminary design phase. 

The Port Authority originally planned on fimdiug this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 
payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

With this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port Authority will have 
collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved project. The Port 
Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

ABditioiial LGA Project to be Closed Out 

The following project is physically and financially complete and the Port Authority has collected 
and expended PFC revenue for its allowable cost. 

• Mandated Security Costs (05-05 application) 

The Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 
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The Port Authority would like to thank you for your continued assistance and expeilise. It has been 
helpfiii to consult with you while preparing this amendment request. Please provide any questions or 
comments you may have regarding this amendment request to Ms. Patty Clark, Senior Advisor for 
Aviation Policy. Ms. Clark may be reached by phone at (212) 435-3731, and email at 
pclark@panvni.gov. 
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AIR CARRIER AND PUBLIC CONSULTATION INFORMATION 

Attachment C-3: Air Carriers That Acknowiedged Receipt of Notice 

Acknowledgement of receipt was requested in the air carrier notification letter. 

La Compagnie was the sole carrier to acknowledge receipt of the notice. 

The Port Authority of New York & New Jersey 
November 2014 

PRC Amendment 



AIR CARRIER AND PUBLIC CONSULTATION INFORMATION 

Attachment C-4: Air Carrier Consultation Meeting Material 

The Port Authority of New York & New Jersey 
November 2014 

PFC Amendment 



Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consultation 

PFC Consultation Meeting 
with 

Domestic Air Carriers 
and Foreign Air Carriers 

October 21, 2014 

.a 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 



THEPORTAIfTHORrTYOF NY& NJ Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consultation 

Requirement to Consult 
The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey (Port Authority) is requesting an 
amendment to the Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) applications 05-05-C-07-*** (05-
05-C-07-EWR, 05-05-C-07-JFK,and 0S-05-C-07-LGA), 09-06-U-02-*** (09-06-U-02-
EWR, 09-06-U-02-JFK, 09-06-U-02-LGA), 10-07-C-00-*** (10-07-C-00-EWR, 10-07-C-
00-JFK, 10-07-C-00-LGA, 10-07-C-00-SWF) and 12-08-C-00-*** (12-08-C-00-EWR, 12-
08-C-00-JFK, 12-08-C-00-LGA, 12-08-C-00-SWF). These amendments will affect 
projects at Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), John F. Kennedy International 
Airport (JFK), and LaGuardia Airport (EGA). 

Prior to submitting the amendment request to the FAA, the public agency is required 
to consult with all Air Carriers that represent a significant business interest at the 
airport in accordance with 14 CFR Part 158. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 



THE PORTAinHORriYOF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consultation 

Impact of Amendments on PFC Collections 
Total requested amended collection authority and use authority approval amounts 
are shown on the following page by application number: 

PFC Application PFC PAY-GO PFC Bond Capital PFC Fin. & Int. 

Total Approval Amount 

Increase/(Decrease) 

05-05-C-07-***! $162,700,000 ($141,849,196) ($35,393,919) ($14,543,115) 

10-07-C-00-*** $15,000,000 ($16,605,000) ($3,200,000) ($4,805,000) 

12-08-C-00-*** $2,000,000 ($1,900,000) ($100,000) -

Total $179,700,000 ($160,354,196) ($38,693,919) ($19,348,115) 

Based on the $19,348,115 reduction in total PFC collection authority, the Port 
Authority estimates the following revised charge expiration dates for collection 
authority under the most recent applications at each airport: 

Revised Charge 
Application 

Revised Charge 
Application 

Expiration Date 

12-08-C-00-EWR March 1, 2017 

12-08-C-00-JFK February 1, 2017 

12-08-C-00-LGA April 1, 2018 

12-08-C-00-SWF November 1, 2018 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 



THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY& NJ Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consultation 

Important Dates 

All Air Carriers have 30 days from the PFC Consultation Meeting date to provide written certification of 
agreement or disagreement with the proposed amendments. 

For purposes of official correspondence and notification, please send all correspondence to: 

Ms. Patty Clark 
Senior Advisor for Aviation Policy 
Port Authority of NY & NJ 
Aviation Department 
225 Park Avenue South, 9th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 
E-mail: passengerfacilitvcharge@panvni.gov 

Carrier Comments Due back to Port Authority - November 20, 2014 
Anticipated Submittal of PFC Amendment Request to FAA by Port Authority - November 24, 2014 
Anticipated PFC Amendment Approval - December 2014 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 



THE PORT AirTHORITY OF NY & N J Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consuitation 

Upcoming Use Authority Application 
• In addition to the amendment request being consulted on today, the Port Authority 

intends to submit an application to the FAA for the use of PFCs on two projects for 
which the FAA had previously approved PFC impose authority as part of PFC 
applications 12-08-C-00-EWR, 12-08-C-00-JFK, 12-08-C-00-LGA, and 12-08-C-00-SWF. 

• The Port Authority will be providing notice to its air carriers and the public of the use 
application and seeking comments on the application in adherence with the 
requirements of 14 CFR 158. 

• The notice/comment process for the use application will be held separately from that 
being conducted for the proposed PFC amendments being discussed today. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 



THE PORT AinHORITY OF NY & N J Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consultation 

Requested Amendments to 
RFC Projects at EWR 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 



THE POHr AirTHORITY OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consultation 

Project to Plan for Expanded Terminal A (05-05 Application - $4.50 PFC) 

Project Description: 
This project was for the planning and preliminary design for improvements to Terminal A that enhanced passenger processing efficiency, 
improved security, provided additional gates and space for new entrant airlines, and expanded the number of gates to meet forecasted 
passenger demand. Project activities were designed to provide greater utilization of the terminal to meet the objectives of the Port 
Authority in accordance with the recommendation of the approved Airport Competition Plan. The Plan affirms that the additional gates 
provide an opportunity for competition among the carriers. Expansion was determined to be necessary because the terminal was 
experiencing significant passenger congestion due to the implementation of security mandates that the terminal was not originally 
designed to accommodate. 

PFC Project Request: 
1) Transfer Unused Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; 2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO; and 3) Close. 

Amendment Justification: 
During the planning process, the preliminary alternatives considered included actions that would renovate particular areas of the facility. 
The Planning Study's preliminary findings determined that other alternatives, such as building a new terminal, may be more effective than 
renovating the existing facility. Therefore, the Port Authority determined it was necessary that the plan evaluate an alternative to build a 
new terminal. Therefore, alternatives incorporating a new terminal were included in the planning study and preliminary design work. 
Evaluating and designing alternatives to build a new terminal were not originally contemplated, however when planners determined that it 
may be more effective solution, the Port Authority determined it was consistent with the stated project purpose and should be 
incorporated into the plan. The study was finalized with those alternatives as part of the final report. 

Existing Requested 
PFC Bond Total PFC PFC Bond Total PFC Total Approval Amount 

PRC PAY-GO Capital PFC Fin. &lnt. Approval PFC PAY-GO Capital PFC Fin. & Int. Approval Increase/ (Decrease) 

- $19,000,000 $1,000,000 $20,000,000 $20,000,000 - - $20,000,000 -

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 6 



THE PORTAUTHORITV OF NY& NJ Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consultation 

Airfield Expansion Project (05-05 Application - $4.50 RFC) 

Project Description: 
This project included the planning, design and construction of airfield enhancements on the north side of EWR. The project improved 
aprons, taxiway fillets, and taxiway spacing designed to meet Group V aircraft standards. An important aspect of this project was to 
conduct an extensive re-design and rehabilitation of the power distribution network for the airfield lighting, which included the 
construction of a new switch house (Switch House #3); a new switch house to replace the existing Switch House #1; rehabilitation of 
Switch House #2; and reconfiguration of the lighting circuits to more efficiently route power to each of the runways. 

RFC Project Request: 
1) Reallocate PAYGO Approval to Bond Capital and Financing & Interest; and 2) Close. 

Amendment Justification: 
In July 2011, the project was amended to change all of its approval authority to PAYGO. Subsequently, the Port Authority decided to use 
commercial paper to finance a small portion of the improvements in order to manage PRC program cashflow. A total of $790,490 in 
interest was paid on the outstanding commercial paper used to fund the project prior to it being retired. Therefore, the Port Authority 
requests $790,490 in PRC authority to be used to pay eligible financing & interest costs. 

Existing Requested 
PRC Bond Total PRC PRC Bond Total PRC Total Approval Amount 

PRC PAY-GO Capital PRC Rin. & Int. Approval PRC PAY-GO Capital PRC Rin. & Int. Approval Increase/(Decrease) 

$85,000,000 - - $85,000,000 - $84,209,510 $790,490 $85,000,000 -

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 



THE PORTAirTHORITY OF NY&NJ Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consuitation 

Perimeter Security Project (05-05 Application - $4.50 PFC) 

Project Description: 
The Perimeter Security Project at EWR was first approved for PFC funding in 2006. The original project was designed to enhance perimeter 
and airport operations area (AOA) security at EWR. The project was to complement overall security measures in coordination with 
guidelines for airport security and in compliance with the Airport's approved security plan. The project incorporated the design, purchase 
and installation of security related equipment and infrastructure. The project incorporated 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. 

PFC Project Request: 
1) Transfer Unused Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 

Amendment Justification: 
The preliminary design used to estimate costs for the project in the 05-05 PFC application was subsequently refined to address 
operational and regulatory issues that have arisen over the past seven years: 
Additional equipment and personnel detection capabilities required (perimeter drainage ditch): Additional sensors were installed, 
tested, optimized, and integrated as necessary to adequately detect personnel intrusions. This combination of security layers of detection 
and optimization of existing sensors provides a resilient system that will help protect the airport year-round. 
Additional power and communication Infrastructure to support enhanced detection at areas of concern: The installation of new 
infrastructure along areas of concern was required because there was not adequate infrastructure in those areas to support the additional 
sensors required to enhance the system and provide layered security. The specific elements of work included the extension of 
underground duct banks, conduits, power lines, and communication lines to enable the installation of the proposed system. 

Existing Requested 
PFC Bond Total PFC PFC Bond Total PFC total Approval Amount 

PFC PAY-GO Capital PFC Fin. & Int. Approval PFC PAY-GO Capital PFC Fin. & Int. Approval Increase/ (Decrease) 

- $25,000,000 $5,000,000 $30,000,000 $30,000,000 - - $30,000,000 -

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 8 



THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY& NJ Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consuitation 

Run way/Taxi way Pavement Rehabilitation Project (05-05 Application - $4.50 PFC) 

Project Description: 
The project included the planning, design, and construction of pavement rehabilitation for RW 4L/22R, RW4R/22L, and Taxiway (TW) P. 
Pavement rehabilitation also necessitated improving associated drainage, airfield signage, pavement markings, and lighting. The lighting 
was designed and implemented to support the Surface Movement Guidance and Control System (SMGCS) Plan, and updated while the 
pavements were closed for rehabilitation. This project preserved the runway and taxiway pavements, improved low visibility operations, 
and reduced congestion and delays. 

PFC Project Request: 
1) Transfer Unused Financing & Interest Amount to Bond Capital; and 2) Close. 

Amendment Justification: 
Planning and engineering for this project began in 2002 with a preliminary engineering analysis and pavement evaluation that identified 
the need for the pavement rehabilitation on the three elements of this project: RW 4L/22R, RW 4R/22L and TW P. In addition to examining 
rehabilitation alternatives, the engineering analysis also included detailed cost estimates. The cost estimates based on the 2002 data were 
included in the PFC application approved in January 2006. Construction was completed in 2007. During construction of the project, cost 
increases resulted from the need for additional quantities of labor and materials (e.g. fill, asphalt) that arose during the course of the 4-
year period of construction. 

Existing Requested 
PFC Bond Total PFC PFC Bond Total PFC Total Approval Amount 

PFC PAY-GO Capital PFC Fin. & Int. Approval PFC PAY-GO Capital PFC Fin. & Int. Approval Increase/ (Decrease) 

- $51,738,000 $2,000,000 $53,738,000 - $51,918,000 $1,446,885 $53,364,885 ($373,115) 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 9 



THE PORTAinHORmrOF NY&NJ Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consultation 

Modernization of Terminal B (05-05 Application - $4.50 PFC) 

Project Description: 
The modernization of Terminal B project is intended to improve passenger throughput from the check-in areas to the boarding areas of the 
Terminal B complex. Project activities are designed to provide greater utilization of the terminal to meet the competitive objectives of the 
Port Authority. The terminal experiences significant passenger congestion due to the implementation of security mandates that the 
terminal was not originally designed to accommodate. The project included the construction of a new baggage claim area; enlargement of 
an existing lobby; installation of a new ground transportation center; demolition of the existing domestic baggage claim area and 
construction of new check-in counters in this location; modification to existing departures-level check-in areas; modifications to 
accommodate in-line baggage screening; and congestion and security improvements. 

PFC Project Request: 
1) Transfer Unused Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 

Amendment Justification: 
The Port Authority is seeking to transfer the financing and interest to PAYGO due to increased project costs resulting from cost escalation, 
since the original construction cost estimate was developed in 2004 and the construction phase of the project began in 2005. The original 
estimates used a standard escalation on construction costs of 3.5 percent per year. However, actual construction pricing in the 
metropolitan area increased at a much greater rate since then. This amendment request provides additional capital funding to address 
cost increases in project elements that were originally estimated in 2004 without increasing PFC collection authority for the project. 

Existing Requested 
PFC Bond Total PFC PFC Bond Total PFC Total Approval Amount 

PFC PAY-GO Capital PFC Fin. & Int. Approval PFC PAY-GO Capital PFC Fin. & Int. Approval Increase/ (Decrease) 

- $147,975,000 $7,525,000 $155,500,000 $155,500,000 - - $155,500,000 -

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 10 



THE PORT AUTHORITY OF N Y & N J Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consultation 

Upgrade Navigational Aids - Runways 22R & 22L (05-05 and 09-06 Applications - $4.50 PFC) 
Project Description: 
This project is designed to enhance the navigational aids (NAVAIDS) on RWs 22R and 22L The runways originally had Category (CAT) I 
Instrument Landing System (ILS) approaches. This project upgrades the existing, earlier generation localizer and glideslope equipment of 
RWs 22R and 22L to modern Mark XXa (20a) equipment. These enhancements will also relocate the distance measuring equipment (DME) 
and patrol road, modify the Air Operations Area (AOA) fence, and adjust the existing blast fence and taxiway. This work will improve the ILS 
reliability during Instrument Flight Rules (IFR) conditions for both runways. The improvement to RW 22L also includes a far field monitor 
and the installation of an Approach Lighting System with Sequenced Flashers-2 (ALSF-2). A significant portion of the existing infrastructure 
for RW 22L was reused for the CAT III upgrade, thereby minimizing construction costs. 

PFC Project Request: 
1) Transfer Unused Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 

Amendment Justification: 
The Port Authority is seeking a transfer of unused financing and interest so that amount may be applied to cost increases resulting from 
the need for additional quantities of labor and materials (e.g. fill, asphalt) that arose during the course of construction. The estimate 
prepared for this project was based on a preliminary design for the navigational aids installation. The preliminary design used to estimate 
costs for the 2006 PFC application was subsequently refined to address engineering requirements as the design was advanced after the 
2006 PFC application was approved and later after Use authority was granted. 

Existing Requested 
PFC Bond Total PFC PFC Bond Total PFC Total Approval Amount 

PFC PAY-GO Capital PFC Fin. & Int. Approval PFC PAY-GO Capital PFC Fin. & Int. Approval increase/ (Decrease) 

- $9,000,000 $1,000,000 $10,000,000 $10,000,000 - - $10,000,000 -

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 11 



THE PORTAUTHORITV OF NY & N J Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consultation 

Upgrade Navigational Aids - Runway 4L (05-05 and 09-06 Applications - $4.50 PFC) 
Project Description: 
This project is designed to enhance the navigational aids (NAVAIDS) on RW 4L. The runway originally had a Category (CAT) I Instrument 
Landing System (ILS) approach. This project upgrades the existing, earlier generation localizer and glideslope equipment of RW 4L with the 
installation of modern Mark XX (20) localizer and glideslope equipment, far field monitor, and the installation of an ALSF-2. This included 
the relocation of a portion of the patrol road, distance measuring equipment (DME), modifications to the Air Operations Area (AGA) fence, 
and several adjustments to the existing blast fence. 

PFC Project Request: 
1) Transfer Unused Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 

Amendment Justification: 
The Port Authority is seeking a transfer of unused financing and interest so that amount may be applied to cost increases resulting from 
the need for additional quantities of labor and materials (e.g. fill, asphalt) that arose during the course of construction. The estimate 
prepared for this project was based on a preliminary design for the navigational aids installation. The preliminary design used to estimate 
costs for the 2006 PFC application was subsequently refined to address engineering requirements as the design was advanced after the 
2006 PFC application was approved and later after Use authority was granted. 

Existing Requested 
PFC Bond Total PFC PFC Bond Total PFC Total Approval Amount 

PRC PAY-GO Capital PFC Fin. & Int. Approval PFC PAY-GO Capital PFC Fin. & Int. Approval increase/ (Decrease) 

- $9,000,000 $1,000,000 $10,000,000 $10,000,000 - - $10,000,000 -

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 12 



Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consultation 

Requested Amendments to 
RFC Projects at JFK 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 



THE PORTAUIHOBrTy OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consultation 

Reconstruction and Strengthening of Taxiways A&B Bridges 

(05-05 Appiication - $4.50) 

Project Description: 
Taxiways A and B are the primary circulation taxiways to the passenger terminals at JFK. The project reconstructed and strengthened the 
two pairs of bridges that serve these taxiways in the vicinity of the Van Wyck Expressway (Jll and J12) and the JFK Expressway (J13 and 
J14). The bridge decks and girders were replaced and strengthened to accommodate the then-existing aircraft fleet mix (the bridges were 
load-restricted for certain aircraft prior to the project) and the A380. The project also included the paving of approximately 200 feet of 
each taxiway bridge approach to match the cross-slope and profile of the bridges. 

RFC Project Request: 
1) Amend Down Bond Capital Amount; and 2) Close. 

Amendment Justification: 
In October 2007, the project was completed under budget (due to competitive bids) and the Taxiway (TW) A&B bridges are now 
functioning in accordance with the project description as detailed in the original RFC application. Therefore, the Port Authority is 
requesting an amendment that will adjust the Impose and Use authority granted in the original application to reflect the actual costs of 
the project at completion. 

Existing Requested 
PRC Bond Total PRC PRC Bond Total PRC Total Approval Amount 

PRC PAY-GO Capital PRCRIn. &lnt. Approval PRC PAY-GO Capital PRC Rin. &lnt. Approval Increase/ (Decrease) 

- $39,700,000 $300,000 $40,000,000 - $31,844,000 $300,000 $32,144,000 ($7,856,000) 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 



THE PORTAIflHORITy OF NY& N J Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consultation 

Runway 13L/31R Rehabilitation (05-05 Application - $4.50 PFC) 

Project Description: 
Runway (RW) 13L/31R, which is 10,000 feet long and 150 feet wide, was originally constructed in the 1960s and was nearing the end of its 
useful life in 2005. This runway is a primary use runway, especially during inclement weather, because of its instrument landing system 
capabilities and length. The northernmost end of RW 4L/22R is part of the displaced threshold, but is also used extensively by aircraft 
departing from RW 22R and for aircraft exiting RW 13L/31R. 

This project consisted of pavement rehabilitation along the entire length of RW 13L/31R and along the northernmost end of RW 4L/22R for 
approximately 1,000 feet. The project includes modifications to edge lighting systems, centerline lighting systems, signage, drainage, 
markings, and pavement shoulders as needed. 

PFC Project Request: 
1) Transfer Portion of Unused Financing & Interest Amount to Bond Capital; 2) Amend Down Remaining Unused Financing & Interest 
Amount; and 3) Close. 

Amendment Justification: 
The partial transfer of financing & interest approval to bond capital is necessary due to the need for additional quantities of labor and 
materials (fill and asphalt) that arose during the course of construction. Subsurface pavement conditions in certain areas deteriorated to a 
greater degree than what had been previously estimated, requiring more extensive, full-depth repaving. 

Existing Requested 
PFC Bond Total PFC PFC Bond Total PFC Total Approval Amount 

PFC PAY-GO Capital PFC Fin. & Int. Approval PFC PAY-GO Capital PFC Fin. & Int. Approval Increase/ (Decrease) 

- $27,097,000 $2,400,000 $29,497,000 - $28,381,000 $663,000 $29,044,000 ($453,000) 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 15 



THE PORT AUTHOBITY OF MY & Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consuitation 

Relocation and Rehab, of TW A & Rehab. ofTWB (05-05 Application - $4.50 PFC) 

Project Description: 
Taxiways A and B, which are critical to providing efficient routing of aircraft from the passenger terminal complex to any location on the 
airfield, were first constructed in the 1960s and 1970s. At JFK, nearly every air carrier, air cargo, and commuter aircraft use some part of 
TWs A and B during its operations. Although pavement maintenance and repair are performed on a regular basis, the pavements were 
nearingthe end of their useful lives. This project rehabilitated TWs A and B pavements to provide a 20-year design life and to withstand 
the regular high usage of the pavements by the current aircraft fleet. The project also strengthened the TWs A and B pavements and 
widened the taxiway throats to accommodate Group VI aircraft including the Airbus 380 aircraft. Twenty-two cross taxiways connecting 
the two taxiways and the throats to the aprons were widened to 100 feet in order to accommodate the A380 aircraft. The project scope to 
accommodate the A380 also included the relocation of the reconstructed TW A centerline outward toward TW B in order to increase the 
separation distance of TW A from the terminal restricted service road. Improvement to taxiway edge lighting, signage, drainage, and 
markings were also elements of the project scope. 

PFC Project Request: 
1) Reallocate PAYGO Amount to Financing & Interest Amount; and 2) Close. 

Amendment Justification: 
After the project was amended to change all of its approval authority to PAYGO, the Port Authority decided to use commercial paper to 
finance a small portion of the improvements in order to manage PFC program cashflow. $73,706 in interest was paid on the outstanding 
commercial paper used to fund the project prior to it being retired. In addition to the bond capital amount increase, the Port Authority 
requests $73,706 in PFC authority to be used to pay eligible financing & interest costs. 

Existing Requested 
PFC Bond Total PFC PFC Bond Total PFC Total Approval Amount 

PFC PAY-GO Capital PFC Fin. & Int. Approval PFC PAY-GO Capital PFC Fin. & Int. Approval increase/ (Decrease) 

$90,000,000 - - $90,000,000 - $89,926,294 $73,706 $90,000,000 -

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 16 



THE PORTAinHORITYOF NYS, NJ Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consultation 

Perimeter Security Project (05-05 Appiication - $4.50 PFC) 
Project Description: 
This project included the design, purchase and installation of security-related equipment and infrastructure with a goal of enhancing 
perimeter and airport operations area (AOA) security at JFK. This project was also designed to complement the overall security measures 
at the airport in coordination with the JFK Federal Security Director (FSD) and Transportation Security Administration (TSA) in compliance 
with the Airport's Security Plan. The project scope was comprised of a multi-layered hardening approach consisting of perimeter fencing, 
physical barriers, access control gates and lighting, along with multiple technologies such as, fiber-optic sensing cable, closed-circuit 
television, and video motion detection. The project was completed in 2012. 

PFC Project Request: 
1) Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 

Amendment Justification: 
The preliminary design used to estimate costs for the project in the 05-05 PFC application was subsequently refined to address 
operational and regulatory issues that have arisen over the past seven years: 
Additional equipment and personnel detection capabilities required (waterfront): Due to the refinement of the project's preliminary 
design, additional layers of detection were necessary to adequately detect personnel intrusions. To do so, additional sensors were 
installed, tested, optimized, and integrated. 
Additional power and communication infrastructure to support enhanced detection at areas of concern: The installation of new 
infrastructure along areas of concern was required because there was not adequate infrastructure in those areas to support the additional 
sensors required to enhance the system and provide layered security. The specific elements of work included the extension of 
underground duct banks, conduits, power lines, and communication lines to enable the installation of the proposed system. 
Changes Necessary due to Airport Perimeter Modifications: Changes in the AOA perimeter resulted in modifications to the PIDS system to 
resolve issues including line-of-sight obstructions, conflicts where planned or existing PIDS infrastructure needed to be relocated, and 
expansion of the PIDS system to provide coverage of newly created perimeter areas resulting from the demolition of vacated buildings. 

Existing Requested 

PFC PAY-GO 

PFC Bond 

Capital PFC Fin. & Int. 

Total PFC 

Approval PFC PAY-GO 

PFC Bond 

Capital PFC Fin. & Int. 

Total PFC 

Approval 

Total Approval Amount 

Increase/ (Decrease) 

- $35,500,000 $9,500,000 $45,000,000 $45,000,000 - - $45,000,000 -

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 17 



THE PORTAimiORnY OF NY & N J Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consultation 

Infrastructure Study & Prelim. Design to Accommodate a New Terminai 

(05-05 Application - $3.00 RFC) 

Project Description: 
This project involved 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 (now demolished). The study included conceptual design, alternatives analysis and preliminary design for future landside 
access. The goal of the study was to ensure that there is adequate landside access capacity to accommodate the anticipated passenger 
and meeter/greeter demand at the site. The study also examined the impact to the airport roadway network, intermodal facilities, and 
terminal utility systems. In addition, it assessed methods of construction phasing and facility relocation to minimize interruptions of airport 
operations. 

PFC Project Request: 
1) Amend Down; and 2) Close. 

Amendment Justification: 
The study was used to support the eventual design and construction of Terminal 5 at JFK which was completed in 2008. The Port 
Authority's expenses for the project were less than the original project estimate of $5,000,000 due to the consultant that performed the 
study having completed the required tasks of the study in fewer hours than originally stated in their proposal. 

Existing Requested 
RFC Bond Total RFC RFC Bond Total RFC Total Approval Amount 

RFC PAY-GO Capital RFC Fin. & Int. Approval RFC RAY-GO Capital RFC Fin. & Int. Approval Increase/ (Decrease) 

- $5,000,000 - $5,000,000 $4,200,000 - - $4,200,000 ($800,000) 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 18 



THE PORTAIfrHORfTY OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consultation 

Aircraft Ramp Expansion & Hangar Demolition (10-07Application - $4.50 PFC) 

Project Description: 
This project consisted of the demolition of Hangar 12 and Building 94, both owned by the Port Authority. This demolition allowed for the 
expansion of aircraft parking apron into the location of the existing Hangar 12 and Building 94 site. The project included all necessary 
preparation for major portions of the site to meet FAA requirements for aircraft apron parking. 

PFC Project Request: 
1) Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 

Amendment Justification: 
After the project construction started, unexpected field conditions required an increase in project costs to complete the work in a safe and 
code-compliant manner. For example, improvements to the fire hydrant system adjacent to the hangar were needed to ensure that 
adequate hydrant water volume and pressure was available during demolition. In addition, shortly after demolition was started, it was 
recognized that due to the design of the Hangar's cable supported roof system, additional heavy equipment and a revised demolition plan 
were needed to ensure the safe demolition of the Hangar 12 roof. Therefore, an additional heavy crane was needed in order to 
deconstruct the hangar roof in balanced segments to prevent an uncontrolled collapse of the structure. These changes also added several 
months to the construction schedule. This project was completed in October 2013. 

Existing Requested 
PFC Bond Total PFC PFC Bond Total PFC Total Approval Amount 

PFC PAY-GO Capital PFC Fin. & Int. Approval PFC PAY-GO Capital PFC Fin. & Int. Approval Increase/ (Decrease) 

- $14,250,000 $750,000 $15,000,000 $15,000,000 - - $15,000,000 -

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 19 



THE PORTAUTHORfTY OF NY& NJ Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consuitation 

Rehabilitation of Taxiway P - Pianning & Engineering (12-08 Application - $3.00 PFC) 

Project Description: 
Taxiway P Is the main feeder route for RW 13R/31L, which handles approximately 30 percent of JFK's annual departures and approximately 
35 percent of JFK's total annual operations. The taxiway is 11,825 feet by 75 feet and is approximately 14 years old. The current pavement 
was in fair condition according to the Port Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement Management Plan. This project examined alternatives for the 
rehabilitation of the TW P pavement and widening the taxiway surface and its shoulders to meet standards for use by Design Group VI 
aircraft. The project provided complete planning documents and preliminary engineering plans and specifications. 

PFC Project Request: 
1) Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; 2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO; and 3) Close. 

Amendment Justification: 
During field work associated with planning the rehabilitation, it was determined that additional geotechnical exploration was needed in 
order to verify the structural cross-sections of select pavement areas. This action resulted in added costs associated with additional 
geotechnical work. 

Existing Requested 

PFC PAY-GO 

PFC Bond 

Capital PFC Fin. & Int. 

Total PFC 

Approval PFC PAY-GO 

PFC Bond 

Capital PFC Fin. & Int. 

Total PFC 

Approval 

Total Approval Amount 

Increase/ (Decrease) 

- $1,900,000 $100,000 $2,000,000 $2,000,000 - - $2,000,000 -

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 20 



TiGB OF iWi WJ Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consultation 

Requested Amendments to 
RFC Projects at LGA 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 



THE PORTAlflHOBITYOF NY& N J Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consuitation 

Perimeter Security Project (05-05 Appiication - $4.50 PFC) 
Project Description: 
This project includes the design, purchase and installation of security related equipment and infrastructure with a goal of enhancing 
perimeter and airport operations area (AOA) security at LGA. This project was also designed to complement the overall security measures 
at the airport in coordination with the LGA Federal Security Director (PSD) and Transportation Security Administration (TSA) in compliance 
with the Airport's Security Plan. The project is comprised of 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. 

In 2012, the Port Authority received approval for an additional $28,000,000 for this project to cover increased project costs resulting from 
the introduction of new project elements and cost escalation since the original construction cost estimate was developed in 2003. 

PFC Project Request: 
1) Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 

Amendment Justification: 
The preliminary design used to estimate costs for the project in the 05-05 PFC application was subsequently refined and expanded to 
address operational and regulatory issues that have arisen over the past seven years in addition to those that were addressed as part of 
the 2012 amendment: 
Software and hardware to improve system reliability, performance, disaster recovery capabilities, and diagnostics: The new PIDS 
software allows all the sensors to work in an integrated fashion and behave as a unified system as intended by the original project 
description and scope. The new software was substantially improved to account for specific environmental conditions along the perimeter 
areas, airfield operational constraints, and technological improvements since the PIDS software was first released. The implementation of 
this new software required substantial programming, code writing and upgrade of existing hardware. This software and hardware also 
provides for a more resilient system that will have improved system diagnostics capabilities and faster disaster recovery capabilities. 

1 Existing Requested 
PFC Bond Total PFC PFC Bond Total PFC Total Approval Amount 

PFC PAY-GO Capital PFC Fin. & Int. Approval PFC PAY-GO Capital PFC Fin. & Int. Approval Increase/ (Decrease) 

- $36,000,000 $2,000,000 $38,000,000 $38,000,000 - - $38,000,000 -

EWR, JFK, LGA and 5WF Airports 22 



THE PORTAUTHORmr OF NY& NJ Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consultation 

CTB Modernization Feasibility Study (05-05 Application - $3.00 PRC) 

Project Description: 
This project involved a feasibility analysis of the central terminal building modernization (CTB) at LGA. The study analyzed a range of 
facility and infrastructure enhancements at LGA. This analysis is being used in the environmental assessment phase of the project. This 
study included the following components: needs assessment and capacity analysis; conceptual design and alternative analysis; displaced 
facilities analysis; terminal and airside planning and phasing analysis; frontage and landside planning and phasing analysis; and financial 
analysis. The study also assessed a reconfiguration of the aircraft parking apron to allow a broader range of aircraft to serve the airport. 

RFC Project Request: 
1) Transfer Unused Financing & Interest Amount to Bond Capital; and 2) Close. 

Amendment Justification: 
Additional effort was spent to review and evaluate the American Airlines' proposal that would increase the size of the CTB between 
concourses C & D. In addition, the Passenger Distribution Forecast and Concept Alternative Analysis elements of the study were modified 
to address the increase in the LGA passenger forecast (from 30 MAAP to 34 MAAP). Finally, an additional task was added to the study to 
develop and evaluate options (and associated cost estimates) for the installation of a hydrant fueling system at LGA. 

Existing Requested 

PRC PAY-GO 

PRC Bond 

Capital PRC Rin. & Int. 

Total PRC 

Approval PRC PAY-GO 

PRC Bond 

Capital PRC Rin. & Int. 

Total PRC 

Approval 

Total Approval Amount 

Increase/ (Decrease) 

- $13,500,000 $1,500,000 $15,000,000 - $14,998,000 $2,000 $15,000,000 -

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 23 



THE POin"AUlH.ORfTYOF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consultation 

CTB Modernization - Planning and Engineering (05-05 Application - $3.00 RFC) 

Project Description: 
This project involves the development of preliminary designs for the CTB modernization at LGA in a three-phase approach tailored to 
address critical feasibility and constructability aspects for the implementation of this program. This phase analyzed potential 
improvements that required the displacement, expansion, and/or relocation of existing facilities including the CTB concourses; Hangars 1, 
2 and 4; cargo and ground service equipment facilities; aircraft remain overnight parking; and the central heating and refrigeration plant. In 
addition, the project analyzed the installation of a new hydrant fueling system, as well as modification of the baggage facilities to provide 
in-line baggage screening. Plans were also developed for the improved functionality of passenger screening, and gate and holdroom areas. 

This phase is further refining the program evaluated in the CTB Modernization Feasibility Study which was also approved in the 05-05 
application. This phase has included the 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 project 
procurement purposes. Environmental analysis and any other required documentation are also being conducted during this phase. 

PFC Project Request: 
1) Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 

Amendment Justification: 
Additional effort was necessary to evaluate and refine the concept alternatives developed in Phase I Planning, as well as new alternative 
concepts introduced by airline and other stakeholders after their review of the draft planning documents. The study required the 
development of State-of-Good Repair estimates for Terminal C and D in anticipation of expiration of the leases as part of the 
capacity/financial feasibility analysis for the new CTB. 

Existing Requested 
PFC Bond Total PFC PFC Bond Total PFC Total Approval Amount 

RFC PAY-GO Capital PFC Fin. & Int. Approval PFC PAY-GO Capital PFC Fin. & Int. Approval Increase/ (Decrease) 

- $23,000,000 $2,000,000 $25,000,000 $25,000,000 - - $25,000,000 -

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 24 



THE PORTAinHOBITY OF NY& NJ Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consuitation 

Runway 13/31 & Runway 4/22 Rehabilitation (05-05 Appiication - $4.50 PFC) 

Project Description: 
This project rehabilitated the non-deck portion of the asphalt pavement on RW 13/31 and RW 4/22, as well as the taxiways serving the 
runways. The project also included the replacement of the in-pavement lighting system and the installation of runway guard bar lights, as 
well as runway safety area and storm drainage improvements. These runways were previously repaved in 1994 and the keel sections 
overlaid in 1999 and 2000, however, the non-keel sections began to exhibit age and stress-related deterioration. This project not only 
preserved the surface pavement but also prevented deterioration and subsequent damage to the pavement subgrade. Without this 
project, the runway pavements would have continued to degrade, eventually requiring full-depth pavement reconstruction. 

PFC Project Request: 
1) Amend Down Bond Capital Amount; 2) Amend Down Financing & Interest Amount; and 3) Close. 

Amendment Justification: 
RW 13-31 was to be rehabilitated first in 2005, followed by RW 4-22 in 2008. At the conclusion of RW 13-31 Stage I design, the scope of 
the RW 13-31 Rehabilitation project was expanded. With this additional work, the Port Authority chose to submit for the rehabilitation of 
RW 4/22 as a separate stand-alone project in the 10-07 PFC application. As such, the total amount approved for this project was greater 
than what was necessary for the completion of the rehabilitation work on RW 13-31. 

Existing Requested 

PRC PAY-GO 

PRC Bond 

Capital PRC Rin. & Int. 

Total PRC 

Approval PRC PAY-GO 

PRC Bond 

Capital PRC Rin. & Int. 

Total PRC 

Approval 

Total Approval Amount 

Increase/ (Decrease) 

- $31,000,000 $4,000,000 $35,000,000 - $29,384,000 $555,000 $29,939,000 ($5,061,000) 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 25 



THE PORTAinHOBITY OF NY& NJ Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consultation 

Runway 4/22 Rehabilitation (10-07 Application - $4.50 PFC) 

Project Description: 
This project rehabilitated the non-deck portion of the asphalt pavement on RW 4-22 and its associated taxiways. In order to prevent 
further pavement degradation and subsequent damage to the pavement sub-grade, pavement rehabilitation was needed to extend the life 
of the pavement, preserve the sub-grade, and to accommodate the loads from aircraft currently serving LGA and from aircraft projected to 
operate at the Airport in the future. The project also included replacement of the runway in-pavement centerline lights, touchdown zone 
lights, and edge lights; the installation of in-pavement runway guard lights on all aircraft holding bays; and the installation of taxiway 
centerline lights up to the hold lines for each exit taxiway. Along with the new fixtures, the lighting improvements included new conduit, 
cable and regulators; associated improvements to the airfield lighting vault; and an upgraded airfield lighting control panel. The project 
also updated marking and signage and improvements to the airfield drainage system. 

PFC Project Request: 
1) Amend Down Bond Capital Amount; 2) Amend Down Financing & Interest Amount; and 3) Close. 

Amendment Justification: 
The preliminary design used to estimate costs for the 10-07 PFC application was subsequently refined as the design was advanced after 
the PFC application was approved. The final TPC is lower than the PFC estimate primarily due to competitive bids and unused amounts 
that were budgeted for the project during the preliminary design phase. 

Existing Requested 
PFC Bond Total PFC PFC Bond Total PFC Total Approval Amount 

PFC PAY-GO Capital PFC Fin. & Int. Approval PFC PAY-GO Capital PFC Fin. & Int. Approval Increase/ (Decrease) 

- $46,550,000 $2,450,000 $49,000,000 - $44,195,000 - $44,195,000 ($4,805,000) 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 26 



Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consultation 

Q&A Session 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 



THE PORTAiriHORITYOF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge - Carrier Consuitation 

Reminder: Important Dates 

All Air Carriers have 30 days from the PFC Consultation Meeting date to provide written certification of 
agreement or disagreement with the proposed amendments. 

For purposes of official correspondence and notification, please send all correspondence to: 

Ms. Patty Clark 
Senior Advisor for Aviation Policy 
Port Authority of NY & NJ 
Aviation Department 
225 Park Avenue South, 9th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 
E-mail: passengerfacilitvcharge@panvni.gov 

Carrier Comments Due back to Port Authority - November 20, 2014 
Anticipated Submittal of PFC Amendment Request to FAA by Port Authority - November 24, 2014 
Anticipated PFC Amendment Approval - December 2014 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 28 



AIR CARRIER AND PUBLIC CONSULTATION INFORMATION 

ATTACHMENT C-5: Air Carrier Consultation Meeting Sign-In Sheet 

THE PORTAIflHORriY OF NY& NJ 

PFC Consultation Meeting 

October 21,2014 

NAME TITLE COMPANY NAME PA EMPLOYEE * 
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The Port Authority of New York & New Jersey 
November 2014 

PFC Amendment 



AIR CARRIER AND PUBLIC CONSULTATION INFORMATION 

ATTACHMENT C-6: Air Carrier Certifications of Agreement or Disagreement and Comments 

Certifications of agreement/disagreement were due to the Port Authority on November 20, 
2014. 

A certification of agreement with all proposed amendments was received by Delta Air Lines. 

No other certifications of agreement/disagreement or comments were received. 

Delta's certification of agreement can be found on the following pages. 

The Port Authority of New York & New Jersey 
November 2014 

PFC Amendment 



A DE LTA 
Delta Air Lines, Inc. 
Department 877 
1030 Delta Blvd, 
Atlanta, GA 30354-1989 
Mobile (917) 689-1215 
Email Ouane.5lguenza<g>delta.com 

VIA UPS AND EMAIL 

November 13, 2014 

Ms. Patty Clark 
Senior Advisor for Aviation Policy 
Port Aothority of NY & NJ 
Aviation Department 
225 Park Avenue South, 9"* Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SUBJECT: Port Authority of New York & New Jersey (Port Authority) Request to 
Amend Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) Application Nos. 05-05-07-***, 
09-06-U-02-***, 10-07-C-00-***, and 12-08-C-00-*** - Delta Air 
Lines, Inc. Certification of Agreement/Disagreement Pursuant to Title 14, 
C.F.R., Section 158.23c 

Dear Ms. Clark: 

In response to the PFC Consultation Meeting held on October 21, 2014 and pursuant to 
14 CFR, Part 158, Section 23, Delta Air Lines, Inc. hereby submits its Certification of 
Agreement/Disagreement with respect to the Port Authority's request to amend certain 
approved PFC project applications, as follows: 

1. 05-05 Application - EWR Project to Plan for Expanded Terminal A 
Proposed Amendment: 1) Transfer Unused Financing & Interest Amount to 
PAYGO; 2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO; and 3) Close 
Certification: Agreement 
PFC Levei: $4.50 
Comments: None 

2. 05-05 Application - EWR Airfield Expansion Project 
Proposed Amendment: 1) Reallocate PAYGO Approval to Bond Capital and 
Financing & Interest; and 2) Close 
Certification: Agreement 
PFC Level: $4.50 
Comments: None 



M5. Patty Clark 
November 13, 2014 
Page 2 of 4 

3. 05-05 Application - EWR Perimeter Security Project 
Proposed! A8i8808i88t: 1) Transfer Unused Financing & Interest Amount to 
PAYGO; and 2) Reclassify Oond Capital Amount as PAYGO 
C8rtific9ti88: Agreement 
RFC Level: $4.50 
Comments: None 

4. 05-05 Application - EWR Runway/Taxi way Rehabilitation Project 
Proposed! Amendment: 1) Transfer Unused Financing & Interest Amount to 
Bond Capital; and 2) Close 
Certification: Agreement 
RFC Level: $4.50 
Comments: None 

5. 05-05 Application - EWR Modernization of Terminal B 
Proposed Amendment: 1) Transfer Unused Financing & Interest Amount to 
PAYGO; and 2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO 
Certification: Agreement 
RFC Level: $4.50 
Comments: None 

6. 05-05 and 09-06 Applications - EWR Upgrade Navigational Aids -
Runways 22R & 22L 
Proposed Amendment: 1) Transfer Unused Financing & Interest Amount to 
PAYGO; and 2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO 
Certification: Agreement 
RFC Level: $4.50 
Comments: None 

7. 05-05 and 09-06 Applications - EWR Upgrade Navigational Aids - Runway 4L 
Proposed Amendment: 1) Transfer Unused Financing & Interest Amount to 
PAYGO; and 2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO 
Certification: Agreement 
RFC Level: $4.50 
Comments: None 

8. 05-05 Application - JFK Reconstruction and Strengthening of Taxiways A&B 
Bridges 
Proposed Amendment: 1) Amend Down Bond Capital Amount; and 2) Close 
Certification: Agreement 
RFC Level: $4.50 
Comments: None 



Ms. Pgtty Clark 
November 13, 2014 
Page 3 of 4 

9. 05-05 Application - JFK Runway 13L/31R Rehabilitation 
ProposeB Amendment: 1) Transfer Portion of Unused Financing & Interest 
Amount to Bond Capitai; 2) Amend Down Remaining Unused Financing & Interest 
Amount; and 3) Close 
Certification: Agreement 
PFC Levei: $4.50 
Comments: None 

10.05-05 Application - JFK Relocation and Rehab. Of TW A & Rehab. Of TW B 
Proposed Amendment: 1) Reallocate PAYGO Amount to Financing & Interest 
Amount; and Close 
Certification: Agreement 
PFC Levei: $4.50 
Comments: None 

11.05-05 Application - JFK Perimeter Security Project 
Proposed Amendment: 1) Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; 
and 2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO 
Certification: Agreement 
PFC Level: $4.50 
Comments: None 

12.05-05 Application - JFK Infrastructure Study & Prelim. Design to Accommodate a 
New Terminal 
Proposed Amendment: 1) Amend Down; and 2) Close 
Certification: Agreement 
PFC Levei: $3.00 
Comments: None 

13.10-07 Application - JFK Aircraft Ramp Expansion & Hangar Demolition 
Proposed Amendment: 1) Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; 
and 2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO 
Certification: Agreement 
PFC Level: $4.50 
Comments: None 

14.12-08 Application - JFK Rehabilitation of Taxiway P - Planning & Engineering 
Proposed Amendment: 1) Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; 2) 
Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO; and 3) Close 
Certification: Agreement 
PFC Levei: $4.50 
Comments: None 

15.05-05 Application - LGA Perimeter Security Project 
Proposed Amendment: 1) Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; 
and 2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO 
Certification: Agreement 
PFC Levei: $4.50 
Comments: None 



Ms. Patty Clark 
Nov99iber 13, 2014 
Page 4 of 4 

16.05-05 Application - LGA CTB Modernization Feasibility Study 
Proposed Anmendmeot: 1) Transfer Unused Financing & Interest Amount to 
Bond Capital; and 2) Close 
Certiflcati09: Agreement 
RFC Level; $3.00 
Comments: None 

17.05-05 Application - LGA CTB Modernization - Planning & Engineering 
Proposed Amendment: 1) Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; 
and 2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO 
Certification: Agreement 
RFC Level: $3.00 
Comments: None 

18.05-05 Application - LGA Runway 13/31 & Runway 4/22 Rehabilitation 
Proposed Amendment: 1) Amend Down Bond Capital Amount; 2) Amend 
Down Financing 8t Interest Amount; and 3) Close 
Certification: Agreement 
RFC Level: $4.50 
Comments: None 

19.10-07 Application - LGA Runway 4/22 Rehabilitation 
Proposed Amendment: 1) Amend Down Bond Capital Amount; 2) Amend 
Down Financing & Interest Amount; and 3) Close 
Certification: Agreement 
RFC Level: $4.50 
Comments: None 

The above proposed actions are further detailed on the enclosed Summary Sheet. 

Delta hereby requests a copy of any supplementary Information required to resolve any 
issues in its certification, as well as receive, when filed with the FAA, a copy of the 
Authority's application as submitted. 

Sincerely, 

Duane M.TTSiguenza 
Regional Director - Corporate Real Estate 

Enclosure 

cc: David Hamm - DL 
Laura McKee - ATA 



St^fffparyShq^ 
Port Authority of NY & Ml - Carter Consulution Meeting 10/21/14 
Proposed Amendment of Approved PFC Applications 

Bdsdng Requested 

PFC Bond Total PfC PFC Bond PfC fin & 
HHjHjUjH 

PFC 

PFC Application Airport Project PFCPAV-GO CapfOl PFCFin&tnt. Approval PFC PAV-GO Cepttai Int. Approval 

OS-OS EWR Expanded Terminal A - 19,000,000 1/100,000 20,000.000 20,000,000 - - 20,000.000 0 

0SO5 EWR Airfield Expansion 8S,000,000 - 89,000,000 - 84,209,510 790,490 89.000.000 0 

0SO5 EWR Perimeter Security - 2S.000.000 5,000,000 30.000,000 30,000,000 - - 30,000,000 0 

OSOS EWR Rwy/Twy Pavement Rehab - 91,738,000 2.000,000 53,738,000 - 91,918,000 1,446,889 93,364,889 (373,119) 

OS-OS EWR Terminal B Modernization - 147,975,000 7,929,000 159.900,000 199,900,000 - - 199,900,000 0 

OSOS and 09-06 EWR Rwys 22R&22LNAVAI0 Upgrade - 9,000,000 1,000,000 10,000,000 10,000,000 - - 10,000,000 0 

OS-OS and 0906 EWR RwydLNAVAlO Upgrade - 9,000,000 1.000,000 10,000,000 10,000,000 - • 10,000,000 0 

OS-OS JFK Twyi A&B Bridges Reconstruction 39,700,000 300,000 40,000,000 - 31,844,000 300,000 32,144,000 (7,856,000) 

OSOS JFK RwyUL/31R Rehab - 27,097,000 2,400/300 29,497,000 28,381,000 663,000 29,044,000 (453,000) 

OS-OS JFK Relo & Rehab Twy A & Rehab Twy B 90,000,000 - - 90,000,000 - 89,926,294 73,706 90,000,000 0 

OS-OS JFK Perimeter Security 35,900,000 9,500,000 45,000,000 49,000,000 49,000,000 0 

OS-OS JFK Infrastructure & Prelim Design (TS) - 9,000,000 5,000,000 4,200,000 - - 4,200,000 (800,000) 

10O7 JFK Hangar Demo and Ramp Expansion 14,250,000 750,000 15,000,000 19,000,000 - 15,000,000 0 

U-08 JFK Twy P Rehab • Ping gi Engineering - 1,900.000 100,000 2,000.000 2,000,000 2,000,000 0 

OSOS LGA Perimeter Security 36,000,000 2,000,000 38,000,000 38,000,000 - 38,000,000 0 

05-05 LGA CTB Mod. - Feasibility Study - 13,500,000 1,500,000 15,000,000 - 14,998,000 2,000 15,000,000 0 

OS-OS LGA CTB Mod. - Ping & Engineering - 23,000,000 2/300,000 25,000,000 25.000.000 - - 25,000,000 0 

OSOS LGA Rwys 13/31 a 4/22 Rehab - 31,000,000 4,000,000 35,000,000 - 29,384,000 595,000 29,939,000 (5/161,000) 

10O7 LGA Rwy4/22 Rehab - 46,550.000 2,450,000 49,000,000 - 44499,000 44,199,000 (4,805,000) 

TOTALS 179,000,000 SSSjlOkOOO 42,525/100 752,739/300 394,70a0a0 374,899,804 3,831,081 733486,889 (19348419) 



AIR CARRIER AND PUBLIC CONSULTATION INFORMATION 

ATTACHMENT C-7: Public Notice 

A Public Notice of the Port Authority's intention to file the PFC amendment was provided on 
the Port Authority's website. The link was accessible via the Airports home page 
(http://www.panynj.gov/airports). The notice was available between October 21, 2014 and 
November 20, 2014. A copy of the Public Notice is provided on the following pages. 

No public comments were received. 

The Port Authority of New York & New Jersey 
November 2014 

PFC Amendment 

http://www.panynj.gov/airports


Public Notice of Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) Amendments for 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), LaGuardia Airport (LGA), 

John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), and 
Stewart International Airport (SWF) 

October 8,2014 

The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey (Port Authority) is requesting an amendment to the 
Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) applications 05-05-C-07-*** (05-05-C-07-EWR, 05-05-C-07-JFK,and 
05-05-C-07-LGA), 09-06-U-02-*** (09-06-U-02-EWR, 09-06-U-02-JFK, 09-06-U-02-LGA), 10-07-C-
00-*** (10-07-C-00-EWR, 10-07-C-00-JF1C, 10-07-C-00-LGA, 10-07-C-00-SWF) and 12-08-C-00-*** 
(12-08-C-00-EWR, 12-08-C-00-JFK, 12-08-C-00-LGA, 12-08-C-00-SWF). These amendments will 
affect projects at Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), John F. Kennedy International Airport 
(JFK), and LaGuardia Airport (LGA). 

The purpose of this requested amendment is the following: 

• Amend the estimated eligible costs of certain projects that are underway; 

• Amend the eligible costs of certain projects that are complete; and 

• Amend PFC Financing and Interest amounts for certain projects, eliminating amounts not used or 
transferring amounts to pay-as-you-go ("PAYGO") approval. 

The requested amendments, and the justifications for each, are described in further detail in the attached 
draft amendment request letter. 

Any comments must be submitted in writing and must be received by the Port Authority no later 
than November 20, 2014. 

For purposes of official correspondence and notification, please send all correspondence to: 

Ms. Patty Clark 
Senior Advisor for Aviation Policy 
225 Park Avenue South, 9th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 
passengerfaci 1 itycharge@panynj .gov 



DRAFT PFC AMENDMENT REQUEST LETTER 

RE: Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) Amendments for Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), 
LaGuardia Airport (LGA), John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), and Stewart 
International Airport (SWF) 

The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey (Port Authority) is requesting an amendment to the 
Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) applications 05-05-C-07-*** (05-05-C-07-EWR, 05-05-C-07-JFK,and 
05-05-C-07-LGA), 09-06-U-02-*** (09-06-U-02-EWR, 09-06-U-02-JFK, 09-06-U-02-LGA), 10-07-C-
00-*** (10-07-C-00-EWR, 10-07-C-00-JFK, 10-07-C-00-LGA, 10-07-C-00-SWF) and 12-08-C-00-*** 
(I2-08-C-00-EWR, I2-08-C-00-JFK, I2-08-C-00-LGA, I2-08-C-00-SWF). These amendments will 
affect projects at Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), John F. Kennedy International Airport 
(JFK), and LaGuardia Airport (LGA). 

The purpose of this requested amendment is the following: 

• Amend the estimated eligible costs of certain projects that are underway; 

• Amend the eligible costs of certain projects that are complete; 

• Amend PFC Financing and Interest amounts for certain projects, eliminating amounts not used or 
transferring amounts to pay-as-you-go ("PAYGO") approval; and 

• Provide update regarding activities and progress for certain projects. 

The amendments and the justifications for each are described in further detail in this letter. The Port 
Authority requests that the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) approve these amendments that reflect 
the costs of PFC-eligible project elements revised from the estimates contained in the original 
applications. For projects that are complete, the Port Authority would like to notify the FAA that, once 
the amounts are amended, these projects should be closed. 

Total requested amended collection authority and use authority approval amounts are shown on the 
following page by application number: 



Requested Change in Collection Authority by Application 

PFC Application PFC PAY-GO PFC Bond Capital PFC Fin. & Int. 

Total Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
05-05-C-07-***' $162,700,000 ($141,849,196) ($35,393,919) ($14,543,115) 

10-07-C-00-*** $15,000,000 ($16,605,000) ($3,200,000) ($4,805,000) 

I2-08-C-00-*** $2,000,000 ($1,900,000) ($100,000) -
Total $179,700,000 ($160,354,196) ($38,693,919) ($19,348,115) 

I) Includes impose only projects from the 05-05 application that have since received use authority under the 09-06-U-02-*** application. 

Requested Change in Use Authority by Application 

PFC Application PFC PAY-GO PFC Bond Capital PFC Fin. & Int. 

Total Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
05-05-C-07-"* $117,700,000 ($100,849,196) ($31,393,919) ($14,543,115) 

09-06-U-02-*** $45,000,000 ($41,000,000) ($4,000,000) -
IO-07-C-00-*** $15,000,000 ($16,605,000) ($3,200,000) ($4,805,000) 

I2-08-C-00-*** $2,000,000 ($1,900,000) ($100,000) -
Total $179,700,000 ($160,354,196) ($38,693,919) ($19,348,115) 

Based on the $19,348,115 reduction in total PFC collection authority, the Port Authority estimates the 
following revised charge expiration dates for collection authority under the most recent applications at 
each airport: 

ApDlication 
Revised Charge 
Exoiration Date 

I2-08-C-00-EWR March 1,2017 

12-08-C-00-JFK February 1,2017 

I2-08-C-00-LGA April 1,2018 

I2-08-C-00-SWF November 1,2018 

Newark Liberty International Airport tEWR) 

The Port Authority requests the FAA review the following project updates and approve the amendment 
requests for six approved PFC projects at EWR. These projects require funding modifications due to 
variations from originally submitted cost estimates that were realized during project implementation. This 
letter also includes projects that are complete, which means that the Port Authority has collected and 
expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost (as amended) of each approved project. Four of the six 
projects for which the Port Authority is requesting an amendment are complete; in addition, at the end of 
this section, the Port Authority has listed three additional projects at EWR that are complete and should 
be closed. 



Table 1 - Summary Table for PFC Amendment Requests for Newark Liberty International Airport Projects 

Existing Requested 

PFC 
App# Projects 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int 

Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) Request 

05-05-C 
Project to Plan 
for Expanded 
Terminal A 

- $19,000,000 $1,000,000 $20,000,000 $20,000,000 - - $20,000,000 -
Transfer 
Fin./lnt., 

Close 

05-05-C 
Airfield Expansion 
Project 

$85,000,000 - - $85,000,000 - $84,209,510 $790,490 $85,000,000 -
Reallocate 
Fin./lnt., 

Close 

05-05-C 
Perimeter Security 
Project - $25,000,000 $5,000,000 $30,000,000 $30,000,000 - - $30,000,000 -

Transfer 
Fin./lnt., 

Close 

05-05-C 

Runway/ Taxiway 
Pavement 
Rehabilitation 
Project 

- $51,738,000 $2,000,000 $53,738,000 - $51,918,000 $1,446,885 $53,364,885 ($373,115) 
Transfer 
Fin./lnt., 

Close 

05-05-C 
Modernization of 
Terminal B - $147,975,000 $7,525,000 $155,500,000 $155,500,000 - - $155,500,000 - Transfer 

Fin./lnt. 

05-05-C 
& 
09-06-U 

Upgrade 
Navigational Aids 
R/W 22R & 22L 

- $9,000,000 $1,000,000 $10,000,000 $10,000,000 - - $10,000,000 - Transfer 
Fin./lnt. 

05-05-C 
& 
09-06-U 

Upgrade 
Navigational Aids 
R/W4L 

- $9,000,000 $1,000,000 $10,000,000 $10,000,000 - - $10,000,000 - Transfer 
Fin./lnt. 

Subtotal EWR $85,000,000 $261,713,000 $17325,000 $364338,000 $225,500,000 $136,127,510 $2337375 $363,864,885 ($373,115) 



1. Projec8 80 P88n for Expan6e6 Ter8oi888l A (05-05 application) 

This projec8 was for t6e planning and preliminary design for improvements to Terminal A that 
enhanced passenger processing efficiency, improved security, provided additional gates and space 
for new entrant airlines, and expanded the number of gates to meet forecasted passenger demand. 
Project activities were designed to provide greater utilization of the terminal to meet the 
objectives of the Port Authority in accordance with the recommendation of the approved Airport 
Competition Plan. The Plan affirms that the additional gates provide an opportunity for 
competition among the carriers. Expansion was determined to be necessary because the terminal 
was experiencing significant passenger congestion due to the implementation of security 
mandates that the terminal was not originally designed to accommodate. 

The Planning Study would analyze and design terminal improvement concepts that would 
alleviate existing passenger congestion and accommodate future growth. Preliminary concepts 
incorporated in the plan included: modifying existing ticketing areas; adding gates and ticket 
counters in accordance with the recommendation of the airport's approved Competition Plan; 
expanding the existing gate layout to add more gates; relocating existing facilities that interfere 
with the terminal building expansion; relocating baggage claim facilities; and providing 
replacement space for displaced areas during ticket counter improvements. 

The purpose of the project was to evaluate these potential project components and advance a plan 
to determine a preferred alternative and develop Stage I designs. These elements were to form the 
basis for further design development. The cost associated with this initial planning study was 
approximately between one and two percent of the total project cost that was originally estimated 
to be between $1.3 billion and $1.7 billion. 

Request: 
1) Tr88tsfer Firtancirtg & Interest Amourtt 80 PAYGO; 
2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO; and 
3) Close. 

Table 1-1. PFC Amendment Request 

Fxisting Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 

Project to Plan 
for Expanded 
Terminal A 

- $19,000,000 $1,000,000 $20,000,000 $20,000,000 - - $20,000,000 -

Justification: 

During the planning process, the preliminary alternatives considered included actions that would 
renovate particular areas of the facility. The Planning Study's preliminary findings determined 



tha8 other alternatives, such as building a new terminal, may be more effective than renovating 
the existing facility. Therefore, the Port Authority determined it was necessary that the plan 
evaluate an alternative to build a new terminal. Therefore, alternatives incorporating a new 
terminal were included in the planning study and preliminary design work. Evaluating and 
designing alternatives to build a new terminal were not originally contemplated, however when 
planners determined that it may be more effective solution, the Port Authority determined it was 
consistent with the stated project purpose and should be incorporated into the plan. The study was 
finalized with those alternatives as part of the final report. 

The Port Authority originally planned on funding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 
payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

With the approval of this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port 
Authority will have collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved 
project. The Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

2. Airfield Expansion Project (05-05 application) 

This project included the planning, design and construction of airfield enhancements on the north 
side of EWR. The project improved aprons, taxiway fillets, and taxiway spacing designed to meet 
Group V aircraft standards. An important aspect of this project was to conduct an extensive re
design and rehabilitation of the power distribution network for the airfield lighting, which 
included the construction of a new switch house (Switch House #3); a new switch house to 
replace the existing Switch House #1; rehabilitation of Switch House #2; and reconfiguration of 
the lighting circuits to more efficiently route power to each of the runways. 

Amendment Request: 
1) Reallocate PAYGO Approval to Bond Capital and Financing & Interest; and 
2) Close. 

Table 1-2. PFC Amendment Request 

Existing Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
Airfield 
Expansion 
Project 

$85,000,000 - - $85,000,000 - $84,209,510 $790,490 $85,000,000 -

Justification: 



In July 2011, the project was amended to change all of its approval authority to PAYGO. 
Subsequently, the Port Authority decided to use commercial paper to finance a small portion of 
the improvements in order to manage PFC program cashflow. A total of $790,490 in interest was 
paid on the outstanding commercial paper used to fund the project prior to it being retired. 
Therefore, the Port Authority requests $790,490 in PFC authority to be used to pay eligible 
financing & interest costs. 

With the approval of this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port 
Authority will have collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved 
project. The Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

3. Perimeter Security Project (05-05 application) 

The Perimeter Security Project at EWR was first approved for PFC funding in 2006. The original 
project was designed to enhance perimeter and airport operations area (AOA) security at EWR. 
The project was to complement overall security measures in coordination with guidelines for 
airport security and in compliance with the Airport's approved security plan. The project 
incorporated the design, purchase and installation of security related equipment and 
infrastructure. The project incorporated 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. 

Request: 
1) Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 
2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 

Table 1-3. PFC Amendment Request 

Existing Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
Perimeter 
Security 
Projeet 

- $25,000,000 $5,000,000 $30,000,000 $30,000,000 - - $30,000,000 -

Justification: 

The Port Authority is seeking the transfer of the financing & interest amount so that it may be 
applied to the project. The preliminary design used to estimate costs for the project in the 05-05 
PFC application was subsequently refined to address operational and regulatory issues that have 
arisen over the past seven years. The design revisions required by the operational and regulatory 
changes specific to EWR were not included in the original Perimeter Security Project budget and 
were addressed after the 05-05 PFC application was approved. These changes are in accordance 
with the airport security program for each airport and in coordination with the TSA and FA A. 



While each of these elements was originally identified in the PFC application, costs have been 
refined since the project's preliminary design associated with the following: 

Additional equipment and personnel detection capabilities required (perimeter 
drainage ditch): Due to the refinement of the project's preliminary design, additional 
layers of detection were necessary to adequately detect personnel intrusions. To do so, 
additional sensors were installed, tested, optimized, and integrated. This combination of 
security layers of detection and optimization of existing sensors provides a resilient 
system that will help protect the airport year-round. 

Additional power and communication infrastructure to support enhanced detection 
at areas of concern: The project's preliminary design assumed power and 
communication were sufficient to support the proposed security equipment. Upon the 
start of construction, however, the installation of new infrastructure along areas of 
concern was required because there was not adequate infrastructure in those areas that 
could support the new sensors required to enhance the system and provide layered 
security. The specific elements of work included the extension of underground duct 
banks, conduits, power lines, and communication lines to enable the installation of the 
proposed system. 

The Port Authority originally planned on funding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 
payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

With the approval of this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port 
Authority will have collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved 
project. The Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

4. Runway/Taxiway Pavement Rehabilitation Project - Runway 4L/22R, 4R/22L, and 
Taxiway P (05-05 application) 

The project included the planning, design, and construction of pavement rehabilitation for RWs 
4L/22R and 4R/22L, and Taxiway (TW) P. Pavement rehabilitation also necessitated improving 
associated drainage, airfield signage, pavement markings, and lighting. The lighting was designed 
and implemented to support the Surface Movement Guidance and Control System (SMGCS) 
Plan, and updated while the pavements were closed for rehabilitation. This project preserved the 
runway and taxiway pavements, improved low visibility operations, and reduced congestion and 
delays. 



The dimensions of the runways and taxiway impacted by this project are: 
• RW 4L/22R - 11,000 by 150 feet 
• RW 4R/22L - 9,980 by 150 feet 
• TWP-10,000 by 75 feet 

Pavement rehabilitation was required because the wearing course was beginning to exhibit signs 
of age-related stress cracking for all three surfaces. The pavement rehabilitation replaced the 
existing wearing course with revitalized asphalt pavement to preserve the structural sections of 
the pavement, permitting safe and efficient aircraft operations. If the pavement was not 
rehabilitated, the structural section of the runways and taxiway pavements would have further 
degraded, precipitating an erosion of the pavement structural sections. That would have 
eventually required replacing the runways and taxi ways, rather than Just rehabilitating their 
wearing course. 

Request: 
1) Transfer Portion of Unnsed Financing & Interest Amonnt to Bond Capital; and 
2) Close. 

Table 1-4. PFC Amendment Reqnest 

Existing Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
Runway/ 
Taxiway 
Pavement 
Rehabilitation 
Project 

- $51,738,000 $2,000,000 $53,738,000 - $51,918,000 $1,446,885 $53,364,885 ($373,1 15) 

Jnstification: 

Planning and engineering for this project began in 2002 with a preliminary engineering analysis 
and pavement evaluation that identified the need for the pavement rehabilitation on the three 
elements of this project: RW 4L/22R, RW 4R/22L and TW P. In addition to examining 
rehabilitation alternatives, the engineering analysis also included detailed cost estimates. The cost 
estimates based on the 2002 data were included in the PFC application approved in January 2006. 
Construction was completed in 2007. 

During construction of the project, cost increases resulted from the need for additional quantities 
of labor and materials (e.g. fill, asphalt) that arose during the course of the 4-year period of 
construction. With the approval of this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and 
the Port Authority will have collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the 
approved project. The Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in 
SOAR. 



5. Moderniza8ion of Terminal B (05-05 application) 

Project activities associated with the modernization of Terminal B was originally approved for 
RFC funding in 2006. The project description and RFC funding amount was adjusted as part of a 
2009 amendment for the project. This project is on-going. 

The modernization of Terminal B project is intended to improve passenger throughput from the 
check-in areas to the boarding areas of the Terminal B complex. Project activities are designed to 
provide greater utilization of the terminal to meet the competitive objectives of the Port 
Authority. The terminal experiences significant passenger congestion due to the implementation 
of security mandates that the terminal was not originally designed to accommodate. The Port 
Authority commissioned a comprehensive study to quantify the capability of Terminal B to 
accommodate future passenger demands. The study was completed in 2004 and highlighted 
deficiencies of the Terminal B, recommending a series of terminal improvements to 
accommodate current and anticipated passengers. 

The project included the construction of a new baggage claim area; enlargement of an existing 
lobby; installation of a new ground transportation center; demolition of the existing domestic 
baggage claim area and construction of new check-in counters in this location; modification to 
existing departures-level check-in areas; modifications to accommodate in-line baggage 
screening; and congestion and security improvements. 

The 2009 amendment discussed how the project changed since its inception. Project changes 
resulted in increased construction costs, including escalations in the construction cost index and 
changes to the scope of work. These changes were identified during construction and 
implemented to enhance the functionality and capacity of the terminal. Contract bid prices were 
higher than estimated in the original project cost estimate due to a higher actual construction 
pricing in the metropolitan area, with rates between 3.5 and 6.5 percent higher than the standard 
escalation between 2005 and 2007. Estimates also did not provide for escalation over the term of 
the project and the original program authorization was based on a pro-forma estimate of less than 
21 percent for planning and engineering services, which is unrealistically low for this type of 
complex, airside, building related construction in an active terminal. 

In addition, as construction started, design modifications were required due to new TSA 
requirements for baggage screening, and additional emergency electrical distribution at the 
Airport caused changes to the designs of the electrical substations, requiring significantly 
increased feeder service between the generator and substations. Changes such as this required 
additional engineering and design, which resulted engineering costs greater than originally 
budgeted. 

Request: 
1) Transfer Finai8cing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 
2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 



Table 1-5. PFC Amendment Request 

Existing Requested 

Projects 

PFC 
PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC 
Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. 

& Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
Modernization 
ofTerminal B - $147,975,000 $7,525,000 $155,500,000 $155,500,000 - - $155,500,000 -

Amendment Justification: The Port Authority is seeking to transfer the financing and interest to 
FAYGO due to increased project costs resulting from cost escalation, since the original 
construction cost estimate was developed in 2004 and the construction phase of the project began 
in 2005. The original estimates used a standard escalation on construction costs of 3.5 percent per 
year. However, actual construction pricing in the metropolitan area increased at a much greater 
rate since then. This amendment request provides additional funding to address cost increases in 
project elements that were originally estimated in 2004. 

The Port Authority originally planned on funding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 
payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

With the approval of this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port 
Authority will have collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved 
project. The Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

6. Upgrade Navigational Aids Runways 22R and 22L (05-05 and 09-06 applications) 

This project is designed to enhance the navigational aids (NAVAIDS) on RWs 22R and 22L. The 
runways originally had Category (CAT) I Instrument Landing System (ILS) approaches. This 
project upgrades the existing, earlier generation localizer and glideslope equipment of RWs 22R 
and 22L to modem Mark XXa (20a) equipment. These enhancements will also relocate the 
distance measuring equipment (DME) and patrol road, modify the Air Operations Area (AOA) 
fence, and adjust the existing blast fence and taxiway. This work will improve the ILS reliability 
during Instrument Flight Rules (IFR) conditions for both runways. The improvement to RW 22L 
also includes a far field monitor and the installation of an Approach Lighting System with 
Sequenced Flashers-2 (ALSF-2). A significant portion of the existing infrastructure for RW 22L 
was reused for the CAT III upgrade, thereby minimizing construction costs. 

This project enhances the ILS system performance while expanding the Instrument Flight Rules 
(IFR) capacity of the Airport. The project also expands CAT III ILS capability to RW 22L. 
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Another benefit is realized during snow events at the airport. The improved system allows up to 
12 inches of snow to accumulate before removal is required, as opposed to the previous system 
that only allowed six inches of accumulation. This provides additional time for snow removal 
crews to respond without the ILS going off-line during these events. All of these benefits improve 
the capacity of the Airport while adding flexibility during reduced visibility conditions, thus 
reducing congestion and delays. 

Request: 
1) Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 
2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 

Table 1-6. PFC Amendment Request 

Existing Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Deerease) 
Upgrade 
Navigational 
AidsRAV 
22R, 22L. 4L 

- $9,000,000 $1,000,000 $10,000,000 $10,000,000 - - $10,000,000 -

Justification: 

Planning for this project began in 2003 with a navigational aids study performed in association 
with the FAA. An engineering analysis and design study was also performed during this time that 
included detailed cost estimates. This information was included in the PFC application approved 
in 2006 and Impose Only authorization was granted for the project. From 2006 to 2009, designs 
for the installation of equipment were completed on the project and required environmental 
analysis, airspace study and Airport Layout Plan updates were performed. Use Authority was 
granted by the FAA in April 2010 and final design, engineering and construction was 
implemented in July 2010. 

The Port Authority is seeking a transfer of unused financing and interest so that amount may be 
applied to cost increases resulting from the need for additional quantities of labor and materials 
(e.g. fill, asphalt) that arose during the course of construction. The estimate prepared for this 
project was based on a preliminary design for the navigational aids installation. The preliminary 
design used to estimate costs for the 2006 PFC application was subsequently refined to address 
engineering requirements as the design was advanced after the 2006 PFC application was 
approved and later after Use authority was granted. 

The Port Authority originally planned on funding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
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entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 
payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

7. Upgrade Navigational Aids Runway 4L (05-05 and 09-06 applications) 

This project is designed to enhance the navigational aids (NAVAIDS) on RW 4L. The runway 
originally had Category (CAT) I Instrument Landing System (ILS) approaches. This project 
upgrades the existing, earlier generation localizer and glideslope equipment of RW 4L with the 
installation of modern Mark XX (20) localizer and glideslope equipment, far field monitor, and 
the installation of an ALSF-2. This included the relocation of a portion of the patrol road, 
distance measuring equipment (DME), modifications to the Air Operations Area (AOA) fence, 
and several adjustments to the existing blast fence. 

This project enhances the ILS system performance while expanding the Instrument Flight Rules 
(IFR) capacity of the Airport. The project also expands CAT 111 ILS capability to RW 4L. 
Another benefit is realized during snow events at the airport. The improved system allows up to 
12 inches of snow to accumulate before removal is required, as opposed to the previous system 
that only allowed six inches of accumulation. This provides additional time for snow removal 
crews to respond without the ILS going off-line during these events. All of these benefits improve 
the capacity of the Airport while adding flexibility during reduced visibility conditions, thus 
reducing congestion and delays. 

Request: 
1) Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 
2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 

Table 1-6. PFC Amendment Request 

Existing Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
increase/ 

(Decrease) 

Upgrade 
Navigational 
Aids RAV 4L 

- $9,000,000 $1,000,000 $10,000,000 $10,000,000 - - $10,000,000 -

Justification: 

Planning for this project began in 2003 with a navigational aids study performed in association 
with the FAA. An engineering analysis and design study was also performed during this time that 
included detailed cost estimates. This information was included in the PFC application approved 
in 2006 and Impose Only authorization was granted for the project. From 2006 to 2009, designs 
for the installation of equipment were completed on the project and required environmental 
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analysis, airspace s8u8iy and Airpor8 Layou8 Plan upda8es were perforn8ed. Use Au8hori8y was 
gran8ed by 8he FAA in April 2010 and final design, engineering and cons8ruc8ion was 
implemen8ed in July 2010. 

The Por8 Authori8y is seeking a 8ransfer of financing and in8eres8 so 8ha8 amoun8 may be applied 
80 cos8 increases resulting from the need for additional quantities of labor and materials (e.g. fill, 
asphalt) that arose during the course of construction. The estimate prepared for this project was 
based on a preliminary design for the navigational aids installation. The preliminary design used 
to estimate costs for the 2006 PFC application was subsequently refined to address engineering 
requirements as the design was advanced aAer the 2006 PFC application was approved and later 
after Use authority was granted. 

The Port Authority originally planned on funding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 
payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

Additional EWR Projects to be Closed Out 

The following projects are physically and financially complete and the Port Authority has 
collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of each approved project. 

• Runway Extension Drainage Infrastructure (05-05 application) 
• Mandated Security Costs (05-05 appiicatlon) 
• Improvements to Runway Safety Areas (05-05 and 09-06 applications) 

For each, the Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

John F. Kennedy International Airport 

The Port Authority requests the FAA review the following project updates and approve the amendment 
requests for seven approved PFC projects at JFK. These projects require funding modifications due to 
variations from originally submitted cost estimates that were realized during project implementation. 
This letter also includes projects that are complete, which means that the Port Authority has collected and 
expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost (as amended) of each approved project. Five of the seven 
projects for which the Port Authority is requesting an amendment are complete; in addition, at the end of 
this section, the Port Authority has listed one additional project at JFK that is complete and should be 
closed. 
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Table 2 - Summary Table for PFC Amendment Requests for JFK International Airport Projects 

Existing Requested 

PFC 
App# Projects 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int 

Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) Request 

05-05-C 

Reconstruction and 
Strengthening of 
Taxiways A and B 
Bridges 

- $39,700,000 $300,000 $40,000,000 - $31,844,000 $300,000 $32,144,000 ($7,856,000) 
Amend 

Down and 
Close 

05-05-C 
Runway 13L-31R 
Rehabilitation Project - $27,097,000 $2,400,000 $29,497,000 - $28,381,000 $663,000 $29,044,000 ($453,000) 

Transfer 
Fin./lnt, 
Amend 

Down and 
Close 

05-05-C 

Relocation and 
Rehabilitation of 
Taxi way A and 
Rehabilitation of 
Taxiway B 

$90,000,000 - - $90,000,000 - $89,926,294 $73,706 $90,000,000 -
Reallocate 

Fin./lnt. and 
Close 

05-05-C 
JFK -Perimeter 
Security Project 

- $35,500,000 $9,500,000 $45,000,000 $45,000,000 - - $45,000,000 -
Transfer 

Fin Tint. 

05-05-C 

Infrastructure Study 
and Preliminary 
Design to 
Accommodate a New 
Terminal 

- $5,000,000 - $5,000,000 $4,200,000 - - $4,200,000 ($800,000) 
Amend 

Down and 
Close 

10-07-C 
Demolition of Hangar 
12 & Building 94 - $14,250,000 $750,000 $15,000,000 $15,000,000 - - $15,000,000 -

Transfer 

Fin./Int. 

12-08-C 
Rehabilitation Of 
Taxiway P - $1,900,000 $100,000 $2,000,000 $2,000,000 - - $2,000,000 -

Transfer 

Fin./lnt. and 
Close 

Subtotal JFK $90,000,000 $123,447,000 $13,050,000 $226,497,000 $66,200,000 $150,151,294 $1,036,706 $217388,000 ($9,109,000) 
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1. Reconstruction and Strengthening of Taxiways A&B Bridges (05-05 application) 

Taxiways A and B are the primary circulation taxiways to the passenger terminals at JFK. The 
project reconstructed and strengthened the two pairs of bridges that serve these taxiways in the 
vicinity of the Van Wyck Expressway (Ji 1 and J12) and the JFK Expressway (J 13 and J14). The 
bridge decks and girders were replaced and strengthened to accommodate the then-existing 
aircraft fleet mix (the bridges were load-restricted for certain aircraft prior to the project) and the 
A380. The project also included the paving of approximately 200 feet of each taxiway bridge 
approach to match the cross-slope and profile of the bridges. 

Request: 

1) Amend Down Bond Capital Amount; and 
2) Close. 

Table 2-1. PFC Amendment Request 
Existing Requested 

i I PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
Reconstruction and 
Strengthening of 
Taxiways A and B 
Bridges 

- $39,700,000 $300,000 $40,000,000 - $31,844,000 $300,000 $32,144,000 ($7,856,000) 

Justification: 

In October 2007, the project was completed under budget (due to competitive bids) and the 
Taxiway (TW) A&B bridges are now functioning in accordance with the project description as 
detailed in the original PFC application. Therefore, the Port Authority is requesting an 
amendment that will adjust the impose and Use authority granted in the original application to 
reflect the actual costs of the project at completion. 

With this amendment, the project will be financiaiiy complete, and the Port Authority will have 
collected and expended PFC revenue for the aiiowabie cost of the approved project. The Port 
Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

2. Runway 13L/31R Rehabilitation (05-05 appiication) 

Runway (RW) i3L/3iR, which is 10,000 feet long and 150 feet wide, was originally constructed 
in the 1960s and was nearing the end of its useful life in 2005. This runway is a primary use 
runway, especially during inclement weather, because of its instrument landing system 
capabilities and length. The northernmost end of RW 4L/22R is part of the displaced threshold, 
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but is also used extensively by aircraft departing from RW 22R and for aircraft exiting RW 
13L/31R. 

This project consisted of pavement rehabilitation along the entire length of RW 13L/31R and 
along the northernmost end of RW 4L/22R for approximately 1,000 feet. The project includes 
modifications to edge lighting systems, centerline lighting systems, signage, drainage, markings, 
and pavement shoulders as needed. 

Request: 

1. Transfer Portion of Unused Financing & Interest Amount to Bond Capital; 
2. Amend Down Remaining Unused Financing & Interest Amount; and 
3. Close. 

Table 2-2. PFC Amendment Request 
Existing Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Deerease) 
Runway 13L-
31R 
Rehabilitation 
Project 

- $27,097,000 $2,400,000 $29,497,000 - $28,381,000 $663,000 $29,044,000 ($453,000) 

Justification: 

The partial transfer of financing & interest approval to bond capital is necessary due to the need 
for additional quantities of labor and materials (fill and asphalt) that arose during the course of 
construction. Subsurface pavement conditions in certain areas deteriorated to a greater degree 
than what had been previously estimated, requiring more extensive, full-depth repaving. 

With this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port Authority will have 
collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved project. The Port 
Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

3. Relocation and Rehabilitation of Taxiway A & Rehabilitation of Taxiway B (05-05 
application) 

These taxiways, which are critical to providing efficient routing of aircraft from the passenger 
terminal complex to any location on the airfield, were first constructed in the 1960s and 1970s. At 
JFK, nearly every air carrier, air cargo, and commuter aircraft use some part of TWs A and B 
during its operations. Although pavement maintenance and repair are performed on a regular 
basis, the pavements were nearing the end of their useful lives. 
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Taxi ways A and 8 are the primary circulation taxiways to the passenger terminals at JFK. This 
project rehabilitated TWs A and 8 pavements to provide a 20-year design life and to withstand 
the regular high usage of the pavements by the current aircraft fleet. The project also strengthened 
the TWs A and 8 pavements and widened the taxiway throats to accommodate Group VI aircraft 
including the Airbus 380 aircraft. Twenty-two cross taxiways connecting the two taxiways and 
the throats to the aprons were widened to 100 feet in order to accommodate the A3 80 aircraft. 
The project scope to accommodate the A380 also included the relocation of the reconstructed TW 
A centerline outward toward TW 8 in order to increase the separation distance of TW A from the 
terminal restricted service road. Improvement to taxiway edge lighting, signage, drainage, and 
markings were also elements of the project scope. 

8equest: 

1. 8eallocate PAYGO Amount to Financing & Interest Amount and Close 

Table 2-3. PFC Amendment 8equest 

Existing 8equested 

Projects 
PFC PAY

GO 

PFC 
Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. 

& Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC 
PAY-GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. 
& int 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
Relocation and 
Rehabilitation of 
Taxiway A and 
Rehabilitation of 
Taxiway B 

$90,000,000 - - $90,000,000 - $89,926,294 $73,706 $90,000,000 -

Justification: 

After the project was amended to change all of its approval authority to PAYGO, the Port 
Authority decided to use commercial paper to finance a small portion of the improvements in 
order to manage PFC program cashflow. $73,706 in interest was paid on the outstanding 
commercial paper used to fund the project prior to it being retired. In addition to the bond capital 
amount increase, the Port Authority requests $73,706 in PFC authority to be used to pay eligible 
financing & interest costs. 

With this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port Authority will have 
collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved project. The Port 
Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

4. Perimeter Security Project (PIDS) (05-05 application) 

This project included the design, purchase and installation of security-related equipment and 
infrastructure with a goal of enhancing perimeter and airport operations area (AOA) security at 
JFK. This project was also designed to complement the overall security measures at the airport in 
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coordination with the JFK Federal Security Director (FSD) and Transportation Security 
Administration (TSA) in compliance with the Airport's Security Plan. The project scope was 
comprised of a multi-layered hardening approach consisting of perimeter fencing, physical 
barriers, access control gates and lighting, along with multiple technologies such as, fiber-optic 
sensing cable, closed-circuit television, and video motion detection. The project was completed 
in 2012. 

Request: 

1) Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 
2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 

Table 2-4. PFC Amendment Request 

Existing Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
JFK -Perimeter 
Security Project - $35,500,000 $9,500,000 $45,000,000 $45,000,000 - - $45,000,000 -

Justification: 

The Port Authority is seeking the transfer of the unused financing & interest amount so that it 
may be applied to the project. The preliminary design used to estimate costs for the project in the 
05-05 PFC application was subsequently refined to address operational and regulatory issues that 
have arisen over the past seven years. The design revisions required by the operational and 
regulatory changes specific to JFK were not included in the original Perimeter Security Project 
budget and were addressed after the 05-05 PFC application was approved. These changes are in 
accordance with the airport security program for each airport and in coordination with the TSA 
and FAA. While each of these elements was originally identified in the PFC application, costs 
have been refined since the project's preliminary design associated with the following: 

Additional equipment and personnel detection capabilities required (waterfront): Due 
to the refinement of the project's preliminary design, additional layers of detection were 
necessary to adequately detect personnel intrusions. To do so, additional sensors were 
installed, tested, optimized, and integrated. This combination of layers of security detection 
and optimization of existing sensors provides a resilient system that protects the airport year-
round. 
Additional power and communication infrastructure to support enhanced detection at 
areas of concern: The project's preliminary design assumed power and communication were 
sufficient to support the proposed security equipment. Upon the start of construction, 
however, the installation of new infrastructure along areas of concern was required because 
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there was not adequate infrastructure in those areas that could support the new sensors 
required to enhance the system and provide layered security. The specific elements of work 
included the extension of underground duct banks, conduits, power lines, and communication 
lines to enable the installation of the proposed system. 

• Changes Necessary Bue to Airport Perimeter MoBifications: Since the time the PIDS 
project was awarded, portions of the AOA perimeter have been modified to accommodate 
major airport improvements to meet the demands of the traveling public. These changes in 
the airport perimeters resulted in modifications to the FIDS system to resolve issues including 
line-of-sight obstructions, conflicts where planned or existing PIDS infrastructure needed to 
be relocated, and expansion of the PIDS system to provide coverage of newly created 
perimeter areas resulting from the demolition of vacated buildings. 

The Port Authority had originally planned on funding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 
payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

5. Infrastructure StuBy & Preliminary Design to AccommoBate New Terminal (05-05 
application) 

This project involved 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 (now demolished). The study included 
conceptual design, alternatives analysis and preliminary design for future landside access. The 
goal of the study was to ensure that there is adequate landside access capacity to accommodate 
the anticipated passenger and meeter/greeter demand at the site. The study also examined the 
impact to the airport roadway network, intermodal facilities, and terminal utility systems. In 
addition, it assessed methods of construction phasing and facility relocation to minimize 
interruptions of airport operations. 

Request: 

1. AmenB Down; anB 
2. Close 

Table 2-5. PFC AmeuBment Request 

Existing RequesteB 

Projects 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. 
&Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. 
&Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
Infrastructure Study 
and Preliminary Design 
to Aceommodate a 
New Terminal 

- $5,000,000 - $5,000,000 $4,200,000 - - $4,200,000 ($800,000) 
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Justification: 

The study was used to support the eventual design and construction of Terminal 5 at JFK which 
was completed in 2008. The Port Authority's expenses for the project were less than the original 
project estimate of $5,000,000 due to the consultant that performed the study having completed 
the required tasks of the study in fewer hours than originally stated in their proposal. 

With this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port Authority will have 
collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved project. The Port 
Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

6. Aircraft Ramp Expansion & Hangar Demolition (10-07 application) 

This project consisted of the demolition of Hangar 12 and Building 94, both owned by the Port 
Authority. This demolition allowed for the expansion of aircraft parking apron into the location of 
the existing Hangar 12 and Building 94 site. The project included all necessary preparation for 
major portions of the site to meet FAA requirements for aircraft apron parking. 

Request: 

1. Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 
2. Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 

Table 2-6. PFC Amendment Request 

Existing Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
Demolition of 
Hangar 12 & 
Building 94 

- $14,250,000 $750,000 $15,000,000 $15,000,000 - - $15,000,000 -

Justification: 

After the project construction started, unexpected field conditions required an increase in project 
costs to complete the work in a safe and code-compliant manner. For example, improvements to 
the fire hydrant system adjacent to the hangar were needed to ensure that adequate hydrant water 
volume and pressure was available during demolition. In addition, shortly after demolition was 
started, it was recognized that due to the design of the Hangar's cable supported roof system, 
additional heavy equipment and a revised demolition plan were needed to ensure the safe 
demolition of the Hangar 12 roof. Therefore, an additional heavy crane was needed in order to 
deconstruct the hangar roof in balanced segments to prevent an uncontrolled collapse of the 
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structure. These changes also added several months to the construction schedule. This project was 
completed in October 2013. 

The Port Authority had originally planned on funding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 
payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

7. Rehabilitation of Taxiway P - Planning & Engineering (12-08 application) 

This project examined alternatives for the rehabilitation of the TW P pavement and widening the 
taxiway surface and its shoulders to meet standards for use by Design Group VI aircraft. The 
project provided complete planning documents and preliminary engineering plans and 
specifications. 

Taxiway P is the main feeder route for RW 13R/31L, which handles approximately 30 percent of 
JFK's annual departures and approximately 35 percent of JFK's total annual operations. The 
taxiway is 11,825 feet by 75 feet and is approximately 14 years old. The current pavement was in 
fair condition according to the Port Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement Management Plan. The 
FAA's New York Airport District Office Project Manager reviewed the Pavement Management 
Plan and concurred with its assessment of this pavement. 

The planning effort considered the use of asphalt and concrete to rehabilitate the taxiway and 
asphalt to repave the shoulders. Additionally, the planning effort considered widening of the 
taxiway from 75 to 82 feet and the associated shoulders from 25 feet to 40 feet as well as 
reviewed various turning radii on the north side of TW P at the intersections of TWs PC, PA, and 
MC, which were too narrow to accommodate Design Group VI aircraft. Runway 13R/31L was 
recently widened to accommodate Design Group VI aircraft such as the A380, which are now 
using the airport under an approved modification to standards. The studied improvements to TW 
P would support the use of RW 13R/31L by this category of aircraft. 

Request: 

1. Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; 
2. Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO; and 
3. Close. 

Table 2-7. PFC Amendment Request 

Existing Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 

Rehabilitation 
of Taxiway P - $1,900,000 $100,000 $2,000,000 $2,000,000 - - $2,000,000 -

21 



Ju9t8ficat80o: 

During field work associated with planning the rehabilitation, it was determined that additional 
geotechnical exploration was needed in order to verify the structural cross-sections of select 
pavement areas. This action resulted in added costs associated with additional geotechnical work. 

The Port Authority had originally planned on funding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 
payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

The final planning and engineering documents were completed November 2011 and have been 
sent to and accepted by the FAA. With this amendment, the project will be financially complete, 
and the Port Authority will have collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of 
the approved project. The Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in 
SOAR. 

Additional JFK Project to be Closed Out 

The following project is physically and financially complete and the Port Authority has collected 
and expended PFC revenue for its allowable cost. 

• Mandated Security Costs (05-05 application) 

The Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

LaGuardia Airport 

The Port Authority requests the FAA review the following project updates and approve the amendment 
requests for five approved PFC projects at LCA. These projects require funding modifications due to 
variations from originally submitted cost estimates that were realized during project implementation. 
This letter also includes projects that are complete, which means that the Port Authority has collected and 
expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost (as amended) of each approved project. Three of the five 
projects for which the Port Authority is requesting an amendment are complete; in addition, at the end of 
this section, the Port Authority has listed one additional project at LCA that is complete and should be 
closed. 
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Table 3 - Summary Table for PFC Amendment Requests for LaGuardia Airport Projects 

Existing Requested 

PFC 
App# Projects 

PFC 
PAY-GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. 
&lnt 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) Request 

05-05-C 
Perimeter Security 
Project (PIDS) - $36,000,000 $2,000,000 $38,000,000 $38,000,000 - - $38,000,000 - Transfer 

Fin./lnt. 

05-05-C 
CTB Modernization 
Feasibility Study - $13,500,000 $1,500,000 $15,000,000 - $14,998,000 $2,000 $15,000,000 -

Transfer 
Fin./lnt. and 

Close 

05-05-C & 
09-06-U 

CTB Modernization 
Planning & Engineering - $23,000,000 $2,000,000 $25,000,000 $25,000,000 - - $25,000,000 - Transfer 

Fin./lnt. 

05-05-C 
Runway Rehabilitation 
Project - 13/31 and 4/22 - $31,000,000 $4,000,000 $35,000,000 - $29,384,000 $555,000 $29,939,000 ($5,061,000) Amend Down 

and Close 

10-07-C 
Runway Rehabilitation 
Project - 4/22 - $46,550,000 $2,450,000 $49,000,000 - $44,195,000 - $44,195,000 ($4,805,000) Amend Down 

and Close 

Subtotal LGA - $150,050,000 $11,950,000 $162,000,000 $63,000,000 $88357,000 $577,000 $152,134,000 ($9,866,000) 
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1. Peri9ieter Secority Project (PIDS) (05-05 application) 

This project includes the design, purchase and installation of security related equipment and 
infrastructure with a goal of enhancing perimeter and airport operations area (AOA) security at 
LGA. This project was also designed to complement the overall security measures at the airport 
in coordination with the LGA Federal Security Director (PSD) and Transportation Security 
Administration (TSA) in compliance with the Airport's Security Plan. The project is comprised of 
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. 

In 2012, the Port Authority received approval for an additional $28,000,000 for this project to 
cover increased project costs resulting from the introduction of new project elements and cost 
escalation since the original construction cost estimate was developed in 2003. 

Request: 

1) Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 
2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount as PAYGO. 

Table 3-1. PEC Amendment Request 
Existing Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
Perimeter 
Security 
Project 
(PIDS) 

- $36,000,000 $2,000,000 $38,000,000 $38,000,000 - - $38,000,000 -

Justification: 

The Port Authority is seeking the transfer of the unused financing & interest amount so that it 
may be applied to the project. The preliminary design used to estimate costs for the project in the 
05-05 RFC application was subsequently refined and expanded to address operational and 
regulatory issues that have arisen over the past seven years in addition to those that were 
addressed as part of the 2012 amendment. While the following project element was originally 
identified in the RFC application, its costs have been refined since the project's preliminary 
design: 

Software and hardware to improve system reliability, performance, disaster recovery 
capabilities, and diagnostics: The new FIDS software allows all the sensors to work in an 
integrated fashion and behave as a unified system as intended by the original project 
description and scope. The new software was substantially improved to account for specific 
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environmental conditions along the perimeter areas, airfield operational constraints, and 
technological improvements since the PIDS software was first released. The implementation 
of this new software required substantial programming, code writing and upgrade of existing 
hardware. This software and hardware also provides for a more resilient system that will 
have improved system diagnostics capabilities and faster disaster recovery capabilities. 

The Port Authority had originally planned on funding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 
payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

2. CTB Modernization Feasibility Study (05-05 application) 

This project involved a feasibility analysis of the central terminal building modernization (CTB) 
at LGA. The study analyzed a range of facility and infrastructure enhancements at LGA. This 
analysis is being used in the environmental assessment phase of the project. This study included 
the following components: needs assessment and capacity analysis; conceptual design and 
alternative analysis; displaced facilities analysis; terminal and airside planning and phasing 
analysis; frontage and landside planning and phasing analysis; and financial analysis. The study 
also assessed a reconfiguration of the aircraft parking apron to allow a broader range of aircraft to 
serve the airport. 

The existing CTB was dedicated in 1964 and comprises approximately 750,000 square feet of 
floor space. The building has a four-story central section, two three-story wings, and four 
concourses leading to 35 contact aircraft gate positions (based on the current aircraft fleet mix 
and other physical constraints). The concourses have been little changed since they opened 
despite the increase in passengers using the airport. As a result, the airlines serving LGA are 
constrained from upgrading their aircraft fleets to larger, more efficient aircraft. In addition, 
airlines are unable to expand gate apron areas and holdroom space and concessions and passenger 
screening areas do not meet current standards. 

Request: 

1) Transfer Unused Financing & Interest Amount to Bond Capital; and 
2) Close. 

Table 3-2. PFC Amendment Request 

Existing Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. 
&Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. 
&lnt. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
CTB - $13,500,000 $1,500,000 $15,000,000 - $14,998,000 $2,000 $15,000,000 -
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Modernization 
Feasibility Study 

Justification: 

Additional effort was spent to review and evaluate the American Airlines' proposal that would 
increase the size of the CTB between concourses C & D. In addition, the Passenger Distribution 
Forecast and Concept Alternative Analysis elements of the study were modified to address the 
increase in the LGA passenger forecast (from 30 MAAP to 34 MAAP). Finally, an additional task 
was added to the study to develop and evaluate options (and associated cost estimates) for the 
installation of a hydrant fueling system at LGA. 

With this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port Authority will have 
collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved project. The Port 
Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

3. CTB Modernization - Planning and Engineering (05-05 application) 

This project involves the development of preliminary designs for the CTB modernization at LGA 
in a three-phase approach tailored to address critical feasibility and constructability aspects for 
the implementation of this program. 

This phase analyzed potential improvements that required the displacement, expansion, and/or 
relocation of existing facilities including the CTB concourses; Hangars 1, 2 and 4; cargo and 
ground service equipment facilities; aircraft remain overnight parking; and the central heating and 
refrigeration plant. In addition, the project analyzed the installation of a new hydrant fueling 
system, as well as modification of the baggage facilities to provide in-line baggage screening. 
Plans were also developed for the improved functionality of passenger screening, and gate and 
holdroom areas. 

This phase is further refining the program evaluated in the CTB Modernization Feasibility Study 
which was also approved in the 05-05 application. This phase has included the 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 project procurement purposes. Environmental analysis and any other required 
documentation are also being conducted during this phase. 

The existing CTB was dedicated in 1964 and comprises approximately 750,000 square feet of 
floor space. The building has a four-story central section, two three-story wings, and four 
concourses leading to 35 contact aircraft gate positions (based on the current aircraft fleet mix 
and other physical constraints). The concourses have been little changed since they opened 
despite the increase in passengers using the airport. As a result, the airlines using LGA are 
constrained from upgrading their aircraft fleets to larger, more efficient aircraft. In addition. 
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airlines are unable to expand gate apron areas and holdroom space and concessions and passenger 
screening areas do not meet current standards. 

Request: 

1) Transfer Financing & Interest Amount to PAYGO; and 
2) Reclassify Bond Capital Amount to PAYGO. 

Table 3-3. PEC Amendment Request 
Existing Requested 

Projects 
RFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. 
&Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. 
& Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 

CTB 
Modernization 
Planning and 
Engineering 

- $23,000,000 $2,000,000 $25,000,000 $25,000,000 - - $25,000,000 -

Justification: 

Additional effort was necessary to evaluate and refine the concept alternatives developed in Phase 
I Planning, as well as new alternative concepts introduced by airline and other stakeholders after 
their review of the draft planning documents. The study required the development of State-of-
Good Repair estimates for Terminal C and D in anticipation of expiration of the leases as part of 
the capacity/financial feasibility analysis for the new CTB. 

The Port Authority originally planned on funding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 
payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

4. Runway 13/31 & Runway 4/22 Rehabilitation (05-05 application) 

This project rehabilitated the non-deck portion of the asphalt pavement on RW 13/31 and RW 
4/22, as well as the taxiways serving the runways. The project also included the replacement of 
the in-pavement lighting system and the installation of runway guard bar lights, as well as runway 
safety area and storm drainage improvements. These runways were previously repaved in 1994 
and the keel sections overlaid in 1999 and 2000, however, the non-keel sections began to exhibit 
age and stress-related deterioration. This project not only preserved the surface pavement but also 
prevented deterioration and subsequent damage to the pavement subgrade. Without this project, 
the runway pavements would have continued to degrade, eventually requiring full-depth 
pavement reconstruction. 
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Request: 

1) Amend Down Bond Capital Amount; 
2) Amend Down Financing & Interest Amount; and 
3) Close. 

Table 3-4. PFC Amendment Request 
Existing Requested 

Projects 
RFC PAY-

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

Int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 
Runway 

Rehabilitation 

Project - 13/31 

and 4/22 

- $31,000,000 $4,000,000 $35,000,000 - $29,384,000 $555,000 $29,939,000 ($5,061,000) 

Justification: 

RW 13-31 was to be rehabilitated first in 2005, followed by RW 4-22 in 2008. At the conclusion 
of RW 13-31 Stage 1 design, the scope of the RW 13-31 Rehabilitation project was expanded. 
With this additional work, the Port Authority chose to submit for the rehabilitation of RW 4/22 as 
a separate stand-alone project in the 10-07 PFC application. As such, the total amount approved 
for this project was greater than what was necessary for the completion of the rehabilitation work 
on RW 13-31. 

With this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port Authority will have 
collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved project. The Port 
Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

5. Runway 4/22 Rehabilitation (10-07 application) 

This project rehabilitated the non-deck portion of the asphalt pavement on RW 4-22 and its 
associated taxi ways. In order to prevent further pavement degradation and subsequent damage to 
the pavement sub-grade, pavement rehabilitation was needed to extend the life of the pavement, 
preserve the sub-grade, and to accommodate the loads from aircraft currently serving LGA and 
from aircraft projected to operate at the Airport in the future. The project also included 
replacement of the runway in-pavement centerline lights, touchdown zone lights, and edge lights; 
the installation of in-pavement runway guard lights on all aircraft holding bays; and the 
installation of taxiway centerline lights up to the hold lines for each exit taxiway. Along with the 
new fixtures, the lighting improvements included new conduit, cable and regulators; associated 
improvements to the airfield lighting vault; and an upgraded airfield lighting control panel. The 
project also updated marking and signage and improvements to the airfield drainage system. 
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Request: 

1) Amend Down Bond Capital Amount; 
2) Amend Down Financing & Interest Amount; and 
3) Close. 

Table 3-5. PFC Amendment Request 
Existing Requested 

Projects 
PFC PAY

GO 
PFC Bond 

Capital 
PFC Fin. & 

int. 
Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC PAY-
GO 

PFC Bond 
Capital 

PFC Fin. & 
Int. 

Total PFC 
Approval 

Total 
Approval 
Amount 
Increase/ 

(Decrease) 

Runway 
Rehabilitation 
Project - 4/22 

- $46,550,000 $2,450,000 $49,000,000 - $44,195,000 - $44,195,000 ($4,805,000) 

Justification: 

The preliminary design used to estimate costs for the 10-07 PFC application was subsequently 
refined as the design was advanced after the PFC application was approved. The final TPC is 
lower than the PFC estimate primarily due to competitive bids and unused amounts that were 
budgeted for the project during the preliminary design phase. 

The Port Authority originally planned on funding this project with proceeds from a debt 
instrument (either long term revenue bonds or short term commercial paper); however, it was 
ultimately decided by the Port Authority finance department that the project should be funded 
entirely on a PAYGO basis. As such, the funds are no longer required to be allocated for the 
payment of PFC financing and interest costs. 

With this amendment, the project will be financially complete, and the Port Authority will have 
collected and expended PFC revenue for the allowable cost of the approved project. The Port 
Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 

Additional LGA Project to be Closed Out 

The following project is physically and financially complete and the Port Authority has collected 
and expended PFC revenue for its allowable cost. 

• Mandated Security Costs (05-05 application) 

The Port Authority will file the appropriate notification of completion in SOAR. 
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The Port Authority would like to thank you for your continued assistance and expertise. It has been 
helpful to consult with you while preparing this amendment request. Please provide any questions or 
comments you may have regarding this amendment request to Ms. Patty Clark, Senior Advisor for 
Aviation Policy. Ms. Clark may be reached by phone at (212) 435-3731, and email at 
pclark@Danvni. gov. 
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LaGuardia Airport 
PFC Project Cost Estimate Functionai Breakdown 

Project: Runway 4 and 31 RSA Construction 
IMPOSE ONLY 

COST ELEMENTS COSTS 

General Conditions 
Civil 
Structural (Deck and Piers 361,000 sq. ft.) 
Electrical (conduits, cabeling) 
Navigational Aids and Lighting 
Environmental and Remediation 
Geotechnical (Hydordynamic) 
Engineered Material Arresting System (215 ft x 170 ft each) 

$ 10,000,000 
$ 16,000,000 
$ 41,000,000 
$ 6,000,000 
$ 10,000,000 
$ 2,000,000 
$ 16,000,000 
$ 30,000,000 

Subtotal $131,000,000 

Enqineerinq Continqencv S 10.550,000 

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST $141,550,000 

Note: Estimate accounts for construction on both R/W ends. 
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John F. Kennedy International Airport 
PRC Project Cost Estimate Functional Breakdown 

Project: JFK Rehabilitation of R/W 4L - 22R 

IMPOSE ONLY 

COST ELEMENT COSTS 

1. PLANNING AND ENGINEERING 

Environmental Assessment $125,000 

Functional Planning $750,000 

Preliminary Design $1,125,000 

Final Design & Implementation $15,100,000 
TOTAL PLANNING & ENGINEERING COST $17,100,000 

2. CONSTRUCTION 
Pavement Sawcutting and Milling $1,500,000 

Removals $12,200,000 

General Excavation $3,500,000 

Remove Existing 12" Reinforced Portland Cement Concrete $8,700,000 
Pavement 

$8,700,000 

Subgrade $14,900,000 

Earthwork - Transportation and Disposal $11,000,000 

Geotechnical Work $4,000,000 

Asphalt Paving $21,900,000 

Concrete Paving $20,950,000 

Steel Reiriforcement $4,400,000 

Joint Seal $1,500,000 

Grooving $1,800,000 

Pavement Marking $425,000 

Grading and Seeding $6,500,000 

Electrical Removals $6,900,000 

Remove Ductbank and Handholes $4,200,000 

Remove Existing 1/C #8 SkV Series Lighting Cable and Cans $1,800,000 

Remove Type L-862 Elevated Edge or Threshold Light fixture $900,000 
and T1 Marker Light Box 

$900,000 

Electrical Manholes and Ductbanks $22,175,000 

Install Cables $3,500,000 

Install Conduits/Ductbanks $15,575,000 

Install Manholes/Handholes $2,300,000 

2" PVC-H Drain Pipe and Grounding $800,000 

Aeronautical Lighting $9,550,000 

Runway Surface Sensors $500,000 

Install Light Fixture & Base Cans $8,400,000 

ALCS Reprogramming, Delineators, Temp Lighting $650,000 

Guidance and Distance Remaining Signage $700,000 
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST $125,400,000 

1 

TOTAL PROJECT COST $142,500,000 



John F. Kennedy InternationgI Airport 
PRC Project Cost Estimate Functional Breakdown 

Project: JFK Terminai 3 Site Redeveiopment & Capacity Improvements Project 

( COST ELEMENT COSTS 

1. TERMINAL Z SITE WORK & PAVING $87,300,570 

2. TERMINAL 3 AIRSIDE & DEMOLITIONS $39,222,409 

3. TERMINAL 3 UTILITIES $18,807,147 

4. TERMINAL 3 BUILDING DEMOLITION REMEDIATION $9,527,739 

5. THROATS K/KK H AND THROAT EXTENSIONS $30,406,663 

6. PROGRAM MANAGEMENT $29,735,471 

TOTAL PROJECT PFC COST $215,000,000 



Detailed Cost Estioiate 
COST ELEMENT COSTS 

1. TERMINAL 3 SITE WORK & PAVING 

Geoeral Coodltloos - Allocatloo 
General Conditions - Allocation 

$6,255,669 
$6,245,669 

Site Work: T3 Sasement Excavations (over5or5en) 
Excavating, bulk, dozer, open site, bank measure, common earth, 
compaction, and dewatering 

$605,266 

3605,766 

T3 Basement Imported Fill 
Borrow, common earth, 5 C.Y, bucket, loading, front end loader, wheel-
mounted; Includes Material 

$3,422,980 

$619,760 

Cycle hauling(walt, load,travel, unload or dump & return) time per cycle, 
excavated or borrow, loose cubic yards, 25 min loadAwait/unload, 12 CY 
truck, cycle 20 miles, 40 MPH, excludes loading equipment $2,803,220 

T3 Basement Compaction 
Fill, dumped material, spread, by dozer, excludes compaction 
Compaction, structural, common fril, 8" lifts, sheepsfoot or wobbly wheel 
roller 

$865,855 
$496,305 

$369,550 

High Mast Lighting 
High Mast Light poies, incl. roadway area, anchor base, aluminum, 100' 
high, foundations 

$385,106 

$385,106 

Refurblshments at Terminal Roadways T-3 Frontage Road 
General Site Improvements 

$745,396 
$745,396 

Fence,IChaIn Link Industrial 
Fence, chain link industrial, galvanized steei, 6 ga. wire, 2" posts @ 10' 
OC, 8' high, gates, concrete security barriers 

$215,997 

$215,997 

Paving & Surfacing: Type 2 West Taxi way $34,376,212 

Process Sub base Course, Bituminous sub base, prime coat, tack coat 
Undercut Excavation and Hauling 
Scarify and Compact 
30 " Crushed Stone Base 

$11,760,006 
$17,861,222 

$254,092 
$4,500,891 

Pavement Markings 
Thermoplastic Striping - Prep/Zipper Road/Lead Up Lines/Apron 

$148,341 
$148,341 

Saw Cut Grooving 
Saw Cut Grooving 

$26,763 
$26,763 

Refurbish Remaining Lease Line $18,930,850 

Process Sub base Course, Bituminous sub base, prime coat, tack coat 
Undercut Excavation and Hauling 
Scarify and Compact 
30" Crushed Stone Base 

$6,476,191 
$9,836,108 

$139,928 
$2,478,624 

6rainage & Containment 
Storm Drainage Catch Basins, public storm utility drainage piping; 
footing, excavation, backfill, compaction, frame and cover 
Owners Allowance - unknown underground conditions, building 
disconnects, and required modifications 

$21,331,637 

$2,688,128 

$18,643,508 

TOTAL TERMINAL 3 SITE WORK & PAVING COST $87,300,570 



2. TERMINAL 3 AIRSIDE & DEMOLITIONS 

G99eral Co9dltlo98 - Allocation 
General Conditions - Allocation 

$4,258,975 
$4,258,975 

General Constroction: Fence, Chain Link Indostrial 
Fence, chain link industrial, galvanized steel, 8' high, swing gates, 
security vehicle barriers, jersey barriers 

$1,084,099 

$1,084,099 

Site Work: Building Demo 
Building demolition, large urban projects, steel, includes 20 mile haul, 
excludes foundation demolition, dump fees 
Dump Fees and Additional Haul 
Sectional Demo Roof and required scaffolding 

$28,417,491 

$4,728,068 
$18,969,993 

$4,719,431 

Elevated Roadway Demolition 
Building demolition, large urban projects, steel, includes additional haul, 
foundation demolition, dump fees 

$671,564 

$671,564 

Facility' Relocation 
Facility operations relocations 
fenantand equipment relocation 

$4,790,280 
$2,500,421 
$2,289,859 

TOTAL TERMINAL 3 AIRSIDE & DEMOLITIONS COST $39,222,409 



3. TERMINAL 3 UTILITIES 

6999991 eonditi098 - All0C9ti09 
General eonditlons - Allocation 

82,267,825 
32,267,875 

Site Work; Drainage Stroctoree 82,882,235 

Selective demolition, box culvert, drainage structures, and excavations $2,887,235 

Water and Sewer 
Selective demolition, water & sewer piping & fittings, fire hydrant 
extensions, manholes & catch basins, meter pits, excavations and 
trenching 

81,821,018 

$1,871,018 

Hydrant Fueling 
Selective demolition, utiiity materials, precast utility boxes, up to 8' x 14' 
x7' 
6oncrete pressure grouting, cement and sand, 1:1 mix, maximum 

82,035,394 

$432,413 
$1,603,980 

Electrical Ductbanks 
Selective demolition, underground electric duct banks, conduit, hand 
holes, manholes, excavations, trenching, and footings 

$2,308,330 

32,308,330 

Locate Utilities 
Boundary & survey markers, crew for building layout, 3 person crew 

$124,465 
$124,466 

Cap/Atiandon 
Cap / Abandon Allowance for existing utility infrastructure 

$2,437,222 
32,437,277 

Other Utilities Allowance 
Active utilitiy protection and temp relocations during demolition 
Relocation of Other Utilities (Allowance) 

34,824,563 
32,432,277 
32,437,277 

TOTAL TERMINAL 3 UTILITIES COST $18,807,147 



4. TERIVI3NA6 3 BUI6DING DEIVI06ITI0N REMEDIATION 

Gener9l Con9itions - Allo99tion 
General Con9itions - Allocation 

$828,688 
$825,685 

Interior Demolitions; Asbestos Abatement Equipment 
Asbestos Abatement Equipment & Supplies 

$3,923,663 
$3,971,663 

Rreparation of Asbestos Containment Area 
Preparation of asbestos containment area, separation barriers, and 
decontamination chamber 

$436,356 

$436,356 

Bulk Asbestos Removal 
Bulk Asbestos Removal, duct or AHU insulation, pipe insulation, 
cementitious material 
Asbestos waste Packaging, Handling & Disposal, collect and bag bulk 
material, and disposal charges 

$3,370,665 

$3,184,384 

$186,281 

OSHA Testing $873,860 

OSHA Testing, certified technician, personal sampling, sample analysis $873,860 

Decontamination 
Decontamination of asbestos containment area, spray exposed 
substrate with surfactant (bridging), remove containment items 

$49,511 

$49,511 

T0TA6 T6RMINA6 3 BUILDING DEMOLITION REMEDIATION COST $9,627,739 

8. THROATS K/KK H AND THROAT EXTENSIONS 

Taxi-lane HA Extension 
Taxi-lane HA Extension Trade Costs 
GO Management Costs 

$4,822,003 
$4,015,059 

$806,944 

Throats K/KK 
Throats K/KK Trade Costs 
GC Management Costs 

$23,166,822 
$18,932,450 

$2,234,372 

Construction Contigency $4,417,838 

TOTAL THROATS K/KK H AND THROAT EXTENSIONS COST $30,406,663 

6. PROGRAM MANAGEMENT 

TOTAL PROGRAM MANAGEMENT COST $29,735,471 

TOTAL PROJECT RFC COST $215,000,000 
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Newgrk Liberty Internetionel Airport 
PFC Project Cost Estimste Functions! Breskdown 

Project: EWR Delsy Reduction Phsse il - Construction 
IMPOSE ONLY 

COST ELEMENT COSTS 

1. CONSTRUCTION COST 
Civil $41,350,000 

Asphalt Concrete (10,000' X 75' T/W) $22,500,000 

DGA Base Coarse $4,875,000 

Sand (1-7) $2,500,000 

Milling $800,000 

Tack Coat $400,000 

Removals, Saw Cut, Backfill $2,500,000 

Pavement Markings- Removal & Installation $580,000 

Concrete Slabs $1,750,000 

Pavement Grooving $1,050,000 

Piping (Drainage & Utilities) $3,400,000 

Soil Erosion & Sediment Control $300,000 

Compost Grading & Seeding $450,000 

Manholes & Catch Basins $245,000 

Electrical $10,350,000 

Underground Distribution; ductbank,conduit,cable, feeders $3,625,000 

Taxiway Lighting: fixtures, collars,transformers $2,000,000 

Removals: lights, cable, conduit $1,000,000 

ALCS Revison: taxiway geometry, calibrate, circuit reconfig. $175,000 

Guidance Signs including structural foundations $2,250,000 

Electrical manholes & handholes $550,000 

Temporary Work: cable, connectors etc. $750,000 

Subtotal Payments to Contractor $51,700,000 

Extra Work Allowance $1,750,000 

Insurance $1,500,000 

General & Administrative $800,000 

Project Contingency $2,200,000 
Subtotal $6,250,000 

, 
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST $57,950,000 



N9wark Libarty Intarnational Airport 
PFC Projact Cost Estimata Functional Breakdown 

Project: EWR Runway 4R-22L Rehabilitation 

COST ELEMENT COSTS 

1. CONSTRUCTION COST 
Civil $20,675,000 

Asphalt Concrete Mix (10,000' X 150' R/W) $11,250,000 

DGA Base Coarse $2,275,000 

Milling $1,825,000 

Tack Coat $275,000 

Removals, Saw Cut, Back-fill $1,750,000 

Pavement markings- Removal & Installation $400,000 

Concrete Slabs $1,200,000 

Pavement Grooving $150,000 

Piping (Install & Backfill) $900,000 

Piping Accessories $250,000 

Manholes & Catch basins $400,000 

Electrical $13,800,000 

Underground Distribution: ductbank,conduit,cable, feeders $4,100,000 

Runway liighting: LED fixtures, extension collars,transformers $3,000,000 

Removals: edge & center line lights, cable, conduit $3,000,000 

Taxiway Lighting:fixtures, extension,collars, transformers $2,000,000 

ALCS Revison: taxiway geometry, calibrate, circuit reconfig. $450,000 

Guidance Signs including structural foundations (R/W) $800,000 

Temporaiy Work: cable, connectors etc. $450,000 

Signage (T/W) $1,500,000 

Environmental $50,000 

Landscapii^g/seeding $125,000 
Subtotal Construction Cost $36,150,000 

Extra Work Allowance $1,900,000 
Subtotal $38,050,000 

Insurance - PCIP $2,200,000 
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST $40,250,000 

2. PLANNING AND ENGINEERING 
Line Dept. - Inception to completion $500,000 

Other Depts. $250,000 

Engineering- Project Needs Definition $750,000 

Engineering - Preliminary Design $200,000 

Engineering - Contract Drawings $1,300,000 

Engineering - Construction $1,000,000 
TOTAL PLANNING & ENGINEERING COST $4,000,000 

TOTAL PROJECT COST $44,250,000 



Newgrk Liberty International Airport 
PFC Project Cost Estimate Functional Breakdown 

Project: EWR Taxiway P Rehab including High-Speed Taxi ways 

COST ELEMENT COST 

1. CONSTRUCTION COST - High-Speed T/W 
Civil Work 
Structurai'Work 
Landscaping Work 
Electrical Work 
Environmental Work 

Subtotal High-Speed T/W Construction 
Allowance for Extra Work 

$9,500,000 
$1,700,000 
$1,500,000 
$4,650,000 

$400,000 
$17,750,000 

$1,750,000 

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION - High Speed T/W and Cross-over $19,500,000 

2. CONSTRUCTION COST - T/W "P " 
Civil Work 
Structural Work 
Landscaping Work 
Electrical Work 
Environmental Work 

Subtotal Construction - Rehab T/W "P" 
Allowance for Extra Work 

$2,500,000 
$300,000 
$200,000 
$550,000 

$75,000 
$3,625,000 

$375,000 

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST - Rehab T/W "P" $4,000,000 

3. PLANNING & ENGINEERING 
Line Department - Inception to Completion 
Engineering - Preliminary Design 
Engineering - Contract Drawings 
Engineering - Construction 

1 

$800,000 
$100,000 
$700,000 
$400,000 

TOTAL PLANNING & ENGINEERING $2,000,000 

TOTAL PROJECT COST $25,500,000 



Newgrk Liberty Internetional Airport 
PFC Project Cost Estimate Functional Breakdown 

Project: Runway 4L-22R Rehabilitation 

COST ELEMENT COSTS 

1. CONSTRUCTION COST 
Civil $21,550,000 

Asphalt Concrete Mix (11,000 X 150' RA/V) $12,875,000 

DGA Base Coarse $2,500,000 

Milling $1,500,000 

Tack Coat $350,000 

Removals, Saw Cut, Back-fill $1,350,000 

Pavement markings- Removal & Installation $425,000 

Concrete Slabs Modifications $1,750,000 

Pavement Grooving $200,000 

Temporary Work $150,000 

Erosion Control $200,000 

Manholes & Catch basins $250,000 

Electrical $13,000,000 

Underground Distribution: ductbank,conduit,cable, feeders $4,050,000 
Runway Lighting: LED fixtures, extension collars,transformers $3,000,000 

Removals: edge & center line lights, cable, conduit $2,000,000 

Taxiway Lighting: fixtures, extension,collars, transformers $2,000,000 

Infrastructure for Runway Status Lights $1,000,000 

Guidance Signs including structural foundations (R/W) $750,000 

Temporary Work: cable, connectors etc. $200,000 

Signage XT/W) $1,500,000 

Environmental $50,000 

Landscaping/Seeding $125,000 
Subtotal Construction $36,225,000 

Extra Work Allowance $1,825,000 
Subtotal $38,050,000 

Insurance - PCIP $2,200,000 
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST $40,250,000 

2. PLANNING AND ENGINEERING 
$500,000 Line Dept. - Inception to completion $500,000 

Other Depts. $250,000 

Engineering- Project Needs Definition $750,000 

Engineering - Preliminary Design $200,000 

Engineering - Contract Drawings $1,300,000 

Enqineerinq - Construction $1,000,000 
TOTAL PLANNING & ENGINEERING $4,000,000 

1 

TOTAL PROJECT COST $44,250,000 



Newgrk Liberty International Airport 
PFC Project Cost Pro Forma 

Project: EWR R/W11 Runway Safety Area & Relocation of Brewster Rd. 

COST ELEMENT 

COST 
Phase 1 

(Brewster Rd. 
Relocation) 

COST 
Phase II 
(EMAS) 

COST 
Total Program 

(PA04-006) 

1. CONSTRUCTION COST 
General Conditions 
Civil Work 
Structural Work 
Architectural Work 
Electrical Work 
Environmental Work 
Traffic Work 
GC OH&P 
EMAS Design/Build Contract with Joint Venture 
Allowance for Extra Work 
Net Cost 

$515,000 
$2,623,000 
$3,620,000 

$140,000 
$990,000 
$369,000 

$10,000 
$202,000 

$508,000 
$1,505,000 

$7,000,000 
$418,000 
$500,000 

$926,000 
$2,005,000 

. TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST $10,482,000 $7,918,000 $18,400,000 

2. PLANNING & ENGINEERING 
Engineering - Project Needs Definition 
Engineering - Preliminary Design 
Engineering - Contract Drawings 
Engineering - Construction 

$100,000 
$400,000 
$600,000 

$1,000,000 

$0 
$0 

$200,000 
$300,000 

$100,000 
$400,000 
$800,000 

$1,300,000 

TOTAL PLANNING & ENGINEERING COST $2,100,000 $500,000 $2,600,000 

3. GENERAL & ADMINISTRATION $200,000 $50,000 $250,000 

4. PROJECT CONTINGENCY $1,400,000 $800,000 $2,200,000 

5. OTHER - NJTA Fiber Optic Relocation $300,000 $0 $300,000 

; 
TOTAL PROJECT COST 



Newark Liberty International Airport 
PFC Projeet Co8t Estimate Funetional Breakdown 

Projeet: EWR Electrical Distribution & Substation Improvements 

COST ELEMENT COSTS 

1. CONSTRUCTION 
Sitework, utilities, paving 
Substation 
Dual band duct bank including cable replcement 
Transformer vaults 
Distribution Switching station 
Relaying and Protection 
Manholes 
Sectionalizing switches including replacements 
Splicing 
Equipment Foundations 
Mechanical (Cooling) Systems 
Control and Monitoring Systems 
Building Modifications 
Construction Cbntingency 
insurance & Performance Bond 

$3,300,000 
$15,500,000 

$6,500,000 
$7,250,000 
$3,500,000 
$2,100,000 

$500,000 
$1,575,000 

$850,000 
$750,000 
$550,000 
$450,000 

$4,850,000 
$3,500,000 
$1,325,000 

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST $52,500,000 

2. PLANNING & DESIGN 
Load Calculations 
Planning and Phasing 
Design 

$2,500,000 
$3,500,000 
$4,500,000 

TOTAL PLANNING & DESIGN COST $10,500,000 

Administrative & General $1,500,000 
Project Contingency (Project currently in Preliminary Design Stage) $2,000,000 

TOTAL PROJECT COST $66,500,000 

Note; Since consultation, the Port Authority has refined this estimate and has subsequently 
reduced the Contingency from the $10,500,000 contained in the Attachement B to a total of 
$5,500,000 contained in this estimate. 
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THE PORT AUTHORrTY OF NY & N J 

July 25,2012 
Susan M. Boer 
Director 

Ms. Patricia Henn 
Financial Team Lead (AlP/PFC) 
Planning Programming and Capacity Branch 
AEA 610 Eaatem Region Airports Division 
Federal Aviation Administration 
I Aviation Plaza 
Jamaica NY 11434 

Subject: The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey 
12-08-C-00-JFK, EGA, EWR and SWF 
Supplement to the PFC Application Submitted to the FAA on May 8, 2012 

Dear Ms. Henn: 

The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey (Port Authority) has compiled a 
comprehensive response to the issues the FAA raised as part of the substantially 
incomplete letter the Port Authority received from the FAA on June 7, 2012. The 
attached Supplement to the PFC Application Submitted to the FAA on May 8, 2012 is in a 
format that was agreed upon tluough coordination with the FAA. 

The attached Supplement addresses FAA comments in tluec parts: 

• Part I: Port Authority Response to FAA Comments 
This written document provides line item responses to FAA comments and makes 
reference to clarifications made in the Attachment B - Project Information and 
Attachment C-Airlines Consullalion Information. 

• Part II: Attachment B (Clarification) - Project Information 
This section presents Port Authority clarifications to Attachment B, based on 
comments provided by FAA. 

• Part III: Attachment C (Clarification) - Airline Consultation Infomiation 
This section presents Port Authority clarifications to Attachment C, based on 
comments provided by FAA. 

We believe that this is responsive to your request for supplemental information, but are 
available to answer any questions that you might have. Please contact Ms. Patty Clark at 
212.435.3731. 

Sincerely, 

/ 
Susan M. Baer 
Director 225 Park Avenue South 

Aviation Department T: 212 435 3720 F: 212 435 3833 

sbaer@panynj.gov 
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0MB Approved 2120-0557 
Exp. 8/31/2013 

Federal Aviation 
Administration 
U. S. Department of Transportation 

1. • Application Type (Check all that apply) 
13 a. Impose RFC Charges 

3 b. Use RFC Revenue 

• c. Amend RFC No. 

PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE (PRC) APPLICATION 

•5 Date Received RFC Number 

PARTI 
2. Public Agency Name, Address, and Contact Person 

Agency Name Port Aulhofitv of NY and NJ 

Address 225 Path hymm gPMth, 9lti Floor 

city, state, ZIR NowYbrK, NbWYQfK. 10003 

Contact Person Ms. Rattv Clark (2121435-3711 

3. Alrport(s) to Use 
John F. Kennedy 
International Airport (JFK), 
Newark Liberty International 
Airport (EWR), LaGuardIa 
Airport (LGA), Stewart 
International Airport (SWF) 

4. Consultation Dates 
a. Date of Written Notice to Air Carriers: 

October 28. 2011 

b. Date of Consultation Meeting wllh Air 
Carriers: November 29, 2011 and 
December 14, 2011 

c. Date of Public Notice: December 19, 2011 

PART II 

o. u,narBe5 
a. Airport to Impose b. Level c. Total Estimated PFC 

Revenue by Level 
d. Proposed Effective 

Date; 
e. Estimated Expiration 

Date: 
John F. Kennedy 
International Airport (JFK) • $1.00 •$2.00 •$3.00 

Impose: 

Use; June 1,2014 October 1,2018 

• $4.00 3 $4.50 
Impose; $426,137,250 

PARTI 

6. Attachments (Check aft that App/y) 
Attached 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
9 
h. 
I. 

Submitted with Application Number 

S 
R 

•R 
• 

Not Applicable 

Document 
Airport Capital Improvement Plan 
Project Information (Attachment 8) 
Air Carrier Consultation and Public Notice Information 
Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 
Alternative Uses/Projects 
Competition Plan/Update 
ALP/Alrspace/Environmenlal 
Notice of Intent Project Information 
Additional Information 

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 appllcaUon has been duly authorized by the goveming body of the public agency; 
The public agency will comply with the assurances (Appendix A to Part 158) If the application is approved; 
For those projects for which approval to use PFC revenue Is requested, all applicable ALP approvals, airspace determlnallons, 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 alrslde needs, Including runways, laxiways, aprons, and gates, has 
been made by the public agency. 

a. Typed Name of Authorized Representative 

Susan M. Baer 

b. Title 
Director 
d. E-mail Address 
sbaer@panynj.gov 

c. Telephone Number 
212-436-3720 

0. Fax Number 
212-435-3833 

f. Signature of Authorized R^i 

Papv<rorkReductlot^ctStatomen!nSnomnMheFAA^rimJysalrcefo^!iect!ng^ 
ThL^tormation Is used to determine the eligibility and Justincatlon of airport development projects regarding safety, security, or capacity of the national air transportation 
gjistem' 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 Oil out the application dapending 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 parson Is not required to respond to a collection of Information unless It displays a currently valid 0MB control number. The 0MB control number 
associated with this collection of Information Is 2120-0557. Comments conceming the accuracy of this burden and suggestions for reducing the burden should be 
directed to the FAA at 800 Independence Ave. SW, Washington, DC, 20591, Attn: Information Collections Clearance Officer, AIO-20. 

FAA Form 6500-1 (8-10) Supersedes Previous Edition 





0MB Approved 2120-0557 
Exp. 8/31/2013 

Federal Aviation 
Administration 
U. 3. Department ol Transportation PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE (RFC) APPLICATION 

1. Appiication Typo (Check all that apply) 

B a. impose RFC Ctiarges 

E b. Use RFC Revenue 

• c. Amend RFC No. 

Data Received RFC Number 

PARTI 
2. Public Agency Name, Address, and Contact Person 

Agency Name Port Auitiorltv of NY and NJ 

Address 225 Park Avenue South. 9'" Fioor 

City, State, ZIP NevrVork. New/York. 10003 

Contact Person Ms. Pattv Clark (2121 435-3731 

3. Airport(s) to Use 
LaGuardia Airport (LGA), 
John F. Kennedy 
international Airport (JFK), 
Newark Liberty internalionai 
Airport (EWR), Stewart 
international Airport (SWF) 

4. Consultation Dates 
a. Date of Written Notice to Air Carriers: 

Cctober 28, 2011 

b. Date of Consultation Meeting with Air 
Carriers: November 29, 2011 and 
December 14, 2011 

c. Date of Public Notice; December 19, 2011 

PARTI 
5. Charaes 
a. Airport to impose b. Level c. Total Estimated PFC 

Revenue by Level 
d. Proposed Effective 

Date: 
e. Estimated Expiration 

Date: 
LaGuardia Airport (LGA) 

• $1.00 •$2.00 •$3.00 
impose 

Use June 1,2014 October 1,2018 

• $4.00 B $4.50 
impose: $216,811,000 

PART III 

6. Attachments (Check all that Apply) 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
g-
h. 
i. 

Attached 
El 

i 
El 
El 
El 

8 

Submitted with Appiication Number 
• 

R 
R 
'8 
• 

Not Applicable 

Document 
Airport Capital improvement Plan 
Project information (Attachment B) 
Air Carrier Consultation and Public Notice information 
Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 
Alternative Uses/Projects 
Competition Plan/Update 
ALP/Airspace/Envlronmentai 
Notice of intent Project information 
Additional Information 

PART IV 
7. With respect to this PFC appiication i hereby certify as follows: 

To the best of my knowtedge and belief, ail data in this appiication are true and correct; 
This appiication has been duly authorized by the governing body of the public agency; 
The public agency will comply with the assurances (Appendix A to Part 158) 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(0; 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 

Susan M. Baer 

b. Title 
Director 
d. E-mail Address 
sbaer@panyn].gov 

c. Telephone Number 
212-436-3720 

e. Fax Number 
212-435-3833 

f. Signatur^f Authorized gegresent g. Date,Signew 

PwferworkToZicOoI^ctStatementnillsfonTUMhe^A'^rimarysourceforcoIlecUn^^ 
Information is used to determine ttie eligibility and justification of airport development projects regarding safety, security, or capacity of ttre national air transportaUon 

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 approximateiy 6-80 hours to fill out the appiication 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 currenUy valid 0MB control number. The 0MB control number 
associated with this collection of information is 2120-0557. Comments concerning the accuracy of this burden and suggesUons for reducing the burden should be 
directed to the FAA at- 800 Independence Ave. SW. Washington. DC, 20591, Attn: information Collections Clearance Officer. AIO-20. 

FAA Form 5500-1 (8-10) Supersedes Previous Edition 





0MB Approved 2120-0557 
Exp. 8/31/2013 

Federal Aviation 
Administration 
U.S. Department of Trensportalion PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE (RFC) APPLICATION 

1. Application Type (Check all lhal apply) 

K1 a. Impose RFC Charges 

13 b. Use RFC Revenue 

• c. Amend RFC No. 

Date Received RFC Number 

PARTI 
2. Public Agency Name, Address, and Contact Person 

Agency Name Port Aulhorilv of NY and NJ 

Address 225 Rark Avenue South. 9" Floor 

City, State. ZIR New York. New York. 10003 

Contact Person M3. Pally ClarH K)2) 435-3731 

3. Alrport(s) to Use 
Newark Liberty International 
Airport (EWR), John F. 
Kennedy International 
Airport (JFK), LaGuardIa 
Airport (LGA), Stewart 
International Airport (SWF) 

4. Consultation Dates 
a. Date of Written Notice to Air Carriers; 

October 28'", 2011 

b. Date of Consultation Meeting with Air 
Carriers: November 29*, 2011 and 
December 14* 2011 

c. Date of Public Notice: December 19, 2011 

PART II 

a. Alrporl to Impose b. Level c. Total Estimated RFC 
Revenue bv Level 

d. Proposed Effective 
Date: 

e. Estimated Expiration 
Date: 

Newark Liberty International 
Airport (EWR) • $1.00 • $.2.00 • $3.00 

Impose 

Use June 1,2014 March 1,2017 

• • $4.00 3 $4.50 
Impose: $174,699,000 

Use: $98,235,000 

PARTI 
6, Attachments (Check all that Apply) 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
9 
h. 
I. 

Attached 
13 

• 

Submitted with Application Number 
• 
• 
• 
• 

. • 
1 13 Not Applicable 
• 

Document 
Airport Capilal Improvement Plan 
Project Information (Attachment B) 
Air Carrier Consultation and Public Notice Information 
Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 
Alternative Uses/Projects 
Competition Plan/Update 
ALP/Alrspace/Envlronmental 
Notice of Intent Project Infomnatlon 
Additional Information 

PART IV 
7. With respect to this RFC 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 assurances (Appendix A to Part 158) If the application Is approved; 
For those projects for which approval to use RFC 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 airslde needs. Including runways, taxiways, aprons, and gates, has 
been made by the public agency. 

a. Typed Name of Authorized Representative 

SusanM. Baer 

b. Title 
Director 
d. E-mail Address 
sbaer@panynj.gov 

c. Telephone Number 
212-436-3720 

e. Fax Number 
212-435-3833 

f. Signature gf^^uthorlzecTReptesentath g. Date Signed 

pSpBrtlorl^eductloi^ctStatom^^ the FAA's primary source lor collecting information for Uio authority to collect RFC revenue for airport development. 
Tbiilnformatlon Is used to determine the eligibility and juetlflcatlon of airport development projects regarding safety, security, or capacity of the national air trariepoilatlon 

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 till out the applicaSon depending on the eomplexily. The use of the form Is required to obtain FAA approval of 
authority to collect RFC revenue (49 U.S.C. 40117(c)). No assurance of conndendatity Is necessery 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 0MB control number. The 0MB control number 
associated with this collecUon of InlormaUon Is 2120-0557. Comments concerning the accuracy of this burden and suggestions for reducing the burden should be 
directed to the FAA at; 800 Independence Ave. SW, Washington, DC, 20591, Attn: Information Collections Clearance Officer, AIO-20. 

FAA Form 5500-1 (8-10) Supersedes Previous Edition 





0MB Approved 2120-0557 
EXP. 8/31/2013 

Federal Aviation 
Administration 
U. S. Deportment ot Transportation 

1. Application Type (Check all that apply) 

B a. Impose PFC Charges 

E b. Use PFC Revenue 

• c. Amend PFC No. 

PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE (PFC) APPLICATION 

Date Received PFC Number 

PARTI 
2. Public Agency Name, Address, and Contact Person 

Agency Name Port Aulhoritv ot NY and NJ 

Address 225 Park Avenue South. 9"* Floor 

City, Slate, ZIP New York. New York. 10003 

Contact Person Ms. Paltv Ciatk t2121 435-3731 

3. Airport(s) to Use 
Stewart International Airport 
(SWF) John F. Kennedy 
International Airport (JFK), 
Newark l.lberty International 
Airport (EWR), LaGuardia 
Airport (LGA) 

4. Consultation Dates 
a. Date of Written Notice to Air Carriers: 

October 28,2011 

b. Date of Consultation Meeting with Air 
Carriers; November 29, 2011 and 
December 14, 2011 

c. Date of Public Notice; December 19, 2011 

PART II 
5. Charges 

b. Level 0. Total Estimated PFC d. Proposed Effective e. Estimated Expiration b. Level 
Revenue by Level Date: Date: 

• $1.00 •$2.00 •$3.00 
impose 

• $1.00 •$2.00 •$3.00 
June 1,2019 

• $1.00 •$2.00 •$3.00 
Use February 1,2014 June 1,2019 
impose: $4,852,750 

• $4.00 a $4.50 
Use: $2,728,750 

a. Airport to impose 

Stewart International Airport 
(SWF) 

PART III 
6. Attachments (Check all that Apply) 

Attached 
a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
9 
h. 
I. 

• 
a 

Submitted with Application Number 
• 

. • 
• 

•• • 
,• 

Not Applicable 

Document 
Airport Capital Improvement Plan 
Project Infomiatlon (Attachment B) 
Air Carrier Consultation and Public Notice information 
Request to Exclude Ciass(es) of Carriers 
Alternative Uses/Projects 
Competition Plan/Update 
ALP/Airspace/Envlronmenlai 
Notice of Intent Project Information 
Additional information 

PART IV 
7. With respect to this PFC application i hereby certify as follows; 

To the best of my knowledge and belief, ail data In Ihls 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 assurances (Appendix A to Part 158) If the application Is approved; 
For those projects for which approval to use PFC revenue Is requested, ail 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 alrslde needs. Including runways, taxiways, aprons, and gates, has 
been made by the public agency. 

a. Typed Name of Authorized Representative 

Susan M. Baer 

b. Title 
Director 
d. E-mail Address 
sbaer@panynj.gov 

c. Telephone Number 
212-435-3720 

e. Fax Number 
212-436-3833 

f. Signature of Authorl: g. Date Signed p 

Paperwork Roduction ActSUtjmBntMhisfofiTHMh^AAsprimafysoIIrcefo^oneciingTn^^ 
Tbft Information Is used to determine the eligibility and Justillcatlon of airport development projects regarding safety, security, or capacity of the national air transportation 

-^stem; or which reduce noise or mitigate noise Impacts resulUng from an airport; or furnish opportunities for enhanced competiUon between or among air camera. It is 
estimated that It will take approximately 5-80 hours to All out the application depending on the complexity. The use of the form Is required to obtain FAA approval of 
authority to cotlect PFC revenue (49 U.S.C. 40117(c)). No assurance of confidenUality 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 cunently valid 0MB control number. The OMB control number 
associated with this collection of informaUon is 2120-0557. Comments concerning the accuracy of this burden and suggestions for reducing the burden should be 
directed to the FAA at BOO Independence Ave. SW, Washington, DC, 20591, Attn: Information Collections Qearanco Officer, AIO-20. 

FAA Form 5500-1 (8-10) Supersedes Previous Edition 





Pgssenger Facility Charge Application THEPORTAUTHORnYOF NY& NJ 

PARTI 

PORT AUTHORITY OF NEW YORK & NEW JERSEY 
RESPONSES TO FAA COMMENTS ON THE PFC 

APPLICATION SUBMITTED MAY 8, 2012 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports' Supplement to the PFC Application Submitted to the FAA on May 8, 2012 





Port Authority of New York and New Jersey 
Responses to Technical Comments to Attachment B 

In response to Federal Aviation Administration comments dated June 7^, 2012 
on PFC application 12-08-C-00-JFK, LGA, EWR and SWF, the Port Authority has 
addressed each comment as listed below. 

LGA SECTION 1 - Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Planning. EnvironmenTal. & 
Engineering 

• Pieaee provide informaTion as to what is meant by "planning and phasing" and 
"Financial Analysis" in the detailed cost information provided in the Attachment B. 
Text added in Section 8 of Project information to clarify. 

• The description needs to be clearer as to what work products are going to be 
accomplished/ produced in this project. 
Text added in Section 8 of Project information to clarify. 

• The Significant Contribution discussion provides no discussion of what the present 
situation for the two subject RSAs is. The Port must choose at least one Significant 
Contribution option, explain what the current situation is, and explain how this 
project will address that situation while accomplishing the chosen option. 
Text added to Section 9 of Project information to clarify. 

• PFC objective -
o Enhance safety- Describe the present situation with these RSA's; 

Text added to Section 10 of Project information to clarify. 

o Preserve capacity - suggest dropping this argument as it implies that the only 
reason the Port Authority is doing a project that they are also claiming is a 
safety enhancement is to avoid FAA-imposed operational restrictions - which 
contradicts the safety enhancement argument. 
Text added to Section 10 of Project information to clarify 

• The "project justification" is a repeat of the description and provides no justification 
information. Describe the present situation. Describe the expected 
accomplishment. 
Text added to Section 11 of Project information to clarify. 

• According to item 12, the project was implemented in January 2012. Describe 
what has been accomplished so far. 
Since January 2012 a number of technical meetings have been held between 
Port Authority and FAA staff to discuss the feasibility of the various 
alternatives under consideration. The Associate Administrator for Airports 
and the Director of Aviation for the Port Authority have agreed to a course of 
action. Meeting minutes have been prepared which have discussed meeting 



Response to FAA Technical Comments Page 2 of 12 

discussions and conclusions reached. Reimbursable Agreements have also 
been prepared for compensating FAA for their staff time on this project. The 
Port Authority has commenced the procurement process for an 
environmental consultant. 

LGA SECTION 2 - Ruowav 4 aod Ruowav 31 RSA Construction 

• Provide the detailed cost Information. 
Submitted under separate cover. 

• Description - Clarify If this project Is strictly for construction or If there Is design 
Included. 
Text added in Section 8 of Project Information to clarify. 

• Significant contribution provides no discussion of what the current situation for the 
two RSA's Is. The Port must choose at least one Significant Contribution option, 
explain what the current situation Is (as It relates to the chosen option), and explain 
how this project will address that situation while accomplishing the chosen option. 
Text added to Section 9 of Project Information to clarify. 

• PFC objective -
o Enhance safety - Describe the present situation with these RSA's 

Text added to Section 10 (Project Objective) of Project Information to 
clarify. 

O Preserve capacity - suggest dropping this argument as It Implies that the only 
reason the Port Authority is doing a project that they are also claiming Is a 
safety enhancement Is to avoid FAA-lmposed operational restrictions - which 
contradicts the safety enhancement argument. 
Text added to Section 10 (Project Objective) of Project Information to 
clarify 

• Item 12- Please check your dates and timeframes to confirm that the 
environmental will be completed prior to project Implementation. Implementation of 
a construction project means notice to proceed for that construction project; any 
non-construction activity does not count towards Implementation. 
Dates have been revised. The notice to proceed for construction is expected 
to be given in October 2013. The reason for the slight overlap is ongoing 
environmental permitting after approval of the EA (with the expected FONSI) 
by the FAA. 

JFK SECTION 1 - Rehabilitation of Runwav 4L-22R 

• Please provide detailed cost information. 
Submitteti under separate cover. 

\\vhb\proj\Wat-EV\28052.00\tech\2012-PFC-APPLICATION\~Application\~Supplemental Application\PFC-Supplemental_Tech Comments to 

Attach B-VHBResponses_072312.docx 



Response to FAA Technical Comments Page 3 of 12 

• There is no description of the lighting upgrades in terms of what is currently in 
place and what upgrades will be installed. Describe if the project replaces current 
with more modern equipment or if the runway currently has one system and is 
upgrading to a different system. 
Text added in Section 8 of Project information to clarify. 

• Significant Contribution -State and support a Significant Contribution -
Text added in Section 9 of Project Information to clarify. 

• PFC Objective - Describe the present situation. 
Text added in Section 10 of Project Information to clarify. 

• Justification - Provide justification for the lighting system upgrades. 
Text added in Section 11 of Project Information to clarify. 

• Item 12 states that the project implementation is in June 2012 - Describe what 
work has been implemented. 
Consultants have been retained and environmental and planning work is 
currently underway. 

JFK SECTION 2 - Taxiwav P Rehabilitation Planning 

• Description - Describe the actual work products that will be produced by this 
project. 
Text added in Section 8 of Project information to clarify. 

• Significant contribution - State and Support a Significant Contribution 
Text added in Section 8 of Project Information to clarify. 

• Describe when would the construction likely take place 
As stated in Section 12, design and engineering is underway and is expected 
to be completed in December 2012. Construction is anticipated to begin in 
2013. 

Objective and Justification - Provide justification for widening this particular 
taxiway to Group VI standards. 
Text added to Sections 10 and 11 to clarify. 

• Item 12 indicates that the project was implemented in June 2011. Describe what 
work has been implemented and completed. 
Design and engineering work has started which includes geotechnical work, 
pavement materials evaluation, widening and fillet analysis, preliminary 
design and specifications, cost estimates, and construction and phasing 
plan. 

\\vhb\proj\Wat-EV\280S2.00\tech\2012-PFC-APPLICATION\~Application\~Supplemental Application\PFC-Supplemental_Tech Comments tp 

Attach B-VHBResponses_072312.docx 



Response to FAA Technical Comments Page 4 of 12 

JFK 8ECTION=3 - Te33nin9l 3 8ite Redevelopo3en7 & CaD9c77v Io3p3oveo3en7s P30jec7 

• P30v7de de79iled co8t 733fo30ia77on. 
Submitted under separate cover. 

• D6sc3ibe the 03wne3sh7p and lease a33angen3en7s 7n Te3minal 3 
Text added to Section 8 to clarify. 

• Desc3iptio'n - P30vide dimens7ons assoc7ated \/vith any o7 7he p30jec7 elennen7s 
Text added to Sections 10 and 11 to clarify. 

• Sign7fiC9n7 Con73ibu7ion: 
o "Enhance capaclTy" is no7 a significan7 con73ibu7ion op7ion. 

Option removed. 

o P30V!de co3ren7 info3ma7ion 7he loca7ion, usage and no3nbe3 of ha3ds7ands. 
Text added to Section 9 to clarify. 

o Desc3ibe 17 7he3e 936 C033en7ly any posi77ons used 7o3 mete37ng and 77 so, 
deschbe 7he73 loca77on and use. 
Text added to Section 9 to clarify. 

o P30vide cu33en7 and fu7u3e demand fo3 ha3ds7and pa3king (p30vide bo7h 
numbe3S and expec7ed use3s) 
Text added to Section 9 to clarify. 

o Desc3lbe p3e7e3en7ial use p30visions in 7he T3 8176 pe3m7t? 
Text added to Section 9 to clarify. 

o P30v7de Ils7 of ca33ie3s, o7he3 7han Delfa and i7s affiliafes 7ha7 3will occupy 
Te3minal 4. 
Text added to Section 9 to clarify. 

o Cla37fy - A3e 7he only common use posifions in 7his Te3min9l 3 p30jec7 those 
that 936 designated as metehng positions? Since these 936 designated as 
metenng positions, would it be co33ect to state that they will not be available 
fo3 afiy othe3 pu3pose? if they will be available fo3 othe3 purposes, how will 
thei3 usage be cont3oiied/ assigned? 
Text added to Section 11 to clarify. 

o 87ate if any incu3sions have 3esuited f3om towing ope3ations and the 
hequency. 
Text added to Section 9 to clarify. 

\\vhb\proj\Wat-EV\280S2.00\tech\2012-PFC-APPLICATION\~Application\~Supplemental Application\PFC-Supplemental_Tech Comments to 

Attach B-VHBResponses_072312.doa 



Response to FAA Technical Comments Page 5 of 12 

• 5FC Objective - see significent contribution questions. 
o 5rovide how often do aircreft park on active taxiways 

Text added to Section 10 to clarify. 

• Justification - see significant contribution questions 
o Clarify the issues with the terminal 3 apron. 

Text added to Section 11 to clarify. 

o The problems with the site being demolished are immaterial. 
Comment noted and removed. 

• Item 12 indicates that the project was implemented in October 2010 - Describe 
what work has been implemented and/or completed. 
Construction of Taxiways "KF", "KG", Taxllane "HB". and ttie ramp on the 
former T3 site Is nearing completion. 

EWR SECTION 1 - Delav Reduction Phase II - 5lannina and Engineering 

• Description -
o Provide the cost associated with the BOA 

The BCA will utilize detailed airfield simulation modeling as the basis for 
determining the benefits of the End-Around Taxiways. The BCA will also 
Incorporate Initial findings of the planning element of the project that 
will be used to determine costs that will be Incorporated Into the BCA. 
The estimate for the BCA portion of the project Is $800,000. 

o Describe what the BCA will be used for. 
Text added to Section 11 to clarify. 

• Significant contribution - State and support a significant contribution option for this 
project and explain how this project will address that option. 
Text added to Section 9 to clarify. 

• PEG Objective - Provide an explanation of why the project will result in capacity 
benefits. , 
Text added to Section 10 to clarify. 

• Justification - Provide detailed information to justify this project. 
Text added to Section 11 to clarify. 

• Item 12 indicates that the project was implemented in January 2012. Describe 
what has been implemented and/or completed. 
Planning work has been Initiated and coordination with FAA on obstruction 
analysis Is underway. 

\\vhb\proj\Wat-EV\280S2.00\tech\2012-PFC-APPUCATION\-Application\~Supplemental Application\PFC-Supplemental_Tech Comments to 

Attach B-VHBResponses.072312.docx 
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EWR SECTION 2 - Delay Reduction Phase II - Construction 

• Provide detailed cost information. 
Submitted under separate cover. 

• Description - Provide proposed taxiway designations and dimensions for each 
proposed laxiway. 
>*s this project is in preiiminary pianning, taxiway designations have not yet 
been assigned. 

• Significant contribution - State and support a significant contribution option for this 
project and explain how this project will address that option. 
Text added to Section 9 to ciarify. 

PFC Objective - Explain why the project will result in capacity benefits. 
Text added to Section 10 to ciarify. 

Justification - Provide detailed information to justify this project. 
Text added to Section 11 to ciarify. 

Item 12 indicates that implementation will begin in January 2013; however, the 
companion project (EWR project 1) has an estimated physical completion date of 
December 2013. Language in the description and justification for project 2 
indicates that it will not go forward until the results of project 1 are known. 
Therefore the implementation date for project 2 is inconsistent with the narrative. 
it was anticipated that the BCA wouid be compieted early on in the Planning 
and Engineering Project, in the event the BCA supported the development of 
the EAT, it was further anticipated that certain elements (engineering and 
design) of the construction project could start before the Planning and 
Engineering project was completed. That was the reason for the overlap for 
the two projects. The dates for Implementation and completion for the 
Pianning and Engineering project have been adjusted to remove this 
assumption. 

The EWR Delay Reduction Phase ii - Construction Project contains only the 
construction elements of Phase ii of the EWR Delay Reduction Program. Ail 
pianning, engineering and environmental work associated with Phase ii of 
the Program is contained in the companion EWR Delay Reduction Phase II -
Pianning,& Engineering Project. 

EWR SECTION 3 - Runwav 4R-22L Rehabilitation 

• Provide detailed cost information 
Submitted under separate cover. 

\\vhb\proj\Wat-EV\28052.00\tech\2012-PFC-APPLICATION\-Application\~Supplemental Application\PFC-Supplemental_Tech Comments to 

Attach B-VHBResponses_072312.docx 



Response to FAA Technical Comments Page 7 of 12 

• Description: 
o Provide dimensions for the tsxiway work. 

Text added in Section 8 of Project information to ciarify. 

o Any lighting work needs to be more fully described and differentiate between 
runway and taxiway work. 
Text added in Section 8 of Project information to ciarify. 

• Significant contribution: 
o State and support a significant contribution option for this project and explain 

how this project will address that option 
Text added to Section 9 of Project information to clarify. 

o With respect to the lighting and taxiway work, describe the present situation 
and how this work will address any existing problems. 
Text added to Section 9 of Project information to ciarify. 

• RFC Objective: 
o For all three options chosen, discuss the present situations. 

Text added to Section 10 of Project Information to ciarify. 

O The 'enhance safety" discussion mentions that both the runway and taxiway 
lighting systems will be "upgraded and modernized". This is the first mention 
of runway lights - I do not see them mentioned in the description. 
Text added to Project Description to ciarify lighting description. 

o Describe upgrades that are being done (see previous comments on 
upgrades) 
Text,added to Section 10 of Project Information to ciarify. 

• Justification: 
o The description of the lighting work should also be in the description 

paragraph. 
Text added to Section 11 of Project Information to ciarify. 

o Provide justification for the taxiway pavement work. 
Text added to Section 11 of Project information to clarify. 

• Item 12 indicates that this project was implemented in January 2012. Describe the 
work elements have been implemented and/or completed. 
Construction has started on the Rehabilitation of EWR Runway 4R'22L 
effective April of this year. 
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Response to FAA Technical Comments Page 8 of 12 

6WR S6CTI0N 4 - Taxiwav P Rehabilitation including Hiah-Soeed Taxiwavs 

• P90vide the detailed cost information. 
Submitted under separate cover. 

• Description -
o Provide taxiway designations and dimensions for the exit taxiways. 

T/W designations have not yet been assigned. Text added to Section 8 
of Project Information to clarify. 

o Clarify the difference between the taxiway lighting requested in this project 
and the taxiway lighting requested in project 6WR 3. 
Text added to Section 8 of Project Information to clarify. 

o Fully describe any lighting work. 
Text added to Section 8 of Project information to clarify. 

• Significant contribution: 
o state and support a significant contribution option for this project and explain 

how this project will address that option 
Text added to Section 9 of Project Information to clarify. 

• PRC objective 
o For each of the "enhance capacity" and "enhance safety" discussions, 

describe the current situation. 
Text added to Section 10 of Project Information to clarify. 

• Justification: 
o Describe the current exit taxiway geography. 

Text added to Section 11 of Project Information to clarify. 

O The last paragraph speaks of an "expansion of the existing taxiway centerline 
and edge lighting system." This work is not mentioned in the project 
description. Describe the current situation. 
Text added to Section 11 of Project information to clarify. 

6WR S6CTI0N 5 - Runwav 4L-22R Rehabilitation 

Provide detailed cost information. 
Submitted under separate cover. 

k 

Description: 
o Provide taxiway designations and dimensions for the exit taxiways. 

Text added in Section 8 of Project Information to clarify. 
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Response to FAA Technical Comments Page 9 of 12 

o Fully de807ibe aoy lightiog 3«07k. 
Text added in Section 8 of Project Information to clarify. 

• 8igoifioant cont7ibutioo: 
o 8tate and supped a significant cont7ibution option fo7 this p7oject and explain 

ho\9 this p7oject \9lll addtess that option. 
Text added to Section 9 of Project Information to clarify. 

• 550 objective 
o 507 6ach of the "enhance capacity" and "enhance safety" discussions, 

descnbe the cu77ent situation. 
Text added to Section 10 of Project Information to clarify. 

• Justification: 
o Desc7lbe cu77ent exit taxiway geography. 

Text added to Section 11 of Project Information to clarify. 

o Desc7lbe the cu77ent situation with the lighting systems. Desc7lbe what, If any, 
lighting p7oblem Is being solved by this p7oject. 
Text added to Section 11 of Project Information to clarify. 

EWR 8E0TI0N 6 - Runwav 11 RSA & Relocation of B7ewste7 Road 

• 57ovlde detailed cost lnfo7matlon. 
Submitted under separate cover. 

• Desc7lptlon: 
o R70vlde dimensions fo7 the B7ewste7 Road 7eiocatloo, the 7elocatlons of 

taxiways Z and 00, and the turf areas alongside the arresting bed. 
Added text to Section 8 to clarify. Brewster Road will be shifted 
approximately 50 feet to the east. T/W Z and T/W CO will be shifted 
approximately 35 feet to the east. The turf areas are described In 
Section 8. 

o Identify taxiway CO on a sketch. 
Taxiway Identification added to graphic. 

• 8lgnlflcant contribution: 
o 8tatq and support a significant contribution option for this project and explain 

how this project will address that option. 
Text added to Section 9 of Project Information to clarify. 

• 550 objective -
o Enhance safety - describe the present situation with these R8A's; 

Text added to Section 10 of Project Information to clarify. 
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Response to FAA Technical Comments Page 10 of 12 

o P768e7ve C9p9city - suggest d7opping this 97gument as it implies that the only 
reason the Po7t Auth07ity is doing a ptoject that they 976 also claiming is a 
safety enhancement is to avoid FAA-imposed opefationai festnctions - which 
contiadicts the safety enhancement afgoment. 
Text added to Section 10 of Project Information to clarify. 

• item 12 indicates that the pfoject was implemented In January 2012. Describe 
what work has been Implemented and/or completed to date. 
Since January 2012 a number of technical meetings have been held between 
Port Authority and FAA staff to discuss the feasibility of the various 
alternatives under consideration. To support these meetings, the Port 
Authority has utilized the assistance of consultants to prepare technical 
studies and analysis. Construction on this project began in April 2012. 

EWR SECTION 7 - Electrical Distribution & Substation improvements 

• Provide detailed cost information. 
Submitted under separate cover. 

• Description: 
o Provide details regarding number of substations, etc. 

There are 23 substations currently in operation at the Airport. 
Clarification added to text in Section 8. 

o Provide proration information as it appears from the description that this work 
will service both eligible and ineligible areas of the airport. 
The split between eligihie and ineiigihie areas has been clarified in 
Section 8. 

• Describe how the public agency would pay for any portion of this project found to 
be ineligible. 
Statement added in Section 8 to explain funding for ineiigihie areas. 

• Significant contribution 
o State and support a significant contribution option for this project and explain 

how this project will address that option. 
Text added to Section 9. 

o The discussion implies that the airport has been subject to unscheduled 
power outages - the public agency needs to supply quantitative information to 
substantiate this claim. 
Text'added to Section 9. 

o Describe how the "future demand" was determined. 
Text added to Section 9. 
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Response to FAA Technical Comments Page 11 of 12 

o TTie "8ign7f7c99it contr7bution" dl8cu887on 7nclude8 more deta7l8 that 8hould al80 
be 7ncluded in the project deecriptlon. 
Text added to Section 8. 

• PFC objective 
o The 8afety di8cu88lon 8hould dl8cu88 the current 8itu9tion 98 it pertain8 to 

air8ide 8afety and how thi8 project wili addre88 that 8ituat7on. 
Text added to Section 10 that clarifies Project Objective. 

o The capacity di8cu88ion 8hould al80 d78cu88 the current 8ituatlon and how it 
affedt8 capacity. 
Text added to Section 10 that clarifies Project Objective. 

• Ju8tification 
o The di8cu88ion Implie8 that the airport ha8 been 8ubject to un8cheduled 

power outage8 - the public agency need8 to 8upply quantitative Information to 
8ub8tantiate thhs claim. 
Text added to Section 9 

• Item 12 7ndicate8 that the project wa8 implemented in January 2012. De8cribe 
what work ha8 been implemented and/or completed. 
Consultant hired to initiate planning and perform energy load calculations. 
Construction is estimated to begin in March 2013. 

PFC SECTION 1 - PFC Planning and Prooram Admin78tr9tion 

• Ple98e provide a co8t breakdown between the co8t to prepare the application and 
any ongoing admini8tration and over8ight co8t8. 
Costs are expected to be for ongoing administration and oversight of the 
2012 application; funds will also be used for the preparation of future 
amendments and applications. Text added to Section 11 (Project 
Justification) of Project Information to clarify. 

• In accordance with 158.3 and 158.13, PFC admini8trative co8t8 are limited to the 
co8t8 a886ciated with application development, l88uing and maintaining required 
PFC record8 and performing the required PFC audit. Co8t8 a880ciated with project 
admini8tration are not included in the regulatory definition of PFC admini8tratlve 
8Upport C08t8. 

o The variou8 narrative8 for thi8 propo8ed project, e8pecially the ju8tification, 
8eem to Indicate that the project include8 development project admini8trative 
co8t8, which would not be eligible under the PFC admini8trative 8upport 
costs, 88 well allowable costs associated with the public agencies PFC 
program. 
Text added to Sections 8-11 of Project information to clarify. 
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Response to FAA Technicel Comments Page 12 of 12 

o Any costs intended to provide development project edministration and sopport 
should be included in the respective development projects. 
Text added to Sections 8-11 of Project Information to clarify. 

• The implementation date occurs after the consultation and public notice have 
occurred. Clarify if the date is incorrect or is the description which indicates that 
this project includes costs associated with application preparation such as the air 
carrier consultation incorrect. 
Text added to Sections 8-11 of Project Information to clarify. Implementation 
date changed to October 2012. 
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Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AlfTHORITY OF NY & N J 

SECTION 1 

Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Planning, Environmental, & Engineering 

LaGuardia Airport Section 1 - Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Planning, Environmental, & Engineering 





PFC APPLICATION NUMBERtj 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: EGA Runway 4 and Runway 31 Runway Safety Area (RSA) 
Planning, Environmental and Engineering 

2. Project Number: 

3. Use Airport of Project: LaGuardia Airport (EGA), New York, New York 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 , [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $ 22,800,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 1,200,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 24,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP! Funds: N/A 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ 0 Discretionary $ 0 Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

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

Subtotal Other Funds: $ N/A 

Total Project Cost: $ 24,000,000 

For FAA Use[ 
a. Does the project include a proposed LOl?, 
[ ] YES; , 
[ ] NO ^ 
If YES, dqes^e Regioji^support"^ 
[ ]YES' 
•[ ] NO; ^ 
If YES, list the ^hedule for implementation: 

b. For any proposed AlP discretionary funds, does th^eRegionjntend toj^uppqrt? 
[ ] YES ' 
[J NO: 

b. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning [eyejs IbT thG^gion^^ 
five year CIP?: 
[ ] YE^ 
[jm ^ 

Id. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
is there an expectation that AIP funding will be available to pay the project costs J 
[ ] YES 
[ ] Nd 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded thmugh AlPj^ 
List the squrce(s) of data used to make this finding. 

e. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC fiinding level of $4.00, 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside 
needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aproiis, and ajrcraft gate^ 
'[ ] YES ^ 
[ ] NO 
[ ] N/A; 
Ust the source(s) of data used to make this finding. 

f. Reasonableness of cost; 
ProjecqTotal Cost Analysis 

PFC Share qf Total Cost ^alysis 

7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 
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^ 



opeoational distances, navigational aids, flight proceduoes and aiofield geometoy 
changes that may oesult from the alternatives under consideration, as well as the 
development of construction phasing plans that would allow the project to be 
completed while minimizing its impacts on the efficiency and cost of airport 
operations. Engineering will produce preliminary plans and specifications on a 
limited scale in support of the environmental review process and to be used during 
contract bidding for construction. Depending on the outcome of the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) environmental review process, this project would 
also support further design and engineering for the potential construction of the 
RSA for conformance with FAA standards. 

This project will require the FAA to approve a change to LGA's Airport Layout 
Plan (ALP) and is therefore a federal action, which requires compliance with the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA). The Port Authority will 
initiate the environmental analysis in order to comply with NEPA requirements. An 
Environmental Assessment or an Environmental Impact Statement may be required 
to be completed and submitted to the FAA for determination. 

This overall cost breakdown of the elements contained in this project includes the 
following and addresses planning, engineering and environmental for both runway 
ends: 

R/W4-22 R/W 13-31 TOTAL 

• Conceptual Design and Alternatives 
Analysis ' 

$ 2,250,000 $ 2,250,000 S 4,500,000 

• Planning and Phasing $ 2,250,000 $ 2,250,000 $ 4,500,000 
• Final Desi^ and Engineering $ 2,250,000 $ 2,250,000 S 4,500,000 
• Environmental Documentation Permitting $ 5,000,000 $ 5,000,000 S 10,000,000 

• Financial Analysis $ 250,000 $ 250,000 $ 500,000 

TOTAL $ 24,000,000 

With the environmental documentation complete, the Port Authority will develop 
plans and specifications to support construction of the approved RSA alternative. 
As needed and as defined by the approved alternative, the plans and specifications 
will include designs for pilings and/or fill, deck extensions as needed, EMAS beds, as 
needed, pavement cross-sections, utilities (electrical, communications, drainage, 
etc.), marking, lighting, and signage. The construction of the RSAs will be 
completed as a separate project that is also included in this application: LGA 
Runway 4 and Runway 31 Runway Safety Area Construction. 

Due to the complexity and significant challenges of this project, the Port Authority 
will complete the planning, environmental and engineering tasks for this project in 
close coordination with the FAA. 

if applicable for terminal projects 
Prior to impl ementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
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If projeet involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing^ 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requirements will be met, or should the project be disapproved. 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters,] 
gates, and baggage facilitigsfor^onstruction and/or rehabilitation above has been 
completed.] 

Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside negds of the ajrpo^rt, including runways, taxiways,] 
aprons, and^rcraf^gate^i 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO: 
[ ] _N/A] 

9. Significant Contribution: 
LaGuardia Airport has two runways and four terminals, with a total of 74 gates. 
Although the Airport only has two short and intersecting runways, its operational 
activity is similar to surrounding, larger airports. In 2011, the Airport served 
24.1 million passengers and experienced 365,870 aircraft movements. According to 
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the Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), LGA 
passenger usage is forecasted to increase an average 2.3 percent annually. In 
addition to its regional significance, Airports Council International's latest ranking 
placed LGA as #20 nationwide and #55 worldwide for total passengers. Operations 
were almost entirely from commercial aviation, with slightly less than 1 percent 
from general aviation. 

The Project makes a Significant Contribution in the following categories: 

Safety: The existing RSA's for the Runway 31 and 4 overruns are 97 feet long 99 
feet long, respectively. This project would advance planning and design, and 
perform environmental analysis for runway safety areas that would conform to 
FAA Standards. After NEPA compliance is addressed, the Port Authority would 
prepare construction documents and specifications for the bid and award of 
contracts for the construction of the RSAs. One potential solution that has been 
identified as an early result of this planning effort includes the construction of an 
extension (approximately 180 feet L x 500 feet W) to the runway decks and the 
installation of a 40-knot EMAS. Such a solution would comply with the federally 
mandated standards, which would, as the FAA order declares, significantly reduce 
the extent of personal injury, and aircraft damage during overruns, under shoots 
and veer-offs. In its 2009 Audit of the RSA Program, DOT found that "FAA and 
airport sponsor efforts to improve RSAs have resulted in tangible aviation safety 
enhancements across the Nation," citing overrun incidents at JFK, ORD and SBA 
that were mitigated by the improvement of RSAs. The House Transportation, 
Housing and Urban Development, and Related Agencies noted in their Committee 
Report in 2011 that "runway safety must continue to be an area of high priority for 
the FAA." • 

FOR FAA USE 
Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explam) 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
|_ Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part ip8 [ JjOther (explam); 

; ; CASFO concur. Yes n No [ ] Date 
{ Competition. Competition Plan [ 1 Other (explain)^ 

Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
LOl [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ J 

Other (explain) 
_ Noise, LDN [ J Other (explain) 

i_ Project does not^gualify un^r "sjgniEca^contribution " rulesJ 
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Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public^ 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
of data and attach the reliant documentation used to make this finding.} 

How does this project address the deficiency sited by the public agency?; 

If competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis of any barrier^ 
competition at the^irportj 

10. Project Objective: 
The Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA study will meet the following PFC objectives: 
Safety: The existing RSA's for the Runway 31 and 4 overruns are 97 feet long and 
99 feet long, respectively. This project will enable the construction of cost effective 
safety enhancement projects that will result in the installation of 40 knot EMAS for 
the Runway 4 and 31 overruns, enhancing airfield safety at EGA. 

Capacity: All airport sponsors face a Congressional mandate to improve their RSAs 
to FAA required standards by 2015. As a consequence for not complying with this 
mandate, the airport could face the possibility of the FAA imposing additional 
operational restrictions at LGA for non-compliance. These additional operational 
restrictions could result in reduced capacity for air carrier activities and further 
contribute to airport delays. By complying with the congressional mandate, the 
airport is preserving its existing capacity. 

FAA statistics for 2011 ranked LGA as the 2nd most delayed airport in the nation in 
terms of avqrage delay per aircraft operation. Although the airport has been under 
operating limitations during peak-hours, delays persist at LGA under moderate and 
severe weather conditions. Due to the nature of airline activity at LGA, these delays 
tend to propagate throughout the entire MAS. Therefore, the Port Authority seeks to 
provide RSAs that are fully compliant with FAA standards, and that preserve the 
operational capability of LGA to serve the traveling public and enable the NAS to 
operate as efficiently as possible. 

In addition, the FAA requires that the Port Authority abide by explicit AIP and 
PFC assurances. Among compliance with relevant federal, state, and local 
regulations, AIP Grant and PFC Assurances require that Airport sponsors (the Port 
Authority) comply with FAA airport design, construction standards and 
specifications contained in Advisory Circulars current on the date of project 
approval in'order to be awarded AIP Grants and collect PFC funds. Failure to 
comply with AIP Grant and PFC Assurances could hinder the Port Authority's 
ability to fund capital projects. 

FOR FAA USE 
1 Safety, preserve [ ] En^ce [ ] 
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Security, Preserve [ ] Enhgnce [ ] 
Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

j Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition between or among air carriers at the 
airport ^ 
I Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the ah-port 
i Project does not meet any PFC objectives (exp^in)' 

Finding 
Current deficiency. List the source(sj of data used to make this finding if it is not a part 
bfjhe PFC application.' 

Address adequacy of issu^j 

11. Project Justification: 
This project includes the planning, engineering design, and environmental 
compliance documentation and permitting required to enhance the RSAs on the 
departure ends of Runway 4 and Runway 31 for conformance with FAA standards. 

The present situation is an RSA of 97 feet long for Runway 31 and 99 feet long for 
Runway 4. Non standard EMAS are currently in place for Runway 22 (50 knot 
system) and Runway 13 (63 knot system). The expected accomplishment is to add 
nonstandard EMAS for each runway end at LaGuardia Airport so all four runway 
ends will have cost effective safety enhancements in place. During the planning 
phase, design alternatives will be explored that will enhance the existing RSAs to 
achieve conformance with current FAA standards. A full-range of alternatives will 
be considered in the planning and environmental analysis. This project will require 
the FAA to approve a change to LGA's Airport Layout Plan (ALP) and is therefore 
a federal action, which requires compliance with the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (NEPA). The Port Authority will initiate the environmental analysis in 
order to comply with NEPA requirements. An Environmental Assessment or an 
Environmental Impact Statement may be required to be completed and submitted 
to the FAA for determination. 

When the environmental documentation is completed and approved by the FAA, 
the Port Authority will develop plans and specifications to support construction of 
the approveld RSA alternative. 

FOR FAA USE; ^ 
Define how the project accomplishes PFC Objective(s)| 

Explain how project is cost-efective compared to other reasonable and timely means to, 
accomplish this objective(s) 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the 
project is reasonable corn pared to^the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
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benefits attributable to the project. Include citation for any dqcu^rnents that are not a part' 
of this PFC application. 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(sj of data! 
and^ttach the relevant documentafion used tojriiake thjs findmgj 

Discuss any non-economical benefits which ̂ e n^qt captured abqve 1 

Project Eligibility:^ 
indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below? 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or| 
i PGL );L 2 n 
[ ] Planriing eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or PGL 

[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C.W505] 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504.[ 
![ ] Project approved in an approved P^art 150 noise conipatM 
{Title and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local study.) 
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 
j percentage of annual boardings J; 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter i 
[_]^?fojecLdoes not meetP)^ 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data) 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding.; 

lAre any work elements or pqrtiqns^qfthe^yer^ project ineligible? Provide associated 
cqst^ 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): January 2012 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): December 2013 

For FAA Use? 
For Impose and Use or Use Onlv prqjects. v/illjhe project begin within 2 years of PFQ 
application Due date (l20-;^day)? 

[iNf';"" 
For Impose Only project, will the project begin vvithin 5 years^fjhe charge effect 
br PFC application Due date, whichever is firsf^ 
[ ] Yes ' 
[ ] Nq' : 
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^his project dependent upon another action to occur before its implementation orj 
completion. Explain.-

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 

For FAA Use 
is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval datej 
whichever is'sooner.' 
[ ] Yes " i 
[J_No: 

iWhich actions are needed before the use application can be subniitted? What is thd 
estimated schedule for each action? 

14. Project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
AlP funding. 
[ ] YES 
[X] NO 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AlP funding, would the public 
agency prefer that the FAA approve 
[X] the amount of the local match to be collected at a $4.50 PFC level, 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 ' 
[X] N/A 

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: Delta, United/Continental 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: None 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: None 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Use! 
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Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the publi^ 
Provide citations for any documents not included in the PFC application that are relied on 
by the FAA for its analysis.; 

If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any nevv issues raised^If 
the com^ments from the consultation are repeated, state that.) 

r/ ADO/RO Recommendation: ^ 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/Rd 
use cornparable projects to make this finding? If so, list projects.; 

If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identify 
ejigible and ineligible costs. Summarize ineligible costsJ 

Is the dura^n of collection adequate for the amount requested? 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: 
[ ] Approve. 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination. 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize_fmdmgs from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issugs 
that lead to determination: 

Application Reviewed by:; 

J^ame 
Item(s) reviewed. 

Routing Symbol Date 

Name 
jtern(s) reviewed 

Routing Symbol Date 
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Runway 4 
Runway Safety 

Area 

Runway 31 
Runway Safety 

Area 

THE PORTAimiORrTYOF NY& NJ 

LaGuardia Airport 

Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Planning, Environmental. & Engineering 





Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORTAinHORfTYOF NY 8. NJ 

SECTION 2 

Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Construction 

LaGuardia Airport Section 2 - Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Construction 



PFC APPLICATION NUMBER;! 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: EGA Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Construction 

2. Project Number: 

3. Use Airport of Project: LaGuardia Airport (EGA), New York, New York 

4. Project Type 
[X] Impose Only: 
[ ] Concurrent: 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 , 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $ 141,550,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 7,450,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 149,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP Funds: N/A 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ 0 Discretionary $ 0 Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

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

^ 

f. Reasonableness of cost. 
Proj ect Total Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysis 

7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 
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It is also assumed that the entirety of the planning, engineering and design work for 
the RSA will be completed as part of the companion project titled: LGA Runways 4 
and 31 RSA Planning, Environmental and Engineering. This project is solely for 
construction of the RSA. 

If applicable for terminal projects: 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of g'ates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for^ financing the airside needs of the airport, including runways, taxi ways, 
aprons, and aircraft gates. 
[ ] YES ' 
[ ]N0 
[X] N/A 

FOR FAA USE 
Comment uppn and/or Clarify Project Description. Include source citation if clarification; 
infomatiojiis nolfrom^C„applicAtion,^ 

if project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas beeti 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requirements will be met, or should the project be disapproved. 

if the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters,' 
gates, and ^ggagefacilities forcongruction^nd^rrehabilitafton abovehas been 
completed: 

terminal and surface transportation projects, the public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the aftside needs of the airport, induding runways, taxiways,; 
aprons, and aircraft gates.; 
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1 ! CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain) 

Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
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LOI [ ] FAABCA[ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ ] 
Other (explain) _j 

Noise. 65 LpN [ ] Other (explain) 

Project does not qualify undtr "significant contri^ti^^ rplGS: 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public^ 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application,J istjhejource(s)^ 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this findingJ 

How does this project address th^e ^f ciency sited by^the public^agency;^ 

if competition is the chosen^ption, provide the FAA's analysis of any barriers to, 
cornpetition at the airport.; 

10. Project Objective: 
The Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Construction project will meet the following 
PFC objectives: 

Safety: The existing RSA's for the Runway 31 and 4 overruns are 97 feet long and 
99 feet long, respectively. The project provides for the construction of cost effective 
safety enhancement projects that will result in the installation of 40-knot EMAS for 
the Runway 4 and 31 overruns, enhancing airfield safety at EGA. 

Congestion: All airport sponsors face a Congressional mandate to improve their 
RSAs to FAA required standards by 2015. As a consequence for not complying with 
this mandate, the airport could face the possibility of the FAA imposing additional 
operational restrictions at LGA for non-compliance. These additional operational 
restrictions could result in reduced capacity for air carrier activities and further 
contribute to airport delays. By complying with the congressional mandate, the 
airport is preserving its existing capacity and accommodating future demand. 

FAA statistics for 2011 ranked LGA as the 2nd most delayed airport in the nation in 
terms of average delay per aircraft operation. Although the airport has been under 
operating limitations during peak-hours, delays persist at LGA under moderate and 
severe weather conditions. Due to the nature of airline activity at LGA, these delays 
tend to propagate throughout the entire NAS. Therefore, the Port Authority seeks to 
provide RSAs that are fully compliant with FAA standards, and that preserves the 
operational capability and accommodates future demand at LGA that will enable 
the NAS to operate as efficiently as possible. 

In addition, the FAA requires that the Port Authority abide by explicit AIP and 
PFC assurances. Among compliance with relevant federal, state, and local 
regulations, AIP Grant and PFC Assurances require that Airport sponsors (the Port 
Authority) comply with FAA airport design, construction standards and 
specifications contained in advisory circulars current on the date of project 
approval in order to be awarded AIP Grants and collect PFC funds. Failure to 
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comply with AIP Grant and PFC Assurances could hinder the Port Authority's 
ability to fund capital projects. 

FOR FA A USE' 
Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition between or among air carriers at the 

airport 
j Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
I Project do^^ot mee^any PFC objec^yes (rapiain) 

Finding 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to make this finding if i^is not a p^ 
of the PFC appl icatiom 

Address adecjuacy of issuers. 

11. Project Justification; 

The present situation is an RSA of 97 feet long for Runway 31 and 99 feet long for 
Runway 4. Non standard EMAS are currently in place for Runway 22 (50 knot 
system) and Runway 13 (63-knot system). The expected accomplishment is to add 
nonstandard EMAS for each runway end at LaGuardia Airport so all four runway 
ends will have cost effective safety enhancements in place and will be in compliance 
with FAA regulations. 

Through a Congressional mandate, all airports certificated under 14 Code of 
Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 139 must comply with the FAA's Runway Safety 
Area Program by 2015. In compliance with that mandate, the RSAs for Runway 4 
and Runway 31 will be modified in accordance with the project's final design, 
bringing the RSAs into conformance with FAA standards. 

FOR FAA USE: 
Define how^the project accompHshes PFC Objective(s) 

Explain how project is cost-effecftve compared to other reasonabje an<^imelyjp^ns tc^ 
accomplish this objective(s) 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competiti^ 
benefits attributable to the projg^c^t. Include citation for any documents that are not a part 
pf this PFC appljcation.[ 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding.; 
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Discuss any non-economical benefits which are not captured above.' 

Project Eligibility:^ 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. 
[ ] Development eligible under AlP critena (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ oi] 
I PGL 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or PGL' 
I Z _ I 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504.' 
[ ] Project approved in an^pproyed Part 150 noise compatibiHty pjan; 

Title and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local study.; 
Title and Dace of local study:! ^ 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 40i 17(a)(3)(C); 
[ ] Shell of a gate as described in 49 U.S.C 40117(a)(3)(F) (air carrier ~ J 
I percentage of annual boardings ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter ' 
[ ] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain)] 

If analysis^is based on a source^ther than this PFC application, list the source(s) of d^ 
and attach the relevant documentation used to rnake this findingJ 

Are any work elements or portions of the overall project JneTigibje? Provide associated 
costs; • 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): October 2013 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): December 2015 

For FAA Use _ 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, will the project begin w^ithiryZye^ 
application Due^te (l^O-day)"^ 
t 1 Yer T" 
[ ] No[_: , 
For Impose Only project, will the project begin within years of the charge effective date 
or PFC application Due date, whichever is first? 
[ ] Ye^ 
[ J N o^ 

Is this project dependent upon another a.ction to occur before its implementation or, 
completion. Explain.; 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): October 2012 
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Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the public 
Provide citations for any documents no^ included in the PFC application that are relied on 
by the FAA for its analysis.^ 

If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised^(If 
the^comments from the consultation are repeated, state that.) 
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If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identify 
eligiWe and ineligiW^e costs. Sunimarize ineligible costsj 

Isj^he duration of collection adequate for the amount requested? 

ADO/Rb RECOMMENDv^^ 
[ ] Approve J 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination.[ 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize^fmdings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issuM 
that lead to determinationJ 

Application Reviewed byj^ 

[ Name 
ItemJ^s) reviewed. 

Routing Symbol Date 

Name 
Item(s) reviewed 

Routj^ng Symbol Datq 
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Pgssenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY & NJ 

ATTACHMENT B (Clarification) 
Project Information 

John F. Kennedy International Airport 

SECTION 1 - Rehabilitation of Runway 4L-22R 
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SECTION 3-Ternriinal 3 Site Redevelopment & Capacity Improvements Project 
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Passenger Facility Charge Application TOE PORTAIITOORrTYOF NY & NJ 

SECTION 1 

Rehabilitation of Runway 4L-22R 

John F. Kennedy Airport Section 1 - Rehabilitation of Runway 4L-22R 





A PFC APPLICATION NUMBER: 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: JFK Rehabilitatioo of Ruoway 4L-22R 

2. Project Number: 

3. Use Airport of Project: Joho F. Keooedy loteroatiooal Airport (JFK), New York, 
New York 

4. Project Type 
[X] Impose Only: 
[ ] Concurrent: 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. financing Plan 

PPC funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $142,500,000 
Bond financing & Interest: $7,500,000 

Subtotal PPC funds*: $150,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AlPPunds: $0 
Grant # N/A Grant funds in Project: $0 

Subtotal Existing AIP funds: $0 

Anticipated AIP funds (List Each Year Separately): 
fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $0 Discretionary $0 Total $0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP funds: $0 

Other funds: 
State Grants $0 
Local funds $0 
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b. For any proposed AIP funds, js the request withm the planning levels for the Region's 
five year CIP7 
[ ] YES 
[ ].N0 

b. For project requesting PFC fUnding levels of $4.66 and $4.56? 
Is there an ejtpectation tha^AIP funding will be available to pay^the projec^qst^. 
[ ] YE§ 
[ ] NO 
jWhat percentage of the total project cost is funded through AIP7; 
List the source(s) of data used to make thjs finding.; 

e. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $'!^^ 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside 
heeds of the airport, including runways, ta)dways, aprons, and aircraft gates? 
[ ] YES 

[ ] 
List the source(sj of data used to make this finding. 

f. Reasonableness of cost.; 
Prpject Total Cost Anajysis 

PFC Share of Total Co^ Analysjs 
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7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 

If proposed y\IP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

ForFAAUse 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining th^ 
funding it ptpposesJ 

8. Project Description; 

This project includes the planning, design, and construction of pavement 
rehabilitation of Runway 4L-22R, as well as associated improvements to drainage, 
airfield lighting and signage, and marking. The project will complete planning for 
the runway rehabilitation, and complete engineering plans and specifications. The 
plans and specifications will eventually be used for public bidding of the project and 
the hiring , of a contractor for construction of the R/W 4L-22R pavement 
rehabilitation project. 

Runway 4L-22R is the second longest at JFK, measuring 11,351 feet long and 150 
feet wide and approximately 100,000 annual aircraft operations occur on this 
runway. The runway pavement rehabilitation and associated improvements are the 
subject of this application and, are referred to in this application as the Runway 4L-
22R Pavement Rehabilitation Project. The Runway 4L-22R Pavement 
Rehabilitation Project is part of a larger overall program of improvements on 
Runway 4L-22R planned by the Port Authority. Other project elements associated 
with the overall program include the construction of a Runway Safety Area (RSA), 
runway pavement widening and high-speed taxiways. These project elements will 
not be funded with PFC revenue. 

The project elements associated with the Runway 4L-22R Pavement Rehabilitation 
Project include: 

Pavement Rehabilitation {Proposedfor PFC Funding) 
This project element includes repaving along the entire existing runway surface 
(11,351 feet). The anticipated project cost assumes the utilization of concrete. The 
use of concrete significantly provides an extended useful life of the pavement along 
with reduced life-cycle costs when compared with asphalt. However, rehabilitating 
the runway with concrete results in higher up-front costs when compared to asphalt. 
These higher costs are related to subsurface preparation, forming, dowel-bar and 
reinforcing rod installation, contraction joint cutting, etc. Although the cost estimate 
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does assume the higher costs related to concrete construction, the Port Authority is 
examining the use of asphalt or concrete for use on this project. 

Lighting/Signage/Marking Improvements {Proposedfor PFC Funding) 
The existing lighting and signage is functional, however it is approaching its useful 
life and it is becoming more labor intensive to maintain. Furthermore, new lighting 
fixtures are much more energy efficient when compared to conventional lights 
currently installed on the runway. This project element includes a number of 
modernization upgrades to the existing lighting system components, including 
runway centerline and touchdown zone lighting, edge lights, and signs. Lighting 
fixtures using Light Emitting Diode (LED) technology will be installed where 
suitable. Along with the pavement lighting, runway guard lights will be installed at 
key runway/taxiway intersections in support of the future establishment of a 
SMGCS Plan. 

The RSA, runway pavement widening and high-speed taxiway construction will 
occur simultaneously to the 4L-22R Pavement Rehabilitation Project in order to 
limit impacts to airport operations and minimize airline and passenger delays 
during construction. The Port Authority will apply many of the practices and 
management controls used successfully during the Bay Runway Project completed 
at JFK in 2010 to limit impacts to airline schedules and to deliver the project within 
budgetary limits. 

The cost breakdown for the Runway 4L-22R Pavement Rehabilitation Project, 
which includes lighting, signage and marking improvements, is estimated as follows: 

• Planning and Design: $ 17,100,000 
• RAV 4L-22R Rehabilitation - Construction: $ 125,400,000 

Total Project: $ 142,500,000* 

*This estimate does not include costs related to non-PFC funded elements of the 
overall program, such as the RSA, runway pavement widening and high-speed 
taxiways. 

If applicable for terminal projects 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 
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Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[ ]N0 
[X] N/A 

FORFAAUSE ^ 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Descripfton. Include source citation, if clarifica^on 
informationjsjioyrqm PFC application. 

if project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been' 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
iikelihoqdjhe requirements will be met, qr shquld the prqject be disapprqved.^ 

if the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters,^ 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been; 
completed: 

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

9. Significant Contribution: 
John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK) is the largest airport in the New York 
Region. The airport has four runways and eight operating terminals with more 
than 123 gates. The majority of operations are from commercial aircraft, with 
approximately two percent of operations by cargo and less than one percent general 
aviation. In 2011, almost two-thirds of the region's international passengers flew 
out of JFK The Port Authority reports that 47.7 million passengers used the 
Airport in 2011, on 409,363 total operations. This represents a 2.5 percent increase 
in passengers and a 3.1 percent increase in operations from 2010. According to the 
Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), JFK 
passenger usage is forecasted to increase an average 2.1 percent annually. The 
Airports Council International's latest ranking places JFK as #6 nationwide and 
#14 worldwide for total passengers. 
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FAA staOstics ranked JFK as the 3"" most delayed airport in the nation in terms of 
average delay per aircraft operation. In 2008, in an attempt to limit delays, the U.S. 
Department of Transportation capped operations to Sl-flights-per-hour, per-16-
hour period each day. Due to the nature of airline activity at JFK, delays tend to 
propagate throughout the entire National Aerospace System (NAS). 

This project is significant because it directly contributes to the continued safe and 
efficient operation of aircraft at JFK and to accommodate future operations. 
According to FAA ATC data, due to its configuration relative to the surrounding 
airspace and its close proximity to the terminal areas, RAV 4L-22R accommodates 
approximately 45 percent of the annual departures that occur at JFK. It must be 
noted that RAV 4L-22R operates in conjunction with RAV 4R-22L and together 
these two runways account for approximately 50 percent of the total annual 
operations (arrivals and departures) at JFK. In addition, during evening peak 
periods, the utilization of these two runways is often as high as 75 percent. 

If RAV 4L-22R were not available due to pavement failure, departing aircraft would 
have to taxi across the airfield to access other runways. In fact if the runway 
pavement were to fail and the runway was not available, aircraft departing on RAV 
4R-22L would have to take a circuitous route around RAV 4L-22R. This would 
require aircraft to cross other active runways further contributing to delays and 
potential safety concerns. 

As with many large-hub airports, due to the operational frequencies (landings and 
takeoffs) of large aircraft, the runway pavements at JFK typically require 
rehabilitation approximately every eight to ten years. According to the Port 
Authority's'2009-2015 Pavement Management Plan, the runway is noted to be in 
fair condition with a Pavement Condition Index (PCI) of 65. However, at its current 
rate of aircraft arrivals and departures, it is anticipated that pavement 
rehabilitatipn would be required within the next two to three years. If the pavement 
is not rehabilitated, the structural section of the runway pavement 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 runway will have to be closed for a long period of time for 
a major reconstruction to be performed in order to bring the pavement strength up 
to the required load bearing capabilities for Group VI aircraft. The determination 
of the Airport Reference Code for an airport is based on two elements: the approach 
category and the design group of the largest aircraft that the airport is designed to 
accommodate. Airports such as JFK which serve the A380 and other new large 
aircraft are generally required to modify their existing facilities to meet the design 
criteria of airport reference code D-VI. In 2011, approximately 2,100 annual 
operations of Group VI aircraft were conducted by five air carriers at JFK. A full-
depth pavement reconstruction will result in extended runway closures and major 
congestion implications for the Port Authority Airport System as well as the NAS. 

Revised 8/31/2010 



I9 9dditio9 to the p9ve9ie9t improvemeots, this project will opgrade the existiog 
r99way ceoterlioe aod edge lightiog systeoi with oiodero compooeots, which ioclode 
lightiog fixtores, traosforoiers, cabliag, 9ew coodaits, aod oiaoholes. The existiog 
systeoi is fanctiooal, bat is approachiag the ead of its asefal life. As is coaiaioa with 
older airfield lightiag systeais, the RAV 4L-22R lightiag systeai is becoaiiag labor 
iateasive and costly to aiaiataia aad operate. This raaway sapports lastrameat 
Laading System (ILS) approaches daring Instrament Meteorological Conditions 
(IMC) wh^n visibility is limited dae to weather conditions. Approximately 
20,000 instrument arrivals occar on this ranway annaally. Therefore, it is critical to 
have a reliable airfield lighting system to sapport instrament operations. 

While the rim way is closed for pavement rehabilitation, the lighting system will be 
modernized with new components. The new lighting fixtares will ase Light Emitting 
Diode (LED) technology that provide improved lighting performance over 
conventional fixtares, while redacing electrical loads on the airfield lighting system. 
The project will also install ranway gaard lights at key ranway and taxiway 
intersections to farther redace the likelihood of ranway incarsions and to sapport 
the fatare establishment of a SMCGS Plan. 

FOR FAA USE 
Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain) 

; ^ 
I Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date ] 
L_ Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part|08 [ ] Other (expjain)' 

I CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
i Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain) 
I r 
: Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 

LOT [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ ] 
Other (explain) 

Noise. ^5 LDN [ 1 Other (explain) 

Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules. 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public^ 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this RFC application, list the source(s) 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

How does this project address the deficiency sited by the public agency"^ 

If competition is the chosen option, providejhe FAA's analysis of any barriers to 
cqmpetjtiqn jt the airportJ 
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10. Project Objective: 
The objective of this project is to reh9bilit9te the pavement on RAV 4L-22R which is 
beginning to show signs of deterioration. The runway lighting system is 
approaching the end of its useful life and will be modernized with new energy 
efficient fixtures that will support instrument operations. The rehabilitation of 
Runway 4L-22R will significantly contribute to two PFC objectives: 

Congestion: The project prevents additional congestion at JFK and accommodates 
future demand as it undertakes necessary state-of-good-repair improvements to the 
runway surface. These improvements will prevent the pavement structure from 
deteriorating to a state requiring a major reconstruction that would result in 
extended runway closures and significant congestion implications for the New York 
Airport Sysiem and the NAS. Additionally, the use of concrete requires less frequent 
rehabilitation compared with asphalt pavement. Asphalt pavement at large-hub 
airports is typically rehabilitated on a 6-8 year cycle. It is not unusual for concrete 
pavement to last several decades before rehabilitation is needed. This significantly 
decreases the need for runway closures and thus reduces congestion and delay at the 
Airport. 

Safety: The project will enhance airfield safety at JFK by upgrading and 
modernizing the existing runway centerline and edge lighting systems, signage and 
markings. The project will also install runway guard lights at key runway and 
taxiway intersections to reduce the likelihood of runway incursions. Without RAV 
4L-22R operational, aircraft would be required to taxi longer distances to other 
runways, thereby inereasing air traffic controller work load. Longer taxi times 
would increase the degree of excess aircraft movement across and on aprons, 
taxiways, and taxi lanes, increasing the risk of airfield incursions. 

FOR FAA USE 
Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

' Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

"1 ' Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition between or among air carriers at the 
airport ' _ 
! Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
I Project^es not meet any PFC objectives (explain) 

Finding _ ^ 
Current deficiency. LisMhe source(s) of data used to make this finding if it is not a part: 
of the PFC application.; 

Address adequacy of issuesJ 
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Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competiti^ 
benefits attributable to the project. Include citation fojr any documents that are not a^ part 
of this PFC application. 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) pf data 
and attach thej"elevant documentation used to make this findmg. 

Discuss any non-econornical benefits which are not captured above] 

Project Eligibility:: 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below.] 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 orj 
i PGL 2 . _22 2 2. 
\ 1 Planning eligible under AIP criteria (^paragraph of Order 5100.38 orPGlJ 

[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. 
' [ ] Project approved in an approved Part [50 noise compatibility plan;! 
iTitle and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local studyj 
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 _ 
I percentage of annual boardings ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter ! 
[ ] Project doesjnot meet PFC eligibility (explain^ 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data; 
and attach the relevant docurnentation used to make this finding. 

Are any work elements or portions of the overall project ineligible? Provide associated 
costs. 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): June 2013 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): December 2015 

For FA A Use 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, wilj^the project begin within 2 years of PFC 

[ ]„No ; 

For Impose Only project, will the project begin within^S years of the charge effective date 
br PFC application Due date, whichevet^is first? 
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15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: Delta, United/Continental 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: None 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: None 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
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^ 

AppI icatjon^eyiew^^^ 

Name 
s) reviewed.' 

Rqudng Symbol Date 

Name 
Item(s) reviewed 

Routing Symbol Date 
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THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY& NJ 

Legend 
Rehabilate Runway 4L-22R (RFC Funding) 

Widen/improve Runway (Non-RFC Funding) 

— Construct Access/High Speed Taxiways (Non-RFC Funding) 

John F. Kennedy International Airport 

Rehabilitation of Runway 4L-22R 





Pgssenger Facility Charge Application TME PORT AUfHORITY OF NY & N J 

SECTION 2 

Taxiway P Rehabilitation Pianning 

John F, Kennedy Airport Section 2 - Taxiway P Rehabilitation Planning 





8FCA88L1CATION NUMBER: 

ATTACHMENT B: FROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: JFK Taxiway 8 Rehabilitatioo Flaooiog aod Eogioeeriog 

2. Project Number: 

3. Use Airport of Project: Joho F. Keooedy loteroatiooal Airport (JFK), New York, 
New York 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMFOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 , [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. financing Plan 

PPC funds: Pay-as-you-go: $ 
Bond Capital: $ 1,900,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 100,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $2,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AlP Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ 0 Discretionary $ 0 Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ N/A 

Other Funds: 
State Grants $ 0 
Local Funds $ 0 
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Other (please specify) $0 

Subtotal Other Funds: $ 0 

Total Project Cost: S 2,000,000 

For FAA Use, 
a. Does the project include a proposed LOI? 
[ ]YES 
[ ] NOL 
If YES, does the Region support^ 
[ ]YES 
[ ] NoL : ^ 
if YES, list the scheduje for implementation: 

b. For any^proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support?; 
[ ] YES 
[ ] Np; 

c. For any proposed A IP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's 
five year CIP? 
[ ] YES 
LJJNP -

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50:i 
Is there an expectation that AIP funding will be available to pay the project costs] 
[ ] YES 
[ ] N0 
)Yhat percentage of the total project cost is funded through AJP? 
List the source(s) of data used to make this FindingJ 

e. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4^^, 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airsi^ 
peeds of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates.' 
[ ] YES ^ 
[ ] NO; . 
[ ] N/A; 
List the^source(s) of data us^ to make thls flndjng.; 

f. Reasonableness of cost.' 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

PFC Share ofTotal Cost Analysis 

7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 
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If proposed AlP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

ForFAAUsS 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC dura^n 
bf collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any[™ 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining the 
funding i^proposesJ 

8. Project Description: 
This project will analyze the rehabilitation and widening of Taxiway P at JFK by 
examining alternatives for the repair of the taxiway's pavement surface as well as 
examining the widening of Taxiway P and its shoulders to meet Group VI 
standards. The project will complete planning for the rehabilitation and widening 
of Taxiway P, and complete preliminary engineering plans and specifications. The 
preliminary plans and specifications will eventually be used for public bidding of 
the project in order to hire a contractor to construct the pavement rehabilitation. 
Construction is not part of this application. 

Taxiway P is the main feeder for Runway 13R-31L, and that runway handles 
approximately 30 percent of the Airport's annual departures and 35 percent of the 
Airport's annual total operations. The taxiway is critical to the runway's use and 
the taxiway is exhibiting signs of distress and requires rehabilitation. Due to the 
current condition of the taxiway pavement, it is anticipated that between eight and 
12 inches of'asphalt surface along 5,500 feet of taxiway would need to be removed 
and replaced. Although the Port Authority has performed several temporary 
repairs on the taxiway over the past three years, the taxiway's condition continues 
to deteriorate and reconstruction is the best long-term solution. This study will 
consider the use of concrete or asphalt to repave the taxiway and asphalt to repave 
the taxiway's shoulders. Along with planning for the rehabilitation of the taxiway 
pavement, the study will examine designs that would increase the operational 
efficiency of^ the Airport and maintain a safe, usable taxiway surface. The study will 
also include engineering designs for associated drainage, airfield lighting, signage, 
and marking improvements. 

This project will produce preliminary design plans that include engineering 
drawings and specifications for the pavement widening and rehabilitation. In 
addition to the preliminary rehabilitation plan and design, this project will also 
consider the widening of the taxiway from 75 to 82 feet, and the associated shoulders 
from 25 to 40 feet. The turning radii on the north side of Taxiway P at the 
intersections of Taxiways PC, PA, and MC are too narrow to accommodate Group 
VI aircraft. It is anticipated that the pavement overlay would require 18 inches of 
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pavement across the widened width of the taxiway and four inches of pavement for 
the shoulders. As with all airside projects, the Port Authority will identify methods 
of construction that will minimize operational impacts to the airlines. 

If applicable'for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[ ]N0 
[X] N/A 

FORTAA'USE^ 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Include source citation if clarification 
information is not froni ^C application.; 

If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requirements win be met, or should the project be disapprovedr 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters,; 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/qr rehabilitation above has been^ 
completed.' 

^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 ' 
[J.NQ 
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[j.m 

9. Significant Contribution; 
John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK) is the largest airport in the New York 
Region. The airport has four runways and eight terminals, with more than 123 
aircraft gates serving the terminals. The majority of operations are from 
commercial aircraft, with only approximately two percent of operations by cargo 
and less than one percent general aviation. In 2011, almost two-thirds of the 
region's international passengers flew out of JFK. The Port Authority reports that 
over 400,000 aircraft operations occurred at the Airport and 47.7 million passengers 
used the Airport in 2011, for a total of 409,363 total operations. This represents a 
2.5 percent increase in passengers and a 3.1 percent increase in operations from 
2010. According to the Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-Range Forecast (Moderate 
Scenario), JFK passenger enplanements are expected to increase an average 
2.1 percent annually. The Airports Council International's latest ranking places 
JFK as #6 nationwide and #14 worldwide for total passengers. 

FAA statistics ranked JFK as the 3rd most delayed airport in the nation in terms of 
average delay per aircraft operation. In 2008, in an attempt to limit delays, the U.S. 
Department of Transportation capped operations to Sl-flights-per-hour per-16-
hour period each day. Due to the nature of airline activity at JFK, delays tend to 
propagate throughout the entire NAS. 

The Taxiway P Rehabilitation Planning Study is significant because it completes 
preliminary planning and designs for pavement rehabilitation and widening 
alternatives that would enhance the safety and efficiency of aircraft operations and 
that would accommodate future operations. If the repairs are not made and the 
pavement structure deteriorates beyond a simple rehabilitation, the taxiway will 
have to be closed for extended periods of time to allow for a major, and more costly, 
reconstruction to be performed in order to bring the pavement strength up to the 
required load bearing capabilities. 

In addition to the pavement improvements, the study includes an examination of the 
widening of Taxiway P and its shoulders to meet Group VI standards. The turning 
radii on the north side of Taxiway P at the intersections of Taxiways PC, PA, and 
MC are currently too narrow to accommodate Group VI aircraft. Widening these 
areas would increase the operational efficiencies and enable larger aircraft to use 
the taxiway. Five air carriers utilize Group VI aircraft, and approximately 
2,100 annual operations are conducted by Group VI aircraft at JFK. 

Taxiway P is the primary taxiway used by aircraft operating on Runway 13R-31L. 
Approximately 30 percent of the Airport's annual departures and 35 percent of the 
Airport's annual total operations occur on this runway. As such, the taxiway 
pavement is subject to rutting by aircraft queuing for departure. This condition is 
exacerbated during high summer temperatures. To address this, the study will 
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evaluate the use of concrete or asphalt for the taxiway rehabilitation in an effort to 
reduce the rutting potential and provide a long-life pavement wearing surface. 

FOR FAA USE 
Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain) 

I Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
j Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ ] Other (explain) 

! CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
I Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (exp^lain) 

; Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] ^ _ 
[ LOl [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ ] 

Other (explain) | 
! Nojse. 65 LDN [ ] Other (explain) | 

I Project dpes not qualify under "significant contribution " rules J 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public^ 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
bf data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this findmg. 

How does this project address the deficiency sited by the public agency? 

If competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA\s analysis of any barriers to 
competition at the airport. 

10. Project Objective: 
The objective of this project is to conduct preliminary planning and engineering 
study for the rehabilitation and widening of Taxiway P. The taxiway is the primary 
access to Runway 13R-31L and approximately 35 percent of the total airport 
operations occur on Taxiway P. This project will examine alternatives for pavement 
rehabilitation and widening that would enhance airfield efficiency, reduce delays, 
and provide a rehabilitated pavement surface needed to accommodate the existing 
and future aircraft fleet mix at JFK. The Taxiway P Rehabilitation Study will 
contribute to preserving and enhancing capacity: 

Capacity: The project preserves capacity and accommodates future demand as the 
engineering study will identify the optimal methods and materials to utilize when 
undertaking necessary state-of-good-repair improvements to the taxiway surface. 
These improvements will prevent the pavement structure from deteriorating to a 
state requiring a major reconstruction that would result in extended taxiway 
closures and significantly reduced airfield efficiency. 

Revised 8/31/2010 



The pooject will enhance capacity at JFK by establishing design alteonatives foo the 
widening of Taxiway P and its shouldeos to meet Group VI standards. The turning 
radii on the north side of Taxiway P at the intersections of Taxiways PC, PA, and 
MC are currently too narrow to accommodate Group VI aircraft. Widening these 
areas would increase the operational efficiencies and enable larger aircraft to use 
the taxiway. Five airline carriers utilize Group VI aircraft, and approximately 
2,100 annual operations at JFK are by Group VI aircraft. Widening the taxiway 
will increase the operational efficiency on the airfield. By enabling larger aircraft to 
use Taxiway P that currently cannot, the airfield will become more efficient and 
preventing additional congestion at the Airport. 

The Taxiway P Rehabilitation Planning Study will consider cost-effective 
alternatives that will enhance the safety and efficiency of aircraft operations. If the 
rehabilitation does not occur and the pavement structure deteriorates beyond a 
simple rehabilitation, the taxiway will have to be closed for extended periods of time 
to allow for a major, more costly, reconstruction in order to bring the pavement 
strength up to the required load bearing capabilities. 

FORFAAUSE 
I Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
I Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
' Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition be^^en or among air carriers at the' 
airport ; 
j Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
; Projept does not meet any PFC objectives (explain) 

Finding > 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to rnake this finding if it is not a p^ 
of the PFC application.; 

Address adequacy of issuesJ 

11. Project Justification: 
Taxiway P is the primary taxiway for Runway 13R-31L at JFK. Since 2008, 
Taxiway P has been recommended for repaving and has been temporarily repaired 
to keep the taxiway's pavement surface safe for aircraft operations. Pavement 
inspections performed by the Port Authority revealed that the pavement has 
deteriorated eight to 12 inches in depth and temporary repairs are no longer 
sufficient to ensure continued service and safety. This project will plan for the 
rehabilitation and widening of the taxiway pavement to accommodate Group VI 
aircraft that use Airport. 
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The Port Authority's Pavement Management Plan notes that the taxiway is 
reaching the end of its useful life. The Pavement Management Plan supports the 
8ecision to develop a plan to rehabilitate the taxiway surface. Pavement 
rehabilitation is required to replace the existing wearing course with revitalized 
pavement to improve the structural surface of the taxiway pavement and permit 
safe and efficient aircraft operations. Besides taxiway pavement rehabilitation, 
associated drainage, airfield signage and marking improvements will also he 
analyzed. Designs for the the lighting systems will include modern upgrades for the 
edge lights, eenterline lighting and lighted signage. By enhancing the eenterline and 
taxiway edge lighting systems, airfield safety and efficiency will he enhanced by 
providing additional low-visibility taxiway routes to the air carriers during Surface 
Movement Guidance and Control System (SMGCS) operations. 

Widening the taxiway will increase the operational efficiency on the airfield. The 
turning radii on the north side of Taxiway P at the intersections of Taxiways PC, 
PA, and MC are currently too narrow to accommodate Group VI aircraft. 
Widening these areas would increase the operational efficiencies and enable larger 
aircraft to use the taxiway. Five air carriers utilize Group VI aircraft, and 
approximately 2,100 annual operations are conducted by Group VI aircraft at JFK. 
By enabling larger aircraft to use Taxiway P that currently cannot, the airfield will 
become more efficient and preventing additional congestion at the Airport. 

The Port Authority will consider paving in concrete or asphalt. The taxiway is the 
main feed to Runway 13R-31L and aircraft queue for a long time in that area. The 
long queue times in conjunction with jet blast heat and summertime temperatures 
contribute to asphalt pavement rutting. In these conditions, concrete may provide 
better performance when compared with asphalt and this will he examined in the 
study. 

FORFAAUSE; 
Pefine^hoy^lT^roject^complishesJ^^^ectiy^^ 

Explain how project is cost-effective compar^tq^her re^ona^bl^andJim^s 
accomplish this objcctive(s) 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the project. Include citation for any documents that are not a part; 
of this PFC application. 

[f analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this fmdingJ 

Discuss anyjnon-economical benefits which are not captured above.) 
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^ 

• ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
• ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504J 
[ ] Project!approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan; 
Title and Oate of Part 150:[2 
[ ] Project included in a local study] 
jTitle 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 
I percentage of annual boardings ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter ; 
[ 1 Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain)] 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding.^ 

lAre any w^i'c elements or portions of the overall pro ject ineligible? Provide associated; 
jcostsJ 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): June 2011 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): December 2012 

For FAA Use! 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, will the project begin within 2 years of PFCj 
applicatiqnpue date (120-day)? 
[ ] Yes' ; 
um . 
For Impose Only project, will the project begin within 5 years of the charge effective date 
or PFC application Due date, whichever is first? 
[ ] Yes' 

is this project dependent upon another action to occur before its implementation or 
completion. Explain] 

13. For an Iijipose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 
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For FAA Use^ 
is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval 
whicheverjs^^erT 
[ ] Ye( 
L ] Nq 

jWhich actions are needed before the use application can be sub^nntt^ X^ 
estimated schedule for eachjictiqn? 

14. Project requesting RFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
AIR funding.: 
[ ] YES 
[X] NO 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIR funding, would the public 
agency prefer that the FAA approve 
[X] the amount of the local match to be collected at a $4.50 RFC level, or 
[ ] the entiie requested amount at a $3.00 RFC 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 
[X] N/A 

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: Delta, United/Continental 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: None 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

i-

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: None 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Usq ^ 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the public 
Provide citations for any documents not jncluded jn the RFC application that are relied on] 
by the FAA for its analysis.f 

If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (If 
the comments from the consultation are repeated, state that.) 
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if the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identify 
ehgible and ineligible costs. Surnmarize ineligible costsj 

Is the duration of collection adequate for the amount requested? 

ADO/RORECp^ 
[ 1 Approve.! 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize finding^roni eaflieiJnJb^t^hment^Bjli^^^ 
issues that lead to determination. 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlier in the At^chrnent B discussing issu^ 
that lead to determination. 

kpplication Reviewed by: 

r Name , Routing Symbol Date 
Item (s) rev iewec^ 

Name _ ^ Routing Symbol ^ate 
Item(s) reviewed 
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THE PORTAUTHORIfYOF NY& NJ 

John F. Kennedy Internetional Airport 

Taxiway P Rehabilitation Planning and Engineering 





Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY 8. NJ 

SECTION 3 

Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment & Capacity Improvements Project 

John F. Kennedy Airport Section 3 - Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment & Capacity 
Improvements Project 





PFC APPLICATION NUMBER: 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title. JFK Teroiioal 3 Site Redevelopoieot & Capacity loiproveoieots 
Project 

2. Project Number; 

3. Use Airport of Project: Joho F. Keooedy loteroatiooal Airport (JFK), New York, 
New York 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: ky-as-you-go: $215,000,000 
Bond Capital: $0 
Bond Financing & Interest: $0 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $215,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project: $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): N/A 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement: $ 0 Discretionary: $ 0 Total: $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

Other Funds: N/A 
State Grants::$0 
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e. ferminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.M, 
and $4.50. T.he public agency has made adequate provision for financing the^airsidq 
needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates.' 
[ ] YES ' 
[ ] NO; ^ 
[ ] N/A . -
List the source(s) of data used to make this flndingJ 

f. Reasonableness of costJ^ 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysjs 
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7. Back-up Financing Plan: 

If proposed AlP discretionary funds or a proposed LOl are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

ForFAAUse 
if required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
bf collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any^ 
discussion from previousjtgm regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining the 
funding it proposes.^ 

8. Project Description: 

The Port Authority has recognized an acute need to improve the efficiency of 
operations in the existing 804,000 square foot Terminal 3 facility at John F. 
Kennedy International Airport (JFK), which currently serves as an international 
hub for Delta Air Lines. Terminal 3 was built in 1960 and is located in the southeast 
quadrant of JFK, one of the most congested areas of the Central Terminal Area 
(CTA). 

The Port Authority currently leases the Terminal 3 site to Delta Airlines; the term 
of that lease shall expire upon the completion of the JFK Terminal 3 Site 
Redevelopment & Capacity Improvements Project or December 31, 2017, 
whichever occurs earlier. Delta shall continue to have operating and maintenance 
responsibilities at the site under a Space Permit, already executed, that will become 
effective the day after the expiry of the lease. 

Terminal 3 facilities are outdated and functionally obsolete. The building's irregular 
shape and aging infrastructure limit modernization efforts, which are needed to 
accommodate Transportation Security Administration (TSA) functions and staff, 
and U.S. Customs and Border Protection facilities. Furthermore, the terminal's 
obsolete design inhibits the movement of connecting passengers and the positioning 
of modern -lircraft, which in many cases are twice the size of the 707 and DC-S 
aircraft that the terminal was originally designed to accommodate. 

In order to address the joint need for a modern terminal, the Port Authority and 
Delta have developed a modernization and redevelopment program for Terminals 3 
and 4 that would provide the necessary infrastructure to efficiently move passengers 
through the national air transportation system, accommodate future demand, 
improve the efficiency of the airfield at JFK, and offer passengers a traveling 
experience that is consistent with the experience passengers have at the other 
terminals at JFK. The Terminal 3 and Terminal 4 Modernization and 
Redevelopment Program includes the following elements: 
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1. Expand Concou8se B of Te88itna! 4 by nine ga8es; 
2. Develop addi8ionai passenge8 p80cessing facilities at Te8minal 4 to 

accommodate tlie additional passenge8s; 
3. Extend a secu8e pedest8ian walkway/b8idge f8om Te8minal 2 to Terminal 4; 
4. Remediate and demolish Terminal 3 and redevelop the Terminal 3 site to 

accommodate aircraft parking; 
5. Install associated water quality treatment devices and modify drainage and 

utilities as necessary; 
6. Relocate and Improve airfield taxiway connections between the taxiways and 

the aircraft parking areas 

The Terminal 3 and airfield project elements referenced above are the subject of 
this application and, hereafter are referred to as the Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment 
& Capacity Improvements Project (T3 Airfield Project). Specifically, these project 
elements include: 

Terminal 3 Remediation {Proposedfor PFC Funding) 
This project element includes the abatement, containment, and removal of asbestos, 
lead, mercury, and other hazardous materials prior to demolition activities at the 
site. The remediation work will follow all Federal, State and local regulations for 
removal and disposal of the hazardous waste. The cost for the Terminal 3 
Remediation work is estimated to he $11 million. 

Terminal 3 Airside and Building Demolition {Proposedfor PFC Funding) 
This project element will demolish the terminal building and elevated roadway 
structure fronting the terminal. This would require all tenants he removed from the 
facility and relocated to other terminals. The unique cable-supported roof structure 
of Terminal 3 will require additional scaffolding and temporary work structures to 
safely dismantle the cantilevered roof piece by piece. Demolition waste will he 
hauled off site for disposal. An eight-foot tall barbed wire fence will he installed 
around the work site's perimeter to secure the area in accordance with TSA 
regulations, and demolition work will he performed in accordance with federal and 
state regulations. The cost for the Terminal 3 Airside and Building Demolition is 
estimated to he $45 million. 

Terminal 3 Site Work & Paving {Proposed for PFC Funding) 
This project; element includes the design and construction of 15.8 acres of apron 
pavement capable of accommodating up to 16 hardstand aircraft parking positions 
(seven Group IV and nine Group V aircraft positions) that will he used for 
temporary parking, overnight parking, swing space, or as a hold area during 
ground metering. Severe Weather Avoidance Plan (SWAP) days. Irregular 
Operations (IROPs), and other periods of congestion. The project scope includes 
filling in the basement of the Terminal 3 building footprint, constructing the 
necessary stormwater drainage infrastructure, and installing new high mast 
lighting, signage, and pavement markings in accordance with FAA standards. The 
cost for the Terminal Site Work and Paving is estimated to he $101 million. 
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Taxi lanes, Throats and Throat Extensions {Proposedfor PFC Funding) 
This project element consists of the relocation of the entrance and exit taxi lanes on 
the public use airHeld between Terminals 3 and 4 further to the northwest along 
Taxiways A and B. The new taxiway con8guration includes dual Group V capable 
taxi lanes KG and KF, which will provide improved ingress and egress from the 
Terminal 3-and 4 sites and will relieve traffic congestion for all carriers using the 
southeast portion of the JFK airfield. The work area of both taxiways is 
approximately 112,500 square feet (s.f) each (300 feet x 375 feet). This element 
includes a hew taxi lane HB (168,750 s.f. of work area) to provide access to the 
Terminal 4 aircraft parking areas from Taxiways A and B, and the widening and 
strengthening of pavement fillets alongside portions of Taxiway A along the 
Terminal 4 leasehold in order to accommodate larger Group VI aircraft. The cost 
for the Taxi lanes. Throats and Throat Extensions is estimated to be $36 million. 

I 

Terminal 3 Utilities {Proposedfor PFC Funding) 
The utility infrastructure on the Terminal 3 site is over 50 years old, some of which 
will need to be capped, rebuilt, or relocated during construction. It is also 
anticipated that certain utilities will need to remain in service during construction. 
These utilities will require protection to prevent damage due to construction 
activities which could result in disruptions to airport operations and passenger 
service. Potentially, new utility infrastructure may need to be constructed to 
accommodate the new aircraft parking area. 

This work also includes the reconstruction and installation of Terminal 3 
stormwater and drainage infrastructure, water and sewer infrastructure, and 
electrical ductbanks. Drainage systems will be designed and installed consistent 
with the Poft Authority's State Pollution Discharge Elimination System (SPDES) 
Permit and Best Management Practices (BMPs). The cost for the Terminal 3 
Utilities is estimated to be $22 million. 

The Port Authority currently leases the site to Delta Airlines; the term of that lease 
shall expire upon the completion of the JFK Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment & 
Capacity Improvements Project or December 31, 2017, whichever occurs earlier. 
Delta shall continue to have operating and maintenance responsibilities at the site 
under a Space Permit, already executed, that will become effective the day after the 
expiration of the lease. 

The portion of the Program proposed for PFC funding includes the non-exclusive 
use areas of the apron associated with Terminal 3 and the previously described 
work related to the public use taxiway system. PFC funds are not being applied to 
any other portion of the Program. 

The following figure presents the proposed configuration of the parking ramp after 
project implementation. 
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If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters; N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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. 
[X] YES 
[ ] NO 
[ ] N/A 

FOR FAA USE 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. JncWespurce^citgi^pnjMa^ 
information fs not from PFC application.; 
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If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been 
met7 If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, ot^isji^ a 
likelihood the requirements wni bejnet, 0£should tJ^ project^ disapproy^r 

J 

1 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters,! 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabihtation above has been 
completed. , 

Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including runways, taxiwaysj 
aprons, and aircraA gates.j 
[ ] YES" 
[ ] NO: 
r 1 N/A 

9. Significant Contribution: 

John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK) is the largest airport in the New York 
Region, with a reported 47.7 million passengers using the Airport in 2011 for a total 
of 409,363 total operations. This represents a 2.5 percent increase in passengers and 
a 3.1 percent increase in operations over 2010. The Airport Council International s 
latest ranking places JFK as #6 nationwide and #14 worldwide for total passengers. 
Commercial aircraft operations for passenger service represented approximately 
97 percent of activity at the Airport, cargo operations were two percent of activity, 
and general aviation operations were less than one percent of the activity. 

The Airport has four air carrier runways, one of which is the longest in the Region 
at 14,572 feet, and can accommodate the largest aircraft in the fleet serving long-
haul destinations throughout the world. The Airport has seven terminals with more 
than 123 aircraft gates serving the terminals. JFK serves almost two-thirds of the 
region's international passengers and approximately 135 airlines operate at the 
Airport, 

The Port Authority's forecast used in the Environmental Assessment Terminals 3 and 
4 Redevelopment Project John F. Kennedy International Airport, projects that the 
New York/New Jersey Region will experience 2.7 percent annual growth in aircraft 
movements through 2019, with JFK experiencing 2.8 percent annual growth in 
aircraft movements. Passenger levels at JFK are expected to reach approximately 
62.1 million:by 2019. Aircraft operations at JFK are expected to increase to 569,597 
in 2019. This growth is forecast to occur with or without the T3 Airfield Project or 
the larger Modernization and Redevelopment program. To some degree, ^K's 
forecast growth may be attributable to capacity limitations at other airports in the 
Region, in particular LaGuardia Airport (LGA). LGA has a perimeter rule 
constraining non-stop flights to no more than 1,500 miles and does not have the 
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facilities to proc9ss international flights. These limitations at LGA create a unique 
demand for long-haul and international passenger demand that must be served by 
JFK. 

The T3 Airfield Project makes a Significant Contribution in the following 
categories: ; 

1. Congestion: The new parking positions and improved taxi lanes and throats 
associated with the T3 Airfield Project will enable carriers at JFK to handle 
increased passenger demand more efficiently. It will provide new remote 
aircraft parking positions that are both closer to contact gate positions and 
capable of handling larger aircraft. This will enhance capacity, reduce 
congestion on the airfield, and decrease delays. 

The aprons associated with Terminal 3 and 4 are currently congested during 
peak periods. This congestion causes delays and increases controller workload. 
Moreover, as passenger levels and aircraft movements increase over time (as is 
projected by the Port Authority and the FAA), periods of congestion will 
increase in duration and severity, further exacerbating delays and putting 
greater stress on the safe and efficient operation of the Airport. 

The expanded ramp and aircraft parking positions resulting from the demolition 
of Terminal 3 may he used to hold aircraft for metered taxi and take-off, and to 
give delayed aircraft a safe and convenient place to hold that does not obstruct 
taxiways. This allows other aircraft that are not delayed to continue to taxi to 
the runway for scheduled departures, thereby reducing airside delays/taxi times 
and associated costs while enhancing operational efficiency. The new aircraft 
parking positions will provide airlines at the Airport with more centrally located 
hardstand parking positions, which reduces the need for extended aircraft 
towing operations and taxiing from remote hardstands between Terminal I, 
Terminal 2, Terminal 3, and Terminal 4 to parking positions closer to where 
passenger loading occurs. The T3 Airfield Project will allow for more efficient 
aircraft ground operations, translating into less terminal area congestion, less 
apron congestion, and greater operational flexibility. 

The growth in passenger demand expected by the Port Authority and the FAA 
for the NY Region and at JFK, specifically, will occur with or without the T3 
Airfield Project. The Port Authority needs to meet the demand with improved 
infrastructure to maximize safety and efficiency, reduce congestion, and improve 
customer service levels. The current Terminal 3 airside layout is limited by the 
terminal building layout and infrastructure that was designed in 1960 for first 
generation, narrow-body (707, DC-8) jet aircraft operating at that time. Based 
on its outmoded design. Terminal 3 is significantly deficient in all aspects 
necessary to serve modern wide-body aircraft. The current building and 
available ramp space does not provide the flexibility to park aircraft of varying 
size in the same area to support the current flight schedule. As a result, space 

Revised 8/31/2010 



becomes a restriction that significantly affects the use of gates and wide-body 
aircraft access, which reduces the operational efficiency of the Terminal 3 apron. 

The Terminal 3 Airfield Project will provide the infrastructure capable of 
handling varying aircraft types in the current JFK fieet, which cannot he 
accommodated at the existing site. The existing site has eight Group IV remote 
parking positions as currently configured; the positions are currently used for 
aircraft parking and passenger loading/unloading via a bussing operation. 
Historically, Delta had frequently offered the parking positions to other carriers 
during periods when they were not in use. Since 2006, these positions have been 
used exclusively by Delta and its regional partners. Currently, there are three 
metering positions at "throat" locations in proximity to the Terminal 3 leasehold 
(at the throats of Taxilanes KF/KG, LA, & LL). 

The Project will provide for the construction of aircraft parking positions that 
will support Group IV and Group V aircraft operations as needed and will 
provide for less congestion on the taxi lanes and taxiways around the Terminal 3 
site. It is anticipated that the apron will he configured for seven Group IV and 
nine Group V aircraft, for a total of 16 hardstand positions. As part of the 16 
hardstand positions, three of those positions will he designated as metering 
positions during SWAP days and IROPs, each capable of accommodating Group 
V aircraft. 

These three positions will function similar to the existing metering positions 
currently in use at JFK. The three positions allow departing and arriving 
aircraft a place to temporarily park while waiting for a departure slot or waiting 
for a gate position. This allows aircraft to exit the taxiway system and allow 
non-delayed aircraft to access the runways or terminal area. The positions will 
he common use as part of the metering program only during SWAP days and 
IROPs. When SWAP/IROPs are not in effect, each of the 16 parking positions 
will he available to carriers in the JFK airport community subject to the 
preferenfial use provisions of the T3 Space Permit as described above. 

The availability, allocation and use of the three hardstand positions will he 
determined by the T3 Hardstand Manager in cooperation with ATC and airline 
operations staff at JFK and subject to the T3 parking permit. The Port 
Authority, the appointed T3 Hardstand Manager and Delta Air Lines are 
currently developing a management plan that will dictate the specific procedures 
to he foliowed in determining how each of these three positions will he utilized; 
as mentjoned at the consultation meetings, the working group will provide 
regular updates to and solicit input from the air carriers on the management 
plan as it advances. Metering is expected to he the primary use of the three 
designated positions during SWAP days and IROPs; however, to the extent they 
are not scheduled for use as part of the metering program, it is anticipated that 
they would he made available for use as aircraft parking positions subject to the 
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applicable T3 Parking Fee. The Oenefits of the three new metering positions on 
the Terihinal 3 apron are: 

• ReBuction in arrival Belays anB taxi distances for arrivals without an 
available gate; 

• Increase in operational efficiency of the airfield as arrivals without au 
available gate can access the terminal area and do not have to be staged 
somewhere on the taxiway or runway system. This can be particularly 
beue^cial during severe weather conditions, when FAA ATCT has to switch 
between runway operating configurations in order to adapt to the weather 
changes; and 

• Reduction in FAA ATCT controller workload as a result of the ability for 
arrivals without an open gate to access the terminal area more quickly, thus 
enhancing overall efficiency at the airport. 

In order to accurately project the effect the T3 Airfield Project will have on the 
Airport once completed, an airfield simulation modeling analysis was 
constructed. The analysis was performed using Beppesen's Total Airspace and 
Airport Modeler (TAAM, Version V2011.2.0, Release 16). Nine different 
scenario^ were produced, representative of different runway operating 
configurations and weather conditions. These configurations represent 
approximately 90 percent of all activity at BFK during a typical year. Validation 
of the models and throughput numbers was done through meetings with BFK 
ATC, Port Authority Aviation Planning, BFK operations, and local FAA staff. 
FAA Aviation System Performance Metrics (ASPM) data was used for the 
purposes of calibrating the model. 

The model expects that demand for the T3 hardstands (and at the airport 
overall) will be somewhat reduced in the future due to the completion of several 
projects'expected to add physical gates at the airport. Regardless, the benefits of 
the project manifest themselves in 1) the replacement of eight exclusive use 
positions with sixteen preferential use positions convenient to all carriers at the 
airport, particularly those in the southern and eastern quadrants and 2) the 
addition of three common use metering positions during SWAP/IROPs 
conditions when delay is at its most severe. 

The TAAM results show that the airfield improvements of the T3 Airfield 
project are expected to contribute to a reduction of arrival and departure delays 
at the airport, particularly during conditions of limited visibility or high winds 
when delays are more severe. The TAAM results demonstrate that these 
improveinents will result in a benefit to all carriers as the project mainly 
contributes to reduced gate hold delays because of the new parking spots at the 
T3 site. 

} 

All Carrier Travel Times (minutes per flight) 
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Travel Times 
(in minutes per flight) 

Configurations Existing With 
Project 

Project 
Benefit 

VFR 31L/31R switch to 4L/4R/31L 
Average Departure Time 30.3 28.98 1.32 

Average Arrival Time 6.46 5.87 0.58 

VFR31L/31RA11 Dav 
Average Departure Time 44.63 38.35 6.29 

Average Arrival Time 5.84 5.49 0.35 

VFR 31I731R. IFR 31L/31R Evening 
Average Departure Time 49.39 43.63 5.76 

Average Arrival Time 6.23 5.96 0.26 

VFR 311/31R All Dav -With Metering 
Average Departure Time 43.07 40.10 2.97 

Average Arrival Time 5.97 5.56 0.40 

VFR 31L/31R, IFR 31L/31R Evening -With 
Metering 

Average Departure Time 50.15 43.85 6.3 

Average Arrival Time 6.26 5.72 0.55 

2. Safety: i 

The current number and location of hardstand parking positions in the central 
terminal area is limited and therefore requires a significant amount of aircraft 
taxi and tow operations between contact gates and remote parking positions. 
The T3 Airfield Project improves safety by reducing excess aircraft towing 
operations on the airfield and reducing the level of ground vehicle activity across 
and on aprons, taxiways, and taxi lanes around Terminal 4. The project will 
also allow for more efficient aircraft operations airport-wide since it provides 
additional parking positions off the active taxiways and taxi lanes closer to the 
terminals, resulting in improved safety. There are currently 15 metering 
positions located in aircraft movement areas at JFK, and 14 of those on 
taxiways. More than half of these taxiway are continually occupied by aircraft 
on a typical day at JFK; during SWAPs and IROPs scenarios, it is not 
uncommon for all of the taxiway metering positions to be continually occupied. 

The additional aircraft parking positions at the Terminal 3 site will be closer to 
most of JFK's terminals than some of the current remote parking positions, 
allowing for a significant reduction in average tow/taxi time and increasing 
safety by reducing the chance of an airfield incursion. There has been one 
runway incursion at JFK that involved an aircraft being towed. 

A reduction in FAA ATCT controller workload is also anticipated as a result of 
the ability for arrivals without an open gate to access the terminal area more 
quickly, thus enhancing overall safety at the airport. 

The project would reduce the number of towing operations due to the reduction 
in departure gate hold delays. Gates availability would increase, reducing the 
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need to tow aircraft off the gates and to remote parking areas. The total 
reduction of daily towing operations for all carriers after project implementation 
ranges from 6 to 40, depending on airfield configuration. Total daily towing 
times for all carriers demonstrate a savings of six to over nine hours a day. 

Towing Counts per Day for All Carriers 
Configurations Existing With Project Project Benefit 

VFR 31L/31R switch to4L/4R/31L 160 120 40 

VFR31L/31RaIl Day 160 146 14 

VFR 31L/31R, IFR 31L/31R Evening 152 146 6 

VFR 31L/31R All Day - With Metering 162 148 14 

VFR 31L/31R, IFR 31L/31R Evening - With 
Metering 

152 146 6 

Total Dailv Towing Time for All Carriers (minutes) 
Configurations Existing With Project Project Benefit 

VFR 31 L/31 R switch to4L/4R/31L 1,843.2 1,254.45 588.75 

VFR 31 L/31 Rail Day 1,502.6 1,115.13 387.47 

VFR 31L/31R, IFR 31 L/31 R Evening 1,639.05 1,123.03 516.02 

VFR 31 L/31 R All Day - With Metering 1,650.72 1,123.45 527.27 

VFR 31 L/31 R, IFR 31 L/31 R Evening - With 
Metering 

1,696.98 1,125.92 571.06 

3. Competition: 

The T3 Airfield Project provides all carriers with the opportunity to access 
additional hardstands, thus enhancing competition among JFK airlines. The T3 
Site will be available to Delta Air Lines and its affiliate carriers on a preferential 
use basis in accordance with the terms of the T3 Site Permit between Delta Air 
Lines and the Port Authority. The sections of the T3 Site Permit relevant to the 
use and lease provisions of the parking positions were transmitted to the FAA 
for its review in the first half of 2011. The Permit requires that any positions not 
being used by Delta Air Lines or its affiliate carriers under its preferential rights 
will be made available to other carriers by the Terminal 3 Hardstand Manager 
(first to terminal 4 carriers due to proximity of their operations to the site, then 
to all other carriers). As required by the T3 Site Permit, the Terminal 3 
Hardstand Manager will have a responsibility to the Port Authority to allocate 
the positions at the T3 site, using its expertise in airport and gate management, 
based on a review of Delta's published flight schedules in comparison with its 
proposed requirement for T3 parking positions, with the goal of ensuring the 
maximum and most efficient utilization of the parking positions. 

The Project results in a net increase in the total number of parking positions 
available to carriers on common or preferential use basis. The project will also 
provide for three hardstand positions that are available for use by all carriers 
and ATC as needed during SWAP days and IROPs. 
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Aer Liiigus COPA Lacsa Airlines TAM 
Aerosvit Delta LOT Polish Transaero 

Air Europa Egypt Air Pakistan Uzbekistan 

Air India El Al Singapore Virgin America 

Airk Air Emirates Sky King Virgin Atlantic 

Asiana Airlines Etihad South African XL Airways France 

Avianca Jet Blue Sun Country 
Caribbean Air KLM Swiss Air 

China Airlines Kuwait Taca Int'l Air 

FOR FAA USE 
A'ir safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain) 

i Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
: Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ ] Other (ej^lam) 

I 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^ OS^LDN [ ]J)ther (explain) 

r_ Projecldoes^i^tjiualif^ underl^gnificant^ntr)bution^ 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public^ 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, listjhe source(s) 
of data and attach the releyant documentation u^djomak is finding.! 

How does this project addr^ the deficien public ag^yl 

If competition is the chnseri^ opti^, proyidMhe FAA' s analysis of any barrierslp 
competition at the airportT 

10. Project Objective: 

As noted in the Significant Contribution section, the T3 Airfield Project will 
contribute to three PFC objectives: 

1. Enhance Capacity: TAAM results show that the new parking positions and 
improved taxi lanes and throats associated with the T3 Airfield Project will 
enable carriers at JFK to handle increased passenger demand as the project will 
contribute to reducing of arrival and departure delays at the airport, 
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particularly during conditions of limited visibility or high winds when delays are 
more severe. The improvements will result in a benefit to all carriers as the new 
parking spots at the T3 site contribute to reducing gate hold delays across the 
airport. 

2. Enhance Safety: The T3 Airfield Project will improve safety by reducing excess 
aircraft movements on the airfield and reducing the level of ground vehicle 
activity across and on aprons, taxiways, and taxi lanes around Terminal 4. The 
project will also enhance safety by providing additional parking positions off of 
active taxiways. There are currently 15 metering positions located in aircraft 
movement areas at JFK, and 14 of those on taxiways. More than half of these 
taxiway are continually occupied by aircraft on a typical day at JFK; during 
SWAPs and IROPs scenarios, it is not uncommon for all of the taxiway metering 
positions to be continually occupied. 

3. Furnish Opportunity for Enhaneed Competition: The T3 Airfield Project will 
provide all carriers with the opportunity to access additional hardstands (subject 
to the preferential use provisions in the T3 Site Permit). The project results in a 
net increase in the total number of parking positions at the airport available to 
carriers on common or preferential use basis, thus enhancing competition 
among JFK airlines. The project will also provide for three hardstand positions 
that are available for use by all carriers and ATC as needed during SWAP days 
and IROPs. 

FORFAA USE , 
i Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
I Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
' Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
I _ TPj^jhnpporfnnity^nr e^nhance^^^ between or among air carriersatthg 
airport! 

L_ 

_ Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations^t the^irp^ 
Project does not rneet ^y^Pl^ objectives {explain) 

Finding ; . ; _ ; 1 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to make this finding if it isjiot a part 
of the PFC appl ication. 

Addres^adequacy of issu^s^ 

11. Project Justification: 

FAA statistics for 2011 ranked JFK as the 3rd most delayed airport in the nation in 
terms of average delay per aircraft operation. Due to the nature of airline activity 
at JFK, delays originating here tend to propagate throughout the entire NAS. In 
2008, as an attempt to limit delays, the U.S. Department of Transportation imposed 
an hourly operational limitation on operations at JFK to Sl-flights-per-hour per 16-
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BOU9 pe9iod. Howeve9, as Be9ionst9ated aBove, even with the ope9ational caps, the 
level of delay at JFK 9emalns significant by all measu9es. These delay figures show 
there Is significant need to modernize and optimize the Airport, and this project 
alms to modernize the Terminal 3/Termlnal 4 envelope. Terminal 3 has a 
functionally obsolete layout and the aircraft apron within the envelope Is not 
adequate to meet the demands of the passengers and airlines at JFK. 

Terminal 3 at JFK, formerly known as the Pan Am Terminal, was built In 1960 and 
Is functionally obsolete from modern aircraft operation, security, access, and 
passenger service perspectives. Terminal 3 has 16 aircraft gates and currently serves 
as a principal International gateway for Delta Air Lines. 

Due to Its aged Infrastructure, Terminal 3 is expensive and difficult to maintain and 
lacks check-in, security, and other facilities capable of efficiently handling an 
International hub operation or adequately meeting passenger needs. Local and 
connecting passengers are Inconvenienced By the Inefficient layout and dated 
facilities of the terminal. In order for Terminal 3 to operate at an efficient level and 
provide adequate capacity, facilities would need to Be modernized to Increase 
passenger handling capacity, enhance security and safety. Improve passenger level 
of convenience, and reduce congestion. 

Over the years, several attempts have been made to refurbish and modernize 
Terminal 3. Since 2008, $17 million has been Invested on repairs and renovations to 
maintain Terminal 3 In Its current condition. However, because of the building's 
age. Irregular shape, and site constraints, these efforts have only resulted In modest 
Improvements and have largely not been successful In providing the passenger 
processing capacity or providing the level of customer service expected In a modern 
International terminal. 

Similar to the functionally obsolescent passenger terminal. Terminal 3's alrside 
layout Is constrained by the terminal's apron configuration. The layout was 
designed In 1960 for the aircraft operating at that time. The apron layout has a gate 
design Intended to accommodate early-generation, narrow-body (707, DC-8) jet 
aircraft. The existing gates are limited to fewer types of aircraft, with only a few 
gates capable of handling Group V aircraft. The remaining gates can only serve 
Group III and smaller Group IV aircraft. This restriction severely limits the 
airline's ability to match aircraft gauge with passenger demands for a particular 
route and when larger aircraft are Introduced at the terminal, some gates are 
unusable due to space limitations. 

The Terminal 3 apron layout cannot efficiently accommodate modern wide-body 
aircraft due to the Irregular shape of the existing terminal and and related site 
constraints. Also, the apron between Terminal 3 and Terminal 4 Is not adequately 
sized for simultaneous operation of aircraft and ground vehicle movements. This 
contributes to ground delays that affect all aircraft movements at the Airport. 
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As previously described, TAAM analysis was conducted in order to model the effect 
the T3 Airfield Project will have on the Airport once the project is completed. A 
summary of the TAAM analysis results are shown in the table below (TAAM 
analysis utilized Peak Month Average Weekday): 

Total Dailv Saivings tin Hours) 
Delta lAT Other Total 

Without Metering 
VFR 31L/31R switch to4L/4R/31L 15.83 7.22 9.05 32.11 

VFR31L/31RA1I Day 50.64 12.96 18.05 81.65 

VFR 1L/31R, IFR31L/31R Evening 50.56 -1.66 28.70 77.61 

With Metering 
VFR3IL/31RAII Day 39.09 1.56 6.88 47.53 

VFR31L/31R, IFR31L/31R Evening 34.64 6.76 48.10 89.50 

These results demonstrate the total daily savings in hours of travel time and towing 
times. It demonstrates that the benefits of the T3 Airfield Project will be realized by 
all carriers at JFK. The TAAM analysis shows that the project achieves these 
reductions in overall congestion at the Airport by reducing aircraft congestion on 
taxiways and ramps, providing more closely located and easily accessible remote 
parking positions for long ground time aircraft, providing a large aircraft holding 
apron for inbound aircraft that do not have an available gate, and providing a more 
closely located and easily accessible holding apron for outbound aircraft that incur a 
metering delay off the gate. The T3 Airfield Project also provides additional 
benefits not quantified by the TAAM analysis. The T3 Airfield Project enhances 
capacity by creating new aircraft parking positions capable of handling larger 
aircraft (Group IV and Group V) than T3 can currently accommodate. 

The proposed airfield and taxi lane reconfiguration, in addition to improving 
airfield efficiency and capacity, provides additional safety by eliminating the narrow 
taxi lane and apron areas present in the current Terminal 3/Terminal 4 envelope. 
The reduction in average time of aircraft on the airfield and the addition of extra 
parking positions and metering positions off of active taxiways will again increase 
overall airpqrt safety levels by reducing the workload of air traffic control. 

1 

The T3 Airfield Project provides all carriers with the opportunity to access 
additional hardstands, thus enhancing competition among JFK airlines. The T3 Site 
will be available to Delta Air Lines and its affiliate carriers on a preferential use 
basis in accordance with the terms of the T3 Site Permit between Delta Air Lines 
and the Port Authority. The sections of the T3 Site Permit relevant to the use and 
lease provisions of the parking positions were transmitted to the FAA for its review 
in the first half of 2011. 

The Permit requires that any positions not being used by Delta Air Lines or its 
affiliate carriers under its preferential rights will be made available to other carriers 
by the Terminal 3 Hardstand Manager (first to Terminal 4 carriers due to 
proximity of their operations to the site, then to all other carriers). As required by 
the T3 Site I^ermit, the Terminal 3 Hardstand Manager will have a responsibility to 
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the Port Authority to allocate the positions at the T3 site, using its expertise in 
airport and gate management, based on a review of Delta's published flight 
schedules in comparison with its proposed requirement for T3 parking positions, 
with the goal of ensuring the maximum and most efficient utilization of the parking 
positions. 

The Project results in a net increase in the total number of parking positions 
available to carriers on common or preferential use basis. The project will also 
provide for three hardstand positions that are available for use by all carriers and 
ATC as needed during SWAP days and IROPs. 

FOR FAA USE 
Define how the project accomplishes PFCjObjectiy^(s) 

Explain how project is r,ost-^ect|ve comp^d to other^reascmable and timely means to] 
accomplish this obiective(s)' 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the projeoUJlncMe citgionJl^nydqcumer^ 
of this PFC applicationr 

if analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, lisUhe^soj^cje(s)^f^ta 
and attach the rel^evant^qcumentgjqn usedjo m^^^ jjndingJ 

Discuss^nyjion-economicai ^nefits which are noUcapturei^abqye] 

Project Eligibility: 
indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below.' ^ 
[ ] Development eligible under ArP criteri^(paragraph of^der MM38_ oij 

PGL )[ r r r 1 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Or^L5 jQ0:38_ox^^L 

[ ] Noi^ compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505;: 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504.' ^ 
I [ ] Project approved in an_approved Part 1^ noise compatjbiHty plan; 
Title and Date of Part 150:|^ 
[ ] Project included in a local study; 
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 
j percentage of annual boardings ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter ! 
[ ] ProjMdpesnotnieet^C^igMi1)L(6xpMn)3 
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If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
andjttach the relevant documenWion used to make thi^finding] 

r^ny^mi^ejementsj:^ Pt o vemlj proj ecfmd i gibl^ JPro^d^ss^ 
costs.: 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): October 2010 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): May 2015 

Coostructioo of Taxiways "KF", "KG", Taxilaoe "HB", aod the ramp on the 
former T3 site are oeariog completion. 

•q 
ForFAAUse 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, will the project begin w years of PFC 
application Due date (120-day)? 
[ ] Yer ; 
LLN_q 

For Impose Only project, will the project begin within^S years of the charge effective date 
'or PFC application Due date, whichever is first?j 
[ ] Yes 
[ ] N o: 

Is this project dependent upon another action to occur before its implementation_or 
completion^ Explain. 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 

For FAA Use 
Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effecti ve date or approval date,: 
whichever is sooner. 
[ ] Yes' / 
Lj ; 

Which actions are needed before the use appHcaticmj^an be^bmjtted? J^at i^ 
estimated scheduje foi^each^ction?j 

14. Project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
A IP funding. 
[ ] YES 
[X] NO 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AlP funding, would the public 
agency prefer that the FAA approve 
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[X] the amount of the local match to be collected at a $4.50 PFC level, 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. 
[X] YES 
[ ] NO 
[ ] N/A • 

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: Delta, United/Continental 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: Japan Airlines (JAL) and Lufthansa 

Recap of Disagreements: Lufthansa and JAL disagreed on the grounds that 
Terminal 3 is currently subject to an exclusive long-term lease by Delta Air Lines. 

JAL also disagreed that the project achieves the objective of enhancing competition 
since the 16 new hard stand positions will be available only when Delta Air Lines 
(and its affiliates) are not using them. JAL feels the claim is invalid because there is 
no specific provision allocating the three hard stand positions identified in the 
application :for use by other airlines during SWAP and IRQ? situations. 

Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

The disagreements certified by the submitting airlines do not disprove any of the 
Port Authority's claims regarding the PFC objectives the T3 Airfield project will 
achieve, nor do they counter the results of the analysis performed in support of 
these claims. As mentioned above, the Project will satisfy three PFC objectives: 

1. Enhance Capacity: TAAM results show that the new parking positions and 
improved taxi lanes and throats associated with the T3 Airfield Project will 
enable carriers at JFK to handle increased passenger demand as the project 
will contribute to reducing of arrival and departure delays at the airport, 
particularly during conditions of limited visibility or high winds when delays 
are more severe. The improvements will result in a benefit to all carriers as 
the new parking spots at the T3 site contribute to reducing gate hold delays 
across the airport. 

2. Enhance Safety: The T3 Airfield Project will improve safety by reducing 
excess aircraft movements on the airfield and reducing the level of ground 
vehicle activity across and on aprons, taxiways, and taxi lanes around 
Terminal 4. The project will also enhance safety provide additional parking 
positions off of active taxiways. 

3. Furnish Opportunity for Enhanced Competition: The T3 Airfield Project 
will provide all carriers with the opportunity to access additional hardstands 
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(subject to the preferential use provisions in the T3 Site Permit). The project 
results in a net increase in the total number of parking positions available to 
carriers on common or preferential use basis, thus enhancing competition 
among JFK airlines. 

As Biseussed in the draft Attachment B provided to the carriers as well as at the air 
carrier consultation meetings on November 29"* at EWR and December 14"* at JFK, 
the hardstands on the T3 Site will he available to Delta Air Lines and its affiliate 
carriers on a preferential use basis in accordance with the terms of the T3 Site 
Permit between Delta Air Lines and the Port Authority that becomes effective upon 
the completion of the JFK Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment & Capacity 
Improvements Project, replacing the current exclusive use lease Delta currently has 
for the site; The Permit requires that any positions not being used by Delta Air 
Lines or its affiliate carriers under its preferential rights will he made available to 
other carriers by the Terminal 3 Hardstand Manager (first to Terminal 4 carriers 
due to proximity of their operations to the site, then to all other carriers). Full 
details on the preferential use provisions can he found in Section 7.1 of the Special 
Endorsements to the Terminal 3 Site Permit (which is not attached to this PEC 
Application hut has been provided to the FAA for its reference). Since neither the 
T3 Site (nor the hardstand positions thereon) will he "subject to an exclusive long-
term lease or use agreement", funding for the Project meets the eligibility 
requirements found in 49usc401I7 and the PEG Program Assurances pertaining to 
use and lease agreements. 

Of the 16 hardstand positions on the T3 site, three positions capable of 
accommodating Group V aircraft will he designated for common use when the 
metering program is in effect and during SWAP days or IROPS situations. These 
three positions will function similar to the existing metering positions currently in 
use at JFK. The three positions allow departing and arriving aircraft a place to 
temporarily park while waiting for a departure slot or waiting for a gate position. 
This allows aircraft to exit the taxiway system and allow non-delayed aircraft to 
access the runways or terminal area. The three metering positions will he common 
use only when SWAP/IROPs are in effect. The rest of the positions will he available 
to all carriers in the JFK airport community subject to the preferential use 
provisions described above. 

The availability, allocation and use of the three hardstand positions will he 
determined by the T3 Hardstand Manager in cooperation with ATC and airline 
operations staff at JFK. The Port Authority, the appointed T3 Hardstand Manager 
and Delta Air Lines are currently developing a management plan that will dictate 
the specific procedures to he followed in determining how each of these three 
positions will he utilized; as mentioned at the consultation meetings, the working 
group will provide regular updates to and solicit input from the air carriers on the 
management plan as it advances. The primary use of the three designated positions 
is expected to he temporary aircraft parking as part of the metering program when 
SWAP or IROPs is in effect. 
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^ 

P] Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier In the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determinationJ 

[ ] Disapprove. SummarizeJiridings^^m^earli^inthe AttachmentB discussing issues 
that lead to determination. 

App^lication Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
Item(s) rev[ewedj 

Narne Routing SymW Dge 
Item(s) reviewed 
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SECTION 5 - Runway 4L-22R Rehabilitation 
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Pgssenger Facility Charge Application IHE PORTAirmORITYOF NY& NJ 

SECTION 1 

Delay Reduction Phase II - Planning and Engineering 

Newark Liberty International Airport Section 1 - Delay Reduction Phase II - Planning and Engineering 





ATTACHMFNT B: PROJFCT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: FWR Delay Reduction Phase II - Planning and Fngineering 

2. Project Number: 

3. FIse Airport of Project: Newark Fiberty International Airport (FWR), 
Newark, New Jersey 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSF AND USF 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Fevel of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PPC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $ 4,750,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 250,000 

Subtotal PPC Funds*: $ 5,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Fxisting AIP Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Fxisting AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (Fist Fach Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Fntitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

Other Funds: 
State Grants $ N/A 
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p. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4^Q 
and $4.50. T^he public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside; 
needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. 
[ ] YES; T 
[ ] 
[ ] N/A , 
List the source(s) of data used to make thi^n 

f. Reasonableness of cost^ 
Project Tota] Cost Analysis 

PFC Sharejof Total Cost Analysis 
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The Cap9city aad Flow I9ip90ve9ient Analysis will determine the capacity benefit 
and delay rednction expected if the Port Anthority was to move forward with the 
EAT constr,9ction. The Benefit/Cost Analysis will compare the qnantified benefit of 
the associated capacity enhancements and delay redaction from the EAT with the 
cost of implementing the project. Jointly, the ontcome of these analyses will snpport 
potential fntnre designs and constraction. The benefit cost analysis will be 
performed in accordance with FAA criteria. 

The environmental review (expected to be an Environmental Assessment) and 
associated permitting will only be initiated shoald the stady demonstrate that an 
acceptable delay redaction benefit woald be realized. 

If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[X] N/A 

FOR FAA~USE 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description^ Jnclude sourc^cto 
information is not from PEC applicationJ 

If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood thej;equirementsjwijl be met,^r should the project be disapproved. 
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Tf the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters,' 
gates, and baggage facUi^es for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been 
completed^ 

[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 a[rcraft gates. 
[ ] YES: 
[ ] NO 
[ ] N/A; 

9. Significant Contribution; 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region. In 2011, the Airport served 33.7 million passengers through its 
three Terminals, and experienced 409,988 aircraft movements on its three runways. 
The Airports Council International's latest ranking places EWR as #14 nationwide 
and #34 worldwide for total passengers. Operations consist of approximately 
93 percent commercial, 5.5 percent cargo, and 1.5 percent general aviation. 

The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), 
estimates that EWR passenger usage will increase by 2.1 percent annually. Along 
with growth, average delay per aircraft operation has also increased. FAA statistics 
for 2011 indicate that EWR is the most delayed airport in the nation in terms of 
average delay per aircraft operation. In response to the delay situation at EWR, the 
Port Authority convened a Flight Delay Task Force. The Task Force was comprised 
of stakeholders from the Airlines, the FAA, State and local officials. The 
operational recommendations determined by the Flight Delay Task Force were 
incorporated into the Airport's operational procedures. One of the key 
recommendations resulting from the Task Force's work is to improve aircraft 
ground movements on the EWR taxiway system. The Task Force developed an 
overall Delay Reduction Program that was initiated in 2010 with the Multiple 
Entrance Taxiway project. 

Although there is currently an Ol-flights-per-hour cap on scheduled aircraft 
operations at EWR, short- and long-term delay reduction initiatives identified in the 
Delay Redu^ztion Program will likely reduce delays and facilitate growth at EWR. 
In addition to the delay reductions associated with this project, other delay 
reduction initiatives that will contribute to increased aircraft operational capacity at 
EWR include: the introduction of the Ground Based Augmentation System 
(GBAS); use of fanned headings; and, by 2018, the introduction of a significant 
number of Next Generation Air Transportation System (NextGen) technological, 
operational, and procedural improvements, which will increase capacity to handle 
an additional 20,000 annual IFR operations, according to a FAA/RTCA NextGen 
Task Force study. 
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The EAT Planning and Engineering project will provide preliminary engineering 
and design and key analyses (in support of determining the costs and returns of the 
project, including its potential for delay reduction and safety enhancement. 

The Project makes a Significant Contribution in the following categories: 
I 

Congestion: Due to its conventional taxiway system and parallel runways, aircraft at 
EWR may be required to cross active runways when entering or exiting a runway. 
This requires runways to be closed to arriving and departing aircraft while aircraft 
are taxiing across the active runway. The EAT project will construct taxiways that 
go around the ends of Runways 22L and 22R that will allow aircraft to taxi between 
runways without interfering with runway operations, reducing airfield congestion 
and enhancing safety. 

End-Around Taxiways have been proven to he effective methods of reducing 
congestion and improving safety on the airfield at other airports. According to the 
2008-2012 FAA Flight Plan, the opening of the end-around taxiway (Taxiway V) at 
Atlanta Hartsfield Airport in April 2007 eliminated approximately 612 runway 
crossings per day, alleviating congestion for aircraft departing on Runway SR. It is 
anticipated that the delay reduction benefits will he quantified by the benefit/cost 
analysis. 

Safety: The installation of End-Around Taxiways have also been proven to he 
effective methods of improving safety on the airfield at other airports. Runway 
incursions at Atlanta Hartsfield decreased from 22 in FY 2008 to 15 in FY 2009, in 
part due to use of the EAT. In the FAA OIG's report "Review of FAA's Call to 
Action Plan-for Runway Safety" dated July 21, 2010, EATs are singled out as "one 
of the most effective means to prevent runway incursions because they reduce the 
need for aircraft to use taxiways that cross runways." 

The 2008-2012 FAA Flight Plan summarized the effect of the FAT project at ATL 
by saying that it "significantly improve[ed] safety and efficiency." 

FOR FAA USE , 
_ Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explrnn)' 

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

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
^ Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain)' 

(_ Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] ^ 
I LOI [ ] FAA BCA [ ] JAA^Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan 

[J ' 
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I Other (explain) ^ 
Noise. 6'5 LDN [ ] Other (explain) i 

[_ Project does not qualify undeL."signif^^^ 

^Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(sJ 
of data and attach the relevant documentation j^sed to make this findingJ 

How does this projecfaddressjhe deficiency^sited byJhe puWic agency?. 

If competition is the chosen^ptiq^n, provide the FA A analysis of any barriers to 
competition at the airport^ 

10. Project Objective: 
The EWR Delay Reduction Phase II - Planning & Engineering project will 
contribute to the following PFC objectives: 

Congestion: The project enhances airfield capacity and reduces delays at EWR by 
performing the design, planning and engineering work to support construction of 
the EATs that will serve Runways 22R and 22L. Currently, aircraft operating on 
the parallels are often required to taxi across active runways on their way to or 
from the terminal area. The construction of the EATs will allow arriving aircraft to 
taxi around runways without causing departure delays due to their interference 
with active runway operations, thus enhancing the capacity of the airfield. 

Safety: The project enhances airfield safety at EWR by performing the design, 
planning and engineering work to support construction of the EATs that will serve 
Runways 22R and 22L. Currently, aircraft operating on the parallels are often 
required to taxi across active runways on their way to or from the terminal area. 
The construction of the EATs will allow arriving aircraft to taxi without the need to 
cross active runways, thus enhancing the safety of the airfield. 

FORFAAirSE: 
Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

I Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
! _ Furnish qppqrtunjtyjbr enhanced competition between or among mr earners at th^ 
airportf ^ , 
j _ Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
I Project does not meet any PF'C objectives (explajn) 

Finding ^ - ^ 
Current deficiency. List the squrce(s) of data used to rriake this finding if it is not a part 
of the PFC appljcationJ 
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Address adequacy ofjssuesJ 

11. Project justification: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region. In 2011, the Airport served 33.7 million passengers through its 
three Terminals, and 409,988 aircraft movements on its three runways. The 
Airports Council International's latest ranking places EWR as #14 nationwide and 
#34 worldwide for total passengers. Operations consist of approximately 93 percent 
commercial, 5.5 percent cargo, and 1.5 percent general aviation. 

The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), 
estimates that EWR passenger usage will increase by 2.1 percent annually. Along 
with growth, average delay per aircraft operation has also increased. FAA statistics 
for 2011 indicate that EWR is the most delayed airport in the nation in terms of 
average delay per aircraft operation. In 2008, as an attempt to limit delays, the U.S. 
Department of Transportation implemented an 81 flights-per-hour cap on 
scheduled aircraft operations at EWR. 

As part of the Port Authority's Delay Reduction Program at EWR, this project is 
designed to enhance capacity and reduce delays. The primary goal of this project is 
to complete preliminary engineering, airfield modeling and benefit/cost analysis for 
the proposed construction of End Around Taxiways that will serve Runways 22L 
and 22R, which would allow arriving aircraft to taxi around runways without 
causing departure delays due to their interference with active runway operations. 

In addition to the capacity benefits, an EAT system may also provide enhancements 
in airport safety. In the FAA OlG's report "Review of FAA's Call to Action Plan for 
Runway SaiTety" dated July 21, 2010, EATs are singled out as "one of the most 
effective means to prevent runway incursions because they reduce the need for 
aircraft to use taxiways that cross runways " 

FOR FAA USE . ^ 
Deflnejiqw the project accomplishes PFC Objectiye(s) 

Explain hnw prrjert is onst-eflecti ve^compared to o^erreasonable and timely means to, 
accomplish this objective(s) 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the project Jnclude cjtation for any documents that are not a part; 
of this PFC application; 
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If anaiygis is based on a source other than this PFC application, lisUhe squrce(s) of daj^ 
^d attach the relevant documentation used to rnakgjhis FmdjngJ 

Discuss any non-ecqnornical benefits which are not captured above. 

Project Eligibility; 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below| ^ 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph qf Order 5100 J8_ qij 
I PGL )Lll 1 7 Z ̂  i 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph qf Order 5100.38 qr P*GL 

! zzzzzzz L zz r 1. zz. z%. z ^ 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504.' ^ 
[ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibHUy plan; 
Title and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local study: 
Title and Date of local study: ^ 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 40117(a)(3)(C)7 
[ ] Shell of a gate as described in 49 U.S.CJ^I 17(a)(3)(F) (air carrier , 
i percentage of annual boardings J; 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter i 
[ ] P^ject does not meeqPFC^Iigibnity (explain)J 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentatiqn used tq make this finding^ 

Are any work elements qr portjqn^of the qyeqall projecqinqligibje? Prqyjde^ssqdated 
costs: 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): January 2012 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): December 2013 

For FAA Use _ _ 
For Impose and'Use or Use Only projects, will the project begin 2 years of PFC 
application Due date (120-day)? 
[ ] Yef ^ 
u No : 

For Impose Only project, will the project begin withm 5 years of the charge effective date, 
or PFC appHcatiqn Due date, whichever is first? 
[ ] Yes' ^ 
[J_NQ 

Is this project dependenXupqn anqther action to occur before its [rnpjejqentation or 
bompletion. Explain. 
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13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 

For FAA Use^ 
Is the date within 3 years ̂ fthe^stimated charge effective date or approval datgj 
'whichever i^sqonerJ 
[ ] Yes ' 
[JM • 

•Which actions are needed before the use jpplication can be submitted? What is the 
Estimated schedule for each action^ 

14. Project requesting RFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
A IP funding. 
[ ] YES 
[X] NO 

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

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: Delta, United/Continental 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: N/A 

Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: None 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Usq 
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Prwid^ analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the publicj 
Provide citations for any documents not included in the PFC application that are relied on 
by the FAA for its analysis.; 

If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (If 
the comments from the consultatjon are repeated, statejhat.)' 

XDO/RO Recommendation: 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RQ 
use comparable projects^tojnake this fining? If so, jist proj^cts.r 

If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level ofdetaU sufficient to identify; 
eligible and ineligible costs. Surnrnarize meligibl^cos^J 

Is the (^raticn of collection^adeqWe f^^ the^mount requested? 

ADO/RO MCOMMEND^ 
[ ] Approve: 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize findjngs^frorn ^rjier in th^^achmgi^ discu^g 
issues that le^d to determination: 

[ ] Disapprove. Summari^jindjngs from earlier inJheAttachmentBjdjscussingj^M 
that lead to determination: 

5\pp 1 ication Reviewed by: 

Narne 
Item(s)j;eviewed. 

Routing Symbol Date 

Name 
Item(3) reviewed 

Routing Symbol Date 
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THEPORTAIfTHORirVOF NY& NJ 

N6W9rk Liberty Internetionel Airport 

Delay Reduction Phase II - Planning and Engineering 





Pgssenger Facility Charge Appiication THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY & N J 

SECTION 2 

Delay Reduction Phase II - Construction 

Newark Liberty International Airport Section 2 - Delay Reduction Phase II - Construction 





PFC APPLI CATION Nimm W 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title; EWR Delay Reduction Phase II - Construction 

2. Project Number: 

3. Use Airport of Project: Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), 
Newark, New Jersey 

4. Project Type 
[X] Impose Only: 
[ ] Concurrent: 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 , [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $ 57,950,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 3,050,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 61,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP Funds: N/A 
Grant"# N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): N/A 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

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

Subtotal Other Funds: $ N/A 

Total Project Cost: $ 61,000,000 

For FAA Us^ 
a. Does the oroject include a proposed LOI?; 
•[ ]YEf ' 
[ ] NO: 
If YES, does the Region support? 
[ ]YES' 
[ ] NO] 
If YES, 1 istjhe schedule for irnplementatiqn: 

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

c. For any proposed AlP funds, jsjhe request within the planning jevelsjbijhje^^^ 
five year CIP? 
[ ]YES' " 
[ ] NO , 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Is there an expectation that AIP funding will be available to pay the project cost^ 
[]YES : 
[ ] NQ ' 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded through AIP? 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding.; 

t. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.0Q 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside 
needs of tlie airport, including runways, taxi ways, aprons, and aircraft gates. 
[ ] YE^ 
[ ] NO 
[ ] N/^ 
List the source(s) ofdata used to make this flnd[ngJ 

f. Reasonableness of cost] 
Project Total Cost Analysis] 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysis 
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7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 
If proposed AlP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any[^ 
discussion from previous it^ regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining the 
fliriding jt p^ropqsesJ 

8. Project Description: 

This project is Phase II of the Port Authority's Delay Reduction Program at EWR 
that is designed to enhance capacity and reduce delays. The Delay Reduction 
Program was initiated with the construction of the Multiple Entrance Taxiway 
project approved as part of the 2010 PFC application. The primary goal of this 
Phase II project is to construct End Around Taxiways (EAT) that will serve 
Runways 22L and 22R. 

1 

In a conventional taxiway system at a parallel runway airport, aircraft may be 
required to cross active runways when entering or exiting a runway. This requires 
runways to be closed to arriving and departing aircraft while aircraft are taxiing 
across the active runway. The EAT project will construct taxiways that go around 
the ends of the runways that allow aircraft to taxi between runways without 
interfering with runway operations. 

This is a companion project to the EWR Delay Reduction Phase II - Planning and 
Engineering, contained in this application. Implementation of this construction 
project is dependent upon completion of the planning and engineering project. The 
findings of the Planning and Engineering study will inform the decision to move 
forward with EAT construction. Anticipating that the results of the Delay Reduction 
Planning and Engineering study will find that the construction of the EAT would 
generate a delay reduction benefit worthy of the cost to construct the taxiways, the 
Port Authority will subsequently move forward with advancing the design as well as 
conduct engineering and construction of this project. 

This project will construct EAT consistent with the findings of the Planning and 
Engineering study. This project will advance the project beyond preliminary 
planning and will include all required final designs and construction activities. 

The EAT taxiways will be designed and constructed to accommodate aircraft 
currently operating at EWR. It is anticipated that the EATs will include 
approximately 10,000 linear feet of pavement with a minimum width of 75 feet. 
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paveB shoulBers, Brainage, pavement markings, signing, anB lighting. The portion 
of the taxiway that crosses the extenBeB centerline of Runway 22L will be 
approximately 2,000 feet from the Beparture enB of the runway, sufficient for 
clearance ojf a 50-foot aircraft tail. The taxiway pavement will have loaB bearing 
capabilities anB aBequate separation requireB for Design Group V aircraft, like the 
747-400 and A340-500/600, while allowing enhanced runway access for arriving and 
departing aircraft. 

The EWR Delay Reduction Phase II - Construction Project contains only the 
construction elements of Phase II of the EWR Delay Reduction Program. All 
planning, engineering and environmental work associated with Phase II of the 
Program is contained in the companion EWR Delay Reduction Phase II — Planning 
& Engineering Project. 

As is standard practice, the Port Authority will coordinate with the FAA on the 
designation for all new taxiways. 

If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of tifcket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

i 
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 
[X] N/A 

FOR FAA USB ^ 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Include source citat\qri if clarification 
information is not from PFG application. 
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If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas 
met7 If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requirements will be met, or shquIdJhe project be disapproved] 

if the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters,} 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has beett 
complet^j 

Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate; 
provision for financing the airside needs pfTh^irportJncluding n^way^ 
aprons, and aircraft gates. 

[ ] ^ N/A . 

9. Significant Contribution: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region. In 2011, the Airport served 33.7 million passengers through its 
three Terminals, and experienced 409,988 aircraft movements on its three runways. 
Airports Council International's latest ranking places EWR as #14 nationwide and 
#34 worldwide for total passengers. Operations consist of approximately 93 percent 
commercial; 5.5 percent cargo, and 1.5 percent general aviation. 

The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), 
estimates that EWR passenger usage will increase by 2.1 percent annually. Along 
with growth, average delay per aircraft operation has also increased. FAA statistics 
for 2011 indicate that EWR is the most delayed airport in the nation in terms of 
average delay per aircraft operation. 

In response to the delay situation at EWR, the Port Authority convened a Flight 
Delay Task Force. The Task Force was comprised of stakeholders from the Airlines, 
the FAA, State and local officials. The operational recommendations determined by 
the Flight Delay Task Force were incorporated into the Airport's operational 
procedures. One of the key recommendations resulting from the Task Force's work 
is to improve aircraft ground movements on the EWR taxiway system. The Task 
Force developed an overall Delay Reduction Program that was initiated in 2010 with 
the Multiple Entrance Taxiway project. 

Although there is currently an 81-flights-per-hour cap on scheduled aircraft 
operations at EWR, short- and long-term delay reduction initiatives identified in the 
Delay Reduction Program will likely reduce delays and facilitate growth at EWR. 
In addition to the delay reductions associated with this project, other delay 
reduction initiatives that will contribute to increased aircraft operational capacity at 
EWR include: the introduction of the Ground Based Augmentation System 
(GBAS); use of fanned headings; and, by 2018, the introduction of a significant 
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number of Next Generation Air Transportation System (NextGen) technological, 
operational, and procedural improvements, which will increase capacity to handle 
an additional 20,000 annual IFR operations, according to a FAA/RTCA NextGen 
Task Force study. 

This project is a companion project to the Delay Reduction Planning and 
Engineering study. Anticipating that the results of the Delay Reduction Planning 
and Engineering study will find that the construction of the EAT would generate a 
delay reduction benefit worthy of the cost to construct the taxiways, the Port 
Authority >vill subsequently move forward with advancing the design and 
conducting the engineering and construction of this project. 

This project will construct EAT consistent with the findings of the Planning and 
Engineering study. This project will advance the project beyond preliminary 
planning and will include all required final designs and construction activities. 

The Project makes a Significant Contribution in the following categories: 

Congestion: Due to its conventional taxiway system and parallel runways, aircraft at 
EWR may be required to cross active runways when entering or exiting a runway. 
This requires runways to be closed to arriving and departing aircraft white aircraft 
are taxiing across the active runway. The EAT project will construct taxiways that 
go around the ends of Runways 22L and 22R that will allow aircraft to taxi between 
runways without interfering with runway operations, reducing airfield congestion 
and enhancing safety. 

End-Aroun(l Taxiways have been proven to be effective methods of reducing 
congestion ^nd improving safety on the airfield at other airports. According to the 
2008-2012 FAA Flight Plan, the opening of the end-around taxiway (Taxiway V) at 
Atlanta Hartsfield Airport in April 2007 eliminated approximately 612 runway 
crossings per day, alleviating congestion for aircraft departing on Runway SR. It is 
anticipated that the delay reduction benefits will be quantified by the project's 
benefit/cost analysis. 

Safety: The installation of End-Around Taxiways have also been proven to be 
effective methods of improving safety on the airfield at other airports. Runway 
incursions at Atlanta Hartsfield decreased from 22 in FY 2008 to 15 in FY 2009, in 
part due to use of the EAT. In the FAA OIG's report "Review of FAA's Call to 
Action Plan for Runway Safety" dated July 21, 2010, EATs are singled out as "one 
of the most effective means to prevent runway incursions because they reduce the 
need for aircraft to use taxiways that cross runways." 

The 2008-2012 FAA Flight Plan summarized the effect of the EAT project at ATL 
by saying that it "significantly improve[ed] safety and efficiency." 
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I CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
I Competition. Competition Plan [ 1 Other (explain) 
i r_ ^ 
J Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ J 

LOT [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ ] 
Other (explain) ^ 

Noise. 65 LDN [ 1 Other (explain) 

I Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules^ 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s^ 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this Fmding.j 

How does this project address the deficiency sited by the public agency?; 
if competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis of any barriers to| 
competition at the airport J 

10. Project Objective: 
The EWR Delay Reduction Phase II - Construction project will contribute to the 
following PFC objectives: 

Congestion: Currently, aircraft operating on the parallels are often required to taxi 
across active runways on their way to or from the terminal area. The construction 
of the EAT will allow arriving aircraft to taxi around runways without causing 
departure delays due to their interference with active runway operations, thus 
reducing congestion and enhancing the capacity of the airfield. 

Safety: Currently, aircraft operating on the parallels are often required to taxi 
across active runways on their way to or from the terminal area. The construction 
of the EAT will allow arriving aircraft to taxi without the need to cross active 
runways, thus enhancing the safety of the airfield. 

FOR FAA USE 
Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

; _ Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] ^ 
Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition between or among air carriers at the 

mrport 
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Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the projec^Include citation for any documents that are not a part 
of this PFC application. 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding^ 

Discuss any non-economical benefits which are not caphjred above. 

Project Eligibility:, 
indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. ^ 
[ ] Development eligible under AII^criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or, 
IPGL );[ 7 7 71ZZ77777 7IJI , 
[ ] Pjani^g eligible un(kr AfP criteria^(paragraph of Order 5100.38 or PGL 

[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505-
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504.' 
{[ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan;' 
^itle and Date of Part 150:7 7 
[ ] Project included in a local study.; 
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 
I percentage of annual boardings )} 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter ; 
[ ] Project^oM not meet PFC eligibility (explain)] 

if analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data' 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding/ 

Are any wor^ el^ents or pprtioi^s of the oygraH project ineligible? Provide associated 
costs. 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): January 2014 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): December 2016 

For FAA Use 
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Which actions are needed before thejise application can be submitted? What is the, 
estimaW schedule for each action? 

14. Project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
AlP funding.' 
[ ] YES • 
[X] NO 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may quality for AlP funding, would the public 
agency prefer that the FAA approve 
[X] the amount of the local match to be collected at a $4.50 PFC level, 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 
[X] N/A 
15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: Delta, United/Continental 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: None 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
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ADO/RO ^.COMMENDATION 
[ ] Approve.^ 

[ ] Pmtiany Approve. Summarize fmdingsfroni earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination. 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlJer in^^^Attachrnent Bj^^ussmg issues 
that lead to determination.^ 

^plication Reviewed by: 

Name _ _ Routing Symbol Date 
Item (!;) rey[ewed r 

Name _ Routing Symbol Date 
Ttem(s) reviewed 

Revised 8/31/2010 





THE PORTAlflHORITYOF NY& NJ 

Newgrk Liberty International Airport 
Delay Reduction Phase II - Construction 





Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORTAinHORITYOF NY& NJ 

SECTION 3 

Runway 4R-22L Rehabilitation 

Newark Liberty International Airport Section 3 Runway 4R-22L Rehabilitation 





PFC APPLICATION NUMBER:' 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title; EWR Ruow2y 4R-22L Reh2bilitatioo 

2. Project Number: 

3. Use Airport of Project: New2rk Liberty Iotero2tioo2l Airport (EWR), 
Newark, New Jersey 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 . [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $ 44,250,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 2,000,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 46,250,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AlP Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AlP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AlP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AlP Funds: $ 0 

Other Funds: 
State Grants $ N/A 
Local Funds $ N/A 
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b. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does thg Region intend to support?! 
'[]YES 
[J NQ 

p7 For any^proposed AlP^funds. is the request within the planning levels for the Region's 
five year C1F? 
[ ] YES" ' ' 
[ JNQ 

ti. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50:; 
is there an expectation that^^ funding w[ll be avajl^ble to pay the project costs.; 
[ ] YES"*" 
[ ] Nq 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded through ATP? 
List the jource(s) of data used to make this findjngj 

e. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.^ 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside 
needs of the kirport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, and a[rcr^ gates. 
[ ] YES * 
[ ] NO: ^ 
I 1 - - , 
List the^urce(s) ofdata u^ed to make this finding. 

f. Reasonableness of cost; 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysis 

7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 
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If proposed AIP discretionary flinds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use, 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any" 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtainmgjhg 
funding it proposes.; 

8. Project Description: 
This project includes the planning, design, and construction of pavement 
rehabilitation and stub improvements to R/W 4R-22L. The dimensions of the 
runway are 9,980 feet by 150 feet. 

Runway Rehabilitation: 
This project includes pavement rehabilitation of the entire runway. The pavement 
rehabilitation will be conducted using asphalt in order to avoid time-consuming 
reconstruction of the subbase as would be required with concrete. Using asphalt 
allows the runway to be put back in service within the shortest possible time. 
Runway rehabilitation also includes 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. The system 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 project includes the installation of new runway edge lighting (increasing the 
height of the runway edge lights to 24 inches, as per FAA guidance); adjusting the 
runway's centerline lights, runway threshold light fixtures, and centerline light 
fixtures to the new pavement levels; replacing existing runway centerline lights with 
Light Emitting Diode lights (LEDs); and adjusting the FAA ALSF-II in-pavement 
light fixtures to the new pavement levels. 

The Airport will also replace the existing isolation transformers with transformers 
compatible for use with LED fixtures. Lighting work for the taxiway consists of the 
replacement of taxiway centerline fixtures, within the paving limits, with LED 
lamps. The existing system is functional, but is approaching the end of its useful 
life. As is common with older airfield lighting systems, the runway lighting system is 
becoming labor intensive and costly to maintain and operate. 

I 

Runway Improvements: 
In addition ^to the runway rehabilitation, this project will include the planning, 
design, and (construction of the stubs and intersections of taxiway exits associated 
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with the proposed new high-speed taxiways, including new high-speed taxiway exits 
on R/W 4R-22L that will ultimately connect with Taxiway P. There are three high
speed taxiways currently available. However, with the current operations and the 
forecast level of operations at EWR, additional high-speed taxiways are needed to 
accommodate Group IV and V air carrier aircraft. Congestion occurs on the 
current taxiway system during the two primary air traffic flow scenarios (Northwest 
Flow and Southwest Flow) that the Airport operates over the course of a year. 
Approximately 94 percent of annual operations at EWR occur on these flow 
scenarios. 

The length and widths of the proposed stubs vary, but work will extend into the 
taxiways for approximately 300 feet, with a 100-foot width. These proposed 
taxiways have not yet been designated. The Port Authority is currently in 
discussions with the FAA on developing designations for the new taxiways. 

Note that the planning, design and construction of the high-speed taxiways 
themselves is a separate PEC project included in this application (EWR Taxiway P 
Rehabilitation including High-Speed Taxiways). These high-speed taxiways will 
facilitate the efficient movement of landing aircraft, reducing delays at EWR. While 
separate projects, the planning, design, and construction efforts for both the 
Runway 4R-22L Rehabilitation and the EWR Taxiway P Rehabilitation including 
High-Speed Taxiways will be coordinated. To date, the Port Authority has initiated 
planning and design work on the project. Plans and specifications are scheduled to 
be completed later this year. 

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

• Planning and Design $ 4,000,000 
• R/W 4R-22L Rehabilitation - Construction: $32,250,000 
• High-Speed Taxiways (Stubs) - Construction: $ 8,000,000 
Total Project: $ 44,250,000 

* This project cost includes planning, design and construction for the runway 
rehabilitation, and for the stubs, intersections and exits associated with the high
speed taxiway project; it does not include costs associated with the taxiways 
themselves. 

If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
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fermTnalM^urface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including runways, jaxiy^ysj 
aprons, and aircraft gates.' 
[ ] YEST ' 
[ ] NO' . 
[ ] N/A 

9. Significant Contribution: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region with three runways and three terminals with 104 gates. In 2011, 
the Airport served 33.7 million passengers and experienced 409,988 aircraft 
movements. Operations consisted of approximately 93 percent commercial, 
5.5 percent cargo, and the remaining as general aviation. 

The Airports Council International's latest ranking places EWR as #14 nationwide 
and #34 worldwide for total passengers. The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-
Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), estimates that EWR passenger usage will 
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inc9ease by 2.1 pe99ent annually. Along with growth, average delay per aircraft 
operation has also increased. FAA statistics for 2011 indicate that EWR is the most 
delayed airport in the nation in terms of average delay per aircraft operations. In 
2008, as an attempt to limit delays, the U.S. Department of Transportation 
implemented an 81 Flights-per-hour cap on scheduled aircraft operations at EWR. 

The project undertakes necessary state-of-good repair improvements to the 
Runway 4R-22L pavement surface. This project will have a significant contrihution 
hy ensuring the continued safe and efficient operation of aircraft at EWR. The 
project preserves the Airport's current capacity and also enhances capacity hy 
providing a usable runway pavement surface that will accommodate future 
operations. 

The pavement for Runway 4R-22L was previously rehabilitated in 2004. As with 
many large-hub airports, due to the operational frequencies (landings and takeoffs) 
of Group IV and V aircraft, the runway pavements at EWR typically require 
rehabilitation approximately every eight to ten years. According to the Port 
Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement Management Plan, the runway is noted to he in 
fair condition with a Pavement Condition Index (PCI) of 69. This indicates that the 
runway pavement requires rehabilitation before major structural repairs would he 
necessary. 

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 that would require reconstruction of the pavement suhgrade. 
Reconstruction would be more costly and require the runways and taxiways to be 
closed for a long period of time for construction, in order to bring the pavement 
strength up to the required load hearing capabilities. A full-depth pavement 
reconstruction would result in extended runway closures and major congestion 
implications for the Airport, Port Authority Airport System, and the National 
Aerospace System (NAS). The prolonged closure of this runway would prevent 
access to one of the primary runways on the Airport and would limit the Airport to 
only one runway suitable for air carrier operations by Group IV and V aircraft, 
which are larger than regional jets and turbo prop aircraft. This would cause 
airlines to have to restructure their schedules creating severe and unavoidable 
operational, safety, and economic impacts to the traveling public and the Airport. 

In addition to the pavement improvements, this project will expand the existing 
runway and taxiway centeriine and edge lighting system. R/W 4R-22L is equipped 
with a Category (CAT) III Instrument Landing System (ILS) approach that is used 
during Instrument Meteorological Conditions (IMC) when visibility is limited. 
During CAT III conditions, the landing visibility minimums for R/W 4R-22L are 
600 feet. Therefore, it is critical to have a reliable lighting system on the runway 
and adjacerit taxiway (T/W P aids aircraft transiting from the runway to the 
terminal areas) during severely limited visibility conditions. 
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The existing system is functional, but is approaching the end of its useful life. New 
and modified lighting for the runway and taxiway will comply with the latest FAA 
requirements and enable the continued use of instrument approach operations. 
Furthermore, runway guard lights will he 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 to expand low-visibility operations. 

The high-speed taxiways component of this project is to conduct intersection/ stub 
work as a complimentary project and in coordination with the High-Speed Taxiway 
and Rehabilitation of Taxiway P project. High speed taxiways contribute 
significantly by enhancing airfield efficiency and reducing delays. They allow 
arriving aircraft to leave the runway at higher speeds, thereby vacating the runway 
more quickly and permitting another aircraft to land or depart in a shorter space of 
time. This reduces airfield congestion and delay, allowing more efficient aircraft 
operations. If not implemented, the reduction in time that each aircraft occupies the 
runway will not he realized, and aircraft operation delays will remain and increase 
as traffic continues to recover and grow. 

FOR FAA USB ^ 
I _ Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain^ 

; Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date __ 
!_ Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ ] Other (explainj 

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
1_ Competition. Competition Plan [ ] O^er (explmn)' 

Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
L01[ ] F^ BCA [ ] JFAA^irport Capacity Enhancement Plan 

Other (explain) 
Noise. 63 LDN J I Other (explain) 

[J Proj^tdoes not qualify under "signiflcaritco^^ 

(Quantitative^and qualitativ^alysis of significant contribution option chosen by public^ 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
pfd[ata an^attach the relevanUdocumentation i^edjo n^ke this finding) 

How does^thjs project address tjiedeficiencxs^^ 

If competition is the chosen option, provide jhe^FA^sanaly^s^^ny^^irier^o 
competition at the airport: 

10. Project Objective: 
The rehabilitation of Runway 4R-22L will contribute to two PFC objectives: 
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Congestion: The project prevents congestion as it undertakes necessary state-of-
good-repair improvements to the pavement surface to maintain the utility of the 
runway. According to the Port Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement Management Plan, 
the runway is noted to be in fair condition with a Pavement Condition Index (PCI) 
of 69. This indicates that the runway pavement requires rehabilitation before major 
structural repairs would be necessary. The improvements described in this project 
will prevent the pavement structure from deteriorating to a state requiring a more 
costly, major reconstruction that would result in extended runway closures and 
significant Congestion implications for the New York-New Jersey Airport System 
and the NAS. 

The project reduces congestion as it enables the high-speed taxiway project, which 
will allow arriving aircraft to leave the runway at higher speeds, thereby vacating 
the runway more quickly and permitting another aircraft to land or depart in a 
shorter space of time. High-speed taxiways will be more efficient than current 
standard taxiways, which require aircraft to be on the runway for longer periods of 
time. 

Safety: The project enhances airfield safety at EWR by upgrading and modernizing 
the existing runway centerline and edge lighting systems, signage and markings. The 
existing system is functional, but is approaching the end of its useful life. The 
project will also install runway stop bars at key runway and taxiway intersections to 
reduce the likelihood of runway incursions. LED lights and new fixtures will be 
installed to stay consistent with FAA guidance, enhancing safety on the airfield. 
More description of runway and taxiway lighting is included in Section 8. 

FORFAAUlSE 
Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

I _ Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition between or among air carriers at the, 
airport 
I Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
I P^roject does not meet any PFC objectives (expjain)! 

Finding 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to make th^s findirig [f it is^^ 
of the ^C appl ication. 

y^dres^s adequacy of is^esJ 
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11. Project Justification; 
Runway 4R-22L is one of primary runways at EWR. Over the past several years, 
approximately 600 daily aircraft operations are conducted on 4R-22L by aircraft 
that vary in size from the largest variants of the Boeing 747 to smaller Regional Jet 
aircraft. The asphalt pavement for the runway and taxiway intersections is 
structurally sound. However, the wearing course is beginning to exhibit signs of 
age-related stress cracking. 

This project is vitally important to ensure the continued safe and efficient operation 
of aircraft at EWR and to accommodate future operations. The pavement for 
Runway 4R-22L was previously rehabilitated in 2004. As with many large-hub 
airports, due to the operational frequencies (landings and takeoffs) of large aircraft, 
the runway pavements at EWR typically require rehabilitation approximately every 
eight to ten years. According to the Port Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement 
Management Plan, the runway is noted to be in fair condition with a Pavement 
Condition Index (PCI) of 69. This indicates that the runway pavement requires 
rehabilitation before major structural repairs would be necessary. 

As a result, pavement rehabilitation is required to replace the existing wearing 
course with revitalized asphalt pavement to preserve the structural sections of the 
runway pavement and permit safe and efficient aircraft operations. By 
rehabilitating the runway 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-needed basis, but an overall pavement reconstruction is not required at this 
time. The taxiway stub work obviates the need to close the runway for both the 
Runway 4R-22L and Taxiway P rehabilitation projects (EWR Taxiway P 
Rehabilitation including High-Speed Taxiways). If the stubs are done during the 
runway rehabilitation, the taxiway rehabilitation project does not require any 
runway closures. In addition, the stubs are also located within the Runway's Object 
Free Area, and work in those areas requires runway closure. Therefore, 
constructing the stubs while the runway work is in progress reduces runway 
closures, preventing further congestion on the airfield. 

While the runway pavement is closed for rehabilitation, the lighting systems will be 
upgraded with modern lighting system components. The existing system is 
functional, but is approaching the end of its useful life. As is common with older 
airfield lighting systems, the taxiway lighting system is becoming labor intensive and 
costly to maintain and operate. The project includes the installation of new runway 
edge lighting (increasing the height of the runway edge lights to 24 inches, as per 
FAA guidance); adjusting the runway's centerline lights, runway threshold light 
fixtures, and centerline light fixtures to the new pavement levels; replacing existing 
runway centerline lights with LEDs; and adjusting the FAA ALSF-II in-pavement 
light fixtures to the new pavement levels. The Airport will also replace the existing 
isolation transformers with transformers compatible for use with LED fixtures. 
Lighting work for the taxiway consists of the replacement of taxiway centerline 
fixtures, within the paving limits, with LED lamps. This will include runway 
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centerline anB touchdown zone lighting, edge lights, taxiway centerline and edge 
light fixtures. Along with the pavement lighting, runway guard lights will be 
installed at key runway/taxiway intersections. By expanding the centerline and 
taxiway edge lighting systems, airfield safety and efficiency will be enhanced by 
providing additional low-visibility taxiway routes to the air carriers during low-
visibility conditions. 

RAV 4R-22L is equipped with a Category (CAT) III Instrument Landing System 
(ILS) approach that is used during Instrument Meteorological Conditions (IMC) 
when visibility is limited. Therefore, it is critical to have a reliable lighting system 
on R/W 4R-22L and adjacent taxiway (TAV P aids aircraft transiting from the 
runway to the terminal areas) during severely limited visibility conditions. The 
existing system is functional, but is approaching the end of its useful life. New and 
modified lighting for the runway and taxiway will comply with the latest ATC 
requirements and enable the continued use of instrument approach operations. It is 
critical to have a reliable airfield lighting system to support instrument operations 
during severely limited visibility conditions that occur during instrument 
approaches. 

FORFAAUSE 
Define how the project accomplishes PFC Objective(s)| 

Explain how' project is cost-effective compared to other reasonable and timely means to 
accomplish^this obJective(s)' 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to thg^prnjectMnclude cUatiqn for any documents that are not a part; 
of this PFC application.! 

if analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding.} 

biscussjiny non^^econornical benefits whjch are not captured above. 

Project Eligibility:; 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below J 
[ ] Development ejigible under AFP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or^ 
i POL Z ^ V ^ , 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 orPGL' 

I )LZ2L _ zr , 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505;; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504.1 
I [ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise cqmpatjbiljty pl^; 
^le and Date of Part 150: 
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[ ] Projeot included in a local study: 
[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 ,) 

I percentage of annual boardings ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter I 
[_] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain)] 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s)ofd^ 
and attach ^e reley^ do^cumentation u^sed to make this fmding.j~ 

i\re any work elements or portions of the overal l project inel igible? ^oyid^assocjated 
costs^ 
12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): April 2012 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): December 2013 

For FAA Use 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, wijl the pro ject begin within 2 years of PFC; 
application Due date (120-day)^ 
[ ] Ye^ 

For Impose Only^roject, will the project begin within 5 years of the charge effective date! 
or PFC application Due date, whichever is first? 
'[ ] Yes' 
LiM 
Is this project dependent upon another action to occur before its implementation^^ 
compl^ion. Explain. 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month 2ndY62r):N/A 

ForFAAUs^ ^ ^ 
Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date,; 
whichever is sooner.! 
[ ] Yes " ; 
L].^^ ; 

Which actions are needed before the use appUcation can be submitted? \^^at is the 
estimated schedule for each action? 

14. Project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
AIP funding. 
[ ] YES 
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[X] NO 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIP funding, would the public 
agency prefer that the FAA approve 
[X] the amount of the local match to be collected at a $4.50 PFC level, 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 
[X] N/A 
15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: Delta, United/Continental 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: None 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: None 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Use 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the publicJ 
Provide citations for any documen^not included inJh^P^C^pplication that arej^ 
by the FAA for its analysis.^ 

If a Federal Register^notice is published, discuss and analyzeany new issues raised. (If 
the comments from the consultation are repeated, statg that.) 

ADO/RO Recommendation: 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/R^ 
use coniparable projects to makejhis finding? If so, list projects. 

if the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identify 
bligibjgjnd ineligible costs. Summarize ineligible costs. 

is the^durat[qn of collection adequate for the amount requested?; 

ADO/RO Rf C^MENl^Tipi^ 
[ ] ^Apprqy:-

[ ] P^ially Approve. Summarize findings^om earlier in the Attachment ^discussing 
issues that lead to determination.' 
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[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing Issues 
that lead to determination.' 

(Application Reviewed by:; 

Name ' Routing Symbol Date; 
tltem(s) reviewed.; 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
Item(s) reviewed 
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Newark Liberty International Airport 
Runway 4R-22L Rehabilitation 

THE PORTAimiORITYOF NY& NJ 





Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY& NJ 

SECTION 4 

Taxsway P Rehabilitation including High-Speed Taxiways 

Newark Liberty International Airport Section 4 -Taxiway P Rehabilitation including High-Speed Taxiways 





PFC APPLICATION NUM8ER: 

ATTACHMENT 8: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: EWR Tgxiway P Rehabilitatioo iocludiog High-Speed Taxiways 

2. Project Number: 

3. Use Airport of Project: Newark Liberty loteroatiooal Airport (EWR), 
Newark, New Jersey 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 , [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $25,500,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 2,000,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 27,500,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AlP Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AlP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AlP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AlP Funds: $ 0 

Other Funds: 
State Grants $ N/A 
Local Funds $ N/A 
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If YES J istj^he schedule for Im ; 

b. For ariy p^ropos^ AIP discr^ionary funds, do£S Region intend to support?) 
[ ] YES 
[ J NO; 

cT F^r any pr^os^ AlPlbnd^ls the request with in the planning levels forjhe Region^ 
five year CIP^ 
[ ]YEs"~: 
[^m 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of S^.OO and $4.50:; 
Is there an expectation that AFP funding will be available to pay the project^osts^.] 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO; ; 
|What percentage of the total project cost is funded ^rcmghAI^ 
List th^qun'^(s)j)f data^s^d to make this finding.! 

eTrermiriaj^nd surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of$4^Q 
and $4.50. T.he public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside, 
needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, and ajrcraft gates.! 
[ ] YES" 
[ ] NOL 
[ ] N/A^ 
Lig the source(s) of data uqed to rnake this fmdingJ 

f Reasonableness of costJ 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysis 

7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 
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If proposed A IP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

ForFAAUs^ 
if required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap anyf] 
discussion from previous it^ reggding likelihood of public agency obtaining th^ 
funding [t propose^ 

8. Project Description: 
This projefct includes the planning, design, and construction of pavement 
rehabilitation of Taxiway P, as well high-speed taxiways that will connect Taxiway P 
to RAV 4L-22R and R/W 4R-22L. TAV F is a parallel taxiway that is situated 
between the main air carrier runways at EWR. Along with the runways, TAV P 
forms the backbone of air carrier operations at EWR during all-weather conditions. 

Taxiway Rehabilitation: 
This project includes the planning, design, and construction of pavement 
rehabilitation on Taxiway P. The dimensions of the taxiway impacted by this 
project are 10,000 feet long by 75 feet wide. The project will also 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 system 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 lighting improvements proposed for this project consist of the installation of 
modern components, which include lighting fixtures, transformers, and, as needed, 
new conduits and cabling. The existing system is functional, but is approaching the 
end of its useful life. As is common with older airfield lighting systems, the taxiway 
lighting system is becoming labor intensive and costly to maintain and operate. 
The lighting system work will be conducted while the taxiway is closed for pavement 
rehabilitation. The new lighting fixtures will use Light Emitting Diode (LED) 
technology that provides improved lighting performance over conventional fixtures, 
while reducing electrical loads on the airfield lighting system. The taxiway lighting 
described in this project is part of the same system as the taxiway lighting proposed 
for the taxiv/ay stub work described in the RAV 4L-22R Rehabilitation and the 4R-
22L Rehabilitation projects included in this application. The lighting system for the 
taxiway stubs, which are part of the runway rehabilitation projects, will be 
coordinated and connected with the taxiway lighting described in this project. 
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High SpeeB Taxiwavs: 
In aBdiBon to the taxiway rehaBilitation, plans will be developed for two new 
proposed high-speed taxiways. These high-speed taxiways will facilitate efficient 
aircraft movement and delay reduction at EWR. The project also includes installing 
new taxiway, shoulder, and erosion pavement on three existing taxiways. The 
length and widths of the proposed stubs vary. But work will extend from the 
taxiways for approximately 600 feet, with a 100-foot width. The stubs will tie into 
the stubs constructed as part of the runway rehabilitation projects described above. 

As typical yvith taxiways, work cannot occur to the exact limits of a particular 
taxiway because that could interfere with connecting runway operations. Therefore, 
while the bulk of the high-speed taxiway planning, design, and construction will be 
completed in this project, this work will be coordinated with, and would connect to, 
the high-speed taxiway stubs, intersections and exits constructed as part of the RAV 
4R-22L and RAV 4L-22R Rehabilitation Projects (included as separate PFC 
projects). 

Presently, there are three high-speed taxiways that connect R/W 4R-22L to TAV P. 
However, with the current operations and the forecast level of operations at EWR, 
additional high-speed taxiways are needed to accommodate large air carrier 
aircraft. Congestion occurs on the current taxiway system during the two primary 
air traffic flow scenarios (Northwest Flow and Southwest Flow) that the Airport 
operates over the course of a year. 

These proposed taxiways have not yet been designated. The Port Authority is 
currently in discussions with the FAA on developing designations for the new 
taxiways. 

The cost for design and construction of the High-Speed Taxiways and Rehabilitation 
of Taxiway f is estimated to be: 

• Planning and Design: $ 2,000,000 
• High-Speed TAV Construction: S 19,500,000 
• TAV P Construction: $ 4,000,000 
Total Project: $ 25,500,000 

If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 
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Net change due to this project; N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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

FOR FAA USE 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Include source citation if clarification 
information is not from PFC application.' 

If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing ^ 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas beeii 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
1 ikelihqod the requirements will be met, oqshquId the project be disapproved.' 

-1 
3 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters^; 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been} 
completed.! 

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

9. Significant Contribution: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region with three runways and three terminals with 104 gates. In 2011, 
33.7 million passengers used the Airport through 409,988 aircraft movements. 
Operations consisted of approximately 93 percent commercial, 5.5 percent cargo, 
and the remaining as general aviation. 

The Airports Council International's latest ranking placed EWR as #14 nationwide 
and #34 worldwide for total passengers. The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-
Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), estimates that EWR passenger usage will 
increase by 2.1 percent annually. Along with growth, average delay per aircraft 
operation has also increased. FAA statistics for 2011 indicate that EWR is the most 
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delayed airport in the nation in terms of average delay per aircraft movement. In 
response to the delay situation at EWR, the Port Authority convened a Flight Delay 
Task Force. The Task Force was comprised of stakeholders from the Airlines, the 
FAA, State and local officials. The operational recommendations determined by the 
Flight Delay Task Force were incorporated into the Airport's operational 
procedures. One of the key recommendations resulting from the Task Force's work 
is to improve aircraft ground movements on the EWR taxiway system. The Task 
Force developed an overall Delay Reduction Program that was initiated in 2010 with 
the Multiple Entrance Taxiway project. 

Although there is currently an 81-flights-per-hour cap on scheduled aircraft 
operations at EWR, short- and long-term delay reduction initiatives identified in the 
Delay Reduction Program will likely reduce delays and facilitate growth at EWR. 
In addition to the delay reductions associated with this project, other delay 
reduction initiatives that will contribute to increased aircraft operational capacity at 
EWR include: the introduction of the Ground Based Augmentation System 
(GBAS); use of fanned headings; and, by 2018, the introduction of a significant 
number of Next Generation Air Transportation System (NextGen) technological, 
operational, and procedural improvements, which will increase capacity to handle 
an additional 20,000 annual IFR operations, according to a FAA/RTCA NextGen 
Task Force study. 

The Port Authority has completed and is undertaking a variety of projects that are 
designed to improve the overall efficiency of EWR. These include navigational aids 
improvements, apron reconfiguration, gate relocation, and taxiway relocation. The 
High-Speed Taxiways and Rehabilitation of Taxiway P Project is part of the Port 
Authority's overall Delay Reduction Program. The primary goal of this project is to 
reduce delays by creating opportunities for airfield efficiencies. This project is 
vitally important to enhancing airfield efficiency and reducing delays at EWR. 
High-speed taxiways will allow arriving aircraft to leave the runway at higher 
speeds, thereby vacating the runway more quickly and permitting another aircraft 
to land or depart in a shorter span of time. If not implemented, aircraft delays will 
continue to increase as aircraft operations recover and grow. 

The Port Authority's flight Delay Task Force determined that current average 
Runway Occupancy Time (ROTs) at EWR are approximately 60 seconds for 
northeast and southwest flows. High-speed taxiways at EWR are estimated to 
reduce the arrival ROTs by approximately 8 seconds and approximately 6 seconds 
per use, respectively. This results in approximately 18 hours of ROT savings per day 
and 6,570 hours of ROT savings a year, which increases capacity and reduces delay 
at the Airport. 

In addition to delay reduction, the rehabilitation of Taxiway P will ensure the 
continued safe and efficient operation of aircraft at EWR that will accommodate 
future opergitions. If the pavement is not rehabilitated, the structural section of the 
pavement will further degrade contributing to pavement failure. Deterioration 
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beyonB a simple oehabilitatlon will require closure of the taxiway to allow for a 
major recoiistruction to be performeB that will bring the pavement strength up to 
the required load bearing capabilities. 

This project is vitally important to ensure the continued safe and efficient operation 
of aircraft at EWR and to accommodate future operations. According to the Port 
Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement Management Plan, the taxiway is determined to be 
in fair condition. However, at the current level of operations, it is anticipated that 
pavement rehabilitation would be required within the next three years. If the 
pavement is not rehabilitated, the structural section of the taxiway pavement will 
further degrade, precipitating an erosion of the pavement structural sections. 

The TAV P pavement was previously rehabilitated in 2004. As with many large-hub 
airports, due to the operational frequencies of large aircraft, the taxiway pavements 
at EWR typically require rehabilitation approximately every eight to ten years. 
According to the Port Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement Management Plan, the 
taxiway is noted to be in fair condition with a Pavement Condition Index (PCI) of 
68. This indicates that the pavement requires rehabilitation before major structural 
repairs would be necessary. 

This project is significant because TAV P is one of the main taxiways on EWR. All 
aircraft landing and departing on RAV 4R-22L must use TAV P, and in 2011 the 
taxiway supported approximately 200,000 operations. RAV 4R-22L is equipped 
with a Category (CAT) III Instrument Landing System (ILS) approach that is used 
during Instrument Meteorological Conditions (IMC) when visibility is limited. The 
centerline and edge lighting system on TAV P supports arrivals and departures on 
Runway 4R-22L, allowing aircraft access between the runways and the terminal 
areas. During CAT III conditions, the landing visibility minimums for RAV 4R-22L 
are 600 feet. Therefore, it is eritical to have a reliable lighting system on TAV P that 
aids aircraft transiting from the runway to the terminal areas during severely 
limited visibility conditions. 

If the repairs are not made and the taxiway pavement structure deteriorates beyond 
a simple rehabilitation, TAV P will have to be closed for a long period of time for a 
major reconstruction to be performed in order to bring the pavement strength up to 
the required load bearing capabilities. The prolonged closure of this taxiway would 
restrict access to one of the primary runways on the Airport and would limit the 
Airport to only one runway suitable for air carrier operations. This would cause 
airlines to have to restructure their schedules creating operational, safety, and 
economic impacts to the traveling public and the Airport. A full-depth pavement 
reconstruction will result in extended taxiway closure and rerouting of surface 
traffic that would result in congestion implications for the Port Authority Airport 
System as well as the National Aerospace System (NAS). 

This projecl will also result in safety improvements from the expansion of the 
existing taxiway centerline and edge lighting system for the high-speed taxiways. 
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j Certifieation Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
_ Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 1(^ QtherXexpimn) 

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
Competition. Competition Plan [ ]_Other (explamf 

_ Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
LOI [ J FAA^^A [ J FAAj\irpprt Cap^it)^EnMncemen^ 

I Other^explain) 
Noise. 65 LDN \ 1 Other (explain) 

r Project dijes not qualify uj^er^signifiganj^ " rules.! 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding; 

Hqw'^s this project address the deficiency^i^^^ 

If competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis ofjny l^n^erstq 
competition at thqairpor^ 

10. Project Objective: 
The Rehabilitation of Taxiway P and the High-Speed Taxiways project will 
contribute to the following PFC objectives: 

Congestion: The project prevents congestion as it undertakes necessary state-of-
good-repair improvements to the pavement surface to maintain the utility of the 
taxiway. The taxiway pavement is currently in fair condition. As a result of 
continued operations, the pavement condition will continue to degrade. The 
improvements described in this project will prevent the pavement structure from 
deteriorating to a state requiring a major reconstruction that would result in 
extended airfield closures and significant congestion implications for the Port 
Authority Airport System and the NAS. 

Revised 8/31/2010 



I __ Furnish oppr^nnity for enhanced compe^ionjb^een or among air carriers at the 
airport^ , 
! _ Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
! Project does not meet ajiy PFC objectives (explain) 

Finding 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to make this finding if it is not a part 
of the PFC appl ication. 

Address adequacy of issues. 

II. Project Justification: 
The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), 
estimates that EWR passenger usage will increase by 2.1 percent annually. In 2011, 
409,988 operations occurred on the Airport. Along with growth, average delay per 
aircraft operation has also increased. FAA statistics for 2011 indicate that EWR is 
the most delayed airport in the nation in terms of average delay per aircraft 
operation. In 2008, as an attempt to limit delays, the U.S. Department of 
Transportation implemented an 81 flights-per-hour cap on scheduled aircraft 
operations at EWR. 

TAV P is one of the primary taxiways on EWR and is parallel to and located 
between Runways 4R-22L and 4L-22R (see attached aerial graphic). There are 
three high-speed taxiways and four conventional taxiways which connect TAV P to 
RAV 4R-22L. There are ten conventional taxiways that connect TAV P to RAV 4L-
22R. I 
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Through interviews anB discussions with Port Authority staff, FAA Air Traffic 
Control Tower (ATCT) staff, and the airlines, several taxiway improvements were 
proposed as ways to improve aircraft flow efficiency and reduce ground congestion 
at EWR. these improvements aim at solving two main operational issues. First, 
changes in the airport's overall fleet mix as well as a shift in terminal use has led to 
various changes in the arriving aircraft flows from Runway 4R - 22L to the terminal 
area. Over the past few years, the increase in Terminal C activity as well as the use 
of lower capacity, lower performance turboprop aircraft has affected the use of 
runway exits on the primary arrival runway (Runway 4R-22L) and runway 
occupancy times. 

Second, arrivals on Runway 4R-22L have to be staged on Taxiway P before crossing 
Runway 4L-22R to access the terminal area. The few number of crossing taxiways 
that exist between the terminals and the runways limit the queuing capability on 
Taxiway P and requires FAA ATCT to do more frequent runway crossings to make 
space for subsequent arrivals. This leads to a decrease in aircraft flow efficiency as 
well as the loss in departure capacity on Runway 4L-22R. The fillets of Runway 4R 
exits are not wide enough to allow several large and heavy aircraft to make a sharp 
left turn onto Taxiway P. As a result, in a Northeast flow, a large majority of the 
aircraft landing on Runway 4R can only use Taxiways K, Y, and W to cross 
Runway 4L-22R. In the Southwest flow, aircraft landing on Runway 22L and 
queuing on Taxiway P cannot use Taxiways J, K, Y, and W to cross Runway 4L-
22R, because this area is used for the flow of departures queuing for takeoff on 
Runway 22R. 

Therefore, all aircraft landing on Runway 22L are restricted to Taxiways G, F, N, 
and V to cross Runway 4L-22R. This phenomenon leads to longer taxiing routes aiid 
higher taxi-in delays for arriving aircraft. In addition, departing aircraft will 
occasionally use Runway 4R for take-off. When this happens, departures use 
Taxiway AA to reach the runway. Due to the current orientation of Taxiway AA, 
the turn from the taxiway to the runway is quite sharp and, therefore, requires a 
significant reduction in taxi speed. 

By creating and improving existing high-speed taxiways, the Airport will achieve 
enhanced arrival capability and delay reduction with an improved and efficient 
intersection arrival at R/W 4R and 4L. Constructing high-speed taxiways will allow 
arriving aircraft to leave the runway at higher speeds and vacate the runway for 
other aircraft to land or depart in a shorter span of time. If not implemented, 
aircraft opei-ation delays will remain constant and/or increase as traffic continues to 
recover and grow. These delays would continue to he detrimental to the NAS in 
addition to resulting in loss of revenue to the Port Authority and its airline 
customers, as well as increasing emissions associated with longer idling of delayed 
aircraft. This project is integral to mitigating flight delays within the region. 
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Explain how project is cost-effgctiye compared to other reasonable and timely means to, 
Accomplish this objective(s) 

SSasedOT informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competiti^ 
benefits attributable to the project. Include citatiorgfor any documents that are not a part 
of this PFC application. 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

Discuss any non-economical benefits which are not captured aboye^ 
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Project Eligibility:! 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category belo^ ^ 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or, 
I PGL )[ "' Z , 
[ ] Planning ejjgible un^er^IP criteria (paragraph of Orderjj 00.38 orPGLI 
. jr - -
[ ] Noise Compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504.1 
[ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan; 

[Title and Date of Part 150:^2 
[ ] Project included in a local sW^ 
[Title and Date of local study: ^ 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 40117(a)(3j(C); 
[ ] Shell of a gate as described in 49 U.S.C 40U7(a)(3)(F) (air carrier 
I percentage of annual boardings ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter , 
[ ] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain). 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant docurnent^ion used to^make this jinding.r 

lAre any work elements or^portiqnj^fjhe overall project ineligible? Provide associated 
costs.'^ 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): January 2013 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): December 2014 

ForFAAUse^ 
For Impose and Use orUse Onl^prnjects. wilj^ P':ojegj)e2in within 2 years of PFC; 
applicationJTue date (120-day)?; 
[ ] Yes" ; 
[ LNo; 

For Impose Only project, will the project begin within 5 y^ars of the charge effe 
Or PFC aoplication Due date, whichever is first? 
I — 

[ ] Ye^ , 
[J.M ; 

Is this project dependent uponjnolher action to occur before its implementation oil 
completion. Explain.^ 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 

1 
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Which actions are needed before the use application can be submitted? What is the 
estimated schedule for each action? 

14. Project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
AlP funding. 
[ ] YES 
[X] NO 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AlP funding, would the public 
agency prefer that the FAA approve 
[X] the amount of the local match to be collected at a $4.50 PFC level, 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, taxi ways, 
aprons, and aircraft gates. 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 
[X] N/A 

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: Delta, United/Continental 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: None 

Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: None 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FA^Us^, 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the public.' 
Provide citations for any documents not included in the PFC application that are relied on 
by the FAA for its analysis.! 

r 

If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (If 
the comments from the consultation are repeated, state that.f 
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^DO/RO RECOMMENDATION 
[ ] Approve.' 

[ f ̂ artialbTApprov^ Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination.! 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings fron^earlier inlhe Attachment B discussing issued 
that lead to determinNon.; 

-1 ^Application Reviewed byj 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
Item(s) reviewed-! 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
Item(s) reviewed 
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1HE PORTAimiORmrOF NY& NJ 

Newgrk Liberty Internetionel Airport 

Taxiwgy P Rehabilitation Including High-Speed Taxiways 





Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORTAirTHORrrYOF NY& NJ 

SECTION 5 

Runway 4L-22R Rehabilitation 

Newark Liberty International Airport Section 5 - Runway 4L-22R Rehabilitation 





8FC MPyCATIONNimSER: 

ATTACHMENT 8: 8ROJECT INFORMATION 

1. 8roject Title: EWR Runway 4L-22R Rehabilitation 

2. Froject Number: 

3. Use Airport of Froject: Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), 
Newark, New Jersey 

4. Froject Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMFOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Flan 

PFC Fun8s: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bon8 Capital: $ 44,250,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 2,000,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 46,250,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP Funds: 
Grant;# N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

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

Subtotal Other Funds: $ N/A 

Total Project Cost: $ 46,250,000 

^ 
a. Does the project include a proposed LOI?i 
[ ]YES^ 
[ ] NQ 
If YES, does the Region support?: 
[ ]YES, 
[ ] NOJ 
If YES, list the schedule for implem^tation: 

b. For an>^proposed ALP dhscretionary funds, does the Region intend to support? 
[ ] YE^ • 
u NO; 

c. For any propo^d ALP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's 
five year CIP? 
[ ]YE^ • 
[ J NOj 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50;' 
Is there an expectation that AIP funding will be available to pay the project cqstsj 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO, 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded through AIP? 
List the source(s) of data us^ed to make this finding. 

e. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.00, 
and $4.50. Ijhe public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside 
needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gatesJ 
[ ] YES , 
[ ] Nd 
[ ] N/^ „ ^ 
List the source(s) of data u^ed to make this fmding j 

f. Reasonableness of cost] 
Proj ect T qtal Cost Analy si s' 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysis 

7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 
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If proposed AIP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
bf collection required if PFCs are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any]^ 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining thq 
funding it proposes; 

8. Project Description: 
This project includes the planning, design, and construction of pavement 
rehabilitation and stub improvements on RAV 4L-22R. The dimensions of the 
runway are 11,000 feet by 150 feet. 

Runway Rehabilitation: 
The project will include pavement rehabilitation of the entire length of the runway. 
The pavement rehabilitation will be conducted using asphalt in order to avoid time-
consuming reconstruction of the subbase as would be required with concrete. Using 
asphalt allows the runway to be put back in service within the shortest possible time. 
Runway rehabilitation will also include associated drainage, airfield signage, and 
marking improvements. The existing lighting and signage is functional. However, it 
is approaching its useful life and it is becoming more labor intensive to maintain. 
Furthermore, new lighting fixtures are much more energy efficient when compared 
to conventional lights currently installed on the runway. This project element 
includes a number of modernization upgrades to the existing lighting system 
components, including runway centerline and touchdown zone lighting, edge lights, 
and signs. Lighting fixtures using Light Emitting Diode (LED) technology will be 
installed where suitable. Along with the pavement lighting, runway guard lights 
will be installed at key runway/taxiway intersections in support of the future 
establishment of a Surface Movement Guidance and Control System (SMGCS) 
Plan. 

Runway Improvements: 
In addition to the runway rehabilitation, this project will include the planning, 
design, and construction of the stubs and intersections of taxiway exits associated 
with the proposed new high-speed taxiways, including new high-speed taxiway exits 
on RAV 4L-22R that will ultimately connect with Taxiway P. There are three high
speed taxiways currently available. However, with the current operations and the 
forecast level of operations at EWR, additional high-speed taxiways are needed to 
accommodate large air carrier aircraft. Congestion occurs on the current taxiway 
system during the two primary air traffic flow scenarios (Northwest Flow and 
Southwest i^low) that the Airport operates under over the course of a year. 
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Approximately 94 percent of annua! operations at EWR occur on these flow 
scenarios. 

The length and widths of the proposed stubs vary, but work will extend into the 
taxiways for approximately 300 feet, with a 100-foot width. These proposed 
taxiways have not yet been designated. The Port Authority is currently in 
discussions with the FAA on developing designations for the new taxiways. 

Note that the planning, design and construction of the high-speed taxiways 
themselves is a separate PFC project included in this application (EWR Taxiway P 
Rehabilitation including High-Speed Taxiways). These high-speed taxiways will 
facilitate the efficient movement of landing aircraft, reducing delays at EWR. While 
separate projects, the planning, design, and construction efforts for both the 
Runway 4L-22R Rehabilitation and the EWR Taxiway P Rehabilitation including 
High-Speed iTaxiways will be coordinated. 

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

• Planning and Design: $ 4,000,000 
• R/W 4L-22R Rehabilitation - Construction: $32,250,000 
• High-Speed Taxiways (Stubs)- Construction: $ 8,000,000* 
Total Project: $ 44,250,000 

* This project cost includes planning, design and construction for the runway 
rehabilitation, and for the stubs, intersections and exits associated with the high
speed taxiway project; it does not include costs associated with the taxiways 
themselves. 

If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 
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^ 

if project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas be^ 
met7 If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requirements will be met, or should the project be disapproved. 

if the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters,! 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has^bgen 
completed. 

Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of ^e airport, includmgj"Ujways,JaxiwaysJ 
aprons, and aircraft gatesj 
[ ] YES' 
[ ] NO 
[ ] N^A ' 

9. Significant Contribution: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region with three runways and three terminals with 104 gates. In 2011, 
the Airport served 33.7 million passengers and experienced 409,988 aircraft 
movements. Operations consisted of approximately 93 percent commercial, 
5.5 percent cargo, and the remaining as general aviation. 

The Airports Council International's latest ranking placed EWR as #14 nationwide 
and #34 worldwide for total passengers. The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-
Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), estimates that EWR passenger usage will 
increase by 2.1 percent annually. Along with growth, average delay per aircraft 
operation has also increased. FAA statistics for 2011 indicate that EWR is the most 
delayed airport in the nation in terms of average delay per aircraft operation. In 
2008, as an attempt to limit delays, the U.S. Department of Transportation 
implemented an 81 flights-per-hour cap on scheduled aircraft operations at EWR. 

The project undertakes necessary state-of-good repair improvements to the Runway 
4L-22R pavement surface. This project will have a significant contribution by 
ensuring the continued safe and efficient operation of aircraft at EWR. The project 
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preserves the Airport's current capacity and also enhances capacity by providing a 
usable runway pavement surface that will accommodate future operations. 

The pavement for Runway 4L-22R was previously rehabilitated in 2003. As with 
many large-rhuh airports, due to the operational frequencies (landings and takeoffs) 
of large aircraft, the runway pavements at EWR typically require rehabilitation 
approximately every eight to ten years. According to the Port Authority's 2009-2015 
Pavement Management Plan, the runway is noted to he in fair condition with a 
Pavement Condition Index (PCI) of 65. This indicates that the runway pavement 
requires rehabilitation before major structural repairs would he necessary. 
At its current rate of aircraft arrivals and departures, it is anticipated that 
pavement rehabilitation would he required within the next two to three years. 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 he closed for a long 
period of time for a major reconstruction to he performed in order to bring the 
pavement strength up to the required load hearing capabilities. A full-depth 
pavement reconstruction would result in extended runway closures and major 
congestion implications for the Airport, Port Authority Airport System, and the 
National Aerospace System (NAS). The prolonged closure of this runway would 
prevent access to one of the primary runways on the Airport and would limit the 
Airport to only one runway suitable for air carrier operations. This would cause 
airlines to have to restructure their schedules creating operational, safety, and 
economic impacts to the traveling public and the Airport. 

In addition to the pavement improvements, this project will expand the existing 
runway centerline and edge lighting system. RAV 4L-22R is equipped with a 
Category (CAT) I Instrument Landing System (ILS) approach that is used during 
Instrument Meteorological Conditions (IMC) when visibility is limited. During 
CAT I conditions, the landing visibility minimums for RAV 4L-22R are 1,800 feet. 
Therefore, it is critical to have a modern lighting system on the runway and 
adjacent taxiways (TAV P aids aircraft transiting from the runway to the terminal 
areas) during severely limited visibility conditions. 

The existing system is functional, hut is approaching the end of its useful life. New 
and modified lighting for the runway and taxiway will comply with the latest FAA 
requirements and enable the continued use of instrument approach operations. 
Furthermore, runway guard lights will he 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. 

The high-speed taxiways component of this project is to conduct the 
intersection/jstuh work as a complimentary project to the FWR Taxiway P 

Revised 8/31/2010 



Rehabilitation including High-Speed Taxiways project. High speed taxiways 
contribute significantly by enhancing airfield efficiency and reducing delays. They 
allow arriving aircraft to leave the runway at higher speeds, thereby vacating the 
runway more quickly and permitting another aircraft to land or depart in a shorter 
space of time. This reduces airfield congestion and delay, allowing more efficient 
aircraft operations. If not implemented, the reduction in time that each aircraft 
occupies th«; Runway will not be realized, and aircraft operation delays will remain 
and/or expand as traffic continues to recover and grow. 

FORFAAUSE 
; Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain^ 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
_ Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ J ^ther (explain) 

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] 
Competition. Competition Plan [ 1 Other (explain) 

Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
LOl [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ ] 

Other (explain) _\ 
Noise. 65 LDN [ J Other (explain) 

Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules.} 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public^ 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
Of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding, 

How does this project address the deficiency sited by the public agency? 

if competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis of emy barrigrs t^ 
competition at the airportJ 

10. Project Objective: 
The rehabilitation of Runway 4L-22R will contribute to the following PFC 
objectives: 

Congestion: The project prevents congestion as it undertakes necessary state-of-
good-repair improvements to the pavement surface to maintain the utility of the 
runway. The runway pavement is currently in fair condition. As a result of 
continued operations, the pavement condition will continue to degrade. The 
improvements described in this project will prevent the pavement structure from 
deteriorating to a state requiring a major reconstruction that would result in 
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exteoded ruoway closures aod siguificaut C08gesti08 i8ipiicatio8S for the New York-
New Jersey Airport System aod the NAS. 

The project: further reduces cougestiou as it euables the high-speed taxiway project, 
which will allow arriviug aircraft to leave the ruoway at higher speeds, thereby 
vacatiog the ruoway more quickly aod permittiog aoother aircraft to laud or depart 
io a shorter space of time. 

Safety: The project eohaoces airfield safety at EWR by upgradiog aod moderoiziog 
the existiog ruoway ceoterlioe aod edge lightiog systems, sigoage aod markiogs. The 
existiog system is fuoctiooal, but is approaehiog the eod of its useful life. The 
project will also iostall ruoway stop bars at key ruoway aod taxiway iotersectioos to 
reduce the likelihood of ruoway iocursioos. LED lights aod oew fixtures will be 
iostalled to stay coosisteot with FAA guidaoce, eohaoeiog safety oo the airfield. 
More descriptiofl of ruoway aod taxiway lightiog is iocluded io Sectioo 8. 

FM FAAU^ 
! Safetj', Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

j Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
I Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
j ^rrnshj)pportimjtyjbr enhanced competition between or among air carriers at thd 
airportf 

Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operationsjitjhe airport 
Project does not meet any PFC objectives (explam) 

Finding!^ 
Current deficiency. Lisfthe source(s) ofdata used W make this findJngint^isnotapM 
pf the PFC application 

Address adequacy of issuesj 

11. Project Justification: 
Runway 4L-22R is one of primary runways at EWR. For runway geography, please 
see attached aerial graphic. Runway 4L-22R is 11,000 feet in length aod 150 feet 
wide, and is oriented along a northeast to southwest alignment. Ruoway 4L-22R 
maintains a lateral separation from Runway 4R-22L of 950 feet. Runway 4L-22R 
intersects the alignment of Runway 11-29 approximately 383 feet southwest of the 
Runway 22^ threshold. The runway has displaced thresholds on both ends. 

Over the piast several years, approximately 600 daily aircraft operations are 
conducted oh RAV 4L-22R by aircraft that vary in size from the largest variants of 
the Boeing 747 to Regional Jet aircraft. The asphalt pavement for the runway and 
taxiway intersections is structurally sound. However, the wearing course is 
beginning to exhibit signs of age-related stress cracking. 
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This p8oject is vitally impo8tant to ensure the condnued safe and efficient ope8ation 
of ai8C8aft at EWR and to accommodate future operations. The pavement for 
Runway 4L-22R was previously rehabilitated in 2003. As with many large-hub 
airports, due to the operational frequencies (landings and takeoffs) of large aircraft, 
the runway pavements at EWR typically require rehabilitation approximately every 
eight to ten years. According to the Port Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement 
Management Plan, the runway is noted to be in fair condition with a Pavement 
Condition Index (PCI) of 65. This indicates that the runway pavement requires 
rehabilitation before major structural repairs would be necessary. 

As a result, pavement rehabilitation is required that will replace the existing 
wearing coi/rse with revitalized asphalt pavement to preserve the structural sections 
of the runway pavement and permit safe and efficient aircraft operations. By 
rehabilitating the runway 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 needed basis, but an overall pavement reconstruction is not required at this 
time. 

While the runway pavement is closed for construction, the lighting systems will be 
upgraded with modern lighting system components. The existing system is 
functional, but is approaching the end of its useful life. As is common with older 
airfield lighting systems, the taxiway lighting system is becoming labor intensive and 
costly to maintain and operate. Furthermore, new lighting fixtures are much more 
energy efficient when compared to conventional lights currently installed on the 
runway. This project element includes a number of modernization upgrades to the 
existing lighting system components, including runway centerline and touchdown 
zone lighting, edge lights, and signs. Lighting fixtures using LED technology will be 
installed where suitable. Along with the pavement lighting, runway guard lights 
will be installed at key run way/taxiway intersections in support of the future 
establishment of a SMGCS Plan. By expanding the centerline and taxiway edge 
lighting systems, airfield safety and efficiency will be enhanced by providing 
additional low-visibility taxiway routes to the air carriers. 

R/W 4L-22R is equipped with a Category (CAT) I Instrument Landing System 
(ILS) approach that is used during Instrument Meteorological Conditions (IMC) 
when visibility is limited. Therefore, it is critical to have a reliable lighting system 
on R/W 4L-22R and adjacent taxiway (T/W P aids aircraft transiting from the 
runway to the terminal areas) during severely limited visibility conditions. The 
existing system is functional, but is approaching the end of its useful life. New and 
modified lighting for the runway and taxiway will comply with the latest ATC 
requirements and enable the continued use of instrument approach operations. It is 
critical to have a reliable airfield lighting system to support instrument operations 
during severely limited visibility conditions that occur during instrument 
approaches. 
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Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the project. Include citatmn for any documents that are not apart 
of this PFC application^ 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data, 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding.^ 

Discus^ny^non-econornical l^nefits which are not captured above.' 

Project Eligibility:} 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below J 
[ ] Development eligible under A IP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100 J8_ oi] 
i PGL )(1 T }?}}}"}% 77^^ 
[ ] Planning eligible urider MP^ritena (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or PGP 

[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504.[ 
i[ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility planj 
[Title and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local study] 
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 4^117(a)(3)(0 (air carrier ] 
I percentage of annual boardings ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter ! 
[ ] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain)} 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of^data; 
and attach the relevant docuinentation used to make this finding^ 

j_ 

j4re any work elements or portions of the oye^proJecLineljgi^TJProyide ass^^ 
WSt^! [ 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): January 2014 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): December 2015 

For FAA Use' 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, will the project begin within 2 years of PFQ 
application Due date (120j^day)? 
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[ ] Yei 
[JJ^' 

For Impose Onfy project, wili the project begin within 5 years of the charge effective^^ 
'or PFC application Due date, whichever is first?] 
'[ ] Yes' " 
[JM 

Is this project dependent upon another action to occur before its implementation or 
completion. Explain! 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FA A (Month and Year): IS/A 

For FAA Use 
Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval d^ 
whicheverjs sooner. 
[ ] Yer ; 

Which actions are needed before the use application can be submitted? What is the' 
estimated schedule for each action? 

14. Project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
AlP funding. 
[ ] YES 
[X] NO 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AlP funding, would the public 
agency prefer that the FAA approve 
[X] the amount of the local match to be collected at a $4.50 PFC level, 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 
[X] N/A 

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: Delta, United/Continental 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: None 
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If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (If 
the comrnents fipm^he con^ujtation are repeated, state that.) 

ADO/RO Recommendation^ 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RQ 
use comparable projects to niake this finding? If so, Ijst projects.; 

Ifthe amount requested if over $10 million, was the level ofjetail sufficient to identi^ 
eligible an^iheligible costs. Summarize ineligible costs.' 

iTthe duration of collection adequate forth^rno^unt^r^ueste^ 

SwRO RFX:^MENM 
[ 1 Approve.' 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summariz^e findings ^m earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues thatjead to determ i nation J 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings from^arlier in the Attachment B discussing issues' 
that lead to determination. 

'Application Reviewed byji 

Name Routing Symbd Date 
Item(s) reviewed.^ 

^lame Routing Symbol Date 
Item (3) rev iewed 
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THE PORTAlffHORnnrOF NY& NJ 

Newgrk Liberty Internetional Airport 
Runway 4L-22R Rehabilitation 





Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORTAIfTHORnYOF NY 8. NJ 

SECTION 6 

Runway 11 RSA & Relocation of Brewster Road 

Newark Liberty International Airport Section 6 - Runway 11 RSA & Relocation of Brewster Road 





PFC APPLICATION NUMBER;! 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: EWR Runway 11 RSA & Relocation of Brewster Road 

2. Project Number: 

3. Use Airport of Project: Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), 
Newark, New Jersey 

4. Project Type 
[ ] impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $ 23,750,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 1,250,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 25,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AlP Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AlP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AlP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

Other Funds: 
State Grants $ N/A 
Local Funds $ N/A 
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^ 

Is there an expectation that AIP funding will be available to pay the projectcost^ 
[ ] YES; , 
[ ] No; ; , 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded through AIP?; 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding] 

e. terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.00 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside^ 
needs of the airport, including runways, taxi ways, aprons, and aircraft gatesj 
[ ] YE^ 
[ ] NO^ 
[ ] N/A 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding. 

'f. Reasonablpness of cost. 
Proj ect Total Cost Analys is 

PFC Share of Totaj Cost Analysis 
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7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 
If proposed A IP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use 
If required to use a back^-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
'of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any!^ 
discussion from previous jtem regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining thp 
funding jf propose J 

8. Project Description: 
The 2006 Transportation Appropriations Act mandated that all airports comply 
with FAA regulatory requirements for runway safety areas by 2015, including those 
airports such as EWR, which had been exempt from the runway safety standard 
due to the fact it had been constructed before December 1987 and it was not 
practicable to bring all the runway ends into compliance. RSAs must conform with 
specific FAA dimensional and performance standards as regulated by 14 Code of 
Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 139, Certification of Airports. Congress mandated 
that RSAs at all commercial service airports conform to FAA requirements by 2015. 
As the FAA noted in Order 5200.8 establishing the RSA Program, an RSA is 
intended to provide a measure of safety in the event of an aircraft's excursion from 
the runways by significantly reducing the extent of personal injury, and aircraft 
damage during overruns, under shoots and veer-offs. 

Runway 11-29, the cross-wind runway at EWR, is 6,800 feet in length and presently 
has an Engineered Material Arresting System (EMAS) at the Runway 29 Departure 
overrun area. The Runway is oriented in an approximate east-west direction and is 
bound on the east (11 Departure) end by Brewster Road, which is the sole access 
road to EWR Public Parking Lot "P-7", Guard Post I, as well as other maintenance 
and operational facilities located to the south. Taxiway "Z" connects to the north 
side and Taxiway "CC" connects to the south side of the Runway, at right angles, 
approximately 150 feet from the runway end. 

To conform with the requirements of the mandate, an EMAS will be installed in the 
RSA of the Runway 11 departure overrun at EWR. Construction of an acceptable 
EMAS requires reloeating Brewster Road onto New Jersey Turnpike property, 
realigning the existing Blast Fence, and modifying Taxiways "Z" and "CC" at the 
end of Runway 11-29. Initially, planning focused on developing a compliant RSA 
within the existing property limits of the Airport. This would have resulted in a 
reduction of the runway length. Shortening the runway would reduce the utility of 
the runway, and limits to its utility would result in more congestion on Runways 4R-
22L and 4L-22R. To avoid exacerbating the existing eongestion problem, the Port 
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Authooity pooposes to shift the EMAS to the e9St. This wouid oequioo the oeioc9tion 
of Brewsteo'Road onto Turnpike Authority property. 

The proposed EMAS is designed to be 182 feet iong by 170 foot wide, and wiii have 
a 35-foot iong iead-in ramp, which meets the design criteria of 40 knot arresting 
speed for 8757-200 aircraft, with maximum takeoff weight of 255,000 ibs. To 
accommodate the 40 knot EMAS bed, the right-hand corner of the EMAS bed wiii 
be tapered back on a diagonai, thereby iimiting the runway iength reduction to 
74 feet. 

Approximateiy 668 iinear feet of Taxiways Z (with various widths aiong the 
segment) and CC wiii be reiocated to align with the 74-foot shortening of the end of 
the Runway. Since relocation of Taxiway Z wiii require fiiiing and paving 
approximately 50,000 square feet of the existing turf infield, environmental permits 
wiii be required. In order to equalize the proposed amount of fill in the fioodpiain 
and additional pervious paved surfaces, it is proposed to construct grass areas on 
both sides of the Arresting Bed. These turf areas, equal in area to the new 
pavement, wouid be pervious, slightly depressed, and act as a buffer to discourage 
errant motor vehicles and aircraft from encroaching on the EMAS. The grass areas 
wiii support emergency vehicles and meet the New Jersey Department of 
Environmental Protection (NJDEP) requirements for a Stream Encroachment 
Permit (Fill in Fioodpiain) and a Storm Water Management Permit. 

After relocating a 2-inch electrical conduit, permanent steel sheeting wouid be 
installed to protect the existing fiber-optic cable and maintain the embankment. A 
combination retaining wail and Screen/Crash Barrier will be installed. Then, a 
1,115-foot X 30-foot section of Brewster Road, as well as a 10-inch water main wouid 
be relocated, and a new storm drain system, lighting, and signing wouid be 
constructed and installed. Afterwards, a concrete barrier aeronautical security 
fence and blast fence wouid be installed. 

Once the road is relocated, airside construction will occur, including the removal of 
the existing Brewster Road, storm drainage facilities, artificial turf, electrical work, 
guidance signs, paving, and line striping. After the site work is complete, the 
Design-Build Contractor would install the EMAS, including base pavement, 
deflector grade beam, lead-in ramp pavement, and the Arrestor Bed. 

Traffic designs are in accordance with the latest editions of the FHWA Manual on 
Uniform Traffic Control Devices, the American Association of State Highway and 
Transportation Officials' (AASHTO) A Policy of Geometric Design of Highways 
and Streets, and AASHTO's Roadside Design Guide. 
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If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters:N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Terminal ancf surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision fori financing the airside needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, 
aprons, and aircraft gates. 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 
[X] N/A 
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if the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters, 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been 
comp[^edj 

Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the^i^jieeds of th^irpqrt,jricluding runways,^^t^^ 
aprons, and aircraft gates] 
[ ] YES; 
[ ] NO; 
[_ ] N/A: 

9. Significant Contribution: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region with three runways and three terminals with 104 gates. In 2011, 
the Airpori served 33.7 million passengers and experienced 409,988 aircraft 
movements. Operations consisted of approximately 93 percent commercial, 
5.5 percent cargo, and the remaining as general aviation. 

The Airports Council International's latest ranking places EWR as #14 nationwide 
and #34 worldwide for total passengers. The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-
Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), estimates that EWR passenger usage will 
increase by 2.1 percent annually. Along with growth, average delay per aircraft 
operation has also increased. FAA statistics for 2011 indicate that EWR is the most 
delayed airport in the nation in terms of average delay per aircraft operation. In 
2008, as an attempt to limit delays, the U.S. Department of Transportation 
implemented an 81 flights-per-hour cap on scheduled aircraft operations at EWR. 

The Project makes a Significant Contribution in the following category: 

Enhance Safety: The existing Runway 11 overrun RSA is approximately 76 feet long 
and 500 feet wide. This project will bring the Runway 11 RSA into conformance 
with the Congressional mandate and FAA standards by 2015 through the 
construction of a 40-knot EMAS bed at the departure end of Runway 11. Such a 
solution would comply with the federally mandated standards, which would, as the 
FAA order declares, significantly reduce the extent of personal injury, and aircraft 
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damage during overruns, under shoots and veer-offs. In its 2009 Audit of the RSA 
Program, DOT found that "FAA and airport sponsor efforts to improve RSAs have 
resulted in tangible aviation safety enhancements across the Nation", citing overrun 
incidents at JFK, ORD and SBA that were mitigated by the improvement of RSAs. 
The House Transportation, Housing and Urban Development, and Related Agencies 
noted in their Committee Report in 2011 that "runway safety must continue to be an 
area of high priority for the FAA." 

FOR FAA USE 
Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain) 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ 1 Other (explain) 

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
; Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain) 

! Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] ^ 
_ LOI [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan 

[ ], ^ . . 
j Other (explain) I 

Noise. 65 LDN [ ] Other (explain) ! 

[_ Project does not quaUfi^ under "significant contribution " rules: 

^uanfitati^and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by publi3^ 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
pf data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this findingj 

How doe^thjs project address the deficiency sited by the public agency? 

if competition is the chosen^option, provide the FAA's analysis of any^arriersjtp 
cornpetitionat the airport; 

10. Project Objective: 
The Runway 11 RSA construction project will meet the following PFC objectives: 

Safety: The current Runway 11 overrun RSA is approximately 76 feet long and 500 
feet wide. The project provides for the construction of cost effective safety 
enhancement projects that will result in the installation of a 40 knot EMAS for the 
Runway 11 overrun, bringing the RSA for Runway 11 into conformance with FAA 
RSA standards and enhancing airfield safety at EWR. 

Congestion: All airport sponsors face a Congressional mandate to improve their 
RSAs to FAA required standards by 2015. As a consequence for not complying with 
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this mandate, the airport could face the possibility of the FAA imposing additional 
operational restrictions at EWR for non-compliance. These additional operational 
restrictions could result in reduced capacity and increased congestion for air carrier 
activities and that would further contribute to airport delays. By complying with 
the congressional mandate, the airport is preserving its existing capacity and 
accommodating future demand. 

In addition, the FAA requires that the Port Authority abide by explicit AIP and 
PFC assurances. Among compliance with relevant federal, state, and local 
regulations, AIP Grant and PFC Assurances require that Airport sponsors (the Port 
Authority) comply with FAA airport design, construction standards and 
specifications contained in Advisory Circulars current on the date of project 
approval in order to be awarded AIP Grants and collect PFC funds. Failure to 
comply with AIP Grant and PFC Assurances could hinder the Port Authority's 
ability to fund capital projects. 

FORFAAUSg 
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 

I Project does not meet any PFC objectives (explain) 

Finding 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of d^ata used to make this finding if it is not a part 
of the PFC appljcation. 

Address adecjuacy of issues.' 

11. Project Justification: 
Through a Congressional mandate, all airports certificated under 14 Code of 
Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 139 must comply with the FAA's Runway Safety 
Area Program by 2015. In compliance with that mandate, the Port Authority 
examined a variety of methods of achieving an FAA compliant RSA. The most 
viable alternative is the installation of an EMAS in the RSA of the Runway 11 
departure overrun at EWR. Developing an RSA system within the existing 
property limits of the Airport would require excessive runway length reduction that 
would negatively impact the Airport's operational capability. Shortening the 
runway would reduce the utility of the runway, and result in a greater utilization of 
the already congested Runways 4R-22L and 4L-22R. 

A planning study conducted by the Port Authority considered this, determined 
reducing the runway's utility was not prudent, and recommended that the proposed 
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EMAS be moved eastward and Brewster Road be relocated on property of the NJ 
Turnpike Authority. This approach allows for the installation of a 40-knot EMAS 
bed capable of accommodating a B-757-200 aircraft at maximum takeoff weight of 
255,000 lbs. The design results in a minimum runway length reduction of 74 feet, 
thereby enhancing safety while preserving the operational capability of the runway. 

FOR FAA USB ^ 
befinejiqw the project accomplishes PFC Objective(sj 

Explain how project is cost-effectwe compared to other reasonable and timely means to, 
accomplish this obiective(s) 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the^ 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competitiw 
benefits attributable to the project, jnclude c^a^tiqnJqr any^qcmrientsjMqar^^ 
pfth i s W^appl icat ion ̂  

if analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to rnake this fining J 

Discuss any non-economical benefits which are not captured above] 

Project Eligibility:; 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below] ^ 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criterja (paragraph of Order 5100.3 8__ or, 
I POL M 
[ ] Plannjng eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or PGL 

[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504.' 
j [ ] Project approved in an^prqyed Part 150 noise comp^i^ity^qlan; 
Title and Date of Part 150; 
[ ] Project included in a local study] 
iTitle 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^ l l^a)(3)(F) (aij^camer ^} 
j percentage of annual boardings J; 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter j 
[ ]_Pjpject^qeqnqt nieet prcjeUgilnlity^^ 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC appHcation, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding.; 
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any worjTelements or portions of the overall project ineligible? Provide associate 
jcostsl 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): April 2012 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): December 2013 

For FAA Usd^ 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, will the project begin within 2 years of PFC; 
applicationJDue date (120-day)? 
[ ] Yes' ^ 
[ ] No' 

For Im^se Only project, will the project begin within 5 years of the charge effective date! 
br PFC application Due date, whichever^is firsf^ 
[ ] Yes : 
Lim 
Islhis pr^ect dependent upon another action to occur before its implementation oj 
completion. Explain.^ 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 

ForFAAUse^ 
is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval dat^ 
whichever i^^oner. 
[ ] Yes' ' : 
uM : 
Which actions are needed before the use application can be submitted? What is the 
estjrna^d^ch^du 1 e for each action? 

14. Project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
AlP funding. 
[ ] YES 
[X] NO 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AlP funding, would the public 
agency prefer that the FAA approve 
[X] the amount of the local match to be collected at a $4.50 PFC level, 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. 
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If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (If 
the comments from the consuItatjon are repeated, state^tl^.) 

ADO/RO Recommendation: 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RQ 
use compar^le projects to make this finding? If so, list projectsJ 

if the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identify, 
eligible and ineligible costs. SummarizejndigiWe 

is the duration of collection adequate for the amount requested?] 

^DO/RO R8,COMMENDATION: 
[ 1 Approve.' 

[ ] Partialiy Approve. Summanze^findjngs^frorn earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination.' 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarizgjfjndings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to determination. 
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Name ; Routing Symbol 
Item(s) reviewed 
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1HE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY& NJ 

Newark Liberty International Airport 

Runway 11 Runway Safety Area and Relocation of Brewster Road 





Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY& NJ 

SECTION 7 

Electrical Distribution & Substation Improvements 

Newark Liberty International Airport Section 7 - Electrical Distribution & Substation Improvements 





PFC APPLICATION N 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: EWR Electrical Distribution and Substation Improvements 

2. Project Number: 

3. Use Airport of Project: Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), 
Newark, New Jersey 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 . [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $ 66,500,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 3,500,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 70,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AlP Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

Other Funds:, 
State Grants $ N/A 

Revised 8/31/2010 



If YES, doesjhe Region s^upport? 
[ ]YESr 
[ ] NO.i ^ 
I^YES, Hst the schedule for implementation? 

b. For anj^proposed MP discretionary fonds,jioe^ th^Region intend to support? 

b For any proposed MP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's 

[ J NQ 

d. For project requesting PFC fUnding levels of $4.00 and $4.50:; 
Is there an expectation that MP funding will be available to pay the project costs J 
[ ] YESr . 
[ ] N0,__ : 
|What percentage of the total project cost is funded through AIP? 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding) 

b. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.00 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airsidq 
needs ofthe birport, induing runways, taxiways, aprons, andaircraft gates; 
[ ] YES; : 
[ ] NO, ^ 
[ ] N/A 
LjsUhe source(s) of data used to make this finding. 

JTReasonabTeness of cost! 
PrqjectToW Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysis 
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7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 
If proposed MP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Us!: 
if required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional^ 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining thq 
fondjng it proposes J 

8. Project Description: 
The existing electrical distribution infrastructure at Newark Liberty International 
Airport (EWR) was originally installed when the Airport was expanded in 1973 and 
the system is currently functioning beyond its useful life. The electrical system at 
EWR consists of 23 substations, duct banks, transformers, high-voltage conductors 
and switchgear. Since its original installation, the electrical distribution system has 
been maintained by the Port Authority and has received safety upgrades and some 
modifications. However, unscheduled repairs are often required as a result of 
frequent service interruptions. 

The Airport has experienced power outages of varying severity in recent years, 
raising concern regarding the reliability of the main electrical power infrastructure 
and associated substations. A primary cause of outages is demand exceeding 
available capacity. Electrical demands in the Airport are much greater than the 
original system was designed to supply. 

The project will be designed for an increase in the capability of the distribution 
system to respond to peak loads in a stable manner. With the current system, the 
Airport experiences power surges and brownouts during peak use that has resulted 
in disruptions to passenger services and maintenance issues with computer based 
equipment within the terminals. The deficiencies of the electrical distribution system 
also require routine reliance on backup and emergency power sources. This 
requires emergency diesel-powered generators to be run more frequently and for 
longer hours. This puts greater strain on back-up electrical systems that are 
designed only for limited use during emergency situations. 

In response to concerns over the reliability of electrical service, the Port Authority 
proposes to undertake a facility-wide project that will modernize the electrical 
distribution system and restore reliable electrical service at the Airport. It is 
anticipated that this project will replace and rehabilitate substations, transmission 
lines, transformers, monitoring devices and system security. These components 
facilitate electrical service to passenger terminals, the airfield (lighting and 
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navigaBonal aiBs), Air Traffic Control Tower, air cargo complex, Central Heating 
anB Refrigeration Plant (CHRP), anB the Airport maintenance facility. 
Improving electrical system reliaBility is a key element of this project. This will be 
accomplishcB through the installation of a cross connection from the main south 
substation to the north suBstation in orBer to facilitate uninterrupteB operation in 
the event of a failure of one of the primary electric utility fecBers. This project will 
also install aBBitional emergency generator backup in orBer to proviBe peak loaB 
sheBBing to the terminals Buring an exteuBcB electrical outage. Other specific 
improvements may incluBe: 

• A new 4,000 KVA substation to accommoBate expansion efforts in 
Terminal B such as preconBitioneB air, 400 hertz aircraft power, FeBeral 
Inspection Station (FIS) in-line baggage screening, anB security systems. 

• A new Biesel emergency generator of approximately 2,250 KW output. The 
new generator will be locateB beneath the original B-3 connector anB will be 
fully integratcB into the central builBIng systems. 

• MoBsrnizeB automatic transfer capability with a manual over-riBe anB 
automatic re-transfer capability to ensure seamless power restoration upon 
re-energizing of the utility griB. 

These improvements will proviBe requircB capacity anB moBern control anB safety 
Bevices, resulting in consistent power Belivery anB rcBuccB surging anB power 
outages. The costs outlineB in this application are programmeB for planning, Besign, 
construction anB project management of the Electrical Distribution anB Substation 
Improvements. 

• Planning anB Design: $10,500,000 
• Equipment Procurement: $17,500,000 
• Construction: $24,500,000 
• Contingencies: $10,500,000 
• Project ABministration anB Finance: $ 7,000,000 
• EstimateB Total Cost: $70,000,000 

To Bate, the Port Authority has hircB a consultant to initiate planning anB to 
perform energy loaB calculations. This project is focuscB entirely on improving the 
Airport's electrical infrastructure. This project is not BesigneB to improve or 
enhance service within the Airport's lanBsiBe (terminals, cargo BuilBings, 
maintenance builBings, etc.) facilities. The costs associatcB with this estimate have 
been prorateB to a rate of 66 percent of the total project cost in orBer to account for 
areas that are ineligible for PEC fuuBing. The total cost of this project for eligible 
anB ineligible areas is approximately $106,000,000. Any areas that are ineligible for 
PEC fuuBing on this project will be paiB for through PA capital funBs anB are not 
incluBcB with this request. 

If applicable for terminal projects, 
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Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[X] N/A • 

FOR FAA USE 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Include source citation if clarification 
information is not from PFC application.; 

If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas beert, 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the r^ujremMtsjwil[Wjnefjzir^hould th^pmj^Tbe^i^ 

rfthe projecUrtv^Tveslerminarw^rk, confirm information regarding ticket counte^ 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been 
Completed.' 

Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the^irside need^f the mrport, jricWing runy^ys,ja)^^ 
aprons, and aircraft gates] 
[ ] YE^ ^ 
[ ] NO 
[ ] N/A 

9. Significant Contribution: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region. In 2011, the Airport served 33.7 million passengers through its 
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thoee Teominals and experienced 409,988 aircraft movements on its three runways. 
The Airports Council International's latest ranking placed EWR as #14 nationwide 
and #34 worldwide for total passengers. The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-
Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), estimates that EWR passenger usage will 
increase by 2.1 percent annually. 

The reliability of the Airport's power distribution system is critical element of the 
operation, safety, and security of the Airport. The electrical distribution system was 
originally installed in the early 1970's and has exceeded its design life. The Port 
Authority and the utility provider perform routine maintenance and servicing on 
the system equipment and components to ensure safe and reliable operation. 
However, with the age of the equipment, servicing and maintenance has become 
more difficult as unscheduled outages increase in frequency and spare parts become 
difficult to procure. 

The Airport has experienced power outages of varying severity in recent years, 
raising concern regarding the reliability of the main electrical power infrastructure 
and associated substations. Some of these outages occurred during peak travel 
times and periods of severe weather, when the terminals are at capacity with 
passengers and electrical usage on the airfield is critical to support low-visibility 
aircraft operations. In 2011, there were 22 instances of power shortages and 
outages thai required Airport staff to take non-essential facilities off-line or run 
backup generators for operational safety and security at the Airport. In addition, 
during summer months, it is almost a daily occurrence that emergency generators 
must be operated in order to supplement the electrical system during peak 

demands. 

A primary cause of outages is due to demand exceeding available capacity. 
Electrical demands at the Airport are much greater than the original system was 
designed to supply. For example, the terminals currently provide preconditioned 
air and 400 hertz aircraft power at the gates and this electrical load was not 
considered when the system was designed and constructed in 1973. Other additional 
loads are attributed to TSA equipment installations, in-line baggage screening, and 
facility enlargement related to passenger terminal gate and terminal expansion. 
These improvements have introduced additional electrical loads which, while 
currently accommodated, have reduced the spare capacity of the system. As a 
result, there is a narrow margin between everyday electrical demand and peak 

demand. 

A key desigili issue for improvements will be the capability of the distribution system 
to respond io peak loads in a stable manner. Currently, the Airport experiences 
power surges and brownouts during peak use periods that has resulted in 
disruptions to passenger services and maintenance issues with computer based 
equipment Within the terminals. This is of particular concern for passenger and 
baggage scanning equipment used by the TSA for passenger processing. The 
deficiencies of the electrical distribution system also require routine reliance on 
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backup and emergency power sources. This requires emergency generators to be 
run more frequently and for longer hours. This puts greater strain on back-up 
electrical systems that are designed for limited use during emergency situations. 

The distribution system will be rehabilitated and modernized to accommodate the 
electrical load of a modern airfield and terminal complex, while providing 
uninterrupted power supply and required emergency generation. This project will 
replace an existing substation and install a new substation sized appropriately to 
accommodate existing and future demand. In addition, modern controls and 
security devices will be installed that will assist in the protection, operation and 
monitoring of the electrical system. 

Future demand has been calculated based on planned facility development on the 
Airport. Load calculations were estimated based on eurrent electrieal demand per 
square footage of terminal space. Ineligible areas were accounted for by reducing 
the square footage demand to 66 percent. The new loads introduced in the 
terminals are due to expanded HVAC equipment, additional usable terminal floor 
space, TSA installations, and in-line baggage operations. In addition to future 
landside needs, airside electrical demand will increase due to the expansion of 
aircraft ground power (400 Hz), and aircraft preconditioned air systems. 

This project is significant because without a stable and reliable electrical system the 
function of critical safety and security systems on the Airport may be compromised. 
All security systems on the Airport rely on electrical power in order to operate. 
This includes systems such as security and fire alarms, security cameras, passenger 
and baggage scanners, card access systems, intrusion detection systems, emergency 
lighting, communications systems, etc. In the event any or all of these systems fail, 
the terminals would have to be evacuated, causing aircraft loaded with passengers 
to be secured and held at the gates, and eventually deplaned. This would cause 
severe and unavoidable delays at the Airport and at Airports throughout the 
National Airspace System (NAS). 

In addition to the landside component, the significance of the project is reflected in 
the crucial need to provide reliable power for the airfield lighting systems. This 
Airport is equipped with Category (CAT) III ILS approaches and as such aircraft 
operate in severely limited visibility. Aircraft operating in these conditions rely on 
airfield lighting and navigational aids to safely arrive and depart from the Airport. 
It is therefore vital that reliable electrical power is available to support aircraft 
operations. 

To the greatest extent possible, the modernized distribution system will incorporate 
commercial off the shelf (COTS) components that are abundantly available on the 
market at competitive prices. A comprehensive training program for the operation 
of the distribution system components will also be specified. 
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The project will include the preparation of complete contract drawings and 
specifications that will be used to solicit public bidding process and eventual 
construction. It is anticipated that the project will incorporate modern control and 
remote monitoring systems, integrated protection systems, cross-connections with 
existing electrical equipment, load shedding capability and advanced 
troubleshooting capabilities. 

FOR FA A USE 
Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explam)' 

t Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
i_ Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 T 1 Other (explain) 

1 CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
I Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain) 

; Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
LOl [ ] FAABCA[ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ ] 

Other (explain) 
_ Noise. 65 LDN [ ] Other (explain) I 

[_ Project does not quahf^ il'ldGL^'signUlcant cont^ribution ^iujesj 

Quantitatrve and quahtativTanaTj^s of significanlcontribution option chosen by public^ 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s), 
bf data and attach jhe relevant documentation used tpm^e this finding] 

How doe^is project a^^jhedefici^y^^yjhe publipagenc)^ 

If competition is the chosen^option, provide the FAA's analysis of any barriers to, 
competition at the airport J 

10. Project Objective: 
The EWR Electrical Distribution and Substation Improvements project will 
contribute to the following PFC objectives: 

Safety and Security: The project enhances safety as it modernizes the electrical 
distribution system in order to prevent the power outages that have plagued the 
airport in recent years. A number of these outages occurred during peak travel 
times and periods of severe weather, when the terminals are at capacity with 
passengers and electrical usage on the airfield is critical to support low-visibility 
aircraft operations. This project will provide a reliable source of electrical power 
for critical safety and security systems on the Airport, particularly during periods of 
high demand in the passenger terminals and airfield. The project will also provide 
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Current deficiency. List the so^urce(s) ofdata used to rnake this finding if it is not a part 
of the PFC application, 

Address adequacy of issues.' 

11. Project Justification: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region with three runways and three terminals with 104 gates. In 2011, 
the Airport accommodated 33,7 million passengers and experienced 409,988 aircraft 
movements. The Airports Council International's latest ranking placed EWR as #14 
nationwide and #34 worldwide for total passengers. Operations consisted of 
approximately 93 percent commercial, 5.5 percent cargo, and the remaining as 
general aviation. The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-Range Forecast (Moderate 
Scenario), estimates that EWR passenger usage will increase by 2.1 percent 
annually. 

To safely accommodate the current use and anticipated growth at EWR, the 
reliability of the Airport's electrical distribution system is critical element of the 
operation, safety, and security of the Airport. This project is designed to improve 
the reliability of the main electrical power distribution infrastructure in order to 
accommodate existing and future electrical demand. 

The electrical distribution system was originally installed in 1973 and has exceeded 
its design life. The Port Authority and the utility provider perform routine 
maintenance and servicing on the system equipment and components to ensure safe 
and reliable operation. However, with the age of the equipment, servicing and 
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Explain how project Is cost-effective compared to other reasonable and timely means to, 
accomplish this obiective(s)^ 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the^ 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to thg pxoject^ jnclude citation for any documents that are not a part 
of this PFC application; 

If analysis is'based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding.! 

Discuss any non-economical benefits whjch are not captured above.; 
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Project Eligibility^! 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below J 
[ ] Development digible under ATP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.381^1 

PGL );! 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or PGL' 

[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505^ 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504.) 
; [ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan;! 
Title and Date of Part 150:' 
[ ] Project included in a local studyJ 
iTitle 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 
I percentage of annual boardings ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter ) 
[ ] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain)J 

For Impose Only project, will the project begin withjn^S yjar^o^^ch^ge eff^^ 
or PFC application f^^ate,jvhichey^ is first?j 
[ ] Yes' 
[ ] No 

is this project dependent upon another action to occur before its implementation orj 
completion. Explainj 

13. For an liyipose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 
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AD6/R6 Recommendation: 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RQ 
use comparable projects to make this finding? If so, list projects.' 

If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identifyi 
'eligible and ineligible costs. Summarize ineligible costs) 

Is the duration of collection adequate for the amount requested^ 
i 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: 
[ ] Approve; 

] Partially Approve. Summarize finding^fromearHer in the Attachment B^cu^ing 
ssues that lead to determination. 

] Disapprove. Summarize Findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues, 
that lead to determination.'" 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
Item(s) reviewed. 

[_ Name ' Routing Symbol fMq 
lltem(s) reviewed 
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THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY&NJ 
Newgrk Liberty Internatlonel Airport 

Electrical Distribution & Substation Improvements 





Pgssenger Facility Charge Application THE PORTAinHORITYOF NY& NJ 

ATTACHMENT B - PROJECT INFORMATION 

PRC Planning and Program Administration 

SECTION 1 - PRC Planning and Program Administration 

PRC Planning and Program Administration Attachment B - Table of Contents 





8FC APPLICATION NUM8ER; 

ATTACHMENT 8: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: PEC 8l9ooiog 9od Program Admioistratioo 

2. Project Number: 

3. Use Airport of Project: 2012 PEC Applicatioo for Joho F. Keooedy loteroatiooal 
Airport (JFK), New York, New York; LaGuardia Airport (EGA), New York, New 
York; Stewart loteroatiooal Airport (SWF), New York, aod Newark Liberty 
loteroatiooal Airport (EWR), Newark, New Jersey 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 . 

6. financing Plan 

P8C Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $1,500,000 
Bond financing & Interest: $0 

Subtotal PfC Funds*: $1,500,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP. Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 
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Other Funds; 
State Grants $ N/A 
Local Funds'S N/A 
Other (please specify) $ N/A 

Subtotal Other Funds: $ N/A 

Total Project Cost: $1,500,000 

For FAA Use, 
a. Does the project include a proposed L01?| 
[ ] YES"" 
[ ] NQ , 
If YES, does the Region support^ 
[ ]YES 
[ ] NO? 
If YES,ii^ th^che^jj^f^impjernentatmi^ 

b. For any proposed AIP discretionary ftinds, does the Region intend to suppojl| 
[ ] YE§ 
[ ] NO . 

c? For any proposed A IP fonds.Js^the requesLwithin tjLe planning levels for the Region's 
five year CI^ 
[ ] YES 
[J NO 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50?[ 
Is there an expectation that AIP funding will be avajlable to pay the project^qstsj 
[ ] YE^" 
[ ] NO: 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded through AIP?; 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding. 

e. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC fonding level of $4.00, 
and $4.50. 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 
List the source(s)qf data used to make thisjfindingJ 

f. Reasonableness of cost: 
Project Total Cost Analysis 
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PFC Share of Total Cost Analys[s 

7. Back-up Financing Plan; N/A 
if proposed AIP discretionary funds or a proposed LOl are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
pf collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any^ 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood^f public agency obtaining thp 
funding it proposes.; 

8. Project Description: 
The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey (Port Authority) Capital Plan and 
Budget includes a host of eligible projects that the Port Authority is seeking to 
finance using PFC revenues, and which are subject to the preparation and FAA 
approval of a PFC application. Under FAA guidelines, an application and 
consultation with air carriers is required, and the FAA must approve the completed 
application. It is anticipated the Port Authority will retain outside consultant 
services to prepare the financial plan based on enplaned passenger and associated 
PFC revenqe projections, as well as to prepare application documentation and 
provide an advisory role for the development of the information necessary for the 
PFC application. 

In addition, the Port Authority is required to perform ongoing oversight of the PFC 
program, including filing quarterly reports, managing PFC collection, reporting 
and other administrative tasks. The Port Authority staff is responsible for 
administering the PFC program. However, it is anticipated that the Port Authority 
will utilize outside consultant services to assist with the administration of the PFC 
program and the tracking of PFC revenue distribution. The costs associated with 
the above described items are included in this project. 

The previous application submitted in 2010 included a PFC Planning and Program 
Administration project to "assure compliance and monitoring of the proposed PFC 
projects included in the 2010 PFC application." The project in this 2012 application 
includes additional services related to the compliance assurance and administration 
of the 2012 PFC Application, including issuing and updating required PFC records, 
which is separate and distinct from the work performed in support of the 2010 
application. The project will also provide funding for the preparation of future 
applications, such as the application expected to be submitted in late 2012 
requesting Use Authority of PFC revenue for the RAV 4 and 31 Runway Safety Area 
Construction Project at LGA. 
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Preparation of the PFC application includes the identification of projects, 
preliminary eligibility determination, the justification of the PFC funding of the 
projects, development of a PFC financial plan, the coordination of the 
environmental, airspace, and ALP requirements reviews, the coordination of the 
airline consultation & public notice processes, and the creation of the application 
document itself. It is expected that approximately 75 percent of the stated project 
cost would be attributed to application development and approximately 25 percent 
to the ongoing administration of the PFC program. 

The following is an estimated project cost breakdown that is reflective of the above 
percentages: 

PFC application preparation/ development $1,125,000 

Administration of PFC program $375,000 

Total $1,500,000 

It is estimated that work with regard to the administration of the 2012 application 
will start immediately upon approval by the FAA. 

If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 • 
[X] N/A 

FOR FAA USE 
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iComment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Include source citation if clarification' 
information is not from PFC application.^ 

if project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing^ 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or js there si 
likelihood the requirement willj)e met, or should the project be disapproved.} 

if the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters,J 
gates, and baggage^ft^ilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been 
completed. 

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

9. Significant Contribution: 
This project supports the administration of the PFC program at the Port Authority. 
The PFC program includes projects (including those in this application) that 
collectively improve safety and security, increase the competition among air 
carriers, improve passenger flow, and enhance operations and reduce delays at Port 
Authority's airports, which are integral to the national airspace system. The project 
is considered eligible under FAA 5500.1 - Passenger Facility Charge Program. 

FOR FAA USE 
I Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain^ 

I Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
i_ Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ ] Other (expjain) 

I ; CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
_ Competition. Competition Plan [ 1 Other (explain)^ 

! Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
LOI [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ J 

Other (explain) 
^ Noise. 65 LDN [ ] Other (explain) 

L. Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rul^ 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public^ 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
of data and artach the relevant documentation used to make this finding.}^ 
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How does this project ^dress jhe ̂ gciencxsitedjby the pu^c agen^i 

If competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis of any barriers to, 
Competition at the airport/ 

10. Project Objective: 
This project will assure the compliance and administration of this 2012 PFC 
Application, including issuing and updating required PFC records and performing 
the required PFC audit. The proposed projects included in this PFC application 
enhance safety, security and capacity at the Port Authority's Airports, consistent 
with ongoing requirements and developments in the aviation industry as well as 
FAA standards and federal regulations. 

FOR FAA USE; 
1 Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
I Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
I Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

Furn 1 sh^ppqilun ity for enhanced competition between or among air carriers at the 
airport 

Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airpoii 
Project does not meet any PFC objectiygs (explajn)' 

Finding 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to make this finding if it is not a part 
of the PFC application J 

Address adequacy of issues. 

11. Project Justification: 
The FAA guidelines require development of an application concerning projects 
proposed under the PFC program. This project provides for the issuing and 
updating of required PFC records and the performing of the required PFC audit of 
the PFC program, which includes PFC funded projects included in this application. 
The project will also provide funding for the preparation of future applications, 
such as the application expected to be submitted in late 2012 for use of PFC revenue 
for the RSA project at LGA, including the preparation of financial plans and 
provision of specialized consulting services, and the consultation with air carriers. 

The services performed under the PFC Programming and Administration project 
provide necessary support to the PFC collection and reporting process as well as to 
the administration of the program as established by this and all prior and future 
PFC applications, which collectively improve safety and security, increase the 
competition among air carriers, improve passenger flow, and enhance operations 
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and reduce delays at Port Authority's Airports, which are integral to the national 
airspace system. 

FOR FAA USE; 
Define how the project accqrnplishes PFC C)bjective(s)| 

Explain how]project is cost-efFective compared to other reasonable and timely means to 
accomplish this objectivetsf 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the^ 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the^project. Include citation for any documents that are not a part' 
of this PFC application.^ 

If arialysis is basedon a source other Than this PFU application, list the squrce(^^dga! 
and^ttach the relevant documentation used to make this finding; 

pjscuss^y non-economical benefits which arejiot captured above.] 

Project Eligibility? 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below] ^ 
[ ] Development^elig|ble^underj\tP^riteria (pjragraph^ of Order 5100.38 or, 
j PGL )i ' _ J ' ZT , 
[ ] Plannmg eligible ur^der^IP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or PGU 

[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505? 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504.| 
[ ] Project approved in an approjye^^rt l^jwise^qmpat[biHty^plan;' 
jfitle and Date of Part 150T 
[ ] Project included in a local studyJ 
[Title and Date of local studyiF 
[ ] Terming,1 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 ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter i 
[ ] Project doesjiotnieet PFC^e]igTb][ity (exp^lain)] 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant docunientation used to make this finding. 

Are an V work elements or portions of the overall project ineligiblg? Proyjdejss^iated 
COStS.I^ 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): October 2012 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): December 2016 
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See Item #8 for further detail on implementation date. 

For FAA Use, 
ipor Impose and Use or Use Only projects, will the project begin within 2 years of PFC; 
application Due dat^( 120-day)7' 
'[ ] Yes ^ 
[,lM 

For ImposelDnly project, will the project begin within 5 years of the charge effective d^ 
'or PFC application Due date, whichever is first? 
[ ] Yes! "" 
[ ] Nq 

Is thispr<^t dependent upon another actionjo occur before its implementation oij 
completion. ExplainJ 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 

F'orTAAlj^e 
Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date,' 
whicheveHs^oner. 
[ ] Yes' 
LlNq : 

jWhich actions are needed before the use applicatjon can be submitted? What is thq 
estimated schedule for each action? 

14. Project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
AlP funding. 
[ ] YES 
[X] NO 

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

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

Revised 8/31/2010 



If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (Hj 
the comments from the consultatjon are repeated, state 

toO/RO Recommendation: ^ 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RQ 
use comparal^ projects Jo makjdiis finding? If so, Jis^projecW 

If the amount requested if oyer $10 million, was the 1 ey e 1 of^dete i I ju^jien t J^i denti^ 
bligiblejnd ineligible costs. Summanze i^t^eUgible cqstj! 

Is the duration of coltection adequate foijhejrnounjrgquestejg 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: 
L] Apprmjj 

[ ] Partially Approye. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination^ 

[ ] Disapproye. Summarizefindjngs from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to determination.^ 

Revised 8/31/2010 



Application Reviewed byi 

r Name Routing Symbol 
iltem(s) reviewed.! 

Name • Routing Symbol Date 
Item(s) reviewed 

Revised 8/31/2010 



Passenger Facility Charge Application IHE PORT AUIHORITY OF NY & N J 

PART III 

ATTACHMENT C (CLARIFICATION) - AIR CARRIER 
CONSULTATION INFORMATION 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports Supplement to the PFC Application Submitted to the FAA on May 8, 2012 





Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AinnORITY OF NY & NJ 

SECTION 5 

PFC Application Public Notice 

The Public Notice for the PFC Application was posted on the Port Authority's website at the following 
link: 

• Airport Link: http://www.panvni.eov/airports/ 

The notice was posted on the above website on October 28"', 2011 with a link to the draft application. 
For each project, the public notice provided a description. Justification, cost estimates and PFC level, 
estimated total PFC level, proposed charge effective date and charge expiration date, estimated total 
PFC revenue to be collected, and name and contact information for the person to whom comments 
should be sent. 

The notice specified that public comments would be received until January 17, 2012. 

The Public Notice was posted to the Port Authority's publically-accessible website on December 19, 2011. 

No comments were received from the public notice. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports Section S - PFC Application Public Notice 





Pgssenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY& NJ 

SECTION 6 

Airline Comment Letters 

Lufthansa Airlines - November 23, 2011 

Delta Airlines - January 17, 2012 

Japan Airlines - January 17, 2012 

United Airlines - January 17, 2012 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports Section 6 - Airline Comment Letters 





I'Ou,-'c'-'0'v» OJ'reisfsncs/Daie 'oieco is ex; 
Novomber 23, 2011 

VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 
AND EMAIL 

Ms. Patty Clark 
Senior Advisor for Aviation Polioy 
225 Park Avenue South, 9"^ Floor 
New York, NY 10003 
Dassenaerfacilitvoharae@Danvni.qov 

Re: Draft Application - Passenger Facility Charge Application dated October 28, 2011 
Newark Liberty International Airport 
John F. Kennedy International Airport 
LaGuardia Airport 
Stewart International Airport 

Dear Ms. Clark: 

On behalf of Deutsche Lufthansa AG, we formally acknowledge receipt of the above 
referenced notice and submit this letter certifying our disagreement and opposition to 
the Passenger Facility Charge ("PFC") Application as it relates to the Terminal 3 JFK 
renovations. 

The legislatively approved use of a PFC is to "fund FAA-approved projects that 
enhance safety, security, or capacity; reduce noise; or increase air carrier competition." 
The PFC as it relates to Terminal 3 seeks to finance the following: 

0 Asbestos, lead and mercury abatement; 
• Terminal 3 demolition; 
• New apron paving; 
• New taxi lanes and drives; and 
• New utility structure, including a new state of the art water treatment facility. 

We fail to understand how such projects fall under the purview of the permitted use of 
PFC funds. Terminal 3 is leased exclusively by an individual air carrier and as such 
should not be eligible to receive PFC funding. Accordingly, it is respectfully requested 
that the Passenger Facility Charge Application dated October 28, 201 las it relates to 
Terminal 3 be denied in all respects. 

. -H GO'I" tTl .4 ' ..r.i". ^ 
I'.'.c H?" Tu'io• ? v.^ 
-.ai'NV nSi.i 
L.--r-.,-o 016 ;si3 9200 STAR ALLIANCE 
1-..'-... 'AO 2'* 955-



Thgnk you for your time on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Deutsche Lufthansa AG 

>5HI /IsXM'-— 
David Thomas 
Regional Director 
Operations and Airport Services 
John F Kennedy, Ne\A/ark, Philadelphia 
Boston, Toronto & Montreal 

General Counsel- North America 



A DELTA 0 
Delta Air Lines, Inc. 
Post Office Box 20706 
Atlanta, Georgia 30320-6001 

1030 Delta Boulevard 
Department 877 
Atlanta, Georgia 30354 
Phone(404) 715-8402 
Fax (404) 773-2459 
Raymond.J.Moore@delta.com 

Jgnuary 17, 2012 

Patty Clark 
Senior Advisor for Aviation Polioy 
Port Authority of New York & New Jersey 
233 Park Avenue South, 9'" Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

Dear Ms. Clark: 

Pursuant to the provisions of 14 CFR § 158.23, this letter serves as Delta Air Lines, 
Inc.'s Certifioatibn of Agreement or Disagreement with respect to the Port Authority of 
New York & New Jersey's ("Port Authority") proposed PFC application, as distributed to 
the Airline Airport Affairs Committee and other airlines serving John F. Kennedy 
International Airport, LaGuardia Airport, and Newark Liberty International Airport on 
October 28, 2011 and discussed at the consultation meetings on November 29, 2011 
and December 14, 2011. 

According to 14 CFR 158, PFC eligible projects must: 

(1) Preserve or enhance the safety, security or capacity of the national air 
transportation system; 
(2) Reduce or mitigate noise impacts resulting from an airport; or 
(3) Furnish opportunities for increased competition between or among air carriers 

In the event specific elements of a proposed project or projects are eliminated or 
changed prior to the filing by the Port Authority of the PFC application with the FAA, 
Delta requests that the Port Authority notify Delta of such changes. In addition, please 
provide Delta with a copy of the Port Authority's PFC application to the FAA. 

Deita appreciates the time and efforts by the Port Authority to provide the information 
necessary in the development of Delta's Certification of Agreement or Disagreement. 
We appreciate the opportunity to comment on your proposed PFC application. 

Sincerely, 

Raymond J. Moore 

Attachment 

cc: File (EWR PFC, JFK PFC, LGA PFC) 



DELTA AIR LINES, INC. 
COMMENTS AND CERTIFICATION OF AGREEMENT/DISAGREEMENT 

PROPOSED PFC 
LAGUARDIA AIRPORT 

PROJECT: Runway 4 and Runwgv 31 Safety Area f RSAl Planning. 
Environmental, and Engineering 

Certification: Agreement 

PROJECT: Runway 4 and Runway 31 Safety Area fRSAI Construction 

Certification: Agreement 

PROJECT: Perimeter Intrusion Detection System fPIDSI - Amended 

Certification: Agreement 



DELTA AIR LINES, INC. 
COMMENTS AND CERTIFICATION OF AGREEMENT/DISAGREEMENT 

PROPOSED PFC 
JOHN F. KENNEDY INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

PROJECT: Rehabilitation of Runway 4L-22R 
Certification: Agreement 

PROJECT: Taxiwav P Rehabilitation Planning and Engineering 

Certification: Agreement 

PROJECT: Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment & Capacity Improvements Project 

Certification: Agreement 



DELTA AIR LINES, INC. 
COMMENTS AND CERTIFICATION OF AGREEMENT/DISAGREEMENT 

PROPOSED PFC 
NEWARK LIBERTY INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

PROJECT: Delay Reduction Phase II - Planning and Engineering 

CertifiC9tion: Agreement 

PROJECT: Delay Reduction Phase II - Construction 

Certificetion: Agreement 

PROJECT: Runway 4R-22L Rehabilitation 

Certification: Agreement 

PROJECT: Taxiwav P Rehabilitation Including Hiah-Speed Taxiwavs 

Certification: Agreement 

PROJECT: Runway 11 RSA & Relocation of Brewster Road 

Certification: Agreement 

PROJECT: Electrical Distribution and Substation Improvements 

Certification: Agreement 



DELTA AIR LINES, INC. 
COMMENTS AND CERTIFICATION OF AGREEMENT/DISAGREEMENT 

PROPOSED PFC 
PFC PLANNING AND PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION 

PROJECT: PFC Application for John F. Kennedy. LaGuardia. Newark Liberty, and 
Stewart Airports 

Certification: Agreement 





JAfAN AlftLIHES 

Terminal One, JFK International Airport 
Jamaica, NY 11430 
Fax:718-751-1673 

Jgnuary 17. 2012 

Ms. Patty Clark 
8enior Advisor for Aviation Policy 
225 Park Avenue Soutti, 9'" Floor 
New York, NY 10003 
pclark@panynj.gov 

RE: Draft Passenger Facility Charge Application and Amendment Dated October 28, 2011 
Newark Liberty International Airport 
John F. Kennedy International Airport 
LaGuardia Airport 
8tewart International Airport 

Subject: Draft Application for Authority to Impose and Use Passenger Facility Charge Revenue for: 
Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment & Capacity Improvements Project (CA03-591) 

Dear Ms. Clark,; 

On behalf of Japan Airlines, I formally acknowledge receipt of the above reference Draft Passenger 
Facility Charge Application and submit this formal certification of disagreement with the proposed 
project In the above Subject, namely Project CA03-591, for the following reasons. 

1. The Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment & Capacity Improvements Project (CA03-591) violates DOT 
Statute 49usc40117 Passenger Facility Charge, paragraph (f) Limitation on Contracts, Lease, and 
Use Agreements, subparagraph (2), "A project financed with a passenger facility fee may not be 
subject to an exclusive long-term lease or use agreement of an air carrier or foreign air carrier, as 
defined by regulations of the Secretary", as well as the Intent of Passenger Facility Charges (PFC) 
Program Assurances. Paragraph B, 
Subparagraph 7, 

2. Project CA 03-591 claim of enhanced competition In paragraph 9. Significant Contributions, 
subparagraph 3, Is based solely on hard stand positions which would be made available IfAvhen 
Delta (and it's affiliates) are not using them. Despite the mention of 3 hard stand positions provided 
for SWAP and IROPS, there is no specific provision allocating said positions for sole use of other 
airlines. In fact, Delta's perennial over-allocation of its substantial number of gates must be 
considered in evaluating the likelihood that any of the hardstands would be available for other 
airlines. 

Thank you for your consideration of this matter. 

Yours trul' 

eph Gutierrez 
Vice President & Slat(6n Manao^r 





UNITED 

Janua97 19, 2012 

Ms. Patty Clark 
Senior Advisor for Aviation Policy 
Port Authority of NY & NJ 
Aviation Department 
225 Park Avenue South, O"*" Floor 
New York, NY 10003 
E-mail: passengerfacilitycharge@panynj.gov 

RE: Application to Amend, impose and Use and Impose Only Passenger Facility Charge 
PFC Applications: 

05-05-C-06 (Proposed Amendment) 
12-08-C-00 

Dear Ms. Clark: 

Pursuant to 14 CFR Part 158, Section 158.123, please accept this letter and the attachment hereto 
as the written Certification of Agreement and Disagreement from United Air Lines, Inc. and 
Continental Airlines, Inc. (United/Continental) with respect to the Port Authority of New York 
and New Jersey's proposed PFC application that was presented at Airline consultation meetings 
on November 29*'' and December 14"*, 2011. 

It is our understanding that PFC eligible projects, by statute, are those projects 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 requirement that PFC funded projects also qualify as AlP-eligible 
projects, mandating that PFC - funded projects be limited to those programs for which an 
immediate and justifiable need can be demonstrated. Projects that cannot be justified based upon 
substantiated Current need should be eliminated from the proposed PFC application and deferred 
until a time when the need can be substantiated. 

As a consequence, United/Continental cannot recommend for approval those projects, which are 
based on long term projections of growth or projects that do not fit the criteria established by 
statute. 

In the event specific elements of a proposed project or projects are eliminated or changed prior to 
the filing by the Airport of the PFC application with the FAA, United/Continental request that the 
Port Authority of New York and New Jersey notify United/Continental of such changes. 
Additionally, please provide a copy of the final PFC application to the FAA. 

The United Building, 77 West Wacker Drive, Chicago, IL60601 A STAR ALLIANC6 MEMBeR 



We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this application and look forward to continuing our 
work with the Port Authority in developing and maintaining airport facilities that will meet the 
need of the traveling public and the carriers serving New York and New Jersey. 

Sincerely, 

l^f Kirkham 
Director - Corporate Real Estate 
United 
77 W. Wacker Dr. 
Chicago, IL 69601 

See Attachment A 

The United Building, 77 West Wacker Drive, Chicago, IL 60601 



UNITED AIR LINES, INC./CONTINENTAL AIRLINES, INC. 
RESPONSE TO PROPOSED PEC APPLICATION AT 

PORT AUTHORITY OF NEW YORK & NEW JERSEY 
ATTACHMENT A 
January 16, 2012 

AMENDMENTS TO EXISTING AUTHORITY - 05-05-C-06 

Project: 
Description: 
Proposed Increase: 
Amended Authority: 
Certification: 

CA02-23i - Amended 
Perimeter Intrusion Detection System (PIDS) 
$28,000,000 
$1,635,286,059 
Agreement 

IMPOSE AND USE PROJECTS 

LGA 

Project: 
Description: 

Authority Requested: 
Certification: 

Project: 
Description: 
Authority Requested: 
Certification: 

CA02-417 
Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Planning, Environmental, 

Engineering 
$24,000,000 
Agreement 

CA02-4I7 
Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Construction 
$149,000,000 
Agreement 

JFK 

Project: 
Description: • 
Authority Requested: 
Certification: 

CA03-168 
Rehabilitation of Runway 4L-22R 
$150,000,000 
Agreement 

Project: 
Description: 
Authority Requested: 
Certification: 

CA03-I72 
Taxiway P Rehabilitation Planning and Engineering 

$2,000,000 
Agreement 

The United Building, 77 West Wacker Drive, Chicago, IL 60601 



P3oject: 
Desc3iptio3: 

A3tho3ity Reqoested: 
Ce3tiflcatio3:' 
Comme3ts: 

CA03-591 
Te3minal 3 Site Redevelopment and Capacity Imp30vements 
Project 
$215,000,000 
Agreement 
UA/CO is certifying agreement for this project because we 
recognize that it technically qualifies under PFC requirements. 
We recognize also that this project will uniquely support DL's 
terminal project and provide great benefit to DL's operation. In 
agreeing, we request that similar consideration be given to future 
projects throughout the PANYNJ airports and the larger system 
where PFC requirements are met yet the projects, due to either 
location or functionality, benefit particular carriers more than 
others. 

EWR 

Project: 
Description: 
Authority Requested: 
Certification: 

CA04-569 
Delay Reduction Phase II - Planning and Engineering 
$5,000,000 
Agreement 

Project: 
Description: 
Authority Requested: 
Certification: 

CA04-580/581 
Delay Reduction Phase II - Construction 
$61,000,000 
Agreement 

Project: 
Description: 
Authority Requested: 
Certification: 

CA04-454 
Runway 4R-22L Rehabilitation 
$46,250,000 
Agreement 

Project: 
Description: 
Authority Requested: 
Certification: 

CA04-525/522 
Taxiway F Rehabilitation including High-Speed Taxiways 
$27,500,000 
Agreement 

Project: 
Description: 
Authority Requested: 
Certification: 

CA04-455 
Runway 4L-22R Rehabilitation 
$46,250,000 
Agreement 

Project: 
Description: 
Authority Requested: 
Certification: 

CA04-512 
Runway 11 RSA & Relocation of Brewster Road 
$25,000,000 
Agreement 

Project: 
Description: 

CA04-528/579/539 
Electrical Distribution & Substation Improvements 

The United Building, 77 West Wacker Drive. Chicago, IL 60601 



Authority Requested: $70,000,000 
Certification: Agreement 

PFC PLANNING AND PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION 

Project: N/A 
Description: PFC Planning and Program Administration 
Authority Requested: $1,500,000 
Certification: Agreement 

This concludes United's/Continentai's Certification of Agreement/Disagreement. 

The United Building, 77 West Wacker Drive, Chicago, IL 60601 



THE PORT AlimORrrV OF NY & N J 

Susan M. Boer 
Direaor 

March 13,2012 

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

Dear Mr. Suriani: 

I am pleased to enclose the amendment 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 continue 
work on the critieally needed airport capital improvement project for enhancing perimeter security at 
LGA. This project will allow the Port Aulhorit)' to continue its commitment to enhance safety and 
security at its airports. 

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. This application requests PFC revenue for an amendment in the amount of approximately 
$28,000,000.00. A copy of the resolution adopted by the Port Authority Board of Commissioners has 
been included in the application in Attachment 1. 

In accordance with 14CFR Part 158.23, the Port Authority distributed draft PFC applications, which 
included both new projects as well as this amendment project, to each of the 265 air carriers and foreign 
air carriers currently operating at EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF. The draft application notified each airline 
of the Port Authority 's intent to submit both a new and an amendment application to the FAA requesting 
authority to impose and use PFC's to fund capital development at the Airports. The notification also 
included the date, time and locations of the meetings at which the Port Authority would consult with the 
airlines about the proposed PFC funded projects. The letter ineluded: 

Description of the proposed projects; 
PFC dollar level; 
Charge effective date; 
Estimated charge expiration date; 
Estimated PFC revenue; and 
List of exempted air carriers and explanation for exemptions. 

225 Park Avenue South 
New York, NY 10002 
T:2I2 435 3720 F: 212 435 3833 

sbaer@panyni.gov 



TWEPOIIFAimiORIIYOFNY&NJ 
March 13,2012 
S.M. Baer to Mr. O. Suriani 

Consultation meetings with domestic and foreign air carriers were held on November 29"* at EWR and on 
December 14'^ at JFK. The meeting at JFK was a combined meeting for LGA and JFK and the meeting 
was attended by representatives from airlines operating at both LGA and JFK. Both a new RFC 
application and this amendment application were the subject of these consultation meetings. Each 
Consultation Meeting consisted of the Port Authority providing project justifications, detailed financial 
plans and other presentation materials to the airline representatives. Representatives of the Port Authorit)' 
began each presentation with a brief synopsis 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, LGA and 
SWF. At each of the meetings attended by the airlines, there was an interactive dialog between the Port 
Authority representatives and air carrier representatives. There was at least one representative of the FA A 
present at each of the consultation meetings. 

A total of four airlines provided comment letters that included agreements and disagreements with the 
projects included in the application. Port Authority response on specific comments is provided within the 
Attachment B for this amendment. 

During the development of this amendment application, the Port Authority has had the pleasure of 
working closely with Andrew Brooks. His insight and e.xplanation of issues key to the FA A review 
process were instrumental in assisting the Port Authority in preparing this amendment; I am most grateful 
for his assistance and expertise. 

Please review the amendment application and provide any questions or comments to Ms. Patty Clark, 
Senior Advisor of External Affairs. Ms. Clark may he reached at (212) 435-3731. and email at 
pclarklg^panynj.gov. 

Sincerely, 

Susan M. Baer 
Director 
Aviation Department 

225 Park Avenue South 
New York, NY 10003 



Federal Aviation 
Administration 
U. S. Oepaninent of Transponailon 

0MB Approved 2120-0557 

1. Application Type (Check ell thai apply} 

• a. Impose PFC Charges 

• b. Use PFC Revenue 

a c. Amend PFC No. 05-05-C-06-** 

PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE (PFC) APPLICATION 

FAA USE ONLY 

Date Received PFC Number 

PARTI 
2. Public Agency Name, Address, and Contact Person 

Agency Name Port Aulhoritv of NY and NJ 

Address 225 Park Avenue South. 9"* Floor 

City, Slate, ZIP New York. New Yohk. 10003 

Contact Person Ms. Pattv Clark (212) 435-3731 

3. Alrport(s) to Use 
Newark Liberty tntemational 
Airport (EWR), John F. 
Kennedy International 
Airport (JFK), LaGuardia 
Airport (LGA), Stewart 
International Airport (SWF) 

4. Consultation Dates 
a. Date of Written Notice to Air Carriers: 

October 28'", 2011 

b. Date of Consultation Meeting with Air 
Carriers: November 29"". 2011 and 
December 14", 2011 

c. Date of Public Notice: October 28'", 2011 

PART II 
5. Charges 
a. Airport to Impose b. Level c. Total Estimated PFC d. Proposed Effective e. Estimated Expiration 
Newark Liberty International Revenue by Level Date: Date: 
Airport (EWR), John F. 

• Sl.00nS2.00a 53.00 
Impose 

Kennedy tntemational Airport • Sl.00nS2.00a 53.00 
(JFK), LaGuardia Airport Use 2012 2017 
(LGA) Impose: 528,000,000 

• 54.00 S 54.50 
Use: 528,000,000 

PART III 

Attached Submitted with Application Number Document 
a. E n Airport Capital Improvement Plan 
b. a n Project Information (Attachment B) 
c. El n Air Carrier Consultation and Public Notice Information 
d. El n Request to Exclude Ctass(es) of Carriers 
e. • • NotAppliq?t?|q Alternative Uses/Projects 
f. • n NotADDlicable Competition Plan/Update 
9 El n ALP/Airspace/Environmental 
h. • n NotAoolicable Notice of Intent Project Information 
i. El n Additional Information 

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 duty authorized by the governing body of the public agency; 
The public agency will comply with the assurances (Appendix A to Part 158) if the application Is approved: 
For those projects (or 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, taxi ways, aprons, and gates, has 
been made by the public agency. 

a. Typed Name of Authorized Representative 

Susan M. Baer 

b. TiUe 
Director 
d. E-mail Address 
sbaertg panynj.gov 

c. Telephone Number 
212-435-3720 

e. Fax Number 
212-435-3833 

f. Signatuf%/6f Authorized Rei 

•k Reduction Act StatSi^n^h!^bmr?3i?FA?^rimaf^ourc^o^o!!ecUn^nSma!!oinoMh^uIhori!^?co!!e^ 
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 MO hours to fill out the application depending on the complexity. The use of the fomn 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, ft 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 0MB control number. The 0MB control number 
associated with this collection of information Is 2120-0557. Comments concerning the accuracy of this burden and suggestions for reducing the burden should be 
directed to the FAA at: 800 Independence Ave. SW. Washington. DC. 20591. Attn: Information Collections Clearance Officer. AIO-20. 

FAA Form 5500-1 (8-10) Supersedes Previous Edition 
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Airport Capital Improvement Plan (ACIP) 
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ATTACHMENT A 

Airport Capital Improvement Plan 
(ACiP) for LaGuardia Airport 

EWR, JFK, and LGA Airports Attachment A - Airport Capital Improvement Plan (ACIP) Table of Contents 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in 
orioritv order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Totals Environmental: 
status 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in 
orioritv order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Totals Environmental: 
status 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

FY 2012 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 18,400 4,600 23,000 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 
REHAB TWS R. S, P & G 4,699 0 1,566 6,265 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-12 
UPGRADE PUMPS IN PUMP HOUSE # 4 13,219 0 4,406 17,625 To be initiated Mar-12 Dec-12 
REHAB TWs A, M, ZA & B-PLANNING 750 0 250 1,000 N/A Jan-12 Dec-13 
REHAB RW DECK STRUCTURAL ITEMS 13,662 4,554 18,216 To be initiated Jun-12 Dec-14 
TW PAVING & LIGHTING REHAB. - PHASE 1 6,385 2,128 8,513 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 
AIR TERMINAL HIGHWAY REHAB 9,009 3,003 12,011 To be initiated Jun-11 Dec-16 
MODERNIZE AERO. INSTRUMENTS 3,861 1,287 5,148 To be initiated Jun-11 Dec-14 

REHAB OF DIKE WALL 3,282 1,094 4,376 To be initiated Apr-13 Mar-15 
REHAB EAST END ROAD PAVEMENT 758 253 1,010 To be initiated Dec-11 Oct-13 
RW4&31 RSA PLANNING. ENG. & ENV. - PFC 24,000 24,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 
PERIMETER INTRUSION DETECTION SYSTEM 
(PIDS)-Amended PFC 28,000 28,000 Cat Ex 4/4/06 Oct-05 Dec-11 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 120217 LGA 2/23/2012 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1. Airport: LaGuardia 2. State: New Yort< 3. NPIASNo.: 3-36-0068 4. LOCID: LGA 

5. Project Description 
Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status Start Date 
Completion 

Date 5. Project Description Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 
Total $ 

Environmental: 
status Start Date 

Completion 
Date 

FY 2013 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 18,400 4,600 23,000 N/A Jan-11 Dec-11 
REHAB TWs A, M, ZA & B 11,597 0 3,866 15,463 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-14 
RW DECK STRUCTURAL REHAB STAGE III 7,781 2,594 10,374 To be initiated Apr-13 Dec-17 
REHAB OF RUNWAYDECK WEARING SURFACE, 
RW DECK REHAB 3,263 1,088 4,351 To be initiated Dec-12 Dec-14 
TW PAVING & LIGHTING REHAB. - PHASE II 6,385 2,128 8,513 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 
REHAB RUNWAY DRIVE PAVEMENT 6,161 2,054 8,214 To be initiated Oct-12 Dec-15 
ILS PIERS 3,823 1,274 5,098 To be initiated Jun-13 Dec-15 
REHAB EAST END ROADWAY PAVEMENT 3,240 1,080 4,320 To be initiated Jun-12 Dec-13 
FOD DETECTION SYSTEM 2,963 988 3,950 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-13 
SURFACE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 5,270 1,757 7,026 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-13 
RW 4 & 31 RSA CONSTRUCTION - PFC 149,000 149,000 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-15 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1. Airport: LaGuardia 2. State: New York 3. NPIASNo.: 3-36-0068 4. LOCID: LGA 

5. Project Description 
Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status Start Date 
Completion 

Date 5. Project Description Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 
Total $ 

Environmental: 
status Start Date 

Completion 
Date 

FY 2014 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 18,400 4,600 23,000 N/A Jan-11 Dec-11 
SECURITY - PROTECTION OF TERM. BLDG. 
GLASS 10,629 0 3,543 14,172 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 
REHABILITATE TAXIWAY ZA 1,812 604 2,416 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-17 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 120217 LGA 2/23/2012 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1. Airport: LaGuardia 2. State: NewrYork 3. NPIASNo.: 3-36-0068 4. LOCID: U GA 

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

Environmental: 
status Start Date 

Completion 
Date 5. Project Description Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status Start Date 
Completion 

Date 

FY 2015 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 18,400 4,600 23,000 N/A Jan-11 Dec-11 

REHAB TAXIWAYS WEST OF RW 4-22 3,739 0 1,246 4,985 To be initiated Jan-15 Dec-15 

SECURITY-VEHICLE ALERT AT ACCESS RDS 4,690 1,563 6,253 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 

REPLACE BARRIERS AT NINE LOCATIONS 3,200 1,067 4,267 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1. Airport: LaGuardia 2. State: New York 3. NPIASNo.: 3-36-0068 4. LOCID: Li GA 

5. Project Description 
Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status Start Date 
Completion 

Date 5. Project Description Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 
Total $ 

Environmental: 
status Start Date 

Completion 
Date 

FY 2016 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 18,400 4,600 23,000 N/A Jan-11 Dec-11 

DE-ICING PRODUCT RECOVERY 3,708 0 1,236 4,944 To be initiated Dec-16 Dec-19 

SECURITY-VEHICLE ALERT AT ACCESS RDS 4,690 1,563 6,253 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 

REPLACE BARRIERS AT NINE LOCATIONS 3,200 1,067 4,267 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 120217 LGA 2/23/2012 
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PFC APPLICATION NUMBER: 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: Perimeter Intrusion Detection System (PIDS) - Amended 

2. Project Number: 

3. 8lse Airport of Project: La Gnardia Airport (LGA), New York, New York 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. financing Plan 

P8C funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $28,000,000 
Bond financing & Interest $0 

Subtotal P8C funds*: $28,000,000 (2012 Amendment) 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP funds: $0 

Anticipated AIP funds (List Each Year Separately): 
fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $0 Discretionary $0 Total $N/A 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP funds: $N/A 

Other funds: 
State Grants $N/A 
Local funds $N/A 
Other (Total 2006 PFC Application): $10.000.000 



Subtotal Other Fuods: $10.000.000 

Total Project Cost: $38.000.000 (Includine Amendment) 

For FAA Use 
a. Does the project ioclude a proposed L0I7 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 
If YES, does the Regioo support7 
[ ]YES 
[ ] NO. 
If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

b. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support7 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's 
five year CIP7 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Is there an expectation that AIP funding will be available to pay the project costs. 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded through AIP7 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding. 

e. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.00 
and $4.50. 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 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding. 

f. Reasonableness of cost. 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysis 

7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 



If proposed AIP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining the 
funding it proposes. 

8. Project Description: 
ORIGINAL PROJECT DESCRIPTION FROM 2006 APPLICATION 

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. 

AMENDED PROJECT DESCRIPTION FOR THE 2012 AMENDMENT 

The Port Authority is seeking an amendment of $28,000,000 to this application due to 
increased project costs resulting from the introduction of new project elements and cost 
escalation since the original construction cost estimate was developed in 2003. 

The estimate prepared for the Perimeter Security Project that was included in the 2006 
PFC application was based on a preliminary design that enhanced the security system 
on the northeast, north and northwest perimeter of the Airport. This is the part of the 
Airport that faces Flushing Bay, the East River and Bowery Bay. The preliminary 
design did not include the landside areas of the Airport. 

The preliminary design used to estimate costs for the 2006 PFC application was 
subsequently refined and expanded to address operational and regulatory issues that 
have arisen over the past five years. The design revisions required by the operational 
and regulatory changes specific to LGA were not included in the original Perimeter 
Security Project budget and were addressed after the 2006 PFC application was 
approved. 



The amendment includes the installation of security measures in the landside section 
of the Airport, as well as the installation of additional capability and equipment 
modifications required since the initial implementation of the project. These project 
description changes were accomplished in accordance with the Airport's security plan 
and in coordination with the TSA Federal Security Director (FSD). 

The project description for this amendment is as follows: 

• Added perimeter security sensors and equipment in areas between the landside 
facilities. After the original project was approved as part of the 2006 PFC 
application, it was determined that additional security equipment needed to be 
installed along the landside areas of the Airport that was not previously 
required. The Port Authority revised the design to include power and 
communications capabilities that were not preexisting within and between the 
landside facilities. This added approximately 10,000 feet of conduit required to 
support the installation of power and communications cable and associated 
manholes. This power and communication infrastructure is used to connect 
security system components with monitoring systems. 

• Along with the added coverage areas, the amendment includes the installation 
of additional fiber-optic cable over the original estimate. The preliminary 
design assumed that existing fiber-optic cable installations had available 
capacity to accommodate the communications requirements of the security 
components. As the design was advanced beyond the preliminary stage, it was 
determined that the existing fiber-optic system did not have available capacity. 
This required the final design to include the installation of approximately 
20,000 feet of new fiber-optic communications cable within the existing 
communications duct banks. 

• During the initial operation of the system, it was determined that portions of 
existing facilities presented an obstruction to the operation of the security 
system. In order to remedy this, it was necessary for the Port Authority to 
reposition security system components and install additional components to 
mitigate for the obstructions and ensure the system provided thorough 
coverage. Also through coordination with the TSA FSD, it was determined that 
additional coverage per square foot was required to achieve the needed 
resolution for cameras and detection systems to provide optimal effectiveness. 

• Also during initial review, the FAA determined that certain components 
cameras, light poles, motion detection systems, etc. presented potential 
obstruction hazards to operating aircraft. 

This state-of-the-art system was made operational in stages beginning with waterside 
areas in 2009. The airport wide system became operational in 2011. 



If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters; N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this proiect: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[X] N/A 

FORFAA USE 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Include source citation if clarification 
information is not from PFC application. 

If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requirements will be met, or should the project be disapproved. 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters, 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been 
completed. 

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 



9. Significant Contribution: 
This project is vitally important to enhance the security posture of LGA. New 
technologies will also enable staff to more quickly evaluate InciBents auB to 
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 supplement the existing security 
measures used to protect the AOA. The 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 FSD has certified that this project is consistent with the FSD Security Plan for 
LGA. 

FOR FAA USE 
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 [ ] 
LOl [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan 

[ ] 
Other (explain) 

Noise. 65 LDN [ ] Other (explain) 

Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules. 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this RFC application, list the source(s) 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

How does this project address the deficiency sited by the public agency? 

If competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis of any barriers to 
competition at the airport. 



10. Project Objective; 
The LGA FIDS preject will centribute te the follewing PFC ebjective: 

• Enh9nce Security: The preject will enhence the security ef the Airpert threugh 
the installutien ef physical pretectien Bevices auB muIti-layereB technelegical 
appiicatiens te further pretect airline anB airpert eperatiens. 

FOR FAA USE 
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) 

Finding 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to make this finding if it is not a part 
of the PFC application. 

Address adequacy of issues. 

11. 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 evaluate incidents and to concentrate their efforts in areas most prone to 
intrusion. 

The FSD has certified that this project is consistent with the FSD Security Plan for 
LGA. 

FOR FAA USE 
Define how the project accomplishes PFC Objective(s) 

Explain how project is cost-effective compared to other reasonable and timely means to 
accomplish this objective(s) 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the project. Include citation for any documents that are not a part 
of this PFC application. 



If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

Discuss any non-economical benefits which are not captured above. 

Project Eligibility: 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or 

PGL 3; 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or PGL 

); 

[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. 
[ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan; 
Title and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local study. 
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 ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter 
[ ] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain). 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

Are any work elements or portions of the overall project ineligible? Provide associated 
costs. 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): October 2005 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): December 2011 Amended 

For FAA Use 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, will the project begin within 2 years of PFC 
application Due date (120-day)? 
[ ] Yes 
[ ] No 

For Impose Only project, will the project begin within 5 years of the charge effective date 
or PFC application Due date, whichever is first? 
[ ] Yes 
[ ] No 



Is this project dependent upon another action to occur before its implementation or 
completion. Explain. 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 

For FAA Use 
Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date, 
whichever is sooner. 
[ ] Yes 
[ ] No 

Which actions are needed before the use application can be submitted? What is the 
estimated schedule for each action? 

14. Project requesting RFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs 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, would the public 
agency prefer that the FAA approve 
[X] the amount of the local match to be collected at a $4.50 PFC level, 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, taxi ways, 
aprons, and aircraft gates. 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 
[X] N/A 

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: ORIGINAL 2006 APPLICATION; None 

AMENDED 2006 APPLICA TION (2012): Delta. United/Continental 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: ORIGINAL 2006 APPLICATION: Eight (8) 
air carriers certified disagreement with this project. 

AMENDED 2006 APPLICA TION f2012):None 

Recap of Disagreements 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 



16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Use 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the public. 
Provide citations for any documents not included in the PFC application that are relied on 
by the FAA for its analysis. 

If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (If 
the comments from the consultation are repeated, state that.) 

ADO/RO Recommendation: 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RO 
use comparable projects to make this finding? If so, list projects. 

If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identify 
eligible and ineligible costs. Summarize ineligible costs. 

Is the duration of collection adequate for the amount requested? 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: 
[ ] Approve. 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination. 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to determination. 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
Item(s) reviewed. 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
Item(s) reviewed 
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DRAFT APPLICATION 

Passenger Fecility Charge Application 
and Amendment 

Newark Liberty International Airport 
John F. Kennedy International Airport 
LaGuardia Airport 
Stewart International Airport 

Federal Aviation Administration 

The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey 

October 201 1 



THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY & N J 

Susan M. Baer 
October 28, 2011 Director 

To: Air Carriers and Foreign Air Carriers Serving: 
LaGuardia Airport (LGA), John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), Newark 
Liberty International Airport (EWR), and Stewart International Airport (SWF) 

Subject: Draft Application for Authority to Impose and Use Passenger Facility Charge Revenue 
for: Airport Capital Improvement Projects for Various Airside and Landside 
Development at LGA, JFK, and EWR 

Enclosed for your review is the draft application to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) for 
authority to impose and use Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) revenue at JFK, EWR, LGA, and SWF 
for various airside and landside development projects at JFK, EWR and LGA. The Port Authority of 
New York and New Jersey (Port Authority) will be conducting consultation meetings with air carriers 
and foreign air carriers prior to submitting this application. The airline consultation meeting will 
address the following projects, which will be the subject of a PFC application for the first time: 

• LGA Runway 4 and Runway 31 Runway Safety Area (RSA) Planning, Environmental and 
Engineering (CA02-417) 

• LGA Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Construction (CA02-417) 
• JFK Rehabilitation of Runway 4L-22R (CA03-168) 
• JFK Taxiway P Rehabilitation Planning and Engineering (CA03-172) 
• JFK Terminal 3 Redevelopment & Capacity Improvements Project (CA03-591) 
• EWR Delay Reduction Phase II - Planning and Engineering (CA04-569) 
• EWR Delay Reduction Phase II - Construction (CA04-5 80/5 81) 
• EWR Runway 4R-22L Rehabilitation (CA04-454) 
• EWR Taxiway P Rehabilitation including High-Speed Taxiway (CA04-525/522) 

• EWR Runway 4L-22R Rehabilitation (CA04-455) 
• EWR Runway 11 RSA & Relocation of Brewster Road (CA04-512) 
• EWR Electrical Distribution and Substation Improvements (CA04-528, -579, -539) 
• PFC Application Administration and Amendments 

The total estimated PFC revenue is approximately $822,500,000. 

225 Park Avenue South 
New York, NY 10003 
T: 212 435 3720 F: 212 435 3833 

sbaer@panynj.gov 



THE PORT AUIHORITY OF NY & N J 

The es8809te8 PFC revenue for this amendment is approximately $28,000,000. 

There will be two identical airline consultation meetings describing the PFC projects. The consultation 
meetings are scheduled as follows: 

EWR: November 29, 2011 at 1:00 pm 
Newark Liberty International Airport 
General Manager's Conference Room, Building 1 
Newark, New Jersey 

LGA/JFK: December 14, 2011 at 11:00 am 
Building 14, 3"* Floor Conference Room E 
John F. Kermedy International Airport 
Jamaica, New York 

The Port Authority is requesting an exemption for the requirement to collect PFCs for the following 
airline classifications: 

LGA: Non-Scheduled/On-Demand Air Carriers (ATCO) 

JFK: Non-Scheduled/On-Demand Air Carriers (ATCO) 

EWR: Non-Scheduled/On-Demand Air Carriers (ATCO) 

SWF: Non-Scheduled/On-Demand Air Carriers (ATCO) 

The individual airlines included in these classifications collectively represent less than one percent of 
the total passenger enplanements for each respective airport. The individual exempt airlines are 
identified in Exhibit "A". 

The Port Authority will be submitting an application to the FAA for authority to "Impose and Use" and 
"Impose Only" a PFC at LCA, JFK, EWR, and SWF. The charge effective date is June 2012 and the 
charge expiration date is the fourth Quarter 2016. A breakdown of the anticipated PFC Revenue is 
included in Exhibit "B". Each project in this application is included in its respective Airport's Capital 
Improvement Plan (ACIP), included as Exhibit "C". 

Since this draft application contains both "Impose and Use" and "Impose Only" projects, the Port 
Authority has also included a list of alternative use projects, in the event that any or all of the "Impose 
Only" projects contained in the application are ultimately not implemented. This list is included as 
Exhibit "D". 



IHE PORTIIUIIIORirY OF NY & N J 

Th9 airlines are reminded that FAR 158.23c requires that carriers provide written acknowledgement of 
receipt of this notice within 30 days of issuance. Furthermore, carriers have 30 days from the meeting 
date to provide written certification of agreement or disagreement with the proposed projects contained 
in the draft application. Carriers failing to provide timely acknowledgement of the notice or timely 
certification of agreement or disagreement with the proposed project are considered to have certified 
their agreement. 

For purposes of official correspondence and notification, please send all correspondence to: 

Ms. Patty Clark 
Senior Advisor for Aviation Policy 
225 Park Avenue South, 9"" Floor 
New York, NY 10003 
pclark@panvni.gov 

Please submit any comments to the Port Authority no later than January 17, 2012, using either the 
following email address or physical address: 

passengerfacilitvcharge@panvni.gov 

Ms. Patty Clark 
Senior Advisor for Aviation Policy 
225 Park Avenue South, 9th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

The draft PFC Application is provided in Exhibit "E" for each airline's review and comment. The 
projects described in the application are tailored to enhance the operational capabilities of each airport 
while resolving potential capacity issues. Further detail on these projects will be provided at each 
airport's PFC consultation meeting. Airlines are encouraged to attend the meeting to discuss pertinent 
issues with related to each project at that time. 

Thank you for your attention. 

Sincerely, 

Susan M. Baer 
Director 
Aviation Department 
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Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORTAUniORrrY OF N Y & N J 

Exhibit "A" 

Airlines Exempt from Passenger Facility Charge Collection 
The Port Authority is requesting that certain airlines be exempt from the requirements to collect PFCs. These airlines are 
included in the distinct operational category known as, "Non-Scheduled / On-Demand Carriers" (ATCO). The airlines in 
this category represent a very small portion of the total passenger enplanements for each airport. It is believed that the 
minimal PRC revenues to be collected from these carriers do not justify the administrative burden that would be 
imposed on the carriers and the airport in collection and accounting for the revenues. The Air Carrier Activity 
Information System (ACAIS) provides total enplanements for each carrier operating at EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF. This list 
has been updated using ACAIS 2010. The carriers included in this class described above represent passenger 
enplanements of less than 1% of the total passenger enplanements for each airport, and are shown in the following 
tables: 

EWR 
Air Carriers 

Annual 
Enplanements 

Aero Jet Services 
LLC 1 

Fairwind Air Charter 
(formerly Executive 
Air Charter of Boca 
Raton) 

37 

Jet Solutions LLC 36 
Meridian Air Group, 
Inc. 4 

Priester Aviation, LLC 8 
Reliant Air Charter, 
Inc. 

1 

Seneca Flight 
Operations 2 

Total Enplanements 
Percent of Total 
Airport Enplanements 

89 

0.0005% 

LGA 
Air Carriers 

Annual 
Enplanements 

Aero Jet Services LLC 2 
Fairwind Air Charter 
(formerly Executive Air 
Charter of Boca Raton) 

1 

Jet Solutions LLC 70 

L J Associates, Inc. 110 

Meridian Air Group, Inc. 1 

Priester Aviation, LLC 5 

Reliant Air Charter, Inc. 5 
Seneca Flight 
Operations 

1 

USAirports Air Charters 4 

Total Enplanements 
Percent of Total Airport 
Enplanements 

199 

0.0016% 

JFK 
Air Carriers 

Annual 
Enplanements 

Aero Jet Services 
LLC 1 

Air Lexington, Inc. 8 

AirDialog LLC 7 

Averitt Air, Inc. 2 

Blue Bell Air LLC 10 
Crow Executive Air, 
Inc. 8 

Fairwind Air Charter 
(formerly Executive 
Air Charter of Boca 
Raton) 

2 

Jet Solutions LLC 52 
Maine Instrument 
Flight 

5 

Priester Aviation, LLC 10 
Reliant Air Charter, 
Inc. 

10 

Seneca Flight 
Operations 6 

Wall Street 
Helicopters 11 

Wellsville Flying 
Service, Inc. 

3 

Total Enplanements 
Percent of Total 
Airport Enplanements 

135 

0.0005% 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Exhibit A -Airlines Exempt from Passenger Facility Charge Collection 
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SWF 
Air Carriers 

Annual 
Enplanements 

Aero Jet Services LLC 2 

AMAV, Inc. 9 

DAE Aviation 
Enterprises Corp 26 

Fairwind Air Charter 
(Executive Air Charter 
of Boca Raton) 

3 

Jet Solutions LLC 2 
Reliant Air Charter, 
Inc. 1 

Seneca Flight 
Operations 3 

Total Enplanements 
Percent of Total 
Airport Enplanements 

46 

0.02% 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Exhibit A -Airlines Exempt from Passenger Facility Charge Collection 



Passenger Facility Charge Application THE AlfTHOBITY OF NY & N J 

Exhibit B 

Anticipated PFC Revenue 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports Exhibit B - Anticipated PFC Revenue 





Pgssenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AlffHORrrV OF NY & N J 

PFC Estimated Collection Schedule 

The following table describes estimated 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 Collection at $4.50 

Annual Collections (in thousands) 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 

Newark Liberty International Airport $66,887 $68,638 $70,411 $72,126 $73,815 

LaGuardia Airport $51,070 $52,635 $53,763 $54,899 $56,004 

John F. Kennedy International Airport $96,237 $98,437 $100,690 $102,446 $104,476 

Stewart international Airport $933 $1,048 $1,212 $1,368 $1,539 

Total Annual $215,127 $220,758 $226,076 $230,839 $235,834 

Cumulative Collections (in thousands) 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 

Newark Liberty International Airport $66,887 $135,525 $205,936 $278,062 $351,877 

LaGuardia Airport $51,070 $103,705 $157,468 $212,367 $268,371 

John F. Kennedy International Airport $96,237 $194,674 $295,364 $397,810 $502,286 

Stewart international Airport $933 $1,981 $3,193 $4,561 $6,100 

Total Cumulative $215,127 $435,885 $661,961 $892,800 $1,128,634 

Notes: 

Collection authority is projected to expire In the fourth quarter of 2016. 

These collection amounts include $270 M of current collection authority. 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Exhibit B- PFC Estimated Collection Schedule 
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Exhibit C 

Airport Capital Improvement Plan (ACIP) Projects 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports Exhibit C - Airport Capital Improvement Plan Projects 





Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description & year (By funding Federal Funds state Funds Local Funds Total $ Environmental: start Date Completion 
year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
status Date 

FY 2012 
LOI - DELAY REDUCTION PROJECTS, 
PAYMENT 4 14,800 4,933 19,733 Approved Oct-08 Dec-14 

Taxiway YA Extension, KA Holding Pad Cat Ex Approved Oct-08 May-09 
Extend Taxiway KK (TWs KC, KK, KC & 
K intersection, KD, K north) FONSI Apr-09 Dec-09 
Runway 31L Taxiway Access 
Improvements (East Apron, TWs JA, JB, 
Z north, J & Z intersection) FONSI Sep-10 Dec-11 
SW Quadrant Taxiway Improvements 
(West Apron, TWs PF, PE, PD bet TW Q 
&RW13R) FONSI Sep-10 Sep-11 
High Speed Exit Taxiways (MD & L) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 
Taxiway Fillet Improvements (PC, PA, 
MC. MB&M) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 
New Taxiway South of Runway 31L (East 
of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-11 Dec-11 
New Taxiway South of Runway 31L 
(West of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-12 Dec-12 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 34,449 8,612 43,061 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 
REHAB TW P- PHASE 1 30,875 3,431 34,305 To be initiated Oct-11 Mar-12 
REHAB TW R- PHASE 1 5,490 610 6,100 To be initiated Apr-12 Dec-12 
REHAB TAXIWAY C 19,255 6,418 25.673 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 
REHAB T/Ws FA & FB (4R-22L TO Y) 3,558 1,186 4,744 To be initiated Jul-12 Apr-14 
SLURRY SEAL TW A & CROSS TWS 3,708 1,236 4,944 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 
SLURRY SEAL TWs B, A, G 1,191 397 1,587 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-13 
REHAB TWQG 2,768 923 3,690 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-13 
REHAB RW4LILS 20,470 6,823 27,293 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-13 
REHAB NORTH BOUNDARY ROAD 2,676 892 3,567 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-13 
SECURITY - GUARD POST ANTI-RAM 
VEHICLE BARRIERS 1,146 382 1,528 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-11 
REHAB TWC PLANNING 150 50 200 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls JFK 10/27/2011 



REHAB TWQ PLANNING 195 65 260 
REHAB TW QG PLANNING 525 175 700 
REHAB TWZ & PORTIONS OF F, H, G, J 
PLANNING 188 63 250 
REHAB CB (RW 13L-31R TO NORTH END) 
PLANNING 600 200 800 
REHAB TW CE (TW C TO LEASE LINE) 
PLANNING 563 188 750 
REHAB TW FA PLANNING 975 325 1,300 
REHAB TWK PLANNING 2,625 875 3,500 
REHAB TW H & PORTIONS OF TW Z 
PLANNING 3,525 1,175 4,700 
REGIONAL PLANNING STUDY 9,200 9,200 N/A Jun-11 Dec-13 
REHAB RW4L -PFG 150,000 150,000 To be initiated Jun-12 Dec-15 
REHAB TW P PLANNING - PFC 2,000 2,000 To be initiated Jun-10 Sep-11 
TERM 3 & 4 REDEVELOPMENT - PFC 215,000 215,000 To be initiated Apr-12 Dec-15 
CONSTRUCT CENTRALIZED DE-ICING 
FACILITY - PFC 60,000 60,000 Cat Ex Approved Jan-11 Sep-12 

RELOCATE RSR BRIDGES J2&J8-PFC 24,000 24,000 To be initiated Jun-10 Jun-13 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls JFK 10/27/2011 



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

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
vear In orlorltv order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ Environmental: 
status 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
vear In orlorltv order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ Environmental: 
status 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

FY 2013 
LOI - DELAY REDUCTION PROJECTS, 
PAYMENT 5 11,800 3,933 15,733 Approved Oct-08 Dec-14 

Taxiway YA Extension, KA Holding Pad Cat Ex Approved Oct-08 May-09 

Extend Taxiway KK (TWs KC, KK, KC & 
K Intersection, KD, K north) FONSI Apr-09 Dec-09 
Runway 31L Taxiway Access 
Improvements (East Apron, TWs JA, JB, 
Z north, J & Z Intersection) FONSI Sep-10 Dec-11 

SW Quadrant Taxiway Improvements 
(West Apron, TWs PF, PE, PD bet TW Q 
&RW13R) FONSI Sep-10 Sep-11 

Hlqh Speed Exit Taxiways (MD & L) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 

Taxiway Fillet Improvements (PC, PA, 
MC, MB & M) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 

New Taxiway South of Runway 31L (East 
of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-11 Dec-11 

New Taxiway South of Runway 31L 
(West of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-12 Dec-12 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 8,780 2,195 10,975 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 

RECONSTRUCT R/W4L-22R 174,000 58,000 232,000 To be Initiated Jun-13 Dec-15 

RW4L RSA IMPROVEMENTS 16,571 5,524 22,095 To be Initiated Jan-11 Dec-14 

RW4L HIGH SPEED EXITS 16,569 5,523 22,092 To be Initiated Mar-13 Dec-17 

RW31R ACCESS TAXIWAY 
IMPROVEMENTS 55,171 18,390 73,561 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-18 
REHAB N. BOUNDARY ROAD 1,526 509 2,035 To be Initiated Jan-13 Jan-14 
REHAB TW P CONSTRUCTION 33,750 11,250 45,000 To be Initiated Oct-11 Dec-12 
REHAB RW4L - PFC 150,000 150,000 To be Initiated Jun-12 Dec-15 
REHAB TW P PLANNING - PFC 2,000 2,000 To be Initiated Jun-10 Sep-11 
TERM 3 & 4 REDEVELOPMENT - PFC 215,000 215,000 To be Initiated Apr-12 Dec-15 

CONSTRUCT CENTRALIZED DE-ICING 
FACILITY-PFC 60,000 60,000 Cat Ex Approved Jan-11 Sep-12 

RELOCATE RSR BRIDGES J2&J8-PFC 24,000 24,000 To be Initiated Jun-10 Jun-13 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls JFK 10/27/2011 



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

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ Environmental: 
status 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

FY 2014 
LOI - DELAY REDUCTION PROJECTS. 
PAYMENT 6 10,900 3,633 14,533 Approved Oct-08 Dec-14 

Taxiway YA Extension, KA Holding Pad Cat Ex Approved Oct-08 May-09 
Extend Taxiway KK (TWs KC, KK, KC & 
K intersection, KD, K north) FONSI Apr-09 Dec-09 
Runway 31L Taxiway Access 
Improvements (East Apron, TWs JA, JB, 
Z north, J & Z intersection) FONSI Sep-10 Dec-11 
SW Quadrant Taxiway Improvements 
(West Apron, TWs PF, PE, PD bet TW 0 
&RW13R) FONSI Sep-10 Sep-11 
High Speed Exit Taxiways (MD & L) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 
Taxiway Fillet Improvements (PC, PA, 
MC, MB&M) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 
New Taxiway South of Runway 31L (East 
of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-11 Dec-11 
New Taxiway South of Runway 31L 
(West of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-12 Dec-12 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 
RW 13L RSA IMPROVEMENTS 16,596 5,532 22,128 To be initiated Jan-14 Dec-17 
IMPROVE TW FILLETS FOR NLA 13,086 4,362 17,447 To be initiated Jan-14 Dec-17 
REHAB RW4L - PFC 150,000 150,000 To be initiated Jun-12 Dec-15 
REHAB TW P PLANNING - PFC 2,000 2,000 To be initiated Jun-10 Sep-11 
TERM 3 & 4 REDEVELOPMENT - PFC 215,000 215,000 To be initiated Apr-12 Dec-15 
CONSTRUCT CENTRALIZED DE-ICING 60,000 60,000 Cat Ex Approved Jan-11 Sep-12 
RELOCATE RSR BRIDGES J2&J8-PFC 24,000 24,000 To be initiated Jun-10 Jun-13 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls JFK 10/27/2011 



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

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ Environmental: 
status 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ Environmental: 
status 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

FY 2015 
LOI - DELAY REDUCTION PROJECTS, 
PAYMENT 7 7,000 2,333 9,333 Approved Oct-08 Dec-14 

Taxiway YA Extension, KA Holding Pad Cat Ex Approved Oct-08 May-09 
Extend Taxiway KK (TWs KC, KK, KC & 
K intersection, KD, K north) FONSI Apr-09 Dec-09 
Runway 31L Taxiway Access 
Improvements (East Apron, TWs JA, JB, 
Z north, J & Z intersection) FONSI Sep-10 Dec-11 

SW Quadrant Taxiway Improvements 
(West Apron, TWs PF, PE, PD bet TW 0 
&RW13R) FONSI Sep-10 Sep-11 
High Speed Exit Taxiways (MD & L) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 
Taxiway Fillet Improvements (PC, PA, 
MC, MB & M) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 
New Taxiway South of Runway 31L (East 
of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-11 Dec-11 
New Taxiway South of Runway 31L 
(West of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-12 Dec-12 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 
REHAB RUNWAY 4R-22L 38,111 12,704 50,815 To be initiated Apr-16 Dec-16 
REPLACE 4R ALS PIER 12,522 4,174 16,696 To be initiated Nov-14 Dec-17 
RW EMAS for the 13s 13,193 4,398 17,590 To be initiated Sep-15 Dec-17 

REHAB RW4L - PFC 150,000 150,000 To be initiated Jun-12 Dec-15 
REHAB TW P PLANNING - PFC 2,000 2,000 To be initiated Jun-10 Sep-11 
TERM 3 & 4 REDEVELOPMENT - PFC 215,000 215,000 To be initiated Apr-12 Dec-15 
CONSTRUCT CENTRALIZED DE-ICING 
FACILITY - PFC 60,000 60,000 Cat Ex Approved Jan-11 Sep-12 

RELOCATE RSR BRIDGES J2&J8-PFC 24,000 24,000 To be initiated Jun-10 Jun-13 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls JFK 10/27/2011 



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

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ Environmental: 
status 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ Environmental: 
status 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

FY 2016 
LOI - DELAY REDUCTION PROJECTS, 
PAYMENT 8 7,000 2,333 9,333 Approved Oct-08 Dec-14 

Taxiway YA Extension, KA Holding Pad Cat Ex Approved Oct-08 May-09 
Extend Taxiway KK (TWs KC, KK, KC & 
K intersection, KD, K north) FONSI Apr-09 Dec-09 
Runway 31L Taxiway Access 
Improvements (East Apron, TWs JA, JB, 
Z north, J & Z intersection) FONSI Sep-10 Dec-11 
SW Quadrant Taxiway Improvements 
(West Apron, TWs PF, PE, PD bet TW Q 
&RW13R) FONSI Sep-10 Sep-11 
High Speed Exit Taxiways (MD & L) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 
Taxiway Fillet Improvements (PC, PA, 
MC, MB&M) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 
New Taxiway South of Runway 31L (East 
of Runway 41) FONSI Jan-11 Dec-11 
New Taxiway South of Runway 31L 
(West of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-12 Dec-12 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 
REHAB RUNWAY 4R-22L 38,111 12,704 50,815 To be initiated Apr-16 Dec-16 
REPLACE 4R ALS PIER 12,522 4,174 16,696 To be initiated Nov-14 Dec-17 
RW EMAS for the 13s 13,193 4,398 17,590 To be initiated Sep-15 Dec-17 
REHAB RW4L - PFC 150,000 150,000 To be initiated Jun-12 Dec-15 
REHAB TW P PLANNING - PFC 2,000 2,000 To be initiated Jun-10 Sep-11 
TERM 3 & 4 REDEVELOPMENT - PFC 215,000 215,000 To be initiated Apr-12 Dec-15 
CONSTRUCT CENTRALIZED DE-ICING 
FACILITY - PFC 60,000 60,000 Cat Ex Approved Jan-11 Sep-12 

RELOCATE RSR BRIDGES J2&J8-PFC 24,000 24,000 To be initiated Jun-10 Jun-13 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls JFK 10/27/2011 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1 .Airport; La Guardia 2.State: New York 3.NPIAS No.: 3-36-0068 4. LOCID: LG, A 

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

oriority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 
Total $ 

status Date 
FY 2012 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 
REHAB RUNWAY 13-31 & ASSOC TAXiWAYS 19,624 6,541 26,166 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 
REHAB TAXIWAYS A&B 5,128 1,709 6,838 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-15 

TWB&BB PLANNING 5,625 1,875 7,500 
REHAB TWS R, S. P & G 4,699 1,566 6,265 To be initiated Nov-11 Dec-14 

RON PARKING & DEMO HANGAR 2 & 4 16,704 5,568 22,272 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-13 
REHAB STRUCTURAL ITEMS, RW DECK 
REHAB 4,662 1,554 6,216 To be initiated Jun-12 Dec-14 
TW PAVING & LIGHTING REHAB. - PHASE 1 6,385 2,128 8,513 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 
AIR TERMINAL HIGHWAY REHAB. - PHASE II 9,009 3,003 12,011 To be initiated Jun-11 Dec-16 
MODERNIZE AERO. INSTRUMENTS 3,861 1,287 5,148 To be initiated Jun-11 Dec-14 
ILS PIERS (Listed in 2011 in Cap. Plan) 3,823 1,274 5,098 To be initiated Jun-12 Dec-15 

REHAB OF DIKE WALL 2,564 855 3,419 To be initiated Apr-12 Mar-15 
REHAB EAST END ROAD PAVEMENT 758 253 1,010 To be initiated Dec-11 Oct-13 
CTB MODERNIZATION - ENG. PLANS & 
SPECS. - PFC 25,000 25,000 N/A Jan-13 Dec-18 

PIDS - PFC 28,000 28,000 Jan-05 Dec-12 
RW4&31 RSA PLANNING, ENG. & ENV. - PFC 24,000 24,000 Jan-12 Dec-13 
RW31 RSA CONSTRUCTION - PFC 74,500 74,500 Jan-12 Jan-14 
DELAY REDUCTION - PFC 45,000 45,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-14 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls LGA 10/27/2011 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description 
Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Environmental: 

status Start Date 
Completion 

Date 5. Project Description Sponsor Discretionary PFC other 1 0131 
Environmental: 

status Start Date 
Completion 

Date 
FY 2013 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 N/A Jan-11 Dec-11 
RW DECK STRUCTURAL REHAB STAGE III 7,781 2,594 10,374 To be initiated Apr-13 Dec-17 
REHAB OF RUNWAYDECK WEARING 
SURFACE, RW DECK REHAB 3,263 1,088 4,351 To be initiated Dec-12 Dec-14 
TW PAVING & LIGHTING REHAB. - PHASE II 6,385 2,128 8,513 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 
REHAB RUNWAY DRIVE PAVEMENT (WEST 
END RDWY IMPROVE. In cap plan) 6,341 2,114 8,454 To be initiated Oct-12 Dec-15 
CTB MODERNIZATION - ENG. PLANS & 
SPECS. - PFC 25,000 25,000 N/A Jan-13 Dec-18 
PIDS - PFC 28,000 28,000 Jan-05 Dec-12 
RW4&31 RSA PLANNING, ENG. & ENV. - PFC 24,000 24,000 Jan-12 Dec-13 
RW31 RSA CONSTRUCTION - PFC 74,500 74,500 Jan-12 Jan-14 
RW4 RSA CONSTRUCTION - PFC 74,500 74,500 Jan-13 Jan-15 
DELAY REDUCTION - PFC 45,000 45,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-14 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description 
Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 

Total $ Environmental: 
status Start Date 

Completion 
Date 5. Project Description Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ Environmental: 
status Start Date 

Completion 
Date 

FY 2014 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 N/A Jan-11 Dec-11 
REHABILITATE TAXIWAY ZA 1,812 604 2,416 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-17 
REDEVELOP WEST END OF AIRPORT 138,890 46,297 185,187 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-20 
CTB MODERNIZATION - ENG. PLANS & 
SPECS. - PFC 25,000 25,000 N/A Jan-13 Dec-18 
PIDS - PFC 28,000 28,000 Jan-05 Dec-12 
RW4&31 RSA PLANNING, ENG. & ENV. - PFC 24,000 24,000 Jan-12 Dec-13 
RW31 RSA CONSTRUCTION - PFC 74,500 74,500 Jan-12 Jan-14 
RW4 RSA CONSTRUCTION - PFC 74,500 74,500 Jan-13 Jan-15 
DELAY REDUCTION - PFC 45,000 45,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-14 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls LGA 10/27/2011 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1. Airport: LaGuardia 2. State: New York 3. NPIASNo.: 3-36-0068 4. LOCID: L( 3A 

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

Environmental: 
status Start Date 

Completion 
Date 5. Project Description Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status Start Date 
Completion 

Date 
FY 2015 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 N/A Jan-11 Dec-11 
DE-ICING PRODUCT RECOVERY 3,708 1,236 4,944 To be initiated Dec-16 Dec-19 
SECURITY - PROTECTION OF TERM. BLDG. 
GLASS 10,629 3,543 14,172 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 
SECURITY-VEHICLE ALERT AT ACCESS RDS 4,690 1,563 6,253 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 
REPLACE BARRIERS AT NINE LOCATIONS ($0 
in incaos) not vet authorized 07/09/10 3,200 1,067 4,267 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 
CTB MODERNIZATION - ENG. PLANS & 
SPECS. - PFC 25,000 25,000 N/A Jan-13 Dec-18 
PIDS - PFC 28,000 28,000 Jan-05 Dec-12 
RW4 & 31 RSA PLANNING, ENG. & ENV. - PFC 24,000 24,000 Jan-12 Dec-13 
RW31 RSA CONSTRUCTION - PFC 74,500 74,500 Jan-12 Jan-14 
RW4 RSA CONSTRUCTION - PFC 74,500 74,500 Jan-13 Jan-15 
DELAY REDUCTION - PFC 45,000 45,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-14 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1. Airport: LaGuardia 2. State: New York 3. NPIASNo.: 3-36-0068 4. LOCID: L( 3A 

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

Environmental: 
status Start Date 

Completion 
Date 5. Project Description Sponsor Discretionary PFC other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status Start Date 
Completion 

Date 
FY 2016 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 N/A Jan-11 Dec-11 
DE-ICING PRODUCT RECOVERY 3,708 1,236 4,944 To be initiated Dec-16 Dec-19 
SECURITY - PROTECTION OF TERM. BLDG. 
GLASS 10,629 3,543 14,172 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 

SECURITY-VEHICLE ALERT AT ACCESS RDS 4,690 1,563 6,253 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 
REPLACE BARRIERS AT NINE LOCATIONS ($0 
in incaps) not yet authorized 07/09/10 3,200 1,067 4,267 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 
CTB MODERNIZATION - ENG. PLANS & 
SPECS. - PFC 25,000 25,000 N/A Jan-13 Dec-18 
PIDS - PFC 28,000 28,000 Jan-05 Dec-12 
RW4&31 RSA PLANNING, ENG. & ENV. - PFC 24,000 24,000 Jan-12 Dec-13 
RW31 RSA CONSTRUCTION - PFC 74,500 74,500 Jan-12 Jan-14 
RW4 RSA CONSTRUCTION - PFC 74,500 74,500 Jan-13 Jan-15 
DELAY REDUCTION - PFC 45,000 45,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-14 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls LGA 10/27/2011 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in 
priority order) 

Federal Funds State Fund Local Funds 
Total $ Environmental: 

status 
Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in 
priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Ottier 

Total $ Environmental: 
status 

Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

FY 2012 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 6,000 1,500 7,500 N/A Jan-10 Dec-13 
REHAB APRON off UA & UB 3,167 1,056 4,223 To be initiated Apr-13 Mar-14 
REHAB TAXIWAV A From RC to RF 3,576 1,192 4,767 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-14 
REHABILITATE TAXIWAY P (from N to K) 4,622 1,541 6,162 To be initiated Mar-13 Nov-13 
REHAB TWs D, B (from RA to R) & PA 5,071 1,690 6,761 To be initiated Mar-12 Mar-14 
REHAB TW Y FROM RM TO S - PFC 6,750 2,250 9,000 To be initiated Mar-12 Mar-14 
REHAB TWZ FROM RM EDGE TO UA - PFC 3,000 1,000 4,000 To be initiated Mar-12 Mar-14 
INSTALL FIBER OPTIC INFRASTRUCTURE 630 210 840 To be initiated Mav-11 Mav-12 
SECURITY-SUBSTATION ENHANCEMENT 5,184 1,728 6,912 To be initiated Apr-10 Apr-12 
SECURITY-PHYSICAL ENHANCEMENT OF AOA 
PERIMETER ($1900 2010-2019) 9,770 3,257 13,027 To be initiated Mar-07 Dec-12 
DELAY REDUCTION ENVIR & BCA - PFC 5,000 5,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 
DELAY REDUCTION - PHASE II - PFC 61,000 61,000 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-15 
REHAB RW4R-22L-PFC 46,250 46,250 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 
TAXIWAY P REHAB WITH HI-SPEED TWS - PFC 27,500 27,500 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-15 
REHAB 4L-22R - PFC 46,250 46,250 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-14 

IMPROVE 11-29 RSA & RELOCATION OF 
BREWSTER ROAD - PFC 25,000 25,000 

Cat Ex 
Approved-RW 
11 EMAS&RW 
29 EMAS Jun-12 Jun-16 

CHRP -PFC 28,000 28,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Jan-16 
ELECTRICAL DISTRIBUTION - PHASE 1 - PFC 21,000 21,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 
4TH ELECTRICAL SUBSTATION TERM B - PFC 21,000 21,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 
SECURITY-PERIMETER (PIDS) - PFC 30,000 30,000 Approved Jan-09 Jan-12 
TERM. A MODERNIZATION & EXPANSION -
PLANNING - PFC 30,000 30,000 To be initiated Nov-09 Dec-14 
VERTICAL CIRCULATION IMPROVE. IN 
TERMINAL A - PLANNING - PFC 29,000 29,000 Approved Jan-07 Dec-11 
UPGRADE NAVIGATIONAL AIDS R/W4L. 22R & 
22L - PFC 18,000 18,000 Approved Jun-10 Dec-11 
MODERNIZATION OF TERM. B - AMENDED PFC 30,500 30,500 Initiated Jan-06 Dec-12 
BOLLARDS - TENANT TERMINAL (A & C) 37,400 37,400 Initiated Apr-08 Dec-14 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls EWR 10/27/2011 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in 
priority order) 

Federal Funds State Fund Local Funds Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in 
priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Ottier 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

FY 2013 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 5,467 1,367 6,834 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 

REHAB TW Y (from RM to S) 4,051 1,350 5,401 To be initiated Mar-14 Apr-15 

DELAY REDUCTION ENVIR & BOA - PFC 5,000 5,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 

DELAY REDUCTION - PHASE II - PFC 61,000 61,000 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-15 

REHAB RW4R-22L-PFC 46,250 46,250 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 

TAXIWAY P REHAB WITH HI-SPEED TWS - PFC 27,500 27,500 To be initiated Jan-12 Deo-15 

REHAB 4L-22R - PFC 46,250 46,250 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-14 

IMPROVE 11-29 RSA & RELOCATION OF 
BREWSTER ROAD - PFC 25,000 25,000 

Cat Ex 
Approved-RW 
11 EMAS&RW 
29 EMAS Jun-12 Jun-16 

CHRP-PFC 28,000 28,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Jan-16 

ELECTRICAL DISTRIBUTION - PHASE 1 - PFC 21,000 21,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 

4TH ELECTRICAL SUBSTATION TERM B - PFC 21,000 21,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 

SECURITY-PERIMETER (PIDS) - PFC 30,000 30,000 Approved Jan-09 Jan-12 

TERM. A MODERNIZATION & EXPANSION -
PLANNING - PFC 30,000 30,000 To be initiated Nov-09 Dec-14 

VERTICAL CIRCULATION IMPROVE. IN 
TERMINAL A - PLANNING - PFC 29,000 29,000 Approved Jan-07 Dec-11 

UPGRADE NAVIGATIONAL AIDS RWV4L. 22R & 
22L - PFC 18,000 18,000 Approved Jun-10 Dec-11 

MODERNIZATION OF TERM. B - AMENDED PFC 30,500 30,500 Initiated Jan-06 Dec-12 

BOLLARDS - TENANT TERMINAL (A & C) 37,400 37,400 Initiated Apr-08 Dec-14 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls EWR 10/27/2011 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in Federal Funds State Fund Local Funds 
Total $ Environmental: Start Completion 

priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 
Total $ 

status Date Date 
FY 2014 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 
REHAB TW Z (From RW to UA) 1,276 425 1,701 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-15 
INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM 7,020 2,340 9,360 To be initiated Aug-14 Jun-17 
DELAY REDUCTION ENVIR & BOA - PFC 5,000 5,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 
DELAY REDUCTION - PHASE II - PFC 61,000 61,000 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-15 

REHAB RW4R-22L-PFC 46,250 46,250 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 
TAXIWAY P REHAB WITH HI-SPEED TWS - PFC 27,500 27,500 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-15 
REHAB 4L-22R - PFC 46,250 46,250 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-14 
IMPROVE 11-29 RSA & RELOCATION OF 25,000 25,000 Cat Ex Jun-12 Jun-16 
CHRP -PFC 28,000 28,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Jan-16 
ELECTRICAL DISTRIBUTION - PHASE 1 - PFC 21,000 21,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 
4TH ELECTRICAL SUBSTATION TERM B - PFC 21,000 21,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 
SECURITY-PERIMETER (PIDS) - PFC 30,000 30,000 1 Jan-09 Jan-12 
TERM. A MODERNIZATION & EXPANSION -
PLANNING - PFC 30,000 30,000 To be initiated Nov-09 Dec-14 
VERTICAL CIRCULATION IMPROVE. IN 
TERMINAL A - PLANNING - PFC 29,000 29,000 Approved Jan-07 Dec-11 
UPGRADE NAVIGATIONAL AIDS RWV4L, 22R & 
22L - PFC 18,000 18,000 Approved Jun-10 Dec-11 
MODERNIZATION OF TERM. B - AMENDED PFC 30,500 30,500 Initiated Jan-06 Dec-12 
BOLLARDS - TENANT TERMINAL (A & C) 37,400 37,400 Initiated Apr-08 Dec-14 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls EWR 10/27/2011 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in 
priority order) 

Federal Funds State Fund Local Funds 
Total $ 

Environmental: 
status 

Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in 
priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

FY 2015 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 
SECURITY - GUARD POST TECH. 
ENHANCEMENTS 2,115 705 2,820 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 

SECURITY - PROTECTION OF TERM. BLDG. 
GLASS 10,260 3,420 13,680 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 
SECURITY-MONITOR VEHICLE ALERT AT 
ROADWAYS & FRONTAGES 3,627 1,209 4,836 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 
SECURITY-FUEL FARM PERIMETER 
STRENGTHENING 2,295 765 3,060 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 
DELAY REDUCTION ENVIR & BOA - PFC 5,000 5,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 
DELAY REDUCTION - PHASE II - PFC 61,000 61,000 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-15 
REHAB RW4R-22L-PFC 46,250 46,250 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 

TAXIWAY P REHAB WITH HI-SPEED TWS - PFC 27,500 27,500 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-15 
REHAB 4L-22R - PFC 46,250 46,250 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-14 
IMPROVE 11-29 RSA & RELOCATION OF 25,000 25,000 Cat Ex Jun-12 Jun-16 

CHRP -PFC 28,000 28,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Jan-16 
ELECTRICAL DISTRIBUTION - PHASE 1 - PFC 21,000 21,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 
4TH ELECTRICAL SUBSTATION TERM B - PFC 21,000 21,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 
SECURITY-PERIMETER (PIDS) - PFC 30,000 30,000 Approved Jan-09 Jan-12 
TERM. A MODERNIZATION & EXPANSION -
PLANNING - PFC 30,000 30,000 To be initiated Nov-09 Dec-14 
VERTICAL CIRCULATION IMPROVE. IN 
TERMINAL A - PLANNING - PFC 29,000 29,000 Approved Jan-07 Dec-11 
UPGRADE NAVIGATIONAL AIDS RAA/4L. 22R & 
22L - PFC 18,000 18,000 Approved Jun-10 Dec-11 
MODERNIZATION OF TERM. B - AMENDED PFC 30,500 30,500 Initiated Jan-06 Dec-12 
BOLLARDS - TENANT TERMINAL (A & C) 37,400 37,400 Initiated Apr-08 Dec-14 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls EWR 10/27/2011 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in Federal Funds State Fund Local Funds 
Total $ Environmental: Start Completion 

priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 
Total $ 

status Date Date 
FY 2016 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 
SECURITY - GUARD POST TECH. 
ENHANCEMENTS 2,115 705 2,820 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 
SECURITY - PROTECTION OF TERM. BLDG. 
GLASS 10,260 3,420 13,680 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 
SECURITY-MONITOR VEHICLE ALERT AT 
ROADWAYS & FRONTAGES 3,627 1,209 4,836 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 
SECURITY-FUEL FARM PERIMETER 
STRENGTHENING 2,295 765 3,060 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 
DELAY REDUCTION ENVIR & BOA - PFC 5,000 5,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 
DELAY REDUCTION - PHASE II - PFC 61,000 61,000 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-15 
REHAB RW4R-22L-PFC 46,250 46,250 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 

TAXIWAY P REHAB WITH HI-SPEED TWS - PFC 27,500 27,500 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-15 
REHAB 4L-22R - PFC 46,250 46,250 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-14 
IMPROVE 11-29 RSA & RELOCATION OF 25,000 25,000 Cat Ex Jun-12 Jun-16 
CHRP-PFC 28,000 28,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Jan-16 
ELECTRICAL DISTRIBUTION - PHASE 1 - PFC 21,000 21,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 
4TH ELECTRICAL SUBSTATION TERM B - PFC 21,000 21,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 
SECURITY-PERIMETER (PIDS) - PFC 30,000 30,000 Approved Jan-09 Jan-12 
TERM. A MODERNIZATION & EXPANSION -
PLANNING - PFC 30,000 30,000 To be initiated Nov-09 Dec-14 
VERTICAL CIRCULATION IMPROVE. IN 
TERMINAL A - PLANNING - PFC 29,000 29,000 Approved Jan-07 Dec-11 
UPGRADE NAVIGATIONAL AIDS R/W4L, 22R & 
22L - PFC 18,000 18,000 Approved Jun-10 Dec-11 
MODERNIZATION OF TERM. B - AMENDED PFC 30,500 30,500 Initiated Jan-06 Dec-12 
BOLLARDS - TENANT TERMINAL (A & C) 37,400 37,400 Initiated Apr-08 Dec-14 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls EWR 10/27/2011 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1 .Airport: Stewart international 2.State: New York 3.NPIAS No.: 3-36-0085 4. LOCID: S iWF 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ Environmental: 
status 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary MAP PFC Ottier 

Total $ Environmental: 
status 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

FY 2012 
RECONSTRUCTION OF RUNWAY 9-27, 
PHASE II 12,173 641 12,814 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-14 

RUNWAY INCURSION MITIGATION 
FROM TWATO BLDG 2290 3,325 175 3,500 To be initiated May-11 Dec-13 

TAXIWAY C OBJECT FREE AREA 2,660 140 2,800 To be initiated Jui-11 Dec-12 

TERMINAL EXPANSION (FIS), STAGE 1 -
PLANNING 2,090 110 2,200 To be initiated Jan-10 Dec-11 

APPROACH LIGHTING. FIXTURES & 
CABLES (D & B) 2,253 119 2,371 Cat Ex Approved Jun-09 Nov-10 

RUNWAY WEATHER INFORMATION 
SYSTEM 561 30 590 To be initiated Feb-11 Dec-11 

SNOW REMOVAL & SAFETY 
EQUIPMENT PROCUREMENT - PFC 5,802 5,802 To be initiated Feb-09 Dec-11 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1 Airport: Stewart international 2.State: New York 3.NPIAS No.: 3-36-0085 4. LOCID: J 5WF 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 
5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary MAP PFC Other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 
FY 2013 

RECONSTRUCTION OF RUNWAY 9-27, 
PHASE III 12,173 641 12,814 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-14 

TAXIWAY C REHAB 6,299 332 6,630 To be initiated Jul-13 Oct-15 
REHAB PORTION OF TAXIWAY A 9,310 490 9,800 To be initiated Dec-12 Nov-13 

REHAB TAXIWAY B 3,444 181 3,625 To be initiated May-12 Dec-13 
RUNWAY INCURSION MITIGATION 
FROM BLDG 2290 TO N/E FUEL FARM 9,595 505 10,100 To be initiated Aug-12 Dec-13 
TERMINAL EXPANSION (FIS), STAGE 1 -
CONSTRUCTION 7,695 405 8,100 To be initiated Mar-12 Jun-13 

REHAB TAXIWAY F 3,129 165 3,294 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 
TERMINAL GLYCOL RECOVERY 
SYSTEM 1,520 80 1,600 To be initiated Jun-12 Nov-13 
REPLACEMENT OF AIRFIELD SIGNS 3,135 165 3,300 To be initiated Feb-12 Dec-13 
REHAB OF FtAMP DE-ICING PAD 1,425 75 1,500 To be initiated Apr-12 Nov-13 
MILL & OVERLAY TAXIWAY M 1,043 55 1,098 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-12 
INSTALL FILLETS AT TWS M&N 1,171 62 1,233 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-12 
REHABILITATE TAXIWAY EDGE 
LIGHTING - PHASE III 3,341 0 176 3,517 Cat Ex Approved Jul-09 Jun-11 

RECONSTRUCTION OF RUNWAY 9-27, 
PHASE 1 12,173 641 12,814 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-14 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls SWF 10/27/2011 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital improvement Plan 

1 .Airport: Stewart International 2.State: New York 3.NPIAS No.: 3-36-0085 4. LOCID: SWF 

5. Project Description & year (By funding Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Environmental: Start Date Completion 
Date year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary MAP 

PFC Ottier 
Total $ status 

Completion 
Date 

FY 2014 
RECONSTRUCTION OF RUNWAY 9-27, 
PHASE IV 12,173 641 12,814 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-14 
SOUTH RAMP PAVEMENT 
REPLACEMENT - PHASE 1 3,149 166 3,315 To be initiated Mar-14 Dec-14 
REHAB TAXIWAY L 2,618 138 2,756 To be initiated Jan-14 Dec-15 
MILL & OVERLAY TAXIWAY A 16,914 890 17,804 To be initiated Jan-14 Dec-15 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital improvement Plan 

1 Airport: Stewart International 2.State: New York 3.NPIAS No. : 3-36-0085 4. LOCID: SWF 

5. Project Description & year (By funding Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Environmental: Start Date Completion 
Date year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary MAP 

PFC Other 
Total $ status 

Completion 
Date 

FY 2015 
REHAB RAN 16-34 EDGE LIGHTING 4,921 259 5,180 To be initiated May-19 Nov-20 
REMOVAL OF TOWER HILL 114,000 6,000 120,000 To be initiated Nov-21 Dec-25 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital improvement Plan 

1 Airport: Stewart International 2.State: New York 3.NPIAS No.: 3-36-0085 4. LOCID: SWF 

5. Project Description & year (By funding Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ Environmental: start Date Completion 

year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary MAP PFC Other 
Total $ 

status Date 
FY 2016 

REHAB RAW 16-34 EDGE LIGHTING 4,921 259 5,180 To be initiated May-19 Nov-20 
REMOVAL OF TOWER HILL 114,000 6,000 120,000 To be initiated Nov-21 Dec-25 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls SWF 10/27/2011 



Pgssenger Fgcility Charge Application TWEWHI AlffMOBITVOF NY& NJ 

Exhibit D 

Alternative Uses/Projects 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports Exhibit D - Alternative Uses/Projects 





Pgssenger Facility Charge Applicgtion TOE PORT AUTOORrrV OF NY 8. NJ 

Alternative Uses/Projects 

This draft application contains both "Impose and Use" and "Impose Only" projects. Projects with a request to "Impose 
and Use" RFC funds do not require the identification of Alternative Use projects. However, projects that are "Impose 
Only" require the identification of alternative use projects in the event that any or all of the "Impose Only" projects 
contained in the application are ultimately abandoned or disapproved. 

The Port Authority identified potential projects that may be used as Alternative projects if needed. The table below 
includes the potential Alternative Use projects considered for this application. 

Project Description 
Estimated Cost 

Airport Project Code Project Description (in $000s) 

LGA CA02-197 TAXIWAY REHABILITATION 9,999 

IGT CA02-226 MODERNIZE AERONAUTICAL INSTRUMENTS PH 1 6,258 

TGA CA02-3"40~" " RUNWAYDECK STRUCTURAL REHAB PHASETII" 15,748 

LGA CA02-365 ^CENTRALELECTRICAL SUBSTATION' 84,000 

LGA ~CA"02-428" INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM MASTER PLAN 28,674 

LGA CA02-431 AIR TERMINAL HIGHWAY REHAB - PHASE 11 20,001 ' 

TGA CA02-432 "" REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY PAVEMENT & LIGHTING 20,001 

LGA CA02436 REHABIuf ATION OF RUNWAY DECKS" ""35,509 

LGA CA02-46T " ' REHABILITATION OF RUNWAY 13-31 AND ASSOCIATE^fAXiWAYS ' 35,324 • 

LGA CA02-X02" TAXIWAY"MODIFrCATIONS (A, B & RVSR BETWEETD flT 194,118 

LGA "CA02-386" CONSOLIDATED RECEIVING WAREHOUSE DISTRIBUTION CENTER "15,173 

"LGA CA02-4i3 ""' SIGNALIZED INTERSECTI0N"SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS ""{,465" 

JFK ' "CA03-543 T/W"W"(N0FFyW13L) 6,004 

JFK ' CA03-X16 WATER SYSTEM REPLACEMENTS " " 10,000 • 

JFK CAM-m" CENTRAL SUB UNITS E&F 10,000 

JFK" CA03-XX^ BERGEN SUBSTATION " " 30,000 

1 1 
'CA03-XX7 " FARMERS SUBSTATION " ' 20,000" 

JFK CA03-027 REHAB'TAXIWAY C (Not on PC list) " 19,135" 

JFK CA03-519 AERONAUTICAL PAVEMENT REHAB 2013-2016 33,273 

JFK CA03-582' ""REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY G (RW4LTO IVW Vj" "10,000 

JFK ' CA03-172 REHABILITATION OF T/W P 38,801 

JFI< ' CA03-529" " "REHAB TAXIWAY'S Q " '^,275' 

'CA03-599' REHABI'LITJ^ON OF TAXIWAY CA (RAW 13'L-31R TO END) 5,956 ' 

JFK" CAb3-583" REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY QG 4^982" 

JFK CAb3-5"84 REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY Z & PORTIONS OF F, H. G, J 22,851" 

JFK" " 'CA03-602 "REHABlCif ATION OF TAXIWAY FB 11,432' 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Exhibit D-Alternative Uses/Projects 



Pgssenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AUIHORnV OF NY & N J 

Airport Project Code Project Description Estimated Cost 
(in $000s) 

JFK CA03-614 REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY B (T/W N - T/W TB) 53,863 
~JFK "cAoa-eob REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY CB^Pi/W 13L-31R TO NORTH END) ' 6,191 

JFK CA03~595 ^"DELAY REDUCTION INITIATIVES (FEETS & SMGCS) 247912 ' 
JFK CA03-M1 " REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY CE (T/W C TO LEASE LINE) 5,979 
JFK CA03-615 REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY FA 10,531 
JFK CA03l07 REHABILITATION OF BULK FUEL FARM ROADWAY ""12,123 
JFK " CA03-234 ' REHABTLTTATION OF CARGO PLAZA ROAD " • 3,709' 

CA04-041 SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING'PHASE III" 27,720 
EWR CA04-X15 REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY S (FROM RF TO Y) & A 4,100 
EWR ' CA04-466 INTELLIGENT T^NSPORTATION SYSTEM " 10,763" 
EWR CA04-521 REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY "Y" (FROM RM TO S) " 7l292 
EWR 'CA04-523 REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY "A" (FROM RC TO RF) 6,436 
EWR CA04-524 REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY "Z" (FROM R/W EDGE TO UA) " 2,296 

EWR CA04-526 EWR - AOA NEXTGEN PROGRAM 9,500 
EWR CA04.528" REPLACEMENT OF NORTH ELECTRICAL SUBSTATION AT CHRP - 14,808 

BUILDING 46 
14,808 

EWR ' CA04-Xi7 REHABILITATION OF'TAXIWAYS B & R (FROM E TO Y) 8,950 
EWR CA04-X18 REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY Z FROM, T/W P TO R/W 29 END 'oisdo 
TOTAL 

$ 924,652 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Exhibit D-Alternative Uses/Projects 



Pgssenger Facility Charge Application THE WWT AlflWOBITV OF NY&NJ 

Exhibit E 

Draft Application 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports Exhibit E - Draft Application 





P3ssenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AUIWOHrTY OF NY&NJ 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

LAGUARDIA AIRPORT 

SECTION 1 - Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Planning, Environmental, & Engineering 
(CA02-417) 

SECTION 2 - Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Construction (CA02-417) 

JOHN F. KENNEDY INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

SECTION 1 - Rehabilitation of Runway 4L-22R (CA03-168) 

SECTION 2 - Taxiway P Rehabilitation Planning and Engineering (CA03-172) 

SECTION 3 - Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment & Capacity Improvements Project 
(CA03-S91) 

NEWARK LIBERTY INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

SECTION 1 - Delay Reduction Phase II - Planning and Engineering (CA04-569) 

SECTION 2 - Delay Reduction Phase II - Construction (CA04-580/581) 

SECTION 3 - Runway 4R 22L Rehabilitation (CA04-454) 

SECTION 4 - Taxiway P Rehabilitation including High-Speed Taxiways 
(CA04-525/522) 

SECTION 5 - Runway 4L-22R Rehabilitation (CA04-455) 

SECTION 6 - Runway 11 RSA & Relocation of Brewster Road (CA04-512) 

SECTION 7 - Electrical Distribution & Substation Improvements (CA04-528/579/539) 

PFC PLANNING AND PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION 

SECTION 1 - PFC Planning and Program Administration 

LGA, JFK, EWR, and SWF Airports Exhibit E -Table of Contents 



Pgssenger Fgcility Charge Application THE WHT AUTHOBfTyOF NY&NJ 

AMENDMENTS 

LAGUARDIA AIRPORT 

Section 1 - Perimeter Intrusion Detection System (PIDS) - Amended (CA02-231) 

LGA, JFK, EWR, and SWF Airports Exhibit E -Table of Contents 



Passenger Facility Charge Application IliEPOmrAinilORrTYOFNV&NJ 

LAGUARDIA AIRPORT 
TABLE OF CONTENTS 

LAGUARDIA AIRPORT 

SECTION 1 - Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Planning, Environmental, & Engineering 
(CA02-417) 

SECTION 2 - Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Construction (CA02-417) 

LaGuardia Airport Exhibit E -Table of Contents 





Pgssenger Facility Charge Application THE POKTAUmOHnY OF NY & NJ 

SECTION 1 

LGA Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Planning, Environmental and Engineering 
(CA02-417) 

LaGuardia Airport Exhibit E - LGA Runways 4 and 31 RSA Planning, Environmental and 
Engineering (CA02-417) 





PFC APPLICATION NUMBER: 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: LGA Runway 4 and Runway 31 Runway Safety Area (RSA) 
Planning, Environmental and Engineering (CA02-417) 

2. Project Number: CA02-417 

3. Use Airport of Project: LaGuardia Airport (LGA), New York, New York 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $ 22,800,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 1,200,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 24,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP Funds: N/A 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ 0 Discretionary $ 0 Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

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

Subtotal Other Funds: $ N/A 

Total Project Cost: $ 24,000,000 

For FAA Use 
a. Does the project include a proposed L0I7 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 
If YES, does the Region support7 
[ ]YES 
[ ] NO. 
If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

b. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support7 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's 
five year CIP7 
[ ]YES 
[ ] NO 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Is there an expectation that AIP funding will be available to pay the project costs. 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded through AIP7 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding. 

6. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.00 
and $4.50. 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 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding. 

f. Reasonableness of cost. 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysis 
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7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 

If proposed AIP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining the 
funding it proposes. 

8. Project Description: 
The FAA requires commercial service airports to maintain a Runway Safety Area 
(RSA) at each runway end to provide a measure of safety in the event an aircraft 
overruns (lands long) or undershoots (lands short) the runway. RSAs must comply 
with specific FAA dimensional and performance standards as regulated by 14 Code 
of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 139, Certification of Airports. In November 2005, 
Congress mandated that RSAs at all commercial service airports be FAA compliant 
by 2015. 

This project includes the effort to complete the planning, engineering design, and 
environmental compliance documentation required to enhance the Runway Safety 
Areas (RSAs) on the departure ends of Runway 4 and Runway 31 at LGA for 
compliance with FAA standards. 

RSA planning will explore design alternatives for the enhancement of the existing 
RSAs to achieve conformance with current FAA standards. A full-range of 
alternatives for achieving RSA compliance will be considered in this planning and 
environmental analysis. Potential alternatives may include, but are not limited to, a 
full-length RSA, installation of an Engineered Materials Arresting System (EMAS) 
to allow for a reduced length RSA and runway deck alterations. Engineering on a 
limited scale will be performed in support of the environmental review process. 
Depending on the outcome of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
environmental review process, this project would also support further design and 
engineering for the potential construction of the RSA in accordance with FAA 
standards. 

This project will require the FAA to approve a change to LGA's Airport Layout 
Plan (ALP) and is therefore a federal action, which requires compliance with the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA). Based on the planning analysis 
findings, the Port Authority will initiate the environmental analysis in order to 
comply with NEPA requirements. An Environmental Assessment or an 
Environmental Impact Statement may be required to be completed and submitted 
to the FAA for determination. 

Revised 8/31/2010 



This overall cost breakdown of the elements contained in this project includes the 
following and addresses planning, engineering and environmental for both runway 
ends: 

RAV4-22 R/W 13-31 TOTAL 
• Conceptual Design and Alternatives 

Analysis $ 2,250,000 $ 2,250,000 $ 4,500,000 

• Planning and Phasing $ 2,250,000 $ 2,250,000 $ 4,500,000 
• Final Design and Engineering $ 2,250,000 $ 2,250,000 S 4,500,000 
• Environmental Documentation Permitting $ 5,000,000 S 5,000,000 $ 10,000,000 
• Financial Analysis $ 250,000 $ 250,000 $ 500,000 
TOTAL S 24,000,000 

With the environmental documentation complete, the Port Authority will develop 
plans and specifications to support construction of the approved RSA alternative. 
As needed and as defined by the approved alternative, the plans and specifications 
will include designs for pilings and/or fill, deck extensions as needed, EMAS beds, as 
needed, pavement cross-sections, utilities (electrical, communications, drainage, 
etc.), marking, lighting, and signage. The construction of the RSAs will be 
completed as a separate project that is also included in this application: LGA 
Runway 4 and Runway 31 Runway Safety Area Construction (CA02-417). 

Due to the complexity of this project, the Port Authority will complete the planning, 
environmental and engineering tasks for this project in close coordination with the 
FAA. 

If applicable for terminal projects 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 
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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 
[ ]N0 
[X] N/A 

FOR FAA USE 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Include source citation if clarification 
information is not from PFC application. 

If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been 
met7 If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requirements will be met, or should the project be disapproved. 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters, 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been 
completed. 

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 

9. Significant Contribution: 
LaGuardia Airport has two runways and four terminals, with a total of 74 gates. 
Although the Airport only has two short and intersecting runways, its operational 
activity is similar to surrounding, larger airports. In 2010, 23.9 million passengers 
used the Airport, an 8.3 percent increase from the previous year. The Airport 
experienced 361,616 aircraft movements in 2010, an approximate 2 percent growth 
from the previous year. This growth is forecasted to continue. According to the Port 
Authority's 2011-2020 Long-Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), LGA passenger 
usage is forecasted to increase an average 2.3 percent annually. In addition to its 
regional significance. Airports Council International (ACl) ranked LGA as #20 
nationwide and #55 worldwide for total passengers in 2010. Operations were almost 
entirely from commercial aviation, with slightly less than 1 percent from general 
aviation. 

This project would advance planning and design, and perform environmental 
analysis for runway safety areas that would conform to FAA Standards. After 
NEPA compliance is addressed, the Port Authority would prepare construction 
documents and specifications for the bid and award of contracts for the construction 
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of the RSAs. FoBure to comply with the FAA stonBorBs couIB result in meusures 
thut coulB result in reBuceB capacity anB further increaseB Belays at the airport. 

In aBBition, the FAA requires that the Port Authority abiBe by explicit AIP anB 
PFC assurances. Among compliance with relevant feBeral, state, anB local 
regulations, AIP Grant anB PFC Assurances require that Airport sponsors (the Port 
Authority) comply with FAA airport Besign, construction standarBs and 
specifications contained in Advisory Circulars current on the date of project 
approval in order to be awarded AIP Grants and collect PFC funds. Failure to 
comply with AIP Grant and PFC Assurances could hinder the Port Authority's 
ability to fund capital projects. 

FOR FAA USE 
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 [ ] 
LOl [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ ] 

Other (explain) 
Noise. 65 LDN [ ] Other (explain) 

Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules. 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

Flow does this project address the deficiency sited by the public agency? 

If competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis of any barriers to 
competition at the airport. 

10. Project Objective: 
The objective of this project is to complete the planning, design engineering, and 
environmental review for the construction of the RSAs of LGA's Runway 4 and 
Runway 31, in compliance with FAA standards. 

FOR FAA USE 
Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
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Capacity, Preserve [ ] E9ha9ce [ ] 
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 PEC objectives (explain) 

Finding 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to make this finding if it is not a part 
of the PFC application. 

Address adequacy of issues. 

11. Project Justification: 
This project includes the planning, engineering design, and environmental 
compliance documentation required to enhance the RSAs on the departure ends of 
Runway 4 and Runway 31 for compliance with FAA standards. 

During the planning phase, design alternatives will be explored that will enhance the 
existing RSAs to achieve conformance with current FAA standards. A full-range of 
alternatives will be considered in the planning and environmental analysis. This 
project will require the FAA to approve a change to LGA's Airport Layout Plan 
(ALP) and is therefore a federal action, which requires compliance with the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA). Based on the planning analysis 
findings, the Port Authority will initiate the environmental analysis in order to 
comply with NEPA requirements. An Environmental Assessment or an 
Environmental Impact Statement may be required to be completed and submitted 
to the FAA for determination. 

When the environmental documentation completed and approved by the FAA, the 
Port Authority will develop plans and specifications to support construction of the 
approved RSA alternative. 

FOR FAA USE 
Define how the project accomplishes PFC Objective(s) 

Explain how project is cost-effective compared to other reasonable and timely means to 
accomplish this objective(s) 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the project. Include citation for any documents that are not a part 
of this PFC application. 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 
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Discuss any non-economical benefits which are not captured above. 

Project Eligibility: 
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 

); 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. 
[ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan; 
Title and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local study. 
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 ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter 
[ ] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain). 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

Are any work elements or portions of the overall project ineligible? Provide associated 
costs. 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): 

For FAA Use 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, will the project begin within 2 years of PFC 
application Due date (120-day)? 
[ ] Yes 
[ ] No 

For Impose Only project, will the project begin within 5 years of the charge effective date 
or PFC application Due date, whichever is first? 
[ ] Yes 
[ ] No 

Is this project dependent upon another action to occur before its implementation or 
completion. Explain. 
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13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 

For FAA Use 
Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date, 
whichever is sooner. 
[ ] Yes 
[ ] No 

Which actions are needed before the use application can be submitted7 What is the 
estimated schedule for each action7 

14. Project requesting RFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
AlP funding. 
[ ] YES 
[X] NO 

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

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

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: N/A 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: N/A 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Use 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the public. 
Provide citations for any documents not included in the RFC application that are relied on 
by the FAA for its analysis. 
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If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (If 
the comments from the consultation are repeated, state that.) 

ADO/RO Recommendation: 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RO 
use comparable projects to make this finding? If so, list projects. 

If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identify 
eligible and ineligible costs. Summarize ineligible costs. 

Is the duration of collection adequate for the amount requested? 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: 
[ ] Approve. 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination. 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to determination. 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
Item(s) reviewed. 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
Item(s) reviewed 
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PFC APPLICATION NUMBER: 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: LGA Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Construction (CA02-417) 

2. Project Number; CA02-417 

3. Use Airport of Project: LaGuardia Airport (LGA), New York, New York 

4. Project Type 
[X] Impose Only: 
[ ] Concurrent: 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $ 141,550,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 7,450,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 149,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP Funds: N/A 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ 0 Discretionary $ 0 Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

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

Total Project Cost: $ 149,000,000 

For FAA Use 
a. Does the project include a proposed L0I7 
[ ]YES 
[ ] NO 
If YES, does the Region support7 
[ ]YES 
[ ] NO. 
If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

b. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support7 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's 
five year CIP7 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Is there an expectation that AIP funding will be available to pay the project costs. 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded through AIP7 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding. 

e. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.00 
and $4.50. 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 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding. 

f. Reasonableness of cost. 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysis 

Revised 8/31/2010 



7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 

If proposed AIP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining the 
funding it proposes. 

8. Project Description: 
The FAA requires commercial service airports to maintain Runway Safety Areas 
(RSA) at each runway end to provide a measure of safety in the event an aircraft 
overruns (lands long) or undershoots (lands short) the runway. RSAs must comply 
with specific FAA dimensional and performance standards as regulated under 
14 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 139, Certification of Airports. In 
November 2005, Congress mandated that RSAs at all commercial service airports 
be FAA compliant by 2015. 

This project will fund the construction of FAA compliant RSAs for the departure 
end of Runway 4 and the departure end of Runway 31. The final designs of the 
RSAs will depend on the results of the planning, engineering, and environmental 
efforts described in the project titled: LGA Runways 4 and 31 RSA Planning, 
Environmental and Engineering, contained in this application. Implementation of 
this project is dependent on upon completion of that planning, environmental, and 
engineering project. 

Construction plans detailing the RSA project design have not yet been developed. 
However, for estimating purposes, it is assumed that the project may include the 
construction of an Engineered Materials Arresting System (EMAS) beds at the 
runway ends. The installation of EMAS beds allow for a reduced length RSA that 
would still meet FAA design criteria. Along with the RSA construction and 
consideration of EMAS, designs may also include alterations to the runway deck, 
shifting of the runway, relocation of Restricted Service Roads, and modifications to 
the lighting, signage, marking and storm drainage systems for both RSAs. 

If applicable for terminal projects: 
Prior to implementation of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 
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At completion of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[ ]N0 
[X] N/A 

FOR FAA USE 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Include source citation if clarification 
information is not from RFC application. 

If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requirements will be met, or should the project be disapproved. 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters, 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been 
completed. 

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 

9. Significant Contribution: 
LaGuardia Airport has two runways and four terminals, with a total of 74 gates. 
Although the Airport only has two short, intersecting runways, its operational 
activity is similar to surrounding, larger airports. In 2010, 23.9 million passengers 
used the Airport, an 8.3 percent increase from the previous year. The Airport 
experienced 361,616 aircraft movements in 2010, an approximate 2 percent growth 
from the previous year and this similar growth rate is forecasted to continue. 
According to the Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-Range Forecast (Moderate 
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Scenario), LGA passe9ge9 usag9 is forecast9B to i9C9ease ao average 2.3 pe9ce9t 
aooually. In aBBition to its 9egional significance, tBe Ai9po9ts Council Inte9national 
(ACI) 9ankeB LGA as #20 nationwiBe anB #55 wo9lBwiBe for total passenge9s in 
2010. Operations at LGA are almost entirely from commercial aviation, with 
slightly less than 1 percent from general aviation. 

This project will bring the RSAs for Runway 4 anB Runway 31 into compliance with 
FAA RSA stanBarBs, anB will ultimately serve to comply with the congressional 
manBate to have stanBarB RSAs hy 2015. Failure to comply with the FAA mauBate 
hy 2015 con IB result in the FAA imposing other operational restrictions at LGA that 
coulB result in capacity reBuctions on air carrier activities anB further contribute to 
airport Belays. 

In aBBition, the FAA requires that the Port Authority ahiBe hy explicit AlP anB 
PFC assurances. Among compliance with relevant feBeral, state, anB local 
regulations, AlP Grant anB PFC Assurances require that Airport sponsors (the Port 
Authority) comply with FAA airport Besign, construction stanBarBs anB 
specifications containeB in aBvisory circulars current on the Bate of project 
approval in orBer to he awarBcB AlP Grants anB collect PFC funBs. Failure to 
comply with AlP Grant anB PFC Assurances con IB hinBer the Port Authority's 
ability to funB capital projects. 

FAA statistics rankcB LGA as the 16"* most BelayeB (total Belays) airport in the 
nation, with an average Belay time of approximately 46 minutes in 2010. Although 
the airport has been unBer operating limitations Buring peak-hours. Belays persist 
at LGA. Due to the nature of airline activity at LGA, these Belays tenB to propagate 
throughout the entire NAS. Therefore, the Port Authority seeks to proviBe RSAs 
that are fully compliant with FAA stanBarBs, anB that preserve the operational 
capability of LGA anB enable the NAS to operate as efficiently as possible. 

FOR FAA USE 
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 LDN [ ] Other (explain) 

Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules. 
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Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

How does this project address the deficiency sited by the public agency? 

If competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis of any barriers to 
competition at the airport. 

10. Project Objective: 
The objective of this project is to enhance safety and comply with the FAA's 
Runway Safety Area Program for Runway 4 and Runway 31 at LGA. 

FOR FAA USE 
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) 

Finding 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to make this finding if it is not a part 
of the PFC application. 

Address adequacy of issues. 

11. Project Justification: 
Through a Congressional mandate, all airports certificated under 14 Code of 
Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 139 must comply with the FAA's Runway Safety 
Area Program by 2015. In compliance with that mandate, the RSAs for Runway 4 
and Runway 31 will be modified in accordance with the project's final design, 
bringing the RSAs into compliance with FAA standards. 

FOR FAA USE 
Define how the project accomplishes PFC Objective(s) 

Explain how project is cost-effective compared to other reasonable and timely means to 
accomplish this objective(s) 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
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benefits attributable to the project. Include citation for any documents that are not a part 
of this PFC application. 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

Discuss any non-economical benefits which are not captured above. 

Project Eligibility: 
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 

); 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. 
[ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan; 
Title and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local study. 
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 ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter 
[ ] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain). 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

Are any work elements or portions of the overall project ineligible? Provide associated 
costs. 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): 

For FAA Use 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, will the project begin within 2 years of PFC 
application Due date (120-day)? 
[ ] Yes 
[ ] No 

For Impose Only project, will the project begin within 5 years of the charge effective date 
or PFC application Due date, whichever is first? 
[ ] Yes 
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[ ] No 

Is this project dependent upon another action to occur before its implementation or 
completion. Explain. 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 

For FAA Use 
Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date, 
whichever is sooner. 
[ ] Yes 
[ ] No 

Which actions are needed before the use application can be submitted? What is the 
estimated schedule for each action? 

14. Project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs 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, would the public 
agency prefer that the FAA approve 
[X] the amount of the local match to be collected at a $4.50 PFC level, 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 
[X] N/A 

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: N/A 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: N/A 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 
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For FAA Use 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the public. 
Provide citations for any documents not included in the PFC application that are relied on 
by the FAA for its analysis. 

If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (If 
the comments from the consultation are repeated, state that.) 

ADO/RO Recommendation: 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RO 
use comparable projects to make this finding? If so, list projects. 

If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identify 
eligible and ineligible costs. Summarize ineligible costs. 

Is the duration of collection adequate for the amount requested? 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: 
[ ] Approve. 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination. 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to determination. 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name 
Item(s) reviewed. 

Routing Symbol Date 

Name 
Item(s) reviewed 

Routing Symbol Date 
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A PFC APPLICATION NUMBER: 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: JFK Rehabilitation of Runway 4L-22R (CA03-168) 

2. Project Number: CA03-168 

3. Use Airport of Project: John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), New York, 
New York 

4. Project Type 
[X] Impose Only: 
[ ] Concurrent: 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $142,500,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $7,500,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $150,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing A IP Funds: $0 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project: $0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $0 Discretionary $0 Total $0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $0 

Other Funds: 
State Grants $0 
Local Funds $0 
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Other: $0 

Subtotal Other Funds: $ N/A 

Total Project Cost: $150,000,000 

For FAA Use 
a. Does the project include a proposed L0I7 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 
If YES, does the Region support7 
[ ]YES 
[ ] NO. 
If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

b. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support7 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's 
five year CIP7 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Is there an expectation that AIP funding will be available to pay the project costs. 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded through AIP7 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding. 

e. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.00 
and $4.50. 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 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding. 

f. Reasonableness of cost. 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysis 
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7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 

If proposed AIP discretionary funds or a proposed LOl are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining the 
funding it proposes. 

8. Project Description: 
This project will rehabilitate the Runway 4L-22R pavement. This runway is the 
second longest at JFK, measuring 11,351 feet long and 15B feet wide and 
approximately 100,000 annual aircraft operations occur on this runway. Runway 
rehabilitation will address pavement deterioration along the entire runway length 
with associated improvements on drainage, airfield lighting and signage, and 
marking improvements. 

The runway pavement rehabilitation is part of an overall program of improvements 
on Runway 4L-22R planned by the Port Authority. The other projects include the 
construction of a Runway Safety Area (RSA), runway pavement widening and high
speed taxiways. These project elements will not be funded with PFC revenues. 

The cost breakdown for the design and construction of the Runway 4L-22R 
Pavement Rehabilitation Project is estimated to be: 

" Planning and Design: $ 19,5BB,0G0 
• Project Management: $ 18,000,000 
• Financing: $ 7,500,000 
• RAV 4L-22R Rehabilitation - Construction: $ 105,000,000 

Total Project: $ 150,000,000* 

*The above estimate is for the Runway 4L-22R pavement rehabilitation only. This 
estimate does not include costs related to the RSA, runway pavement widening and 
high-speed taxiways. 

The RSA, runway pavement widening and high-speed taxiway construction will 
occur simultaneously in order to limit impacts to airport operations and minimize 
airline and passenger delays during construction. The Port Authority will apply 
many of the practices and management controls used successfully during the Bay 
Runway Project completed at JFK in 2010 to limit impacts to airline schedules and 
to deliver the project within budgetary limits. 
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If applicable for terminal projects 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including runways, taxi ways, 
aprons, and aircraft gates. 
[ ]YES 
[ ]N0 
[X] N/A 

FOR FAA USE 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Include source citation if clarification 
information is not from PFC application. 

If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requirements will be met, or should the project be disapproved. 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters, 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been 
completed. 

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 
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9. Significant Contribution: 
JoOn F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK) is tOe largest airport in tOe New York 
Region. TOe airport Oas four runways and eigOt operating terminals witO more 
tOan 125 gates. TOe majority of operations are from commercial aircraft, witO 
approximately two percent of operations by cargo and less than one percent general 
aviation. In 2010, almost two-tOirds of the region's international passengers flew 
out of JFK. The Port Authority reports that 46.5 million passengers used the 
Airport in 2010, which is a 600,000 (1.3 percent) increase in passengers from 2009. 
According to the Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-Range Forecast (Moderate 
Scenario), JFK passenger usage is forecasted to increase an average 2.1 percent 
annually. TOe Airports Council International ranked JFK as #6 nationwide and #14 
worldwide for total passengers in 2010. 

FAA statistics ranked JFK as the lOtO most delayed airport in the nation, with an 
average total delay time of 53 minutes per aircraft operation in 2010, two minutes 
longer than in 2009. In 2008, in an attempt to limit delays, the U.S. Department of 
Transportation capped operations to 81-flights-per-honr, per-16-Oonr period each 
day. Due to the nature of airline activity at JFK, delays tend to propagate 
throughout the entire National Aerospace System (NAS). 

This project is vitally important to ensure the continued safe and efficient operation 
of aircraft at JFK and to accommodate future operations. According to the Port 
Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement Management Plan, the runway is noted to be in 
fair condition. However, at its current rate of aircraft arrivals and departures, it is 
anticipated that pavement rehabilitation would be required within the next two to 
three years. If the pavement is not rehabilitated, the structural section of the 
runway pavement 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 runway will have to be closed for a long period of time for 
a major reconstruction to be performed in order to bring the pavement strength up 
to the required load bearing capabilities for Group VI aircraft. A full-depth 
pavement reconstruction will result in extended runway closures and major 
congestion implications for the New York Airport System as well as the NAS. 

In addition to the pavement improvements, this project will upgrade the existing 
runway centerline and edge lighting system. 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 FAA USE 
Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain) 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
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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 LDN [ ] Other (explain) 

Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules. 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

Flow does this project address the deficiency sited by the public agency? 

If competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis of any barriers to 
competition at the airport. 

10. Project Objective: 
This project will preserve the Runway 4L-22R pavement in order to avoid a more 
costly pavement reconstruction that would involve significant aircraft operational 
impacts for JFK, other airports in the New York/New Jersey Region, and the entire 
NAS. 

FOR FAA USE 
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) 

Finding 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to make this finding if it is not a part 
of the PFC application. 

Address adequacy of issues. 
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11. Project Justification: 
ABhougB tBe asphaB pavement for the runway is structurally souuB, the wearing 
course is beginning to exhibit signs of age-relateB stress cracking anB the pavement 
has reached the end of it useful life. According to the Port Authority's 2009-2015 
Pavement Management Plan, the runway is noted to be in fair condition. However, 
at its current rate of aircraft arrivals and departures, it is anticipated that pavement 
rehabilitation would be required this year. 

As a result, pavement rehabilitation is required that will replace the existing 
wearing course with revitalized pavement to preserve the structural sections of the 
runway pavement and permit safe and efficient aircraft operations. By 
rehabilitating the runway before more extensive pavement degradation occurs, the 
structural section will not deteriorate, thereby eliminating the need for more 
extensive pavement reconstruction. The Port Authority anticipates that limited 
structural repairs may need to be made in select areas, but an overall pavement 
reconstruction is not required at this time. As part of its planning for the project, 
the Port Authority is analyzing the life cycle costs and benefits of repaving the 
runway in asphalt or concrete. 

While the runway pavement is closed for construction, the lighting systems will be 
upgraded with modern lighting system components. This will include runway 
centerline and touchdown zone lighting, edge lights, and signs. Along with the 
pavement lighting, runway guard lights will be installed at key runway/taxiway 
intersections in support of the future establishment of a SMGCS Plan. By 
enhancing the centerline and edge lighting systems, airfield safety and efficiency will 
be enhanced by providing the air carriers with additional runways for use during 
low-visibility conditions. 

FOR FAA USE 
Define how the project accomplishes PFC Objective(s) 

Explain how project is cost-effective compared to other reasonable and timely means to 
accomplish this objective(s) 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the project. Include citation for any documents that are not a part 
of this PFC application. 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

Discuss any non-economical benefits which are not captured above. 

Project Eligibility: 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. 
[ ] Development eligible under AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or 
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Which actions are needed before the use application can be submitted? What is the 
estimated schedule for each action? 

14. Project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
AlP funding. 
[ ] YES 
[X] NO 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AlP funding, would the public 
agency prefer that the FAA approve 
[X] the amount of the local match to be collected at a $4.50 PFC level, 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 
[X] N/A 

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: N/A 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: N/A 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Use 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the public. 
Provide citations for any documents not included in the PFC application that are relied on 
by the FAA for its analysis. 

If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (If 
the comments from the consultation are repeated, state that.) 

ADO/RO Recommendation; 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RO 
use comparable projects to make this finding? If so, list projects.; 
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If the 9mount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identify 
eligible and ineligible costs. Summarize ineligible costs. 

Is the duration of collection adequate for the amount requested? 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: 
[ ] Approve. 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination. 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to determination. 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name 
Item(s) reviewed. 

Routing Symbol Date 

Name 
Item(s) reviewed 

Routing Symbol Date 
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Pgssenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AUIHORrTY OF NY & NJ 

SECTION 2 

Taxiway P Rehabilitation Planning & Engineering (CA03-172) 

John F. Kennedy Airport Exhibit E - Taxiway P Rehabilitation Planning & Engineering (CA03-172) 





PFC APPLICATION NUMBER: 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: JFK Taxiway P Rehabilitation Planning and Engineering (CA03-
172) 

2. Project Number: CA03-172 

3. Use Airport of Project: John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), New York, 
New York 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go: $ 
Bond Capital: $ 1,900,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 100,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $2,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ 0 Discretionary $ 0 Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ N/A 

Other Funds: 
State Grants $ 0 
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Local Funds $ 0 
Other (please specify) $0 

Subtotal Other Funds: $ 0 

Total Project Cost: $ 2,000,000 

For FAA Use 
a. Does the project include a proposed L0I7 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 
If YES, does the Region support7 
[ ]YES 
[ ] NO 
If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

b. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support7 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's 
five year CIP7 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Is there an expectation that AIP funding will be available to pay the project costs. 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded through AIP7 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding. 

e. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.00 
and $4.50. 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 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding. 

f. Reasonableness of cost. 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysis 
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7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 

If proposed AIR discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional RFC duration 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining the 
funding it proposes. 

8. Project Description: 
This project will analyze the rehabilitation and widening of Taxiway P at JFK by 
examining alternatives for the repair of the taxiway's pavement surface as well as 
selectively widening sections of the taxiway to improve efficiency. 

Taxiway P is the main feeder for Runway 13R-31L, and that runway handles 
approximately 30 percent of the Airport's annual departures and 35 percent of the 
Airport's annual total operations. The taxiway is critical to the runway's use and 
the taxiway is exhibiting signs of distress and requires rehabilitation. Due to the 
current condition of the taxiway pavement, it is anticipated that between eight and 
12 inches of asphalt surface along 5,500 feet of taxiway would need to be removed 
and replaced. Although the Port Authority has performed several temporary 
repairs on the taxiway over the past three years, the taxiway's condition continues 
to deteriorate and reconstruction is the best long-term solution. This study will 
consider the use of concrete or asphalt to repave the taxiway and asphalt to repave 
the taxiway's shoulders. Along with planning for the rehabilitation of the taxiway 
pavement, the study will examine designs that would increase the operational 
efficiency of the Airport and maintain a safe, usable taxiway surface. The study will 
also include engineering designs for associated drainage, airfield lighting, signage, 
and marking improvements. 

This project will include preliminary designs and engineering specifications for the 
pavement widening and rehabilitation. In addition to the rehabilitation, this project 
will also consider the widening of the taxiway from 75 to 82 feet, and the associated 
shoulders from 25 to 40 feet. The turning radii on the north side of Taxiway P at the 
intersections of Taxiways PC, PA, and MC are too narrow to accommodate Group 
VI aircraft. The study will also include overlaying 18 inches of pavement across the 
widened width of the taxiway and four inches of pavement for the shoulders. As 
with all airside projects, the Port Authority will identify methods of construction 
that will minimize operational impacts to the airlines. 
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If applicable for terminal projects. 
Prior to implementation of this project 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[ ]N0 
[X] N/A 

FOR FAA USE 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Include source citation if clarification 
information is not from PFC application. 

If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requirements will be met, or should the project be disapproved. 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters, 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been 
completed. 

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 

9. Significant Contribution: 
John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK) is the largest airport in the New York 
Region. The airport has four runways and eight terminals, with more than 125 
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aircraft gates serving the terminals. The majority of operations are from 
commercial aircraft, with only approximately two percent of operations by cargo 
and less than one percent general aviation. In 2010, almost two-thirds of the 
region's international passengers flew out of JFK. The Port Authority reports that 
nearly 400,000 aircraft operations occurred at the Airport and 46.5 million 
passengers used the Airport in 2010. According to the Port Authority's 2011-2020 
Long-Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), JFK passenger enplanements are 
expected to increase an average 2.1 percent annually. The Airports Council 
International ranked JFK as U6 nationwide and #14 worldwide for total passengers 
in 2010. 

FAA statistics ranked JFK as the 10th most delayed airport in the nation, with an 
average total delay time of 53 minutes per aircraft operation in 2010 - two minutes 
longer than in 2009. In 2008, in an attempt to limit Belays, the U.S. Department of 
Transportation capped operations to 81-flights-per-hour per-16-hour period each 
day. Due to the nature of airline activity at JFK, delays tend to propagate 
throughout the entire NAS. 

The Taxiway P Rehabilitation Planning Study will analyze and identify pavement 
rehabilitation and widening alternatives that would enhance the safety and 
efficiency of aircraft operations and that would accommodate future operations. If 
the repairs are not made and the pavement structure deteriorates beyond a simple 
rehabilitation, the taxiway will have to he closed for extended periods of time to 
allow for a major reconstruction to he performed in order to bring the pavement 
strength up to the required load hearing capabilities. 

In addition to the pavement improvements, the study includes an examination of the 
widening of Taxiway P and its shoulders to meet Group VI standards. Widening 
these areas would increase the operational efficiencies and enable larger aircraft to 
use the taxiway. In addition, plans will include designs for an infiltration trench, 
airfield signage, and marking improvements. 

Taxiway P is the primary taxiway used by aircraft operating on Runway 13R-31L. 
Approximately 30 percent of the Airport's annual departures and 35 percent of the 
Airport's annual total operations occur on this runway. As such, the taxiway 
pavement is subject to rutting by aircraft queuing for departure. This condition is 
exacerbated during high summer temperatures. To address this, the study will 
evaluate the use of concrete or asphalt for the taxiway rehabilitation in an effort to 
reduce the rutting potential and provide a long-life pavement wearing surface. 

FOR FAA USE 
Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain) 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ ] Other (explain) 
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CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain) 

Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
LOT [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ ] 

Other (explain) 
Noise. 65 LDN [ ] Other (explain) 

Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules. 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

How does this project address the deficiency sited by the public agency? 

If competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis of any barriers to 
competition at the airport. 

10. Project Objective: 
The objective of this project is to conduct a planning and engineering study for the 
rehabilitation and widening of Taxiway P. The taxiway is the primary access to 
Runway 13R-31L and approximately 35 percent of the total airport operations 
occur on Taxiway P. This project will examine alternatives for pavement 
rehabilitation and widening that would enhance airfield efficiency, reduce delays, 
and provide a rehabilitated pavement surface needed to accommodate the existing 
and future aircraft fleet mix at JFK. 

FOR FAA USE 
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) 

Finding 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to make this finding if it is not a part 
of the PFC application. 

Address adequacy of issues. 
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7. Back-up Financing Plan; N/A 
If proposed AIP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. ' 

For FAA Use 
jif required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining the 
funding it proposes] ^ 

8. Project Description: 
This project includes the planning, design, and construction of pavement 
rehabilitation of RAV 4R-22L. The dimensions of the runway are 9,980 feet by 
150 feet. Runway rehabilitation will also 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. The system 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. 

In addition to the runway rehabilitation, this project includes the planning, design, 
and construction of the intersections/stubs of associated taxiway exits, including new 
high-speed taxiway exits on Runway 4R-22L (constructed as part of the High-Speed 
Taxiway and Rehabilitation of Taxiway P project). These high-speed taxiways will 
facilitate the efficient movement of landing aircraft, reducing delays at EWR. 

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

• Planning and Design $ 4,000,000 
• RAV 4R-22L Rehabilitation - Construction: $32,250,000 
• Partial High-Speed Taxiways - Construction: $ 8,000,000 

Total Project: $ 44,250,000 

If applicable for terminal projects. 
Prior to implementation of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 
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At completion of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[X] N/A 

FORFAAUSE 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Include source citation if clarification 
information is not from RFC application. 

If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been^ 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihoodhthe requirements will be met, or should the project be disapproved. 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters] 
gates, and baggageJacili^s for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been 
completed. 

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] 
:[ 1 N/A! 

9. Significant Contribution: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in The 
New York Region with three runways and three terminals with 104 gates. In 2010, 
33 million passengers used the Airport. The Airport also experienced 403,339 
aircraft movements in 2010. Operations consisted of approximately 93 percent 
commercial, 5.5 percent cargo, and the remaining as general aviation. 

The Airports Council International ranked EWR as #14 nationwide and #34 
worldwide for total passengers in 2010. The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-
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Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), estimat9s that EWR pass9ng99 9sag9 will 
inc9ease by 2.1 p99C9nt annually. FAA's T99minal A99a Fo99cast (issu9d in 
D9C9mb99 2010) 9stimates that enplanements at FWR we9e app90ximately 
16.6 millinn in 2010 and will inc99as9 to app90ximately 26.3 million 9nplan9m9nts 
by 2030. 

Along with g9owth, average delay per aircraft operation has also increased, 
reaching 61 minutes in 2010. FAA statistics for 2010 indicate that FWR is the 6th 
most delayed (total delays) airport in the nation. In 2008, as an attempt to limit 
delays, the U.S. Department of Transportation implemented an 81 flights-per-hour 
cap on scheduled aircraft operations at FW^R. 

This project is vitally important to ensure the continued safe and efficient operation 
of aircraft at FWR and to accommodate future operations. The pavement for 
Runway 4R-22L was previously rehabilitated in 2004. As with many large-hub 
airports, due to the operational frequencies (landings and takeoffs) of large aircraft, 
the runway pavements at FWTR typically require rehabilitation approximately every 
eight to ten years. According to the Port Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement 
Management Plan, the runway is noted to he in fair condition with a Pavement 
Condition Index (PCI) of 69. This indicates that the runway pavement requires 
rehabilitation before major structural repairs would he necessary. 

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 that would require reconstruction of the pavement suhgrade. 
Reconstruction would require the runways and taxiways to he closed for a long 
period of time for construction, in order to bring the pavement strength up to the 
required load hearing capabilities. A full-depth pavement reconstruction will result 
in extended runway closures and major congestion implications for the New York 
Airport System as well as the National Aerospace System (NAS). 

In addition to the pavement improvements, this project will expand the existing 
runway and taxiway centerline and edge lighting system. Furthermore, runway 
guard lights will he 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 to expand low-visibility operations. 

The high-speed taxiways component of this project is to conduct intersection/ stub 
work as a complimentary project and in coordination with the High-Speed Taxiway 
and Rehabilitation of Taxiway P project. High speed taxiways are essential to 
enhancing airfield efficiency and reducing delays at FWR by allowing arriving 
aircraft to leave the runway at higher speeds, thereby vacating the runway more 
quickly and permitting another aircraft to land or depart in a shorter space of time. 
If not implemented, aircraft operation delays will remain and will increase as traffic 
continues to recover and grow. 
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FORFAAUSE 
Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain) 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
Air security. Part 107 [ ] P^ 108 [ ] Other (explain) 

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
Competition." Competition Plan [ J O^er (explain) 

Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
LOT [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan 

IE ] Z IIT. 
Other (explain) _l 

i Noise. 65 LDN [ 1 Other (explain) 

I Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

How does this project address the deficiency sited by the public agency? 

If competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis of any barriers tc> 
^mp^tion at the airportJ 

10. Project Objective: 
The project objective Is to preserve the runway and taxiway pavement of 4R-22L in 
order to avoid a more costly pavement reconstruction that would involve significant 
aircraft operational impacts for EWR, other airports in the New York/New Jersey 
Region and the entire NAS, In addition, this project will enhance the operational 
capacity of the Airport by constructing sections of new high-speed taxiways that 
reduce congestion and delays. 

FOR FAA USE 
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 

L Project does not meet any PFC objectives (explain) 

Finding 
Current deficiency. Listjthe source(s) of data used to make this finding if it is not a part 
bf the PFC application] 
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•Address adequacy of i^uesJ 

11. Project Justification: 
Runway 4R-22L is one of primary runways at EWR. Over the past several years, 
approximately 600 daily aircraft operations are conducted on 4R-22L by aircraft 
that vary in size from the largest variants of the Boeing 747 to smaller Regional Jet 
aircraft. The asphalt pavement for the runway and taxiway intersections is 
structurally sound. However, the wearing course is beginning to exhibit signs of 
age-related stress cracking. 

This project is vitally important to ensure the continued safe and efficient operation 
of aircraft at EWR and to accommodate future operations. The pavement for 
Runway 4R-22L was previously rehabilitated in 2004. As with many large-hub 
airports, due to the operational frequencies (landings and takeoffs) of large aircraft, 
the runway pavements at EWR typically require rehabilitation approximately every 
eight to ten years. According to the Port Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement 
Management Plan, the runway is noted to be in fair condition with a Pavement 
Condition Index (PCI) of 69. This indicates that the runway pavement requires 
rehabilitation before major structural repairs would be necessary. 

As a result, pavement rehabilitation is required to replace the existing wearing 
course with revitalized asphalt pavement to preserve the structural sections of the 
runway pavement and permit safe and efficient aircraft operations. By 
rehabilitating the runway 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-needed basis, but an overall pavement reconstruction is not required at this 
time. 

While the runway pavement is closed for rehabilitation, the lighting systems will be 
upgraded with modern lighting system components. This will include runway 
centerline and touchdown zone lighting, edge lights, taxiway centerline and edge 
light fixtures. Along with the pavement lighting, runway guard lights will be 
installed at key runway/taxiway intersections. By expanding the centerline and 
taxiway edge lighting systems, airfield safety and efficiency will be enhanced by 
providing additional low-visibility taxiway routes to the air carriers during low-
visibility conditions. 

FORFAA USE 
Define how the project accomplishes PFC Obiective(s) 

Explain how project is cost-effective compared to other reasonable and timely means to 
accomplish this objective(s): 
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Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the^ 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the project. Include citation for any documents that are not a pari 
of this PFC application] 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

Discuss any non-economical benefits which are not captured above] 

Project Eligibility: 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38~o^ 
PGL );" 

[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or PGL^ 
! );CZZ ^ ' 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504| 
; [ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan; 
Title and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local studj^ . 
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 ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter I 
[ ] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain). 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of datai 
and attach the relevant documentation used to rnake this finding. 

Are any work elements or portions of the overall project ineligible? Provide associated 
costs.) 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): 

For FAA Use ' 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, will the project begin within 2 years of PFQ 
application Due date (120-day)J 
[ ] Yes' 
U 
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For tnpose Only project, will the pro ject begin within 5 years of the charge effective date! 
or PFC application Due date, whichever is first'^ 
[ ] Yes^ 
:r 1 N(f 

Is this project dependent upon another action to occur before its implementation or 
completion. Explain: 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A . 

For FAA Use 
Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date' 
whichever is sooner: 
[ ] Yeg 
LJJ^ 

,Which actions are needed before the use application can be submitted? What is th3 
estimated schedule for each action?) 

14. Project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs 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, would the public 
agency prefer that the FAA approve 
[X] the amount of the local match to be collected at a $4.50 PFC level, 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 
[X] N/A . 

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: N/A 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: N/A 

Recap of Disagreements 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 
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16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice; 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Usd 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the public.; 
Provide citations for any documents not included in the PFC application that are relied on 
by the FAA for its analysis.' 

If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze ̂ y^new jss^ues raised. (If 
the comments from the consultation are repeated, state that.)| 

ADO/RO Recommendation: 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the AD6/R(j 
use comparable projects to make this finding? If so, list projects.} 

If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identify 
eligible and ineligible costs. Summarize ineligible costs.; 

Is the duration of collection adequate for the amount requested? 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: 
[ ] Approve .1 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determinationJ 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to determinationJ 

Application Reviewed byJ 

Name 
Itemls) revi^vyedJ 

Routing Symbol Date 

Narne 
Item(s) reviewed: 

^Routing Symbol Date 
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THE MmAtnOMllr OF NY& N J 

CA04-454 
Newark Liberty International Airport 

Runway 4R-22L Rehabilitation 





P3ssenger Facility Charge Application THEPORTAIflHORrTYOFNY&NJ 

SECTION 4 

Taxiway P Rehabilitation including High-Speed Taxiways (CA04-525/522) 

Newark Liberty International Airport Exhibit E - Taxiway P Rehabilitation including High-Speed Taxiways (CA04-525/522) 





8FC A88LICAT10N NUlVmE^ 

ATTACHMENT 8: 8ROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: EWR Taxiway 8 Rehabilitation including High-Speed Taxiways 
(CA04-525/522) 

2. Project Number: CA04-525/522 

3. Use Airport of Project: Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), 
Newark, New Jersey 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Pinancing Plan 

PPC Punds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $ 25,500,000 
Bond Pinancing & Interest: $ 2,000,000 

Subtotal PPC Punds*: $ 27,500,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Punds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

Other Funds: 
State Grants $ N/A 

Revised 8/31/2010 



Local Funds $ N/A 
Other (please specify) $ N/A 

Subtotal Other Funds; $ N/A 

Total Project Cost: $ 27,500,000 

For FAA Use 
a. Does the project include a proposed L0I?| 
;[ ]YEsr 
j[ ] Nd : 
If YES, does the Region support*/ 
![ ]YES 
[ ]N0]_ 
If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

h For flnyjTrnpnsedj\ffdlscr^^ does the Region intend to support?| 
[ ] YE§ 
;[ 1 NO 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's 
five year CIP?| 
[ ]YES 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
is there an expectation that AIP funding will be^vailabie to pay the project cqst^ 
[ ] YE; 
:[ ] NO _____ _ 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded through AIP?| 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding.' 

e. Terrnlnal andHirface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.00 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside 
needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. 
I ] YE; 
[ ] NO 
[ ] N/A ________ _____ 
IJstthe source(s) qf^ta used jo make thlsj^ing J 

f. Reasonableness of cost.; 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

PFC Share^f Total Cq^ Analysis 
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7. B9ck-up Financing Plan: N/A 
If proposed AIP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
pf collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any^ 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining the 
funding it proposes] 

8. Project Description: 
This project includes the planning, design, and construction of high-speed taxiways 
that will connect Taxiway P to RAV 4L-22R and RAV 4R-22L, and the 
rehabilitation of Taxiway P. 

Plans will be developed for two new proposed high-speed taxiways. These high
speed taxiways will facilitate the efficient aircraft movement and delay reduction at 
EWR. The project also includes installing new taxiway, shoulder, and erosion 
pavement on three existing taxiways. As typical with taxiways, work cannot occur 
to the exact limits of a particular taxiway because that could interfere with 
connecting runway operations. Therefore, while the bulk of the high-speed taxiway 
planning, design, and construction will be completed in this project, this work will 
be coordinated with, and would connect to, the high-speed taxiway intersections 
constructed as part of the RAV 4R-22L and RAV 4L-22R Rehabilitation Projects. 

This project will also include the planning, design, and construction of pavement 
rehabilitation on Taxiway P. The dimensions of the taxiway impacted by this 
project are 10,000 feet long by 75 feet wide. The project will also 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 system 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 incursidhs. 

The cost for design and construction of the High-Speed Taxiways and Rehabilitation 
of Taxiway Pis estimated to be: 

• Planning and Design: $ 2,000,000 
• High-Speed TAV Construction: $ 19,500,000 
• TAV P Construction: $ 4,000,000 

Total Project: $ 25,500,000 
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If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities:_N/A 

Net change due to this project:^/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[X] N/A 

FOR FAA USB 
Comment upon^d/or Clarify Project Description. Include source citation if clarification 
information is not from PFC applicationJ 

if project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing ^ 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been 
^et? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the r^iren^n^ will^rnet^ or should the project be disapproved: 

if thel)rqj^ involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters, 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been 
completed. 

Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the^si^eeds^the airpq^ ipclydmg 
aprons, and aircraft gates J 
[ ] YES " 
[ ] NO 
[ 
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9. Significant Contribution: 
New99k Lib99ty 19(99998099! Ai9po9t (EW8) is th9 seco98 !99gest ai9po9t 19 (89 
New Yo9k/New Je9sey 8egio9 with three ru9ways 998 three te9mi9als with 104 
gates. I9 2010, 33 millio9 passeagers use8 the Airport through 403,339 aircraft 
uioveuieuts. Operatious C09siste8 of approxiuiately 93 perceut couiuiercial, 
5.5 perceut cargo, 998 the rcuiaiuiug as gcucrai aviatiou. 

The Airports Couuci! lutcruatioual rauked EW8 as #14 uatiouwide aud #34 
worldwide for total passeugers iu 2010. The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-
Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), estimates that EW8 passeuger usage will 
iucrease by 2.1 perceut auuually. FAA's Termiual Area Forecast (issued iu 
December 2010) estimates that euplauemeuts at EW8 were approximately 
16.6 milliou iu 2010 aud will iucrease to approximately 26.3 milliou euplauemeuts 
by 2030. 

Aloug with growth, average delay per aircraft operatiou has also iucreased, 
reachiug 61 miuutes iu 2010. FAA statistics for 2010 iudicate that FW8 is the 6th 
most delayed (total delays) airport iu the uatiou. Iu respouse to the delay situatiou 
at FW8, the Port Authority couveued a Flight Delay Task Force. The Task Force 
was comprised of stakeholders from the Airliues, the FAA, State aud local ofHcials. 
The operatioual recommeudatious determiued by the Flight Delay Task Force were 
iucorporated iuto the Airport's operatioual procedures. Que of the key 
recommeudatious resultiug from the Task Force's work is to improve aircraft 
grouud movemeuts on the FW8 taxiway system. The Task Force developed au 
overall Delay 8eductiou Program that was initiated iu 2010 with the Multiple 
Entrance Taxiway project. 

Although there is currently au 81-flights-per-hour cap on scheduled aircraft 
operatious at FW8, short- aud long-term delay reduction initiatives ideuti8ed in the 
Delay 8eductiou Program will likely reduce delays aud facilitate growth at FW8. 
Iu addition to the delay reductions associated with this project, other delay 
reduction initiatives that will contribute to iucreased aircraft operatioual capacity at 
FW8 include: the introduction of the Grouud Based Augmentation System 
(GBAS); use of fanned headings; aud, by 2018, the introduction of a sigui8caut 
number of Next Generation Air Transportation System (NextGeu) technological, 
operatioual, aud procedural improvements, which will iucrease capacity to handle 
au additional 20,000 annual IF8 operatious, according to a FAA/8TCA NextGeu 
Task Force study. 

The Port Authority has completed aud is undertaking a variety of projects that are 
designed to improve the overall efficiency of FW8. These include navigational aids 
improvements, apron reconfiguration, gate relocation, aud taxiway relocation. The 
High-Speed Taxiways and 8ehabilitatiou of Taxiway P Project is part of the Port 
Authority's overall Delay 8eductiou Program. The primary goal of this project is to 
reduce delays by crea8ug opportunities for airfield efficiencies. This project is 
vitally important to enhancing airfield efficiency aud reducing delays at FW8. 
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High-speeB taxiways will allow arriving aircraft to leave the runway at higher 
speeBs, thereby vacating the runway more quickly auB permitting another aircraft 
to lanB or Bepart in a shorter span of time. If not implementeB, aircraft delays will 
continue to increase as aircraft operations recover arid grow. 

Current average runway occupancy times (ROTs) at EWR are approximately 
60 seconds for northeast and southwest flows. High-speed taxiways at EWR are 
estimated to reduce the arrival RGTs by approximately 8 seconds and 
approximately 6 seconds per use, respectively. "This results in approximately 
18 hours of ROT savings per day and 6,570 hours of ROT savings a year, which 
increases capacity and reduces delay at the Airport. 

In addition to delay reduction, the rehabilitation of Taxiway P will ensure the 
continued safe and efficient operation of aircraft at EWR that will accommodate 
future operations. If the pavement is not rehabilitated, the structural section of the 
pavement will further degrade contributing to pavement failure. Deterioration 
beyond a simple rehabilitation will require closure of the taxiway to allow for a 
major reconstruction to be performed that will Bring the pavement strength up to 
the required load bearing capabilities. This project is vitally important to ensure 
the continued safe and efficient operation of aircraft at EWR and to accommodate 
future operations. According to the Port Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement 
Management Plan, the taxiway is determined to be in fair condition. However, at 
the current level of operations, it is anticipated that pavement rehabilitation would 
be required within the next three years. If the pavement is not rehabilitated, the 
structural section of the taxiway pavement will further degrade, precipitating an 
erosion of the pavement structural sections. 

This project is vitally important to ensure the continued safe and efficient operation 
of aircraft at EWR and to accommodate future operations. The T/W P pavement 
was previously rehabilitated in 2004. As with many large-hub airports, due to the 
operational frequencies of large aircraft, the taxiway pavements at EWR typically 
require rehabilitation approximately every eight to ten years. According to the Port 
Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement Management Plan, the taxiway is noted to be in 
fair condition with a Pavement Condition Index (PCI) of 68. This indicates that the 
pavement requires rehabilitation before major structural repairs would be 
necessary. 

If the repairs are not made and the pavement structure deteriorates beyond a 
simple rehabilitation, the taxiway will have to be closed for a long period of time for 
a major reconstruction to be performed in order to bring the pavement strength up 
to the required load bearing capabilities. A full-depth pavement reconstruction will 
result in extended taxiway closures and rerouting of surface traffic that would result 
in congestion implications for the New York Airport System as well as the National 
Aerospace System (NAS). 
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This project will also result in safety improvements from the expansion of the 
existing taxiway centerline and edge lighting system. This will provide additional 
taxiway routes to be designated for use during low visibility conditions that occur 
during CAT 11 and CAT III 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 Surface Movement 
Guidance and Control System (SMCGS) Plan. 

FORFAAUSE 
Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (ej^ldn] 

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

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date _J 
Competition. Competition PlariL[ J Other (explmnj 

! Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
LOj [ ] F.^ BCAJ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan 

[ 1 
Other (explain) 1 

Noise. 65 LDN [ ] Other (explain) 

Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " ruie^ 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list^e source(^ 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make thisjfinding.' 

How does this project address the deficiency sited by the public agency? 

If competition is the chosen option^rovide the FAA'sanatysisqfany barriers to 
competition at the airport J 

10. Project Objective: 
The project objective is to preserve the taxiway pavement of Taxiway P in order to 
avoid a more costly pavement reconstruction that would involve significant aircraft 
operational impacts for EWR, other airports in the New York/New Jersey Region 
and the entire NAS. In addition, this project will enhance the operational capacity 
of the Airport by constructing new high-speed taxiways that reduce congestion and 
delays. 

FOR FAA USE 
Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ j 

Revised 8/31/2010 



Furnish opportunitylbr 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)! 

Finding 
Current deficiency. List the source'fs) of data used to make this finding if it is not a part 
of the PFC application J 

Address adequacy of issues. 

11. Project Justification: 
The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), 
estimates that EWR passenger usage will increase by 2.1 percent annually. FAA's 
Terminal Area Forecast (issued in December 2010) estimates that enplanements at 
EWR were approximately 16.6 million in 2010 and will increase to approximately 
26.3 million enplanements by 2030. 

Along with growth, average delay per aircraft operation has also increased, 
reaching 61 minutes in 2010. FAA statistics for 2010 indicate that EWR is the 6th 
most delayed (total delays) airport in the nation. In 2008, as an attempt to limit 
delays, the U.S. Department of Transportation implemented an 81 flights-per-hour 
cap on scheduled aircraft operations at EWR. 

By creating and improving existing high-speed taxiways, the Airport will achieve 
enhanced arrival capability and delay reduction with an improved and efficient 
intersection arrival at RAV 4R and 4L. Constructing high-speed taxiways will allow 
arriving aircraft to leave the runway at higher speeds and vacate the runway for 
other aircraft to land or depart in a shorter span of time. If not implemented, 
aircraft operation delays will remain constant and/or increase as traffic continues to 
recover and grow. These delays would continue to be detrimental to the NAS in 
addition to resulting in loss of revenue to the Port Authority and its airline 
customers, as well as increasing emissions associated with longer idling of delayed 
aircraft. This project is integral to mitigating flight delays within the region. 

In addition to delay reduction, the rehabilitation of Taxiway P will ensure the 
continued safe and efficient operation of aircraft at EWR and will accommodate 
future operations. If the pavement is not rehabilitated, the structural section of the 
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 taxiway will have to be closed for 
significant periods of time to allow for major reconstruction to be performed that 
will bring the pavement strength up to the required load bearing capabilities. 

This project will also result in safety improvements resulting from the expansion of 
the existing taxiway centerline and edge lighting system. This will provide 

Revised 8/31/2010 



aBBitional taxiway routes to be designateB for use during low visibility conditions 
that occur during CAT II and CAT III 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. 

FORFAAU^ 
Define how the project accomplishes PFC Objectivi^ 

Explain how project is cost-effective cornpared to other reasonable and timely means td 
accomplish this obiective(s)| 

•Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the^ 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the project. Include citation for any docurnenk tW^re not apart 
of this PFC application.' 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding: 

Discuss any non-economicallienefits which are not captured abov^ 

Project Eligibility: 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category belovW 
[ ] Development eligible under AEP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or 

PGL )- 7;;;; " zjri _ _ I I ' i 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 orPGlJ 
: ); _ 

[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C: 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. 
: [ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan; 
Title and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local study] 
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 ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter ! 
[ ] Project does not me^2^ ^1 igibili^ (explain)! 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach die relevant documentation usedjq raakejhis findingj 

Revised 8/31/2010 



lAre any work elements or portions of the overall pro ject ineligible? Provide associated 
'costs i 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): 

ForFAA Use 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, will the project begin within 2 yearn ofPFC; 
application Due date (HQ-day)"^ 
[ ] Yes 
T 1 NoT 

For Impose Only project, will the project begin within 5 years of the charge effectiy^datg 
or PFC application Due date, whichever is first?; 
[ 1 Yes 
LJ_^ 
Is this project dependent upon another action to occur before its implementation or 
completion. Explain] 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 

ForFAA Use 
Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval datej 
whichever is sooner. 
[ ] Yes' 
[J_N^ 

Which actions are needed before the use application can be submitted? What is the; 
estimated schedule for each action? 

14. Project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
A IP funding. 
[ ] YES 
[X] NO 

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

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: N/A 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: N/A 

Recap of Disagreements 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Use 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the public.; 
Provide citations for any documents not included in the PFC application that are relied on 
by the FAA for its analysis.' 

If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (If 
the comments from the consultation are repeated, state ̂ at.J 

ADO/RO Recommendation: 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/l^ 
use comparabl e projects to make this finding? If so, list projects J 

If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identify 
eligible and ineligible costs. Summarize ineligible costsJ 

Is the duration of collection adequate for the amount requested? 
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iADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: 
:L 1 Approve! 

] Partially Approve. Summarize Findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination J 

[ ] Disapprove Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to determination. 

Application Reviewed by: 

[ Name Routing Symbol Date 
Item(s) reviewed.! 

P Name Routing Symbol Date 
Item(s) reviewed! 
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IHi NUT AVmOmiY OF NY&N J 

CA04-525/522 
Newgrk Liberty Internetlonal Airport 

Taxi way P Rehabilitation Including High-Speed Taxiways 





Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AinHORnTY OF NY & NJ 

SECTION 5 

Runway 4L-22R Rehabilitation (CA04 455) 

Newark Liberty International Airport Exhibit E - Runway 4L-22R Rehabilitation (CA04-455) 





PFC APPLICATION NUMBER 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: EWR Runway 4L-22R Rehabilitation (CA04-455) 

2. Project Number: 
CA04-455 

3. Use Airport of Project: Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), 
Newark, New Jersey 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $ 44,250,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 2,000,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 46,250,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $.0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

Other Funds: 
State Grants $ N/A 

Revised 8/31/2010 



Local Funds $ N/A 
Other (please specify) $ N/A 

Subtotal Other Funds: $ N/A 

Total Project Cost: $ 46,250,000 

ForFAA Use 
a. Does the project include a proposed LOI? 
|[ ]YE^ 
[ ] NO: 
If YES, does the Region support? 
{ ]YES 
[ ] Noi : , 
If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

^ For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support? 
[ ] YES 
um 
c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's 
five year CIP? 
[ ] YES 
LlW 
d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
is there an expectotiqn that AIP funding will be available to pay the project costs] 
[ ] YE§ 
[ ] NO 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded through AIP?, 
List the source(s) of data used to make this fmdingJ 

eTXerrninaraud surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4^00 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside 
needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways^rons, and^ircr^ge^J 
[ ] YES " 
[ ] NO 
[ ] N/A 
List the source(s) of data used to rnake this finding. 

f. Reasonableness of cost: 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

PFC^hare of Total Cost Analysis 
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7. B9ck-up Financing Plan: N/A 
If proposed A IP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any[2 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining the 
funding it proposes. 

8. Project Description: 
This project includes the planning, design, and construction of pavement 
rehabilitation on RAV 4L-22R. The dimensions of the runway impacted by this 
project are 11,000 feet by 150 feet. Runway rehabilitation will also 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, which 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. 

In addition to the runway rehabilitation, this project will include the planning, 
design, and construction of the high-speed taxiway intersections/stubs of associated 
taxiway exits, including new high-speed taxiway exits on RAV 4L-22R, which will 
ultimately connect with Taxiway P. The construction of the high-speed taxiways 
will be coordinated with the High-Speed Taxiway and Rehabilitation of Taxiway P 
project. These high-speed taxiways will facilitate the efficient movement of landing 
aircraft, reducing delays at EWR. 

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

• Planning and Design: $ 4,000,000 
• RAV 4L-22R Rehabilitation - Construction: $ 32,250,000 
• Partial High-Speed Taxiways - Construction: $ 8,000,000 ' 

Total Project: $ 44,250,000 

If applicable for terminal projects. 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 
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At completion of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this proiect: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[X] N/A 

FOR FAAUSE 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description7 Include source citation ifclariEcadqn 
information is not from PFC application. 

If projectlnVolves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing ^ 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or isjthere a 
likelihood the requirements will be met, or should the project be disapproved.} 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters, 
gates, and ^ggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been 
completed. 

terminafand 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 J 
[ ] YES " 
I ] NO 
r 1 N/A!; 

9. Significant Contribution: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region with three runways and three terminals with 104 gates. In 2010, 
33 million passengers used the Airport. The Airport experienced 403,339 aircraft 
movements in 2010. Operations consisted of approximately 93 percent commercial, 
5.5 percent cargo, and the remaining as general aviation. 
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The Airports Couocil Internotional ranked EWR as #14 nationwide and #34 
worldwide for total passengers in 2010. The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-
Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), estimates that EWR passenger usage will 
increase by 2.1 percent annually. FAA's Terminal Area Forecast (issued in 
December 2010) estimates that enplanements at EWR were approximately 
16.6 million in 2010 and will increase to approximately 26.3 million enplanements 
by 2030. 

Along with growth, average delay per aircraft operation has also increased, 
reaching 61 minutes in 2010. FAA statistics for 2010 indicate that EWR is the 6th 
most delayed (total delays) airport in the nation. In 2008, as an attempt to limit 
delays, the U.S. Department of Transportation implemented an 81 flights-per-hour 
cap on scheduled aircraft operations at EWR. 

This project is vitally important to ensure the continued safe and efficient operation 
of aircraft at EWR and to accommodate future operations. The pavement for 
Runway 4L-22R was previously rehabilitated in 2003. As with many large-hub 
airports, due to the operational frequencies (landings and takeoffs) of large aircraft, 
the runway pavements at EWR typically require rehabilitation approximately every 
eight to ten years. According to the Port Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement 
Management Plan, the runway is noted to be in fair condition with a Pavement 
Condition Index (PCI) of 65. This indicates that the runway pavement requires 
rehabilitation before major structural repairs would be necessary. 

At its current rate of aircraft arrivals and departures, it is anticipated that 
pavement rehabilitation would be required within the next two to three years. 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 a long 
period of time for a major reconstruction to be performed in order to bring the 
pavement strength up to the required load bearing capabilities. A full-depth 
pavement reconstruction will result in extended runway closures and major 
congestion implications for the New York Airport System as well as the National 
Aerospace System (NAS). 

In addition to the pavement improvements, this project will expand the existing 
runway centerline and edge lighting system. 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. 

The high-speed taxiways component of this project is to conduct the 
intersection/stub work as a complimentary project to the High-Speed Taxiway and 
Rehabilitation of Taxiway P project. High speed taxiways are essential to enhancing 
airfield efficiency and reducing delays at EWR by allowing arriving aircraft to leave 
the runway at higher speeds, thereby vacating the runway more quickly and 
permitting another aircraft to land or depart in a shorter space of time. If not 
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implemented, aircraft operation delays will remain and/or expand as traffic 
continues to recover and grow. 

FOR FAA USE , 
_ Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain) 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ 1 No [ ] Date ! 
_ Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ 1 Other (explain) 

I I 

j CASFO concur, ^es [ ] No[ ] Date ! 
!_ Competition. Competition Plan f 1 Other (explain^ 

i ! 
I Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 

LOT [ ] FAA BCA [' ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ J 
Other (explain) 

: Noise. 65 LDN \ 1 Other (explain) 1 

I Proje^tdoes not ̂ mli^un^r "s^igriificant contribution " rulesJ 

Quan[dt^^ri^d"qi^ of significant contribution option chosen by public ^ 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding.; 

Howdoes this project address the deficiency sited by the public agency?. 

If competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis of any barriersjoj 
competition at the airport.' 

10. Project Objective: 
The project objective is to preserve the runway and taxiway pavement of 
Runway 4L-22R in order to avoid a more costly pavement reconstruction that 
would involve significant aircraft operational impacts for EWR, other airports in 
the New York/New Jersey Region, and the entire NAS. In addition, this project will 
enhance the operational capacity of the Airport by constructing new high-speed 
taxiways that reduce congestion and delays. 

FOR FAA USE 
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 airpprt 
Proj^do^^ot meet any PFC objectives (explain)^ 
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Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to make this finding if it is notap^ 
of the PFC application. 

Address adequacy of issues. 

11. Project Justification: 
Runway 4L-22R is one of primary runways at EWR. Over the past several years, 
approximately 600 daily aircraft operations are conducted on RAV 4L-22R by 
aircraft that vary in size from the largest variants of the Boeing 747 to Regional Jet 
aircraft. The asphalt pavement for the runway and taxiway intersections is 
structurally sound. However, the wearing course is beginning to exhibit signs of 
age-related stress cracking. 

This project is vitally important to ensure the continued safe and efficient operation 
of aircraft at EWR and to accommodate future operations. The pavement for 
Runway 4L-22R was previously rehabilitated in 2003. As with many large-hub 
airports, due to the operational frequencies (landings and takeoffs) of large aircraft, 
the runway pavements at EWR typically require rehabilitation approximately every 
eight to ten years. According to the Port Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement 
Management Plan, the runway is noted to be in fair condition with a Pavement 
Condition Index (PCI) of 65. This indicates that the runway pavement requires 
rehabilitation before major structural repairs would be necessary. 

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 pavement and permit safe and efficient aircraft operations. By 
rehabilitating the runway 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 needed basis, but an overall pavement reconstruction is not required at this 
time. 

While the runway pavement is closed for construction, the lighting systems will be 
upgraded with modern lighting system components. This will include runway 
centerline and touchdown zone lighting, edge lights, taxiway centerline and edge 
light fixtures. Along with the pavement lighting, runway guard lights will be 
installed at key runway/taxiway intersections in support of the future establishment 
of a SMGCS Plan. By expanding the centerline and taxiway edge lighting systems, 
airfield safety and efficiency will be enhanced by providing additional low-visibility 
taxiway routes to the air carriers. 

FOR FAA USB 
Define how the project accomplishes PFC ObJectiye(s) 
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Explain how project is cost-effective compared to other reasonable and timely means to| 
accomplish this objectivefsjj 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the}^ ^ 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the proiect. Include citation for any documents that are not a part 
of this PFC application.; 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, li^the sourc^s)jof^^ato 
and attach thejglevant documentation used to make this finding. 

Discuss any non-economical benefits which are not captured above.; 

Project Eligibility-
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. ^ 
[ ] Development eligible under AEP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_or 

PGL );'! -
[ 1 Planning eligiWe jmder^AI^iteria^(p^grE^ of Order 5100.^8_ or P^IJ 
i V. 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505,] 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504.^ 
[ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan; 
Title and Date of Part 150r 
[ ] Project included in a local study J 
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.Cj^ l2(aX3)(F)Jair^ 
; percentage of annual boardings ), 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter I 
L]JPlPjGctfioesn(^rneeL]^^gibi^^ 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding] 

Are any work elements or potions of oyer^pmj^t in^ P^i^a^ociatW 
dqstsj 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): 

For FAA Use _ ; ^ 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, will the project begin within 2 years pfEFG 
application Due date 020::^y)?i 
[ ] Ye^ 
UJ^ 
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For Impose Only project, will the project begin within 5 years of the charge effective date 
or PFC application Due date, whichever is first? 
[ ] Yes 
;[J_M 

Is this project dependent upon another action to occur before its irnplementation ^ 
completion. ^xplainJ 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 

For FAA Use 
Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or apprcr^l date J 
whichever is soonerJ 
[ ] Yes 
r 1 No 

;Which actions are needed before the use application can be submitted? What is the 
estimated schedule for each action?! 

14. Project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs 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, would the public 
agency prefer that the FAA approve 
[X] the amount of the local match to be collected at a $4.50 PFC level, 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 
[X] N/A 

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: N/A 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: N/A 

Recap of Disagreements 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 
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16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Use 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the public^ 
Provide citations for any document^not jndu^d PFC application tto are rdigd^ 
byjhje FAA for its analysisj 

If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyzejuiyji^w Lssuesjaised. (If 
the comments from the consultation are repeated, state that.) 

ADO/RO Recommendation: 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/R^ 
use comparable projects to make this^finding? If so, list projects. 

If the amount requested if over $10 million, was'the level of detail sufficient tojdentify 
eligible and ineligible costs. Summarize ineligible costsJ 

Is the duration of collection adequate for the amount requested?. 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: 
[ ] Apprqyej 

] Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination.' 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to determination^ 

Application Reviewed by: 

N^e Routing Symbol Date 
Item(s) reviewed: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
Itemt^lrevjevved 
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THE PMir AmOMlY OF NY& NJ 

CA04-45S 
Newgrk Liberty Internetional Airport 

Runway 4L-22R Rehabilitation 





Pgssenger Facility Charge Application TME PORT AimiOmnY OF NY & N J 

SECTION 6 

Runway 11 RSA & Relocation of Brewster Road (CA04-512) 

Newark Liberty International Airport Exhibit E - Runway 11 RSA & Relocation of Brewster Road (CA04-512) 





PFC APPLICATION NUMBER; 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: EWR Runway 11 RSA & Relocation of Brewster Road (CA04-512) 

2. Project Number: CA04-512 

3. Use Airport of Project: Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), 
Newark, New Jersey 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $ 23,750,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: S 1,250,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 25,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

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

Subtotal Other Funds: $ N/A 

Total Project Cost: $ 25,000,000 

For FAA Use 
a. Does th^ioject indu^ a^roposedJLOI^ 
i[ ] YE^ 
|[ ] NQ 
If YES, does the^egion support? 
t ]YESf 
I ] N0[ 
If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

b. For any proposed AIP di^retion^ &nds, does^ Region intend to^uppoif? 
[]YE§ ^ 
LlJiQ 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's 
five year CIP?, 
![ ] YE^ 
f 1 NO 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Is there an expectation that AIP funding will be available to pay the project costs] 
[ ] YES: " 
[ ] NO 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded through AIP? 
List thejource(s) of data used to make this finding: 

(^Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4^, 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside 
needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates: 
[ ] YE^ 
[ ] NO 
[ ] N/A! -
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding] 

f. Reasonableness of cost.: 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysis 
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7. B9ck-up Financing Plan: N/A 
If proposed A IP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain addition^ 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any[2 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining the 
funding it proposes! 

8. Project Description: 
The FAA requires commercial service airports to maintain a Runway Safety Area 
(RSA) at each runway end to provide a measure of safety in the event that an 
aircraft overruns (lands long) or undershoots (lands short) the runway. RSAs must 
comply with specific FAA dimensional and performance standards as regulated 
under 14 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 139, Certification of Airports. In 
November 2005, Congress mandated that RSAs at all commercial service airports 
be FAA compliant by 2015. 

Runway 11-29, the cross-wind runway at EWR, is 6,800 feet in length and presently 
has an Engineered Material Arresting System (EMAS) at the Runway 29 Departure 
overrun area. The Runway is oriented in an approximate east-west direction and is 
bound on the east (11 Departure) end by Brewster Road, which is the sole access 
road to EWR Public Parking Lot "P-7", Guard Post I, as well as other maintenance 
and operational facilities located to the south. Taxiway "Z" connects to the north 
side and Taxiway "CC" connects to the south side of the Runway, at right angles, 
approximately 150 feet from the runway end. 

To comply with the mandate, an EMAS will be installed in the RSA of the 
Runway 11 departure overrun at EWR. Construction of an acceptable EMAS 
requires relocating Brewster Road onto NJ Turnpike property, realigning the 
existing Blast Fence, and modifying Taxiways "Z" and "CC" at the end of Runway 
11-29. Initially, planning focused on developing a compliant RSA within the 
existing property limits of the Airport. This would have resulted in a reduction of 
the runway length. Shortening the runway would reduce the utility of the runway, 
and limits to its utility would result in more congestion on Runways 4R-22L and 4L-
22R. To avoid exacerbating the existing congestion problem, the Port Authority 
proposes to shift the EMAS to the east. This would require the relocation of 
Brewster Road onto Turnpike Authority property. 

The proposed EMAS is designed to be 182 feet long by 170 foot wide, and will have 
a 35-foot long lead-in ramp^ which meets the design criteria of 40 knot arresting 
speed for B757-200 aircraft, with maximum takeoff weight of 255,000 lbs. To 
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accommodate tBe 40 knot EMAS Bed, tBe rigBt-Band corner of tBe EMAS Bed will 
be tapered back on a diagonal, thereby limiting the runway length reduction to 
74 feet. 

Taxiways Z and CC will be relocated to align with the 74-foot shortening of the end 
of the Runway. Since relocation of Taxiway Z will require filling and paving the 
existing turf infield, environmental permits will be required. In order to equalize 
the proposed amount of fill in the floodplain and additional pervious paved surfaces, 
it is proposed to construct grass areas on both sides of the Arresting Bed. These turf 
areas, equal in area to the new pavement, would be pervious, slightly depressed, and 
act as a buffer to discourage errant motor vehicles and aircraft from encroaching on 
the EMAS. The grass areas will support emergency vehicles and meet the New 
Jersey Department of Environmental Protection (NJDEP) requirements for a 
Stream Encroachment Permit (Fill in Floodplain) and a Storm Water Management 
Permit. 

After relocating a 2-inch electrical conduit, permanent steel sheeting would be 
installed to protect the existing fiber-optic cable and maintain the embankment. A 
combination retaining wall and Screen/Crash Barrier will be installed. Then, 
Brewster Road and a 10-inch water main would be relocated, and a new storm 
drain system, lighting, and signing would be constructed and installed. Afterwards, 
a concrete barrier aeronautical security fence and blast fence would be installed. 

Once the road is relocated, airside construction will occur, including the removal of 
the existing Brewster Road, storm drainage facilities, artificial turf, electrical work, 
guidance signs, paving, and line striping. After the site work is complete, the 
Design-Build Contractor would install the EMAS, including base pavement, 
deflector grade beam, lead-in ramp pavement, and the Arrestor Bed. 

Traffic designs are in accordance with the latest editions of the FHWA Manual on 
Uniform Traffic Control Devices, the American Association of State Highway and 
Transportation Officials' (AASHTO) A Policy of Geometric Design of Highways 
and Streets, and AASHTO's Roadside Design Guide. 
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If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters:N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[X] N/A 

FOR FAA USE 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Include source citation if clarification. 
information is not from PFC application! 
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If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing ^ 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been^ 
met7 If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, ̂ isjherea 
likelihood the requirements will be met, or should the project be disapproved^ 

Ifthe project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters^ 
gates, and baggage facilities for consquctjon an^or rehabmtatiqn aboveji 
completed.; 

Terminafand surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate^ 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including runways,ja?™ysj 
aprons, and aircraft gatesJ 
[ ] YES: 
[ ] Nd 
r 1 NAA 

9. Significant Contribution; 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region with three runways and three terminals with 104 gates. In 2010, 
33 million passengers used the Airport. The Airport also experienced 403,339 
aircraft movements in 2010. Operations consisted of approximately 93 percent 
commercial, 5.5 percent cargo, and the remaining as general aviation. 

The Airports Council International ranked EWR as #14 nationwide and #34 
worldwide for total passengers in 2010. The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-
Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), estimates that EWR passenger usage will 
increase by 2.1 percent annually. FAA's Terminal Area Forecast (issued in 
December 2010) estimates that enplanements at EWR were approximately 
16.6 million in 2010 and will increase to approximately 26.3 million enplanements 
by 2030. 
Along with growth, average delay per aircraft operation has also increased, 
reaching 61 minutes in 2010. FAA statistics for 2010 indicate that EWR is the 6th 
most delayed airport (total delays) in the nation. In 2008, as an attempt to limit 
delays, the U.S. Department of Transportation implemented an 81 flights-per-hour 
cap on scheduled aircraft operations at EWR. 

This project will bring the Runway 11 departure RSA into compliance with the 
Congressional mandate and FAA standards by 2015. This project will also preserve 
the operational capability of RAV 11-29 and EWR as a whole by limiting the 
runway length reduction needed to accommodate the EMAS. 

FOR FAA USB 
_ Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain) 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ 
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Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ 1 Other (explain)' 

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain)' 

I Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
LPLLl FAABCA[ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan 

[ 1 ' ' 
Other (explain) ] 

Noise. 65 LDN [ ] Other (explain) 

Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rule^ 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by publid 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding] 

Flow does this project address the deficiency sited by the public agency"^ 

If competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis of any barriers t(j 
competition at the airport] 

10. Project Objective: 
The project will install an EMAS bed in the Runway 11 RSA departure overrun at 
EWR in order to comply with the Congressional mandate and the FAA's RSA 
standards. 

FOR FAA USE 
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) 

Finding 
Current deficiency. List the source(sj of data used to make this finding if it is not a pad) 
'of the PFC application] 

Address adequacy of issues.: 
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11. Project Justification: 
Through a Congressional mandate, all airports certificated under 14 Code of 
Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 139 must comply with the FAA's Runway Safety 
Area Program by 2015. In compliance with that mandate, the Port Authority . 
examined a variety of methods of achieving an FAA compliant RSA. The most 
viable alternative is the installation of an EMAS in the RSA of the Runway 11 
departure overrun at EWR. Developing an RSA system within the existing 
property limits of the Airport would require excessive runway length reduction that 
would negatively impact the Airport's operational capability. Shortening the 
runway would reduce the utility of the runway, and force greater utilization of the 
already congested Runways 4R-22L and 4L-22R. 

A planning study conducted by the Port Authority considered this, determined 
reducing the runway's utility was not prudent, and recommended that the proposed 
EMAS be moved eastward and Brewster Road be relocated on property of the NJ 
TurnpiBe Authority. This approach allows for the installation of a 40-knot EMAS 
bed capable of accommodating a B-757-200 aircraft at maximum takeoff weight of 
255,000 lbs. The design results in a minimum runway length reduction of 74 feet, 
thereby preserving the operational capability of the runway. 

FOR FAA USB 
Define how the project accomplishes PFC Objective(s) 

Explain how project is cost-effective compared to other reasonable and timely means tg 
accomplish this objective(s) 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify bow the cost oftbe_ 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the project. Include citation for any documents that are not a part 
of this PFC application. 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

Discuss any non-economical benefits which are not captured above. 

Project Eligibility: ; 1 
indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below.^ 
[ ] Developn^nt eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or 
: PGL 1 "ZL H 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or PGL 
i ) i 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
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[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504J 
i [ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan; 
[Title and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local study I 
Title and Date of local study: 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 40117(a)(3)(C)l 
[ ] Shell of a gate as described in 49 U.S.C 40117(aX3)(F) (air carrier j 
I percentage of annual boardings ); 
:[ ] PFC Program Update Letter | 
[ ] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain).' 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC applicatjonTlistthe source(^of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

Are any work elements or portions of the overall project ineligible? Provide associated 
jcostsJ 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): 

For FAA Use 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, will the project begin within 2 years of PFC 
lapplication Due date (120-day)? ' ^ 
[ ] Ye^ 
r 1 No! 

For Impose Only project, will the project begin within 5 years of the charge effective date 
or PFC application Due date, whichever is first? 
I ] Yes 

Is this project dependent upon another action to occur before its implementation^ 
completion. Explain.' 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 

For FAA Use 
Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date] 
whichever js sooner. ' 
[ ] Ye^ 
LlJ^o 

'Which actions are needed before the use application can be submitted? What is thd 
[estimated schedule for each action? 

Revised 8/31/2010 



14. Project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs 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, would the public 
agency prefer that the FAA approve 
[X] the amount of the local match to be collected at a $4.50 PFC level, 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 
[X] N/A 

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: N/A 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: N/A 

Recap of Disagreements 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Use 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the public^ 
Provide citations for any documents no^ included in the PFC application that are relied on 
by the FAA for its analysis. 

if a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. jTf 
the comments from th^cqnsultotio 

ADO/RO Recommendation: 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RO 
use comparable projects to make this Finding? If so, list projects.; 

if the amount requestedlf over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identify 
plipihle and ineligible costs. Summarize ineligible costs! 
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Is the duration of collection adequate for the amount requested? 

ADO/RO^COMiV^^ 
r 1 Appro ve J 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize findings"from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determinationJ 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings fram earlier in Ae Attachment B discussing issuM 
±at lead to determination: 

Application Reviewed by 

Name 
Item(s) reviewed.^ 

Routing Symbol Date 

Name 
Item(s) reviewed" 

Routing Symbol Date 

Revised 8/31/2010 
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Newgrk Liberty Internetionel Airport 
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Pgssenger Facility Charge Application ^ THE PORT AUTHORfrY OF NY & N J 

SECTION 7 

Electrical Distribution & Substation Improvements (CA04-528/579/539) 

Newark Liberty International Airport Exhibit E - Electrical Distribution & Substation Improvements (CA04-S28/579/539) 





PFC APPLICATION NUM8ER: 

ATTACHMENT 8: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: EWR Electric9l Distributioo 9od Substatioo loiproveoieots 
(CA04-528, 539, 579) 

2. Project Number: CA04-528, CA04-539, CA04-579 

3. Use Airport of Project: New9rk Liberty Iatero9tioD9l Airport (EWR), 
Newark, New Jersey 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $ 66,500,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 3,500,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 70,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing A IP Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

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

Subtotal Other Funds: $ N/A 

Total Project Cost: $ 70,000,000 

For FAA Use! 
a. Does the project include a proposed LOI? 
[ ]YE^ 
[ ] NO 
If YES, does the Region support?, 
[ ]YES " 
[ ] NO] 
If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

b. For any proposed AEP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support?, 
[ ] YES 
[jm 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's 
five year CIP?i 
[ ]YES 
LJ N^ 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
is there an expectation that AEP Ending will b^ayajlable to j)ay the project costsJ 
[ ] YES 
I ] NO 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded through AIP?, 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding: 

eTTerminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $AOQ 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside 
needs of theinclui^g runways, jaxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. 
![ ] YE^ 
;[ ] NO' 
I ] N/^ ^ , — 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding.; 

f. Reasonableness of cost] 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysis 
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7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 
If proposed A IP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining ^ei 
funding it proposes.' 

8. Project Description: 

The existing electrical distribution infrastructure at Newark Liberty International 
Airport (EWR) was originally installed when the Airport was expanded in 1973 and 
the system is currently functioning beyond its useful life. Since its original 
installation, the electrical distribution system has been maintained by the Port 
Authority and has received safety upgrades and some modifications. However, 
unscheduled repairs are often required as a result of frequent service interruptions. 

In response to concerns over the reliability of electrical service, the Port Authority 
proposes to undertake a facility-wide project that will modernize the electrical 
distribution system and restore reliable electrical service at the Airport. It is 
anticipated that this project will replace and rehabilitate substations, transmission 
lines, transformers, monitoring devices and system security. These components 
facilitate electrical service to passenger terminals, the airfield (lighting and 
navigational aids). Air Traffic Control Tower, air cargo complex. Central Heating 
and Refrigeration Plant (CHRP), and the Airport maintenance facility. 

Improving electrical system reliability is a key element of this project. This will be 
accomplished through the installation of a cross connection from the main south 
substation to the north substation in order to facilitate uninterrupted operation in 
the event of a failure of one of the primary electric utility feeders. This project will 
also install additional emergency generator backup in order to provide peak load 
shedding to the terminals during an extended electrical outage. Other specific 
improvements may include: 

• A new 4,000 KVA substation to accommodate expansion efforts in 
Terminal B such as preconditioned air, 400 hertz aircraft power. Federal 
Inspection Station (FIS) in-line baggage screening, and security systems. 

• A new diesel emergency generator of approximately 2,250 KW output. The 
new generator will be located beneath the original B-3 connector and will be 
fully integrated into the central building systems. 

• Modernized automatic transfer capability with a manual over-ride and 
automatic re-transfer capability to ensure seamless power restoration upon 
re-energizing of the utility grid. 
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These improvements will provide required capacity and modern control and safety 
devices, resulting in consistent power delivery and reduced surging and power 
outages. The costs outlined in this application are programmed for planning, design, 
construction and project management of the Electrical Distribution and Substation 
Improvements. 

• Planning and Design: 510,500,000 
• Equipment Procurement: 517,500,000 
• Construction: 524,500,000 
• Contingencies: 510,500,000 
« Project Administration: 5 7,000,000 • . 
• Estimated Total Cost: 570,000,000 

This project is focused entirely on improving the Airport's electrical infrastructure. 
This project is not designed to improve or enhance electrical service within the 
Airport's landside (terminals, cargo buildings, maintenance buildings, etc.) 
facilities. 

If applicable for terminal projects. 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters; N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[X] N/A 

FOR FAA USE : 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Include source citation if clarification 
infqtmation is not from PFC ajyjjjcationJ 
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If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas bi^ 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requirements "will be met, or should the project be disapproved] 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket countersj 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been[ 
Completed.; 

Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airsideneeds of the airport, including runways, taxiwaysj 
aprons, and aircraft gates J 
[ ] YES ^ 
[ ] NO 
I ] 

9. Significant Contribution: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region. In 2010, the Airport served 33 million passengers through its 
three Terminals, and experienced 403,339 aircraft movements on its three runways. 
The Airports Council International ranked EWR as #14 nationwide and #34 
worldwide for total passengers in 2010. The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-
Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), estimates that EWR passenger usage will 
increase by 2.1 percent annually. FAA's Terminal Area Forecast estimates that 
enplanements at EWR were approximately 16.6 million in 2010 and will increase to 
approximately 26.3 million enplanements by 2030. 

The reliability of the Airport's power distribution system is critical element of the 
operation, safety, and security of the Airport. The electrical distribution system was 
originally installed in the early 1970's and has exceeded its design life. The Port 
Authority and the utility provider perform routine maintenance and servicing on 
the system equipment and components to ensure safe and reliable operation. 
However, with the age of the equipment, servicing and maintenance has become 
more difficult as unscheduled outages increase in frequency and spare parts become 
difficult to procure. 

The Airport has experienced power outages of varying severity in recent years, 
raising concern regarding the reliability of the main electrical power infrastructure 
and associated substations. Some of these outages occurred during peak travel 
times and periods of severe weather, when the terminals are at capacity with 
passengers and electrical usage on the airfield is critical to support low-visibility 
aircraft operations. 

A primary cause of outages is due to demand exceeding available capacity. 
Electrical demands in the Airport are much greater than the original system was 
designed to supply. For example, the terminals currently provide preconditioned 
air and 400 hertz aircraft power at the gates and this electrical load was not 
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999sidered whe9 the system was designed and eonstrueted in 1973. Other 
additienal leads are attributed te TSA equipment installatiens, in-line baggage 
screening, and facility enlargement related te passenger terminal gate and terminal 
concessiens expansion. These improvements have introduced additional electrical 
loads which, while currently accommodated, have reduced the spare capacity of the 
system. As a result, there is a narrow margin between everyday electrical demand 
and peak demand. 

A key design issue will be the capability of the distribution system to respond to 
peak loads in a stable manner. Currently, the Airport experiences power surges 
and brownouts during peak use that has resulted in disruptions to passenger 
services and maintenance issues with computer based equipment within the 
terminals. The deficiencies of the electrical distribution system also require routine 
reliance on back-up and emergency power sources. This requires emergency 
generators to be run more frequently and for longer hours. This puts greater strain 
on back-up electrical systems that are designed for limited use during emergency 
situations. 

This project will replace existing substations and install additional substations that 
are sized appropriately to accommodate existing and future demand. The 
distribution system will also be rehabilitated and modernized to accommodate the 
electrical load of a modern airfield and terminal complex, while providing 
uninterrupted power supply and required emergency generation. The project will 
include the preparation of complete contract drawings and specifications. It is 
anticipated that the project will incorporate modern control and remote monitoring 
systems, integrated protection systems, cross-connections with existing electrical 
equipment, load shedding capability, and advanced troubleshooting capabilities. 

To the greatest extent possible, the modernized distribution system will incorporate 
commercial off the shelf (COTS) components that are abundantly available on the 
market at competitive prices. The project will also include a comprehensive 
training program for the operation of the distribution system components. 

FORFAAUSB 
Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain]! 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date ^ 
Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ 1 Other (explain) 

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
I Competition. Competition Plan [ J Other (explain)! 
1 I ^ 

Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
LOI[ ] FAABCA[ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ ] 

Other (explain) , 
Noise. 65 LDN [ 1 Other (explain) ; 
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Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules.' 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(sj 
'of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this findingJ 

How does this project address the deficiency sited by the public agenc]^ 

If competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis of any barriers to 
competition at the airportJ 

10. Project Objective; 
This project will modernize the electrical distribution system to accommodate the 
electrical load of a modern airport and terminal complex, while providing for 
uninterrupted power supply and emergency generation. 

This project will expand the capacity of the existing system, replace and rehabilitate 
substations, transmission lines, transformers, monitoring devices and system 
security to accommodate existing and future demand. 

FORFAA USB 
Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ 1 
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 ]PFCj)bjectives (explain) 

Finding -
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to make this finding if it is not a pari 
of the PFC application] 

Address adequacy of issues.; 

11. Project Justification: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region with three runways and three terminals with 104 gates. In 2010, 
the Airport accommodated 33 million passengers and experienced 403,339 aircraft 
movements. The Airports Council International ranked EWR as #14 nationwide 
and #34 worldwide for total passengers in 2010. Operations consisted of 
approximately 93 percent commercial, 5.5 percent cargo, and the remaining as 
general aviation. 
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The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), 
estimates that EWR passenger usage will increase by 2.1 percent annually. FAA's 
Terminal Area Forecast (issneB in December 2010) estimates that enplanements at 
FWR were approximately 16.6 million in 2010 anB will increase to approximately 
26.3 million enplanements by 2030. 

To safely accommoBate the current use anB anticipateB growth at FWR, the 
reliability of the Airport's electrical Bistribntion system is critical element of the 
operation, safety, anB security of the Airport. This project is BesigneB to improve 
the reliability of the main electrical power Bistribntion infrastructure in order to 
accommodate existing and future electrical demand. 

The electrical distribution system was originally installed in 1973 and has exceeded 
its design life. The Port Authority and the utility provider perform routine 
maintenance and servicing on the system equipment and components to ensure safe 
and reliable operation. However, with the age of the equipment, servicing and 
maintenance has become more difficult as nnschednled outages increase in 
frequency and spare parts Become difficult to procure. In recent years, there have 
been several outages and power interruptions, with some occurring during peak 
travel times and periods of severe weather, when the terminals are at capacity with 
passengers and electrical usage on the airfield is critical to support low-visibility 
aircraft operations. 

A key design issue will be the capability of the distribution system to respond to 
peak loads in a stable manner. Currently, the Airport experiences power surges and 
brownouts during peak use that has resulted in disruptions to passenger services 
and maintenance issues with computer based equipment within the terminals. The 
deficiencies of the electrical distribution system also require routine reliance on 
back-up and emergency power sources. This requires emergency generators to be 
run more frequently and for longer hours. This puts greater strain on back-up 
electrical systems that are designed for limited use during emergency situations. 

The project to modernize the distribution system will include the preparation of 
complete contract drawings and specifications. It is anticipated that the project will 
incorporate modern control and remote monitoring systems, integrated protection 
systems, cross-connections with existing electrical equipment, load shedding 
capability, and advanced troubleshooting capabilities. 

To the greatest extent possible, the modernized distribution system will incorporate 
COTS components that are abundantly available on the market at competitive 
prices. The project will also include a comprehensive training program for the 
operation of the distribution system components. 

FOR FAA USE 
Define how the project accomplishes PFC Objective(s) 

Explain how project is cost-effective compared to other reasonable and timely means to 
accomplish this objective(s) 
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Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition' 
benefits attributable to the project. Include citation for any documents that are not a parti 
of this PFC application] 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding.' 

Discuss any non-economical benefits which are not capturedabove] 

Project Eligibility:; 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below^ 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or 
I PGL ); 22 ; ; 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 orPGlJ 

)[2 ^ " 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 4750^ 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504J 
[ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility pla^ 
Title and Date of Part 150:2 _ 
[ ] Project included in a local study] 
Title and Date of local study:[ 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 40117(a)(3)(Cj; 
[ ] Shell of a gate as described in 49 U.S.C 40117(a)(3)(F) (air carrier 
I percentage of annual boardings )| 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter ; 
[ ] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain)] 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of d^ 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

any work elements or portions of the qver^pjroject ineligible? Provide associated 
costs J 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): 

For FAA Use 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects,-will thejqroject begin within 2 years of PFC 
application j)ue date (120-day)'? 
[ ] Yes" 
[_]JW 
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iFnr Tmpnsft Only project, will the project begin within 5 years of the charge effective date 
or PFC appligation Due date, whichever is First*? 
i]Yei 

Is this project dependent upon another action to occur before its implementation oti 
completion. Explain] 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 

For FAA Use 
Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date' 
whichever is sooner.' 
:[ ] Ye^ 
[_]M 

iWhich actions are needed before the use application can be submitted? What is the 
estimated schedule for each action?| 

14. Project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs 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, would the public 
agency prefer that the FAA approve 
[X] the amount of the local match to be collected at a $4.50 PFC level, 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 
[X] N/A 

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: N/A 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: N/A 

Recap of Disagreements 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 
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16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Use' 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the publicJ 
provide citations for any documents not included in the PFC application that are relied onj 
by the FAA for its analysis.' 

If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (If 
the comments from the consultation are repeated, state that.)! 

ADO/RO Recommendation: 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Didlbe ADO/]^ 
use comparable projects to make this finding? If so, list projects J 

If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identify 
eligible and ineligible costs. Summarize ineligible costs: 

Is the duration of collection adequate for the amount requestedl^ 

^O/RO RECOMMENDATION: 
;[ ] Approve! 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination.' 

i[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to determination: 

Application Reviewed by: 

J^ame R.outing Symbol Date 
Item(s) reviewedJ 

Name Routing Symbol Date' 
Item(s) reviewed 
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PFC APPLICATION NUMBER-

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: PFC Planning and Program Administration 

2. Project Number: N/A 

3. Use Airport of Project: 2011 PFC Application for John F. Kennedy International 
Airport (JFK), New York, New York; LaGuardia Airport (EGA), New York, New 
York; Stewart International Airport (SWF), New York, and Newark Liberty 
International Airport (EWR), Newark, New Jersey 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $1,500,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $0 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $1,500,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 
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^ 

^ ^ 

^ ^ 

f. Reasonableness of costJ 
Project Total Cost Analysis 
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RFC Share of Total Cost Analysis; 

7. B9ck-up Financing Plan: N/A 
If proposed AIP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA.Use 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duratioij 
of collection required if PFCs are to be used to fund the difference, Recap any 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining the 
funding it proposes] 

8. Project Description: 
The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey (Port Authority) Capital Plan and 
Budget includes a host of eligible projects that the Port Authority is seeking to 
flnance using PFC revenues, and which are subject to the preparation and FAA 
approval of a PFC application. Under FAA guidelines, an application and 
consultation with air carriers is required, and the FAA must approve the completed 
application. It is anticipated the Port Authority will retain outside consultant 
services to prepare the financial plan based on enplaned passenger and associated 
PFC revenue projections, as well as to prepare application documentation and 
provide an advisory role for the development of the information necessary for the 
PFC application. 

In addition, the Port Authority is required to perform ongoing oversight of the PFC 
program, including filing quarterly reports, managing PFC collection, reporting 
and other administrative tasks. The Port Authority staff is responsible for 
administering the PFC program. However, it is anticipated that the Port Authority 
will utilize outside consultant services to assist with the administration of the PFC 
program and the tracking of PFC revenue distribution. The costs associated with 
the above described items are included in this project. 

The previous application approved in 2010 included a PFC Planning and Program 
Administration project to "assure compliance and monitoring of the proposed PFC 
projects included in the 2010 PFC application." This 2011 draft application also 
includes services related to the administration, oversight, compliance, and 
implementation of projects included in the 2011 PFC Application, which are 
different and distinct from the projects contained in the 2010 application. It is 
estimated that this work with regard to the administration of the 2011 application 
projects will start immediately upon approval by the FAA, as there are several 
Impose Only projects and complex airport planning projects that will require 
application development and management early in 2012. 
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If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[X] N/A 

FORFAAUSB 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Include source citation if clarification 
information is not from PFC application.' 

If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requirements will be met, or should the project be disapproved.; 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters, 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction ^<^or rehabilitation above has been 
comjilrtedJ 

Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of i^e mqiqrt, including runways, taxiways, 
aprons, and aircraft gates. 
[ ] YE^ 
I ] NO 
:[ J_N/A 
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9. Significant Contribution: 
This project supports the implementation of PFC-funded projects included in this 
application. These projects collectively improve safety and security, increase the 
competition among air carriers, improve passenger flow, and enhance operations 
and reduce delays at Port Authority's airports, which are integral to the national 
airspace system. The project is considered eligible under FAA 5500.1 - Passenger 
Facility Charge Program. 

FOR FAA USE 
Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explainj 

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

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
^ Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain)' 

i Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
LOI [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ ] 

Other (explain) j 
Noise. 65 LDN [ ] Other (explain) 

Project does not qualify under ''significant contribution " rules. 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(^ 
of data and attach the relevant documentation u^dJo makejh^ finding: 

How does this project address the deficiency sited by the public agency"]^ 

If competition is the chosen option, provide the F.^'s analysis ofanyb^ers to| 
competition at the airport: 

10. Project Objective: 
This project will assure the preparation, compliance, and monitoring of the 
proposed PFC projects included in 2011 PFC Application. The proposed projects 
included in this PFC application promote safety of operations and provide 
improvements in security and overall operational efficiency of Port Authority's 
Airports, consistent with ongoing requirements and developments in the aviation 
industry as well as FAA standards and federal regulations. 

FOR FAA USE 
Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ j 
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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) 

Finding ^^ 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to make this finding if it is not a pari 
of ^ PFC application.' 

Address adequacy of issues.' 

11. Project Justification: 
The FAA guidelines require development of an application concerning projects 
proposed under the PFC program. This project provides for development/ 
preparation of the PFC application, the preparation of financial plans and provision 
of specialized consulting services, the consultation with air carriers, PFC collection 
and reporting, and administration of the PFC funded projects included in this 
application. The services performed under the PFC Programming and 
Administration project provide necessary support to the PFC collection and 
reporting process as well as to the administration and management of other projects 
in the PFC application, which collectively improve safety and security, increase the 
competition among air carriers, improve passenger flow, and enhance operations 
and reduce delays at Port Authority's Airports, which are integral to the national 
airspace system. 

FOR FAA USB 
Define how the project accomplishes PFC Objective(s) 

:n Explain how project is cost-effective compared to other reasonable and timely means to 
accomplish this objective(s): 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the project. Include citation for any documents that are not a part 
pf this PFC application. 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

Discuss any non-economical benefits which are not captured aboveJ 
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Project Eligibility: 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category belowj 
[ ] Developn^nt eligible under AJDP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or 
IPGL )i 2^^ 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or PGLl 
I ): ; ' 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 475041 
, [ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan; 
fTitle and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local^tudy] 
Title and Date of local study:[ 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C.^0117(a)(3)(C); 
:[ ] Shell of a gate as described in 49 U.S.C 40117(a)(3)(F) (air carrier 
; percentage of annual boardings )2 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter i 
[ 1 Project does not meet PFC eligibility7explain)J 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this findingj 

Are any work elements or portions of the overall project ineligible? Provide associated 
costsJ 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): 

See Item #8 for further detail on implementation date. 

For FAA Use 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, will the project begin within 2 years of PFQ 
application Due date (120-^y)'^ 
I ] Yes 
L] No' 

Impose Only project, will the project begin within 5 years of the charge effective date 
or PFC application Due date, whichever is first? 
[ ] YeT 
UJ^ 

Is this project dependent upon another action to occur before its implementation or 
completion. Explain.' 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 
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ForFAA Use 
Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date, 
whichever is soonerJ 
[ ] Yed ~ 
T 1 No! 

Which actions are needed before the use application can be submitted? What is the' 
estimated schedule for each action?^ 

14. Project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
AEP funding. 
[ ] YES 
[X] NO 

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

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: N/A 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: N/A 

Recap of Disagreements 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Use _ 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the public] 
Provide citations for any documents not included in the PFC application that are relied on 
bv the FAA for its analysis] 
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If 9 Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (Tf 
the comments from the consultation are repeated, state that.)! 

ADO/RO Recommendation: 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RQ 
'use comparable pro jects to make this Finding? If so, list projectsJ 

If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identify 
eligible and ineligible costs. Summarize ineligible costs J 

Is the duration of collection adequate for the amount requested? 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: 
[ ] Approve, 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination.' ~ 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issuM 
that lead to determination. 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
Item(s) reviewed J 

Name Routing Syrnbol Date 
Item(s) reviewed 
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PFC APPLICATION NUMBE^ 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

I Project Title: Perimeter Intrusion Detection System (PIDS) - Amended (CA02-231) 

2. Project Number: CA02-231 

3. Use Airport of Project: La Guardia Airport (EGA), New York, New York 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $28,000,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $0 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $28,000,000 (2011 Amendment) 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $0 Discretionary SO Total $N/A 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $N/A. 

Other Funds: 
State Grants $N/A 
Local Funds $N/A 
Other (Total 2006 PFC Application): $10.000.000 



Subtotal Other Funds; $10.000,000 

Total Project Cost: $38.000.000 fincludins Amendment) 

For FAA Use , 
a. Does the project include a proposed LOI? 
:[ ] YEf 
[ ] NO , 
pf YES, does the Region support? 
:[ ]YES 
[ ] NO] 
jf YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

b. For any proposed AIP discretionary fimds, does the Region intend to support? 
i ] YES " " • 
^ 1 NO 

c. For any proposed AIP funds,Is tl^requesUwithm the pl^ 
five year 
I ]YEf" 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Is there an expectation that AIP funding will be available to pay thgjrojectjcosjtsJ 
I ] YES 
[ ] N0__ ^ 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded through AIP? 
List the source(s) of data used to make this findingJ 

e. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC finding level of $4.00 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airsidd 
heeds of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. 
i ] YES" 
I ] m 
[ ] N/A{ _ 
List the source(s) of data used to make this findingJ 

f Reasonableness of costJ 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of totaT Cost Analysis 

7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 



If proposed AIP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use -
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indi^te the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining thq 
funding it proposes] 

8. Project Description: 
ORIGINAL PROJECT DESCRIPTION FROM 2006 APPLICATION 

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. 

AMENDED PROJECT DESCRIPTION FOR THE 2011 AMENDMENT 

The Port Authority is seeking an amendment of $28,000,000 to this application due to 
increased project costs resulting from the introduction of new project elements and cost 
escalation since the original construction cost estimate was developed in 2003. 

The estimate prepared for the Perimeter Security Project that was included in the 2006 
PFC application was based on a preliminary design that enhanced the security system 
on the northeast, north and northwest perimeter of the Airport. This is the part of the 
Airport that faces Flushing Bay, the East River and Bowery Bay. The preliminary 
design did not include the landside areas of the Airport. 

The preliminary design used to estimate costs for the 2006 PFC application was 
subsequently refined and expanded to address operational and regulatory issues that 
have arisen over the past five years. The design revisions required by the operational 
and regulatory changes specific to LGA were not included in the original Perimeter 
Security Project budget and were addressed after the 2006 PFC application was 
approved. 



The amendment includes the installation of security measures in the landside section 
of the Airport, as well as the installation of additional capability and equipment 
modifications required since the initial implementation of the project. These project 
description changes were accomplished in accordance with the Airport's security plan 
and in coordination with the TSA Federal Security Director (FSD). 

The project description for this amendment is as follows: 

• Added perimeter security sensors and equipment in areas between the landside 
facilities. After the original project was approved as part of the 2006 PFC 
application, it was determined that additional security equipment needed to be 
installed along the landside areas of the Airport that was not previously 
required. The Port Authority revised the design to include power and 
communications capabilities that were not preexisting within and between the 
landside faciiities. This added approximately 10,000 feet of conduit required to 
support the installation of power and communications cable and associated 
manholes. This power and communication infrastructure is used to connect 
security system components with monitoring systems. 

• Along with the added coverage areas, the amendment includes the installation 
of additional fiber-optic cable over the original estimate. The preliminary 
design assumed that existing fiber-optic cable installations had available 
capacity to accommodate the communications requirements of the security 
components. As the design was advanced beyond the preliminary stage, it was 
determined that the existing fiber-optic system did not have available capacity. 
This required the final design to include the installation of approximately 
20,000 feet of new fiber-optic communications cable within the existing 
communications duct banks. 

• During the initial operation of the system, it was determined that portions of 
existing facilities presented an obstruction to the operation of the security 
system. In order to remedy this, it was necessary for the Port Authority to 
reposition security system components and install additional components to 
mitigate for the obstructions and ensure the system provided thorough 
coverage. Also through coordination with the TSA FSD, it was determined that 
additional coverage per square foot was required to achieve the needed 
resolution for cameras and detection systems to provide optimal effectiveness. 

• Also during initial review, the FAA determined that certain components 
cameras, light poles, motion detection systems, etc. presented potential 
obstruction hazards to operating aircraft. 

This state-of-the-art system was made operational in stages beginning with waterside 
areas in 2009. The airport wide system will be operational in 2011. 



If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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

FOR FAA USE-
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Include source citation if clarification 
information is not from PFC application-

If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas beenj 
tnet? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
like] ihood the requirements will be met, or should the project bedisapproved: 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters] 
gates, and baggage facilities for constmction and/or rehabilitation above has been 
completed. 

Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airsi^de needs oJThe airport, including runways, taxiways] 
aprons, and aircr^gates J ~ 
[ ] YE$ 
[ ] NO 
[_] jW/J 



9. Significant Contribution: 
This project is vitally important to enhance the security posture of LGA. New 
technologies will also enable staff to more quickly evaluate inciBents anB to 
concentrate their efforts in areas most prone to intrusion. For example, the 
Airport's perimeter is Bifficult to consistently monitor anB control using manual 
methoBs such as vehicle patrols. The aBBition of high technology security 
monitoring anB intrusion Betection equipment will supplement the^xisting security 
measures useB to protect the AOA. The FSD has proviBeB a letter supporting the 
measures containeB in this project. 

Perimeter security enhancement will be conBucteB through a combination of 
harBening anB a multi-layereB technological approach consisting of perimeter 
fencing, barriers, gates, access control, lighting, surface raBar, fiber-optic sensing 
cable, closeB-circuit television, anB viBeo motion Betection. 

The FSD has certifieB that this project is consistent with the FSD Security Plan for 
LGA. 

FOR FAA USE 
Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain) 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ 1 Other (explain;^ 

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
Competition. Competition Plan F 1 Other (explain)! 

i_ Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
LOI [ ] FAABCA [ 1 FyA\ Airport Capacity EnhancemenFPI^ 

[ 
Other (explain) 

Noise. 65 LDN [ ] Other (explain) 

Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules. 

^^ntitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public^ 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding] 

How does this project address th^defd^cy^sitedjb)^ publk agency? 

If competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis of any barriers tq 
competition at the airport.; 



10. 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. 

FORFAA USB 
Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ,] 
Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ } 
Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

airport^ 
Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition between or among air carriers at the 

Fmding 

Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airpori 
Project does not meet any PFC objectives (explain) 

Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data j^ed to m^^^thisjinding if it is not a ^ 
of the PFC application.' 

Address adequacy of issues.' 

11. 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 evaluate incidents and to concentrate their efforts in areas most prone to 
intrusion. 

The FSD has certified that this project is consistent with the FSD Security Plan for 
LGA. 

FORFAA USE 
Define how the project accomplishes PFC Objectiyefs) 

Explain how project is cost-effective compared to other reasonable and timely means toj 
accomj3lish this objectiye(sj 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the^ 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or conipetitioii 
benefits attributable to the project. Include citation for any documents that are not a part! 
of this PFC application.^ 



If analysis is based on a source otherThanthis PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

Discuss any non-economical benefits which are not captured above' 

Project Eligibility; 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. ^ 
![ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.3 8_ oij 
I PGL );' : I 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or PGL 

[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504J 
[ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan] 
Title and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local study J 
|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 )j 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter ! 
[ ] Pro)ectjdoesjioLmeet PFC^eligibility (explain).' 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to mal^ this finding.' 

'Are any work elements or portions of the overall project ineligible? Provide associated 
costs.' 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): October 2005 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year); December 2011 Amended 

For FAA Use ; , 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, will the project begin within 2 years of PFC 
application Due date (120-day)? 
[ ] Yes 
UJM 
For Impose Only project, will the project begin within 5 years of the charge effective date 
or PFC application Due date, whichever is first? 
[ ] Yes 
:U_^ 



ils this project dependent upon 9nother action to occur before its implementation oc 
completion. Explain! 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 

For FAA Use 
Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval datej 
whichever is sooner. 
I ] Ye^ . 

jWhich actions are needed before the use application can be submitted? What is the 
estimated schedule for each action? 

14. Project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
A IP funding. 
[ ] YES 
[X] NO 

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

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: ORIGINAL 2006 APPLICATION: None 

AMENDED 2006 APPLICATION (2011): 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: ORIGINAL 2006 APPLICATION: Eight (8) 
air carriers certified disagreement with this project. 

AMENDED 2006 APPLICA TION (2011): 

Recap of Disagreements 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 



16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Use! 
Provide an anal^is of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the public.' 
Provide citations for any documents not included in theJPFC application that are relied on 
bv the FAA for its analysis.' 

If a Fe^ral Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (If 
the comments from the consultation are repeated, state that.) 

ADO/RO Recommendation-
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonabje? Did the ADO/RQ 
use comparable pro jects to make this finding? If so, list projects. 

if the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level o^etail sufficient to j^ntify 
eligible and ineligible costs. Summarize ineligible costsJ 

Is the duration of collection adequate for the amount requested? 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: 
r 1 Approve] 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination.' 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to determination.; 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name ^ Routing Symbol Date 
Item(s) reviewed-! 

' Name Routing Symbol^ Date 
Itemfs) reviewed 
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KE wmTAimuHnfyoFNY&Nj Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

PFC Consultation 
Meeting with Domestic 
Air Carriers and Foreign 

Air Carriers 

November 29, 2011 
December 14,2011 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 



'ttigPORTflUfWimflYnF NY&NJ Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

Requirement to Consult 

Prior to submitting a RFC Application to the FAA, the public agency is 
required to consult with all Air Carriers operating at the airport. 

In accordance with this requirement, the Port Authority is holding Airline 
Consultation meetings on: 

November 29, 2011, 1:00 pm at EWR 
December 14, 2011, 11:00 am at JFK 

The information provided at each meeting will be identical. 

Source: FAA Order 5500.1 Passenger Facility Charge, August 9, 2001 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 



IBEPflKrmiiBOBinfOFNY&NJ Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

Important Dates 

All Air Carriers have 30 days from the RFC 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 for Aviation Policy 
Port Authority of NY & NJ 
Aviation Department 
225 Park Avenue South, 9th Floor 
New York. NY 10003 
E-mail: passenaerfacllltvcharqe@panvni.aov 

Airline Comments Due back to Port Authority - January 17, 2012 
Anticipated RFC Application Submittal to FAA by Port Authority - January 25, 2012 
Anticipated RFC Application Approval - April 2012 
Anticipated RFC Collection Begins - June 2012 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 



fflEITOrmiI«ffilfyQFNY&NJ Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

Passenger Facility Charge (RFC) 

Imposed by a public agency on passengers enplaned at a commercial 
service airport it controls. 

RFC revenues finance eligible airport projects to be carried out at the 
commefcial service airport or any other airport that the public agency 
controls. 

Similar project eligibility requirements as Airport Improvement Program; 
however, the FAA allows more latitude in allocating RFC funds to 
projects. 

Source: FAA Order 5500.1 Passenger Facility Charge, August 9. 2001 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 



MEPBHfflUIHDBirfOFNY&NJ Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

PFC Program and its Relationship to AlP 

PFC Revenue can be used for: 
- Local matching share of AlP 
- Financing and debt service 

PFC's can fund projects not normally eligible under AlP: 
- Gates and Related Areas 
- Concessions Areas 

PFC projects must meet the following criteria: 
1) Preserve safety, security, or enhance capacity 
2) Reduce or mitigate noise impacts from airport operations 
3) Furnish opportunities for enhanced competition 

Source: FA A Order 5500.1 Passenger Facility Charge, August 9, 2001 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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PFC Collection Authority 

Application 

92-01-C-04-"* 
95-02-C-05-"* 
96-03-U-02-"* 
97-04-C-03-"* 
05-05-C-06-"* 
09-06-U-02-"* 
10-07-C-00-*" 

Total Authority 

Approved for 
Impose Only 

Approved for 
Impose & Use 

Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC Revenues 
(through 9/30/11) 

3> 

1> $ 100,000,000 $ 21,000,000 $ 121,000,000 
1> $ 852,500,000 $ 50,000,000 $ 902,500,000 
2> $ - $ $ 
1> $ - $ - $ 
1> $ 57,000,000 $ 1,550,286,059 $1,607,286,059 
2> $ - $ $ 

$ - $ 573,402,802 $ 573,402,802 

Authorized 
Remainder 
to Collect 

Proposed Amendment to 
05-05-C-06-*" 

$1,009,500,000 $ 2,194,688,861 $3,204,188,861 $ 2,746,798,000 $ 457,390,861 

28,000,000 28^000,000 

Proposed New Application 
12-08-C-00-"* 360,000,000 462,500,000 822,500,000 

Proposed Total 
Authority $1,369,500,000 $ 2,685,188,861 $4,054,688,861 $ 2,746,798,000 $ 1,307,890,861 

1> As amended. 
2> Use Application for Previous Impose Only Projects. 
3> Including accruals. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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PFC Revenue Projections 
Year 

Ending 
December 31 

PFC Revenue -
Beginning of 

Period 
PFC 

Enplanements Enplanements 
Net PFC 
Charge 

PFCs 
Collected 

Interest 
Ea rned 

Total PFC 
Revenue 

PFC Revenue -
End of 
Period 

Through 9/30/11 $ 2,746,798,000 

i> 2> 

Final Three Months 2011 2,746,798,000 13,304,764 12,354,251 $ 4.39 54,235,163 - 54,235,163 2,801,033,163 
2012 2,801,033,163 54,310,400 50,430,380 $ 4.39 221,389,368 - 221,389,368 3,022,422,531 
2013 3,022,422,531 55,496,434 51,531,762 $ 4.39 226,224,436 - 226,224,436 3,248,646,967 
2014 1 3,248,646,967 56,672,598 52,623,768 $ 4.39 231,018,341 - 231,018,341 3,479,665,308 
2015 3,479,665,308 57,805,223 53,674,412 $ 4.39 235,630,668 - 235,630,668 3,715,295,976 
2016 3,715,295,976 58,931,641 54,719,159 $ 4.39 240,217,108 - 240,217,108 3,955,513,084 
2017 3,955,513,084 60,060,705 55,766,420 $ 4.39 99,175,777 - 99,175,777 4,054,688,861 

Proposed Total Collection Authority $ 4,054,688,861 

Projected New Coiiection Expiration Date June 2017 

1> Enplanements are based upon PANYNJ's July 2011 Forecast - Moderate Growtti Scenario 
2> Percent of enplanements that are PFC-ellglble assumed as follows: 94% at JFK, 89% at EWR, 96% at LGA, and 95% at SWF 

EWR, JFK. LGA and SWF Airports 
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PFC Projects & Funding Sources 
Project 
Number Project 

Proposed New PFC Application 12-08-C-00-*" 

IMPOSE & USE: 

1 LGA Runway 4/31 RSA Planning, Environmental & Engineering 
2 LGA Runway 4/31 RSA Construction 
3 JFK Runway 4L/22R Rehabilitation * 
4 JFK Taxiway P Rehabilitation Planning & Engineering 
5 JFK Terminal 3 Redevelopment & Capacity Improvement Projects 
6 EWR Delay Reduction Phase II - Planning & Engineering 
7 EWR Delay Reduction Phase II - Constmction 
8 EWR Runway 4R/22L Rehabilitation 
9 EWR Taxiway P Rehabilitation (including High-Speed Taxiway) 
10 EWR Runway 4L/22R Rehabilitation 
11 EWR Runway 11 RSA & Relocation of Brewster Road 
12 EWR Electrical Distribution & Substation Improvements 
13 PFC Application Administration & Amendments 

Eligibility 
Level 

Project 
Requirement 

Less: 
AlP Grants 

Less: 
Local Funds 

Less: 
Previously Approved 

PFC Amount 

$ 4.50 24,000,000 
$ 4.50 149,000,000 
$ 4.50 150,000,000 
$ 4.50 2,000,000 
$ 4.50 215,000,000 
$ 4.50 5,000,000 
$ 4.50 61,000,000 
$ 4.50 46,250,000 
$ 4.50 27,500,000 
$ 4.50 46,250,000 
$ 4.50 25,000,000 
$ 4.50 70,000,000 
$ 4.50 1,500,000 $ 

$ 822,500,000 $ 

PFC 
Application 

Amount 

24,000,000 
149,000,000 
150,000,000 

2,000,000 
215,000,000 

5,000,000 
61,000,000 
46,250,000 
27,500,000 
46,250,000 
25,000,000 
70,000,000 
1,500,000 

$822,500,000 
Tetal - Application 12-08-C-00-"* 

. Project requirement is for pavement rehabilitation only; total project cost of $440M will include RSA, runway widening & hi-speed taxiways and will utilize additional funding sources. 

Proposed Amendment to PFC Application 0S-05-C-06-*** 

IMPOSE & USE: 

7 Perimeter Security - LGA 

Total - Amendment to PFC Application 05-05-C-06-*' 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 

$ 4.50 38,000,000 10,000,000 28,000,000 

$ 38,000,000 $ 10,000,000 $ 28,000,000 



IBEWHfmmWIWiyOFNY&NJ Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

PFC Collection Schedule 

Collection is expected to begin in June 2012 and estimated to end in June 2017. 

Total increase in PFC collection authority proposed under this application: 

$822,500,000 2011 Draft PFC Application 
$ 28.000.000 Amendment to 2006 PFC Application 
$ 850,500,000 Total 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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EWR, JFK. LGA and SWF Airports 
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1. LGA Runway 4 and Runway 31 Runway Safety 
Area (RSA) Planning, Environmental, and 
Engineering 

TOTAL PFC FUNDS = $24 Mil. 

EWR, JFK. LGA and SWF Airports 

Project Description: 
This project involves the effort to complete the 
planning, engineering design, and environmental 
compliance documentation required to enhance the 
Run\A/ay Safety Areas (RSAs) on the departure ends 
of Runway 4 and Runway 31 for compliance with FAA 
standards. 

Project Justification: 
During the planning phase, design alternatives will be 
explored that would enhance the existing RSAs to 
achieve conformance with current FAA standards. 
Failure to comply with FAA standards could result in 
measures that could reduce capacity and increase 
delays at the airport. The change to RSAs will require 
the FAA to approve a change to LGA's Airport Layout 
Plan, which is a federal action and requires 
environmental compliance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969. 

Project Objective: 
The objective of the project is to complete planning, 
design engineering, and environmental review for 
RSA construction of LGA's Runway 4 and Runway 31 
in compliance with FAA standards. 

10 



mpnRrmmBiRmrQFiW&Nj Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

2. LGA Runway 4 and Runway 31 Runway Safety 
Area (RSA) Construction 

TOTAL PFC FUNDS = $149 Mil. 

Project Description: 
The project will fund the construction of FAA 
compliant RSAs for the departure ends of Runway 
4 and Runway 31. For estimating purposes, it is 
assumed the project may include the use of EMAS, 
alterations to the runway deck, shifting of a runway, 
relocating Restricted Service Roads, and 
modifications to lighting and signage. 

Project Justification: 
Through Congressional mandate, all airports 
certificated under 14 Code of Federal Regulations 
(CFR) Part 139 must comply with the FAA's RSA 
Program by 2015. In compliance with that 
mandate, the RSAs for departure ends of Runway 4 
and Runway 31 will be modified to comply with FAA 
standards. 

Project Objective: 
The objective of this project is to enhance safety 
and comply with the FAA's Runway Safety Area 
Program for Runway 4 and Runway 31 at LGA. 

EWR. JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
11 
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EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 

12 
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1. JFK Rehabilitation of Runway 4L-22R 
Project Description: 
This project is for the rehabilitation of JFK's Runway 
4L-22R pavement. Project components include 
planning, design, management, financing, and 
construction. This will also include upgrading the 
lighting system and runway signage. 

Project Justification: 
Although the asphalt pavement is structurally sound, 
the wearing course is exhibiting signs of age-related 
stress cracking, and the pavement has reached the 
end of its useful life. By rehabilitating the runway 
before more extensive pavement degradation 
occurs, the structural section will not deteriorate, 
thereby eliminating the need for more extensive 
pavement reconstruction. Enhancing lighting and 
signage will enhance airfield safety and efficiency by 
providing air carriers with an additional runway 
options during low-visibility conditions. 

Project Objective: 
The project will preserve the Runway 4L-22R 
pavement in order to avoid a more costly pavement 
reconstruction that would involve significant aircraft 
operational impacts for JFK, other airports in the 
NY/NJ region, and throughout the National Airspace 
System. 

TOTAL PFC FUNDS = $150 Mil 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
13 
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2. JFK Taxiway P Rehabilitation Planning and 
Engineering project Description: 

11TNs project is to conduct the planning and engineering 
for the rehabilitation and widening of Taxiway P. This 
includes examining alternatives for the repair of the 
taxiway's pavement surface as well as selectively 
widening sections of the taxiway to improve efficiency. 

Project Justification: 
Taxiway P is the main feeder for Runway 13R-31L, 
and is critical to that runway's use. The taxiway 
exhibits signs of distress and requires rehabilitation. 
Since 2008, Taxiway P has been recommended for 
repaving and has been temporarily repaired to keep 
the surface safe for operations. Pavement inspections 
have revealed that temporary repairs are no longer 
sufficient to keep the taxiway safe and in service. 
Pavement rehabilitation is required. Widening will be 
incorporated into the planning so the Taxiway will be 
able to accommodate larger Group VI aircraft. 

Project Objective: 
The project objective is to conduct planning and 
engineering for the rehabilitation and widening of 
Taxiway P. Alternatives evaluated will be those that 
would enhance airfield efficiency, reduce delays, and 
provide a rehabilitated pavement surface that could 
accommodate the existing and future aircraft fleet mix. 

TOTAL PFC FUNDS = $2 Mil. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 

14 
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3. JFK Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment & Capacity 
Improvements Project 

TOTAL RFC FUNDS = $215 Mil. 

EWR, JFK. LGA and SWF Airports 

Project Description: 
This project is part of a larger Terminal 3 & 4 
Redevelopment program. Project components 
proposed for RFC funding are the Terminal 3 airside 
and building demolition; the Terminal 3 site 
remediation; site preparation, paving, and utility 
capping/relocations; and taxi lanes, throats, and throat 
extensions. The site will be used for up to 16 
hardstand aircraft parking positions. 

Project Justification: 
Terminal 3's outdated structure and airfield is 
constraining the capacity of the airport. The terminal 
was designed to accommodate smaller aircraft than 
those primarily used by air carriers presently. The 
terminal cannot accommodate current demands of the 
TSA and Customs and Border patrol without severely 
compromising passenger circulation. Hardstand 
parking would result in reductions in overall congestion 
on taxiways and ramps, and provide closely located 
and accessible parking positions for waiting aircraft. 

Project Objective: 
The project will provide more efficient access to the 
OTA through taxi lane and taxiway connection 
improvements, and the construction of additional 
hardstand parking in place of Terminal 3. 
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1. EWR Delay Reduction Phase II - Planning and 
EnginGGring project Description: 

® This project is Phase II of a Delay Reduction 
Program at the Airport to enhance capacity and 
reduce delays that will complete preliminary 
engineering, airfield modeling, environmental 
permitting, and benefit/cost analysis for the 
proposed construction of End Around Taxiways 
(EAT) that will serve Runways 22L and 22R. 

Project Justification: 
Average delay continues to increase at EWR and in 
2010, the Airport was considered the 6th most 
delayed airport in the nation. In response to this 
situation, the Port Authority will undertake this study 
to further serve its goal of reducing delays by 
addressing key issues associated with the expected 
benefits of constructing EAT on Runways 22L and 
22R. 

Project Objective: 
The objective of the project is to perform 
preliminary planning and an engineering study and 
design, benefit/cost analysis, environmental 
permitting, and airfield modeling that will validate 
the delay reduction benefit of constructing the EAT 
on Runways 22R and 22L. 

TOTAL PFC FUNDS = $5 Mil. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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2. EWR Delay Reduction Phase II - Construction 
Project Description: 
This project is Phase II of a Delay Reduction 
Program at the Airport to enhance capacity and 
reduce delays, and will construct End Around 
Taxiways (EAT) that will serve Runways 22L and 
22R. These taxiways will be constructed around the 
ends of the runways in order to allow aircraft to taxi 
without interfering with runway operations. 

Project Justification: 
Average delay continues to increase at EWR and in 
2010, the Airport was considered the 6th most 
delayed airport in the nation. Anticipating that the 
results of the companion project (Delay Reduction 
Planning and Engineering) will find that the 
construction of the EAT would produce a delay 
reduction benefit, the Port Authority will 
subsequently move forward with advanced design 
and conduct final engineering and construction of 
the project. 

TOTAL PFC FUNDS = $61 Mil 
Project Objective: 
The objective of the project is to enhance airfield 
capacity and reduce delays at the Airport by 
constructing the EAT on Runways 22L and 22R. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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3. EWR Runway 4R-22L Rehabilitation 
Project Description: 
This project is the planning, design, and 
construction of pavement rehabilitation of Runway 
4R-22L as well as associated drainage, lighting, 
airfield signage, and marking improvements. It also 
includes planning, engineering, and construction of 
the intersection/stubs of associated taxiway exits, 
including new high-speed taxiway exits. 

Project Justification: 
Runway 4R-22L is one of the primary runways at 
EWR. The wearing course of the runway is 
exhibiting signs of age-related stress cracking. 
Rehabilitation is vital to ensure the continued safe 
and efficient operation of aircraft at EWR. 
Pavement inspections revealed that the runway 
pavement requires rehabilitation before major 
structural repairs would be necessary. 

Project Objective: 
The objective of the project is to preserve the 
runway and taxiway pavement to avoid more costly 
pavement reconstruction. The project would also 
enhance operational capacity by constructing 
sections of new high-speed taxiways that reduce 
congestion and delays. 

TOTAL PFC FUNDS = $46.25 Mil. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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4. EWR Taxiway P Rehabilitation including High-
Speed Taxiways 

Project Description: 
This project includes the planning, design, and 
construction of high-speed taxiways that will 
connect Taxiway P to Runways 4L-22R and 4R-
22L, and the rehabilitation of Taxiway P. 

Project Justification: 
The rehabilitation of Taxiway P will ensure 
continued safe and efficient operations by 
preventing further degradation of its pavement. By 
creating and improving high-speed taxiways, the 
Airport will achieve enhanced arrival capability and 
delay reduction. Aircraft will leave the runway at 
higher speeds and vacate the runway for other 
aircraft to land or depart in a shorter span of time. 

Project Objective: 
The objective of the project is to preserve the 
taxiway pavement of Taxiway P in order to avoid a 
more costly pavement reconstruction. In addition, 
the objective of constructing the high-speed 
taxiways is to enhance operational capacity of the 
Airport and reduce congestion and delays. 

TOTAL PFC FUNDS = $27.5 Mil. 

EWR. JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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5. EWR Runway 4L-22R Rehabilitation 
Project Description: 
This project Is the planning, design, and 
construction of pavement rehabilitation of Runway 
4L-22R as well as associated drainage, lighting, 
airfield signage, and marking improvements. It also 
includes planning, engineering and construction of 
the intersection/stubs of associated taxiway exits, 
including new high-speed taxiway exits, which will 
ultimately connect to Taxiway P. 

Project Justification: 
Runway 4L-22R is one of the primary runways at 
EWR. The wearing course of the runway is 
exhibiting signs of age-related stress cracking. 
Rehabilitation is vital to ensure the continued safe 
and efficient operation of aircraft at EWR. 
Pavement inspections revealed that the runway 
pavement requires rehabilitation before major 
structural repairs would be necessary. 

Project Objective: 
The objective of the project is to preserve the 
runway and taxiway pavement to avoid more costly 
pavement reconstruction. The project would also 
enhance operational capacity by constructing 
sections of new high-speed taxiways that reduce 
congestion and delays. 

TOTAL PFC FUNDS = $46.25 Mil. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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6. EWR Runway 11 RSA & Relocation of Brewster Rd 
Project Description: 
This project will install an Engineered Material 
Arresting System (EMAS) bed in the RSA or 
the Runway 11 departure overrun. This 
installation requires relocating a portion of 
Brewster Road and modifying taxiways at the 
end of the runway. 

Project Justification: 
Through Congressional mandate, all airports 
certificated under 14 Code of Federal 
Regulations (CFR) Part 139 must comply with 
the FAA's RSA Program by 2015. After review 
of various methods of achieving an FAA 
compliant RSA, it was determined that the 
most viable alternative was to utilize EMAS, 
requiring road and taxiway relocations. 
Developing an RSA system within the existing 
property boundary would have reduced the 
runway's length and negatively impacted 
operational capacity. 

Project Objective: 
The project will install an EMAS bed in order to 
comply with the Congressional mandate and 
the FAA's RSA standards. 

TOTAL PFC FUNDS = $25 Mil. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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7. EWR Electrical Distribution and Substation 
Improvements 

TOTAL RFC FUNDS = $70 Mil. 

EWR, JFK. LGA and SWF Airports 

Project Description: 
The project is for a facility-wide modernization of the 
electrical distribution system in order to restore 
reliable electrical service at the Airport. This includes 
replacing and rehabilitating substations, 
transmission lines, transformers, monitoring devices, 
and system security. These facilitate electrical 
service to terminals, the airfield. Air Traffic Control 
Tower, air cargo complex. Central Heating and 
Refrigeration Plant, and the maintenance facility. 

Project Justification: 
The existing electrical distribution system was 
installed in 1973 and has exceeded its design life. 
Due to the age of the existing equipment, servicing 
and maintenance has been difficult. Also there have 
been several outages and power interruptions at 
peak times when electrical usage was critical. 

Project Objective: 
This project will modernize the electrical distribution 
system to accommodate the electrical load of a 
modern airport and terminal complex. The objective 
of this project is to provide uninterrupted power 
supply and emergency generation through 
rehabilitation and expansion of the existing 
distribution system. 
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2011 PFC Application for John F. Kennedy, 
LaGuardia, Newark Liberty and Stewart Airports 
Project Description: 
The Port Authority's Capital Plan and Budget includes a host of eligible projects that the Port Authority is 
seeking to finance using PFC revenues that are subject to the preparation and FAA approval of a PFC 
Application. Port Authority staff and consultants will prepare the financial plan based on enplaned passenger 
and associated PFC revenue projects. In addition, the Port Authority is required to perform ongoing oversight 
of the PFC program. Costs associated with developing an application and administering the Port Authority's 
PFC Program are included in this project. 

Project Justification: 
The FAA guidelines require development of an application concerning projects proposed under the PFC 
program. The services performed under the PFC Programming and Administration project provide necessary 
support to the PFC collection and reporting process as well as to the administration and management of other 
projects in the PFC application. 

Project Objective: 
This project will assure compliance and monitoring of the proposed PFC projects included in the 2011 PFC 
Application. The proposed projects included in this PFC application, in turn promote safety of operations and 
provide improvements in security and overall operations efficiency of Port Authority's Airports. 

I 
TOTAL PFC FUNDS = $1.5 Mil. 

EWR, JFK. LGA and SWF Airports 
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2. LGA Perimeter Intrusion Detection System 
(RIDS)- Amended 

ORIGINAL RFC FUNDS = $10 Mil. (2006 Application) 

AMENDMENT = $28 Mil. (2011 Amendment) 

TOTAL RFC FUNDS = $38 Mil. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 

Project Description: 
The original project was to enhance perimeter and 
airport operations area security through the design, 
purchase, and installation of security design and 
infrastructure. The amendment is required due to 
increased project costs resulting from the 
introduction of new elements and cost escalation of 
the security system's infrastructup installation. The 
original design did not include th6 development of 
infrastructure to support sensors and equipment of 
the landside areas of the airport. Also, since 2006, 
the design has been refined and expanded to 
address operational and regulatory changes that 
have arisen over the last 5 years. 

Project Justification: 
It is important to enhance the security posture of 
LGA, and improvements will aid security personnel 
in thwarting unauthorized access to secure areas of 
the Airport. Enhancements will also enable staff to 
more quickly evaluate security incidents. 

Project Objective: 
The objective of this project is to enhance security 
at the airport while minimizing exposure of airline 
and airport operations to criminal and terrorist 
threats. 
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Reminder: Important 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 for Aviation Policy 
Port Authority of NY & NJ 
Aviation Department 
225 Park Avenue South, 9th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 
E-mail: Dassenaerfacilitvcharqe@panvni.qov 

Airline Comments Due back to Port Authority - January 17, 2012 
Anticipated PFC Application Submittal to FAA by Port Authority - January 25, 2012 
Anticipated PFC Application Approval - April 2012 
Anticipated PFC Collection Begins - June 2012 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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Pgssenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY & N J 

Newark Liberty International Airport 
Noveoibor 29,1:00 poi 

M66tiog Not69 

On October 28, 2011, in accordance with 14 CFR Part 158 Section 158.23, the Port Authority notified the domestic air 

carriers and foreign air carriers operating at JFK, EWR, LGA and SWF airports that the Port Authority intended to submit 

an application to the FAA requesting authority to impose and use RFC revenue to fund airfield, landside and security 

capital development projects at EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF. Attached to the notice was the draft application for their 

review. 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 1:00 pm, November 29, 2011, Port Authority staff met with the airlines that elected to attend the consultation 

meeting in the General Manager's Conference Room, Building 1 at EWR. Ms. Patty Clark (Port Authority) opened the 

meeting by welcoming the airline representatives and other participants. Ms. Clark explained the format of the 

presentation and provided information on the RFC Program requirements and relationship to AlP, as well as on the RFC 

collection schedule. Copies of the slides were distributed to the meeting attendees to follow along with the 

presentation. Mr. James Heitmann (Port Authority) and Mr. Jim Steven (Port Authority) then presented a detailed 
overview of the projects included in the RFC Application. 

The following details the questions and comments made by the airlines along with the Port Authority's responses. 

1. Airline Representative Question 
Continental/United 

• How are the passenger forecasts calculated in order to determine collections? 

Port Authority Response 

• Long-term forecasts are created using a fixed growth rate (approximately 1.7% for JFK, 2.2% for EWR and 2.1% 

for LGA). Forecasts are updated on an annual basis by the Port Authority and reviewed and approved by the 
FAA. 

2. Airline Representative Question 
Continental/United 

• Please provide clarification regarding the use of the handstand parking related to the Terminal 3 Site 
Redevelopment and Capacity Improvements Project. 

Port Authority Response 

• Delta and its affiliates would have full-time preferential use of 13 of the anticipated 16 hardstand positions. 

Three of the hardstand positions would be made available for common use as part of the airport's metering 

program or in SWAP or IROPS situations. Any positions not being used by Delta or its affiliates will be made 

available to other carriers (with first priority given to Terminal 4 carriers) by the Terminal 3 Hardstand Manager. 

EWR Airline Consultation Meeting Attachment C - Air Carrier Consultation Information 
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3. Airline Representative Question 
• How much of the cost of the T3 Site Development is going towards demolition of the existing terminal? Can you 

provide a breakdown of the costs by project element? 

Port Authority Response 
• Mr. Steven referred the airline representative to the draft Attachment B for the project that was provided to the 

airlines as part of the consultation meeting notice for a full project cost breakdown by element. He then stated 

that the demolition cost associated with the T3 Site Development project was approximately $45 million. 

4. Airline Representative Question 
• What is the useful life of the new system components related to the EWR Electrical Distribution and Substation 

Improvements? 

Port Authority Response 
• Mr. Heitmann stated that, depending on the specific equipment, the useful life would be between 18 and 

22 years. 

EWR Airline Consultation Meeting ^chment C - Air Carrier Consultation Information 
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John F. Kennedy International Airport and LaGuardia Airport 
D6C60ib66 14th, 11:00 am 

Meetiog Notes 

On October 28, 2011, in accordance with 14 CFR Part 158 Section 158.23, the Port Aothority notified the domestic air 

carriers and foreign air carriers operating at JFK, EWR, LGA and SWF airports that the Port Authority intended 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, LGA and SWF. Attached to the notice was the draft application for their 

review. 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 11:00 am, December 14'\ 2011, Port Authority staff met with the airlines that elected to attend the consultation 

meeting at Building 14, 3"* Floor Conference Room E at JFK. Ms. Patty Clark (Port Authority) opened the meeting by 

welcoming the airline representatives and other participants. Ms. Clark explained the format of the presentation and 

provided information on the PFC Program requirements and relationship to AlP, as well as on the PFC collection 

schedule. Copies of the slides were distributed to the meeting attendees to follow along with the presentation. Mr. Jim 

Steven (Port Authority) then presented a detailed overview of the projects included in the PFC Application. 

The following details the questions and comments made by the airlines along with the Port Authority's responses. 

1. Airline Representative Question 

• What is happening to Terminal 3 during the Terminal 3 Redevelopment and Capacity Improvements Project? 

Port Authority Response 

• The terminal would be demolished and would not be replaced. The site would be used for aircraft hardstand 
parking. 

2. Airline Representative Question 

• How many of the 16 aircraft spots created as part of the Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment and Capacity 
Improvements Project will be designated preferential use for Delta? 

Port Authority Response 

• Delta and its affiliates will have full-time preferential use of 13 of the anticipated 16 hardstand positions. Three 

of the hardstand positions were identified in TAAM as open for other use and will be made available for 

common use as part of the airport's metering program or in SWAP or IROPS situations. Any positions not being 

used by Delta or its affiliates will be made available to other carriers (with first priority given to Terminal 4 
carriers) by the Terminal 3 Hardstand Manager. 

JFK and LGA Airline Consultation Meeting Attachment C - Air Carrier Consultation Information 
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3. Airline Representative Question 
• Related to the Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment and Capacity Improvements Project, how/ will commuter 

operations use the spots? 

Port Authority Response 

• The operation and management of these spots has not yet been developed. Ultimately, we have identified a 

layout that can accommodate 16 spaces, and we will be determining the best use for those. The hardstands on 

the T3 Site will be available to Delta Air Lines and its affiliate carriers on a preferential use basis in accordance 

with the terms of the T3 Site Permit between Delta Air Lines and the Port Authority. The Permit requires that 

any positions not being used by Delta Air Lines or its affiliate carriers under its preferential rights will be made 

available to other carriers by the Terminal 3 Hardstand Manager. The Port Authority, the appointed T3 

Hardstand Manager, and Delta Air Lines are currently developing a management plan that will dictate the 

specific procedures to be followed in determining how each position will be utilized; the working group will 

provide regular updates to and solicit input from the air carriers on the management plan as it advances. 

4. Airline Representative Question (Similar to Question #3 above) 
• Related to the Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment and Capacity Improvements Project, how will Delta make those 

available? 

Port Authority Response (Same response to Question #3 above) 

• The operation and management of these spots has not yet been developed. Ultimately, we have identified a 

layout that can accommodate 16 spaces, and we will be determining the best use for those. The hardstands on 

the T3 Site will be available to Delta Air Lines and its affiliate carriers on a preferential use basis in accordance 

with the terms of the T3 Site Permit between Delta Air Lines and the Port Authority. The Permit requires that 

any positions not being used by Delta Air Lines or its affiliate carriers under its preferential rights will be made 

available to other carriers by the Terminal 3 Hardstand Manager. The Port Authority, the appointed T3 

Hardstand Manager, and Delta Air Lines are currently developing a management plan that will dictate the 

specific procedures to be followed in determining how each position will be utilized; the working group will 

provide regular updates to and solicit input from the air carriers on the management plan as it advances. 

5. Airline Representative Question 
• Related to the Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment and Capacity Improvements Project, the benefit to the 

community seems to be those three spots. We are making more space to allow Delta to improve their 

efficiency, which will improve the airport's efficiency. I am not sure of the practicality of the spots as being ah 

airport-wide benefit. 

Port Authority Response 

• The TAAM modeling demonstrates the benefit to the entire airport. The hardstand parking spots reduce taxi 

and towing times, and are a benefit to the entire airport. 

JFK and LGA Airline Consultation Meeting Attachment C-Air Carrier Consultation Information 
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6. Airline Repr696nt9tiv6 Question 

• Related to the Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment and Capacity Improvements Project, JAL asked whether the Port 

Authority would help design its ramp at Terminal 1. JAL continued, saying that JAL manages its airline 

operations within its constrained space while Delta is given more space at the airport to make its operations 
more efficient. 

Port Authority Response 

• The Port Authority has spoken about improvements at Terminal 2. The last improvement at the airport was to 

accommodate larger aircraft and a lot of airlines objected to that. The throat work for this project will benefit 
Terminal 1 by allowing additional access to the Terminal 1 parking area. 

7. Airline Representative Question 

• Related to the Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment and Capacity Improvements Project, it seems to benefit only 

Delta and the rest of the airlines are buying them more space. The TAAM modeling aside, I don't see the three 

spots as truly available and other airlines would only see that as a marginal benefit. 

Port Authority Response 

• There will be three spots available for common use as part of the airport's metering program or in SWAP (Severe 

Weather Avoidance Plan) or IROPS (Irregular Operations) situations if the site is configured for 16 hardstand 

positions. The total number of spots may vary depending on final design and configuration of the site as well as 
the size of aircraft using the hardstands. 

JFK and LGA Airline Consultation Meeting Attachment C - Air Carrier Consultation information 
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SECTION 5 

PFC Application Pubic Notice 
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Public Notice of 
Passenger Facility Charge Application 

The Public Notice for the RFC Application was posted on the Port Authority's website at the following 
link: 

• Airport Link: http://www.panvni.gov/airports/ 

The notice was posted on the above website on October 28*\ 2011 with a link to the draft application. 
For each project, the public notice provided a description, justification, cost estimates and RFC level, 
estimated total RFC level, proposed charge effective date and charge expiration date, estimated total 
RFC revenue to be collected, and name and contact information for the person to whom comments 
should be sent. 

The notice specified that comments would be received until January ly"* 2012. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports Section 5 - RFC Application Public Notice 
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ATTACHMENT D 

Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 

EWR, JFK, and LGA Airports Attachment D - Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 
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Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 
from the Passenger Facility Charge Collection 

The Port Authority is requesting that certain airlines be exempt from the requirements to collect PFCs. These airlines are 
included in the distinct operational category known as, "Non-Scheduled / On-Demand Carriers" (ATCO). The airlines in 
this category represent a very small portion of the total passenger enplanements for each airport. It is believed that the 
minimal PFC revenues to be collected from these carriers do not justify the administrative burden that would be 
imposed on the carriers and the airport in collection and accounting for the revenues. The Air Carrier Activity 
Information Systern (ACAIS) provides total enplanements for each carrier operating at EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF. This list 
has been updated using ACAIS 2010. The carriers included in this class described above represent passenger 
enplanements of less than 1% of the total passenger enplanements for each airport, and are shown in the following 
tables: 

EWR 
Air Carriers 

Annual 
Enplanements 

LGA 
Air Carriers 

Annual 
Enplanements 

Aero Jet Services 
LLC 1 Aero Jet Services LLC 2 Aero Jet Services 
LLC 1 

Fairwind Air Charter 
(formerly Executive Air 
Charter of Boca Raton) 

1 Fairwind Air Charter 
(formerly Executive 
Air Charter of Boca 
Raton) 

37 

Fairwind Air Charter 
(formerly Executive Air 
Charter of Boca Raton) 

1 Fairwind Air Charter 
(formerly Executive 
Air Charter of Boca 
Raton) 

37 
Jet Solutions LLC 70 

Jet Solutions LLC 36 L J Associates, Inc. 110 

Meridian Air Group, 
Inc. 4 

Meridian Air Group, Inc. 1 Meridian Air Group, 
Inc. 4 

Priester Aviation, LLC 5 
Priester Aviation, LLC 8 

Reliant Air Charter, Inc. 5 Reliant Air Charter, 
Inc. 1 

Reliant Air Charter, Inc. 5 Reliant Air Charter, 
Inc. 1 Seneca Flight 

Operations 1 
Seneca Flight 
Operations 2 

Seneca Flight 
Operations 1 

Seneca Flight 
Operations 2 USAirports Air Charters 4 

Total Enplanements 89 Total Enplanements 199 

Percent of Total 
Airport Enplanements 0.0005% 

Percent of Total Airport 
Enplanements 0.0016% 

JFK 
Air Carriers 

Annual 
Enplanements 

Aero Jet Services 
LLC 1 

Air.Lexington, Inc. 8 

AirDialog LLC 7 

Averitt Air, Inc. 2 

Blue Bell Air LLC 10 
Crow Executive Air, 
Inc. 8 

Fairwind Air Charter 
(formerly Executive 
Air Charter of Boca 
Raton) 

2 

Jet Solutions LLC 52 
Maine Instrument 
Flight 5 

Priester Aviation, LLC 10 
Reliant Air Charter, 
Inc. 10 

Seneca Flight 
Operations 6 

Wall Street 
Helicopters 11 

Wellsville Flying 
Service, Inc. 3 

Total Enplanements 135 

Percent of Total 
Airport Enplanements 0.0005% 

EWR, JFK, and LGA Airports Attachment D - Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 



SWF Annual 
Air Carriers Enpianements 

Aero Jet Services LLC 2 

AMAV, Inc. 9 
DAE Aviation Enterprises Corp 26 
Fairwind Air Charter (Executive Air 3 
Charter of Boca Raton) 
Jet Solutions LLC 2 

Reliant Air Charter, Inc. 1 

Seneca Flight Operations 3 

Total Enpianements 46 

Percent of Total Airport Enpianements' 0:02% 

THE PORTAUTHORITV OF NY&NJ 

EWRJFK, andLGA Airports Attachment D - Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 



Pgssenger Facility Charge Amendment Appiication THE PORT AlflHORITY OF NY & N J 

ATTACHMENT E 

Alternative Uses/Projects 

EWR, JFK, and LGA Airports Attachment E-Alternative Uses/Projects 
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Not Applicable 

EWRJFK, and LGA Airports Attachment E-Alternative Uses/Projects 
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ATTACHMENT F 

Competition Plan/Update 

EWR, JFK, and LGA Airports Attachment F - Competition Plan/Update 
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Not Applicable 

EWR, JFK, and LGA Airports Attachment F - Competition Plan/ Update 
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ATTACHMENT G 

ALP/Airspace/Environmental 

EWR, JFK and LGA Airports Attachment G - ALP/Airspace/Environmental 





ATTACHMENT G: AIRPORT LAYOUT PLAN (ALP), AIR8PACE, AND 
ENVIRONMENTAL FINDING8 

ALL PR0JECT8 FOR WHICH IMPOSE AND USE OR USE AUTHORITY IS REQUESTED IN THE 
APPLICATION MUST BE LISTED UNDER EACH TYPE OF FINDING BELOW. 

PFC Applicgtion Number: 
».«B*«,B**.B*«BB***.**B*BB*«**BB*B*BBB.«BB«*BB*BB**««*B***B**BB**BBBBB**B*BBBBB*B.»*B«*B*BB**BBB»B*B«*BBBBBBB*BBB 

I. ALP Findings 
1. Currsnt ALP spprovgl d9te; N/A 

List proposed project(s) shown on this ALP: 
• Perimeter 8ecurity Project - Februery 2005 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to be shown on gn ALP: 

BBBBBpQp USE******"*************BB*««B**BBBB««**B**B«*BBB*B«*.««B**BB**B*BBB*«*BBB«BBB*BBBB*««BBBBB«B«** 

Public agency Information confirmed7 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. 
BBBB..««**B**«««BB*B*BBB*«««**B*B**B«**BB*B««B****.««MB**BB«***B**BB«BMB*BB*«*BBB*BB«**BBBB«..BB*BB**B*B**««*BB*B 

II. Airspgce Findings 
1. FAA Airspsce finding dgte: N/A (repeat as necessary) 

List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 
• Perimeter Security Project - Februgry 2005 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to hgve gn girspsce determingtion: 

TOR FAA USE ************** 

Public agency information confirmed7 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 nonconcun^ance below. 
***************************************** ************#********#*********#***********************^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^ 

III. Environmentel Findings 

1. List proposed project(s) which ere categorically excluded from the 
requirement for formal environmental review: 
Perimeter Security Project 

• LGA Interim Security Fencing, Buoys, and Piles 04/06/04 

2. Date of FAA Finding of No Significant Impact: N/A (repeat as necessary) 
List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 

3. Date of FAA environmental record of decision: N/A (repeat as necessary) 
List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 

*****PQP (J5£********************************************************************************************* 
Public agency information confirmed7 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. 
***************** **************** 



Applicgtion Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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ATTACHMENT H 

Notice of Intent Project Information 

EWR, JFK, and LGA SWF Airports Attachment H - Notice of Intent Project Information 
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Not Applicable 

EWR, JFK, and LGA Airports Attachment H - Notice of Intent Project Information 
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ATTACHMENT I 

Additional Information 

EWR, JFK, and LGA Airports Attachment I - Additional Information 
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ATTACHMENT I 

Additional Information 

SECTION 1 - Port Authority Board Resolution 

SECTION 2 - RFC Estimated Collection Schedule 

SECTION 3 - RFC Estimated Collection Rebalance 
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SECTION 1 

Port Authority Board Resolution 

Attachment I-Additional Information Section 1 - Port Authority Board Resolution 
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MINUTES of the Meeting of The Port Authority of New York end New Jers^ held Thursday, 
July 28,2011 at 225 Park Avenue South, City, County and State of New York 

PRESENT: 
NEW JERSEY NEW YORK 

Hon. David Samson, Chairman Hon. H. Sidney Holmes m 
Hon. Virginia S. Bauer Hon. Jeffrey H. Lynford 
Hon. Raymond M: Pocino Hon. Jef&ey A. Moerdler 
Hon. Anthony J. Sartor Hon. Scott H. Rechler 
Hon. William P. Schuber 
Hon. David S. Steiner 

Christopher 0. Ward, Executive Director 
William Baroni, Jr., Deputy Executive Director 
Darrell 8. Buchbinder, General Counsel 
Karen E. Eastman, Secretary 

Susan M. Baer, Director, Aviation 
Ernesto L. Butcher, Chief Operating Officer 
Steven J. Coleman, Assistant Director, Media Relations 
Michael P. DePallo, Director, Rail Ti-ansit 
Gretchen P. DIMarco, Special Assistant to the Deputy Executive Director 
John J. Drohny, Director, Security Projects, Chief Operating Office 
Michael G. Fabiano, Chief Financial Officer 
Michael A. Fedorko, Director, Public Safety/Superintendent of Police 
Michael B. Francois, Chief, Real Estate and Development 
Richard Friedman, Manager, Special Projects, Office of Environmental and Energy Progi-ams 
Glenn P. Guzi, Senior External Affairs Representative, Government and Community Affairs 
Linda C. Handel, Deputy Secretary 
Andrew T. Hawthorne, Director, Marketing 
Mark D. Hoffer, Director, New Port Initiatives, Port Commerce 
Kara E. Hughes, Senior External Relations Client Manager, Government and Community Affairs 
Howard G. Kadin, Esq., Law 
James A. Keane, General Manager, Inspection and Safety-Risk Management, Operations Services 
Kirby King, Director, Technology Services 
Louis J. LaCapra, Chief Administrative Officer 
Cristina M. Lado, Director, Government and Community Affairs, New Jersey 
Conor Lanz, Special Assistant to the Executive Director 
Richard M. Larrabee, Director, Port Commerce 
Jamie E. Loftus, Chief, Public and Government Affairs 
Stephen Marinko, Esq., Law 
Ronald Marsico, Assistant Director, Media Relations 
Daniel G. McCarron, Comptroller 
James E. McCoy, Manager, Board Management Support, Office of the Secretary -
Patrick O'Reilly, Advisor to the Chairman 
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Paul A. Pietxopaolo, Corporate Information Security Officer, Office of the Secretary 
Monilca A. Radkowska, Principal Board Management and Support Specialist, Office of the 

oSeS^mos, External Relations Client Manager, (^vernment and Community Affairs 
Brian W. Simon, Director, Government and Community Affairs, l^Iew York 
Timothy G. Stickelman, Assistant General Counsel 
Gerald B. Stoughton, Director, Financial Analysis 
Robert A. Sudman, Director, Audit 
Ralph Tragale, Assistant Director, Public Affairs, Aviation 
David B. Tweedy, Chief, Capital Programs 
Lillian D. Valenti, Director, Procurement 
Sheree Van Duyne, Manager, Policies and Protocol, Office of the Secretary 
Philippe Visser, Director, World Trade Center Redevelopment 
Andrew S. Warshaw, Chief of Staff to the Executive Director 
David M. Wildstein, Director, Interagency Capital Projects, Office of the Deputy Executive 

Director . 
William Young, Client Manager, Government and Community Affairs 
Peter J. Zipf, Chief Engineer 

Johanna Jones, Assistant Counsel, Authorities Unit, Office of the Governor of New Jersey 

Speakers: 
Murray Bodin, Member of the Public 
Margaret Donovan, Twin Towers Alliance 
Richard Hughes, Twin Towers Alliance 
John Francis McNeece, Jr., Member of the Public 
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JOHN F. KENNEDY mXERNATIONAL, NEWARK LIBERTY INTERNATIONAL, 
STEWART INTERNATIONAL AND LAGUARDIA AIRPORTS 
AUTHORIZATION TO SUBMIT ADDITIONAL PROJECTS AS PART OF THE 
APPLICATION TO THE FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION TO 
EXTEND COLLECTION AND USE OF PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGES 

18 was recom6neoded 8ha8 8he Board au8horize 8he Execu8ive Direc8or 8o subrak ao 
applica8ioo 8o 8he Federal Avia8ion Adminis8ra8ion (FAA): (1) for an ex8ension of 8he Por8 
Au8hori8y's ao8hori8y 8o impose and ose 8he curren8 $4.50 Passenger Facili8y Charge (PFC) a8 
John F. Kennedy In8ema8ional Airport (JFK), Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), 
Stewart International Airport (SWF) and LaGuardia Airport (LGA); and (2) to fund certain new 
and necessary projects, in a total amount of up to $635.5 million, that will enhance airelde 
capacity and reduce delays, improve safety and security, and improve airside infrastructure at 
JFK, EWR and LGA, and to thereby extend the authority to collect PFCs through the fourth 
quarter of 2016 and extend the imposition of PFCs to a total amount of approximately 
$4.08 billion. Together with authority previously granted to the Executive Director to apply for 
the collection and use of up to $215 million in PFCs for a project for the demolition of JFK 
Terminal 3 and the construction of an aircraft parking area, the application to the FAA for the 
collection and use of PFCs would he in a total amount of up to $850.5 million. 

Pursuant to the Aviation Safety and Capacity Expansion Act of 1990 and the Wendell H. 
Ford Aviation Investment and Reform Action for the 21st Century (AIR-21), the Port Authority 
has the authority to impose a PFC of $4.50 per departing passenger and to use the proceeds to 
fund eligible airport-related projects meeting specified criteria, after approval of applicatiotts to 
the FAA. Projects funded through PFCs have included JFK Access/AirTrain, EWR AirTrain 
Northeast Con idor Extension, EWR Landside Access, and a variety of airside capacity, terminal 
capacity, and security projects at EWR, JFK, and LGA, as well as the purchase of snow removal 
equipment for use at SWF. 

Since 1992, the Port Authority has been granted FAA approval for the collection of PFCs 
totaling $3.2 billion for projects at JFK, LGA and EWR. On May 17, 2010, the FAA approved 
an application submitted by the Port Authority to add SWF as part of the Port Authority's PFC 
collection authority, and for an extension of the authority to impose and to use PFCs at JFK, 
EWR, SWF and LGA at the current rate to fund new projects with a total value of approximately 
$573 million, and to extend the collection authority through the third quarter of 2012. 

On August 5, 2010, the Committee on Operations, acting for and on behalf of the Board 
pursuant to delegated authority, authorized the Executive Director to submit an application for 
the collection and use of up to $215 million in PFCs to reimburse Delta Air Lines, Inc. for 
designated project costs related to the demolition of Terminal 3 at JFK and the construction of an 
aircraft parking area. The application to the FAA in connection with which authorization is 
being requested via this action would include the JFK Terminal 3 project, as authorized in 
August 2010. 

The 15 new and necessary projects to be funded via PFCs under this proposed application 
to the FAA include: planning costs for the reconstruction, widening and extension of Runway 4L 
and costs associated with the rehabilitation of Taxiway P at JFK, in an amount of $152 million; 
the modification of Runways 4 and 31 to accommodate FAA runway safety area requirements at 
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LGA in an amount of $173 million; and various improvements at EWR, including aircraft delay 
reduction initiatives, the rehabilitation of Runways 4R and 4L and Taxiway P, runway safety 
area improvements for Runway 11 and electrical improvements that support building and 
aeronautical operations, in a total amount of $281 million. The proposed application also wo.ulc^. 
amend the application with respect to a previously approved project, to provide for an additional 
$28 million for the installation of a Perimeter Intrusion Detection System at LGA and 
$1.5 million for costs associated with the preparation and administration of the PFC application. 

Pursuant to the foregoing report, the Board adopted the following resolution, with 
Commissioners Bauer, Holmes, Lynford, Moerdler, Pocino, Rechler, Samson. Sartor, Schuber 
and Steiner voting in favor. General Counsel confirmed that sufficient affirmative votes were 
cast for the action to be taken, a quorum of the Board being present. 

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: (1) for an extension of the Port Authority's autho3ty to 
impose and use a Passenger Facility Charge (PFC), at a rate of $4.50 per enplaned 
passenger, at John F. Kennedy International Airport, Newark Liberty International 
Airport, Stewart International Airport and LaGuaidia Airport (LGA); and (2) to fund 
certain new and necessary projects, as described in the foregoing report, and to amend 
the Port Authority's application with respect to a previously approved project for the 
use of PFCs in connection with the implementation of a Perimeter Intrusion Detection 
System at LGA, in a total amount of up to $635.5 million, as described in the 
foregoing report, and thereby to extend the authority to collect PFCs through the 
fourth quarter of 2016 and extend the Imposition of PFCs to a total amount of 
approximately $4.08 billion; and it is further 

RESOLVED, that the form of the foregoing application, amendment or 
other document shall be subject to the approval of General Counsel or his authorized 
representative. 
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SECTION 2 

PFC Estimated Collection Schedule 

Attachment I - Additional Information Section 2 - PFC Estimated Collection Schedule 





Port Authority of New York & New Jersey 

Estimated RFC Revenue Projections 

TTTsar "W "W "Mr 
PFCs 

Collected 
PFCs 

Collected 
PFCs 

Collected 
PFCs 

Collected 
\ • •li ' ' 2> 3> 1> '•' ' 2> • .3> • i> 2> 3> i> 2> , 

Through 9/30/11 $ 2,746,798 
10/1/11-12/31/11 2,746,798 . 4,287 3,816 $ 16,750 5,879 5,527 $ 24,262 3,074 2,951 $ 12,957 64 61 S 266 

2012 2,801,033 17,500 ,15,575 68,374 24,000 22,560 99,038 12,550 12,048 52,891 260 247 1,086 
2013 3,022,423 17,900 15,931 69,937 24,415 22,950 100,751 12,830 12,317 54,071 351 334 1,466 
2014 3,248,647 18,300 16,287 71,500 24,830 23,340 102,463 13,110 12,586 55,251 433 411 1,804 
2015 3,479,665 18,700 16,643 73,063 25,245 23,730 104,176 13,390 12,854 56,431 470 447 1,961 
2016 3,715,296 19,100' 16,999 74,626 25,660 24,120. 105,889 13,670 13,123 57,611 502 477 2,092 
2017 3,955,513 19,500 17,355 33,145 26,075 24,511 44,242 13,950 13,392 21,025 536 509 764 

Proposed Total Collection Authority 

Projected New Collection Expiration Date 

Enplanements S dollars In thousands 
1> Enplanements are based upon PANYNJ's July 2011 Forecast - Moderate Growth Scenario 
2> Percent of enplanements that are PFC-eiiglble assumed as follows: 89% at EWR, 94% at JFK, 96% at LGA, and 95% at SWF 
3> Assumes S4.S0 PFC collection level net of SO.il airline administrative fee 

S 54,235 $ 2,801,033 
221,389 3,022,423 
226,224 3,248,647 
231,018 3,479,665 
235,631 3,715,296 
240,217 3,955,513 
99,176 4,054,689 

$ 4,054,689 

June 2017 
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SECTION 3 

PFC Estimated Collection Rebalance 

Attachment I - Additional information Section 3 - PFC Estimated Collection Rebalance 





Distribution of Collection Authority 

The Port Authority of NY & NJ provides the following pro-rata distribution of the costs of the projects in 
this application to be collected among the imposing airports: 

• 21.24 percent at EWR 

• 51:81 percent at JFK 

• 26.36 percent at LGA 

• 0.59 percent at SWF 



Port Authority of New York & New Jersey 

Estimated PFC Revenue Projections 

(Enplanements & dollars In thousands) 

Year 

Ending 
December 31 

@28 JQ3 
PFC Revenue 

Beginning 
of Period 

PFCs 
Collected 

PFC Revenue 
End of 
Period 

PFC Revenue 
Beginning 
of Period 

1> 2> 3> i> 

Through 2011 5 925,881 
24,191 2012 5 925,881 16,778 15,134 5 66,437 992,318 5 1,109,830 24,191 

2013 992,318 17,054 15,382 67,528 1,059,846 1,209,124 24,639 

2014 1,059,^ 17,452 15,741 69,104 1,128,950 1,310,256 25,307 

2015 1,128,950 17,970 16,209 71,157 1,200,108 1,414,132 26,023 

2016 1,200,108 18,518 16,703 73,327 1,273,435 1,520,946 26,693 

2017 1,273,435 19,054 17,186 75,448 1,348,883 1,630,511 27,297 

PFCs 
Collected 

22,618 S 99,294 
23,037 101,132 
23,662 
24,331 
24,958 
25,522 

103,876 
106,813 
109,565 
112,043 

PFC Revenue 
End of 
Period 

1,109,830 
1,209,124 
1,310,256 
1,414,132 
1,520,946 
1,630,511 
1,742,554 

Existing EWR Collection Authority 5 1,127,299 Existing JFK Collection Authority $ 1,248,474 

Proposed New App Cost Allocation at EWR 21.24% Proposed New App Cost Allocation at JFK 51.81% 

Proposed New EWR Collection Authority 5 1,311,692 Proposed New JFK Collection Authority 5 1,685,688 

July 2017 Proiected JFK Expiration Date June 2017 

Year 
Ending 

December 31 

asa? 
PFC Revenue 

Beginning 
of Period 

PFCs 
Collected 

PFC Revenue 

End of 

Period 

PFC Revenue 
Beginning 
of Period 

PFC Revenue 
PFCs End of • 

Collected Period 

1> 2> 3> 1> 

Through 2011 s 755,755 
242 2012 5 755,755 12,479 11,817 S 51,877 807,632 $ 1,671 242 

2013 807,632 12,676 12,004 52,696 860,328 2,723 281 

2014 860,328 12,847 12,166 53,407 913,736 3,944 307 

2015 913,736 13,027 12,337 54,158 967,893 5,278 332 

2016 967,893 13,196 12,496 54,858 1,022,751 6,721 372 

2017 1,022,751 13,386 12,677 55,650 1,078,401 8,336 412 

240 S 
278 
304 
329 
368 
407 

3> 

1,052 
1,221 
1,334 
1,443 
1,615 
1,788 

Proposed Total New Collection Authority S 4,054,689 

Proposed Overall Expiration Date June 2017 

(Earliest date amang Individual alrparts) 

1,671 
2,723 
3,944 
5,278 
6,721 
8,336 

10,124 

Existing LGA Collection Authority $ 4,415 

Proposed New App Cost Allocation at LGA 26.36% Proposed New App Cost Allocation at SWF 0.59% 

Proposed New LGA Collection Authority $ 1,048,041 Proposed New SWF Collection Authority $ 9,268 

June 2017 Proiected SWF Expiration Date July 2017 

Assumptions 
Collection Authority Allocation (per 05-05) 
Amendment to 05-05 - Perimeter Security LGA 
App 12-08 Requested Collection Authority 

EWR 
34.62% 

$ 28,000 

$ 822,500 

JFK 
39,56% 

LGA 

25.82% 

SWF 

0.00% 

1> Enplanements are based upon PANYNJ's Jan. 2012 Forecast - Moderate Growth Scenaric 
2> Percent of enplanements that are RFC-eligible based on 2011 actuals: 90.2% at EWR, 93.5% at JFK, 94.7% at LGA, and 99.0% at 5WF 

3> Assumes 54.50 PFC collection level net of 50.11 airline administrative fee 
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THE PORTAlTTHORrrYOF NY& NJ 

William R. DeCota 
Director 

January 12, 2009 

Mr. Steve Urlass 
New York Airport Director Office ' 
Federal Aviation Administration 
600 Old Country Road 
Garden City, NY 11530 

Dear Mr. Urlass: 

I am pleased to enclose the application for The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey 
(Port Authority) to 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 improvements that will allow the Port Authority to 
continue to provide world class aviation facilities for the first half of the 21®' century. 

On January 13"*, 2006, the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) approved the Port 
Authority's PFC application to "Impose" and "Use" passenger facility charges for a variety of 
capital improvement projects. The application approved in January 2006, included a total of 26 
projects, of which five projects requested "Impose only" authority. This application requests 
"Use" authority for those five "Impose only" projects included in the January 2006 application. 

The Board of Commissioners of the Port Authority has authorized the Executive Director to 
submit this application for authority to use PFC's based on the application approved by the FAA 
on January 13'\ 2006. 

In accordance with 14 CFR Part 158.23, the Port Authority distributed a notice to Air Carriers 
and Foreign Air Carriers operating at EWR, JFK and LGA notifying them of Port Authority 
plans to submit an application to the FAA requesting authority to use PFC's to fund capital 
development at the Airports for the projects that were previously approved for impose only 
authority in the January 2006 application. The public notice was developed and posted on the 
Port Authority's website for the entire comment period, from December 10^, 2008 to 
January 9"*, 2009. The notification included the following: 

• Description of the projects; 

• PFC dollar level; 

• Charge effective date; and, 

225 Park Avenue South, 9th Floor 
Neiv York, NY 10005 
T: (212) 435-3703 F: (212) 435-3833 

wdecota@panYni.gov 



THE PORTAIirHORITY OF NY& NJ 

• Estimated charge expiration date. 

In addition to posting the public notice on the Port Authority website, a copy of the notice was 
sent directly to the airlines currently collecting and remitting PFC's. A copy of the notice is 
included in Attachment C of the application. One airline provided a response agreeing with the 
projects included in the application and a copy of this comment is included in Attachment C. 

During the preliminary phase of developing this application, The Port Authority has had the 
pleasure of working closely with Mr. Andrew Brooks. His insight and assistance in explaining 
issues key to the FAA review process was instrumental in assisting the Port Authority in 
preparing this application; I am most grateful for his 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. 

Sincerely, 

William R. DeCota 
Director 
Aviation Department 
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Uoral Aviation 
Administration 
U. S. Ospaitnwflt of TranspOftolJon 

0MB Approved 21204)557 

1. Application Type (Check all thai apply) 

r a Impose PFC Cltarges 

P? b. Use PFC Revenue 

[~ c. Amend PFC No. 

PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE (PFC) APPLICATION 

ir. .V7P/*A USE ONLY ' 

Date Received PFC Number 

r, 

"-PART! 
i AlrportjelloUse T^uEn?SgoncyTIarne^33fes5^nKon5cffer9oir 

Agency Name P°rt Authortly of NY and NJ 

Address 225 Parfc Avenue South. 9th Floor 

City, State, ZIP New York. New York 10003 

Conlact Person Ma. Pally Clark. (212) 435-3731 

a. Dale of Written Nollce to Air Carriers: 

December 10th, 2008 Newark Liberty International 
Airport (EWR). John F. 
Kennedy International 
Airport (JFK). LaGuardIa 
Airport (LGA) 

b. Date of Consultation Meeting with Air 
Carriers: 

c. bate of Public Noilce 

December tOlh 2003 

pkkiW 
5. Charges 
a. Airport to Impose 

Imposed In Applications: 

• 05-05-C4)D€WR 
• 05-054>004.GA 
• 05-054:4)0>IFK 

b. Laval c. Total EsUmated PFC 
Revenue by Level 

d. Proposed Effective 
Date: 

April 1.2008 

e. Estimated Expiration 
Date: 

March 1.2011 

a. Airport to Impose 

Imposed In Applications: 

• 05-05-C4)D€WR 
• 05-054>004.GA 
• 05-054:4)0>IFK 

PSI.OO r~$2.00 |X$3.00 
Impose 

Usa $25,000,000 

d. Proposed Effective 
Date: 

April 1.2008 

e. Estimated Expiration 
Date: 

March 1.2011 

a. Airport to Impose 

Imposed In Applications: 

• 05-05-C4)D€WR 
• 05-054>004.GA 
• 05-054:4)0>IFK rS4.00 |)?$4.50 

Impose 

Use S38.000.000 

d. Proposed Effective 
Date: 

April 1.2008 

e. Estimated Expiration 
Date: 

March 1.2011 

PARTI 
1553 

Attache 
lar 

Submltteri with Application Number Document 
Airport Capital Improvement Plan 
Protect Information (Attachment B) 
Air Carrier ConsullaUon and Public Nollce Information 
Request to Exclude Class(es) of Canters 
Alternative Uses/Projects 
Competition Ran/Update 
ALP/Alrspace/Envlron mental 
Notice of Intent Project Information 
AddlUonal Information 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
9 
h. 
I. 

-wr 

T^IBwespeeUoun^F^pplEatlonTTereCycertiyanolBwsr 
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 assurances (Appendix A to Part 158) If the application Is approved; 
For those projects for which approval to use PFC revenue Is requested, all applicable ALP approvals, airspace determlnalions. 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. 47108(1); end 
If required by 49 U.S.C. 40117(d)(4). adequate provision for financing the alrslde needs, including runways, taxiways, aprons, and gates, has 
been made by the public agency. 

a. Typed Name of Authorized Representative 

William R. DeCota 

f. Signature < 

"Grme 
Aviation Director 

d. E-mail Address 
wdecota@panynj.gov 

e. Fax Number 
(212)435-3833 

g. Date Signed 

TS5w5nJHuc1Bi^enB5n5ninHH5nffil!^W^H!!5!^oure^onoBe!3fpnR«nS3o!nonBanSon?^oToll«Wn«!nufG^I!p5r9Re!opme!!nj 
Information li uiod to determine the eligibility end JuitUkaUon of airport development projetti regarding safety, security, or rapacity of the national air transportation system; 
which reduce noise or mitigate noise Impacts resulting from an airport or furnish opportunities for enhanced competition between or among air centers. It Is estimated that It wll 
take approdmaiefy S-ao hours to fill out the application depending on the complexity. The use of the form Is required to obtain FAA approval of 
authority to eoSaet PFC ravamis (49 U.S.(5.40117(e)). No assurance of conlldanllaHty Is nacassary or provldad. It ahould be notad that an agancy may not conduct or 
sponsor, and a parson Is not required to respond to a collectlcn of Intonnatlon unless II displays a currently vaUd OMB control number. The 0MB control number 
associated with this collection of Information Is 21200957. Commanls concerning Uia accuracy of this buidan and suggestions for reducing the burden should be directed 
to the FAA at: 800 Independence Ave. SW. Washington. 00.20591. Attn: Infomtatlon Collections Clearance Ofdcer. AIO-20. 

FAA Form SSOO-1 (34)7) Supersedes Previous Edition 
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THEPORTAimiORrTYOF NY& NJ 
P2ssenger Facility Charge Application 

SECTION 1 

ACIP for Newark Liberty International Airport 

EWR, JFK, and LGA Airports Attachment A - ACIP for Newark Liberty International Airport 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1 .Airport: Newark Liberty International 2.State: New Jersey 3.NPIAS No.: 3-34-0027 4. LOCID: EWR 
5. Project Description & year (By funding year Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 

Total $ 
Environmental: Start Completion 

in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 
Total $ 

status Date Date 
FY 2009 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 29,000 7,250 36,250 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 
T/W FILLET IMPROVEMENTS 4,991 1,664 6,655 Approved Aug-08 Aug-10 
REHAB RUNWAY 11-29 - PHASE III 5,000 4,791 3,264 13,054 Cat Ex May-08 May-09 
REHAB B2 & B3 RAMP 1,890 630 2,520 Initiated Dec-07 Mar-09 
REHAB T/W W & S INTERSECTION 2,962 987 3,949 Initiated Oct-07 Sep-08 
SOUTHERN ACCESS ROADS 72,803 24,268 97,071 Approved Jan-08 Dec-09 
SECURITY - PROTECTION OF TERM. BLDG. 
GLASS 11,137 3,712 14,850 To be initiated Jan-09 Dec-11 
SECURITY - UNMANNED GATES 2,085 695 2,780 To be initiated Dec-08 Sep-09 
RON PARKING (AIRFIELD EXPANSION) -
PFC 7,500 7,500 To be initiated May-01 Jan-08 
IMPROVE PORT ST & N AREA EXIT - PFC 10,000 10,000 Approved Jul-08 Dec-09 
REHAB RUNWAY 4L-22R - PFC 14,527 14,527 Approved Jun-07 Dec-08 
REHAB RUNWAY 4R-22L - PFC 24,373 24,373 Approved Jun-07 Dec-08 

NORTH AREA DRAINAGE UPGRADES - PFC 28,000 28,000 Approved Jan-08 Dec-08 
AIRFIELD EXPANSION - SWITCH HOUSE #1 -
PFC 14,682 14,682 Approved Jan-08 Dec-08 
AIRFIELD EXPANSION - SWITCH HOUSE #3 -
PFC 27,938 27,938 Approved Jan-08 Dec-08 
AIRFIELD EXPANSION - SWITCH HOUSE #2 -
PFC 4,872 4,872 Approved Jan-08 Dec-08 
SECURITY-PERIMETER (PIDS) - PFC 35,836 35,836 Approved 
TERM. A MODERNIZATION & EXPANSION -
PFC 190,000 190,000 To be initiated Jan-09 Dec-10 
MODERNIZATION OF TERMINAL B - PFC 125,000 125,000 Approved Jan-08 Dec-09 
UPGRADE NAVIGATIONAL AIDS RIW 4L, 
22R & 22L - PFC 18,000 18,000 Approved Jan-08 Dec-08 
IMPROVE 11-29 RSA - PFC 10,500 10,500 
VERTICAL CIRCULATION IMPROVE. IN 
TERMINAL A-PFC 29,000 29,000 Approved Jan-07 Deo-09 

ACIP 2009 - 2013 FAA Sent 081211 EWR 1/12/2009 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

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

Environmental: Start Completion 
in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
status Date Date 

FY 2010 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 1,500 375 1,875 N/A Jan-10 Dec-13 
CONSTRUCT RENEWABLE ENERGY 
FACILITIES 13,667 4,556 18,222 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-12 
SECURITY - Fl PC. SUBSTATION 
ENHANCEMENTS 5,325 1,775 7,100 To be initiated Nov-07 Mar-10 
SECURITY - BIOMETRICS 2,903 968 3,871 To be initiated Nov-08 Apr-10 
TERM B & C ROADWAY LIGHTING 1,965 655 2,620 To be initiated Aug-08 Jun-10 
CONSTRUCT HARDSTAND AT BLDG. 1 7,036 2,345 9,381 To be initiated Jul-10 Dec-12 
SOUTHERN ROADWAY ACCESS - PHASE 1 4,914 1,638 6,552 To be initiated Feb-10 Feb-12 

ACIP 2009 - 2013 FAA Sent 081211 EWR 1/12/2009 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description & year (By funding year 
in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ 

Environmental: 
status 

Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year (By funding year 
in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

FY 2011 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 1,500 375 1,875 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 
SECURITY - GUARD POST TECH. 
ENHANCEMENTS 2,293 764 3,057 To be initiated Jan-10 Dec-12 
INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM 7,207 2,402 9,609 To be initiated Aug-11 Jun-14 
INSTALL FIBER OPTIC INFRASTRUCTURE 3,929 1,310 5,238 To be initiated Nov-10 Dec-13 

SOUTHERN ROADWAY ACCESS - PHASE II 4,914 1,638 6,552 To be initiated Feb-10 Feb-12 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description & year (By funding year 
in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ Environmental: 

status 
Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year (By funding year 
in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC other 

Total $ Environmental: 
status 

Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

FY 2012 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 1,500 375 1,875 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 

SOUTHERN ROADWAY ACCESS - PHASE III 4,914 1,638 6,552 To be initiated Feb-10 Feb-12 

ACIP 2009 - 2013 FAA Sent 081211 EWR 1/12/2009 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description & year (By funding year 
in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ Environmental: 

status 
Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year (By funding year 
in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ Environmental: 
status 

Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

FY 2013 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 1,500 375 1,875 N/A Jan-09 Deo13 

SOUTHERN ROADWAY ACCESS - PHASE IV 4,914 1,638 6,552 To be initiated Feb-10 Feb-12 

ACIP 2009 - 2013 FAA Sent 081211 EWR 1/12/2009 



IHEPORTAinHORirVOF NY& NJ 
Pgssenger Facility Charge Application 

SECTION 2 

ACIP for John F. Kennedy International Airport 

EWR, JFK, and LGA Airports Attachment A - ACIP for John F. Kennedy International Airport 





Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital improvement Plan 

1 .Airport: John F. Kennedy International 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 
Total $ 

status Date 
FY 2009 

Delay Reduction Projects 
TAXIWAY YA EXTENSION. KA 
HOLDING PAD - PHASE 1 4.772 1.591 6.362 Cat Ex Oct-08 May-09 
EXTEND TAXIWAY KK -
PHASE 1 1.908 636 2.544 Initiated Apr-09 Dec-09 
R/W 31L TAXIWAY ACCESS 
IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE 1 1.908 636 2.544 Initiated Sep-10 Deo-11 
SW QUADRANT TAXIWAY 
IMPROVEMENTS (PF, PE, PD 
bet TW Q & RW 13R) - PHASE 
1* 1.655 552 2.206 Initiated Sep-10 Sep-11 

HIGH SPEED EXIT TAXIWAYS 
PA, N & L - PHASE 1 9.000 3.000 12.000 Initiated Oct-09 May-10 

TAXIWAY PC. MB & M FILLET 
IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE 1 2.850 950 3.800 Initiated Oct-09 May-10 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 33.856 8.464 42.320 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 
EXTEND TAXIWAY FB -
PHASE II 1.124 375 1.499 Cat Ex Apr-09 Sep-10 
REHAB T/Ws S. SC. SD&SR-
PHASE1 7.682 2.561 10.243 Approved Jun-08 Jun-11 
SECURITY-GUARD POST 
ENHANCEMENTS 9.766 3.255 13.021 To be initiated Mar-06 Jul-10 
SECURITY-ACDTV 14.285 4.762 19.047 To be initiated Dec-08 Aug-11 
SECURITY-PERIMETER 
HARDENING 13.000 4.333 17.333 Cat Ex May-07 Jul-11 
REHAB RUNWAY 13R-31L -
PHASE 1 5.000 52.558 19.186 76.745 Cat Ex Mar-09 Dec-12 
150TH ST (Cargo Plaza to N. 
Boundary) 1.048 349 1.397 To be initiated Apr-09 Jul-10 

ACIP 2009 - 2013 FAA Sent 081211 JFK 1/13/2009 



REHAB T/WY & PORTIONS 
OF T/Ws F, H. G 11,250 3,750 15,000 To be initiated Feb-09 Dec-12 
DRAINAGE IMPROVE. EAST 
OFRAA/4R-22L 3,240 1,080 4,320 To be initiated Jan-09 Jul-09 
DEMOLISH HANGAR 12 & 
CONSTRUCT CENTRALIZED 
DE-ICING FACILITY - PHASE 1 18,000 6,000 24,000 To be initiated Sep-09 Aug-10 
PIDS - PFC 35,500 35,500 Dec-03 Feb-10 
REHAB RUNWAY 13R-31L, 
PLANNING - PFC 4,000 4,000 Cat Ex Mar-09 Dec-12 
NEW DOMESTIC TERMINAL, 
STUDY -PFC 4,000 4,000 
*Note: The Construction of Taxiway A Connector Is part of the SW QUADRANT TAXIWAY IMPROVEMENTS (PF, PE, PD bet TW 0 & RW 13R) Project 

ACIP 2009 - 2013 FAA Sent 081211 JFK 1/13/2009 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description & year 
(By funding year in priority 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 
5. Project Description & year 
(By funding year in priority Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ Environmental: 
status 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

FY 2010 
Delay Reduction Projects 

TAXIWAY YA EXTENSION. KA 
HOLDING PAD - PHASE II 4.772 1.591 6.362 Cat Ex Oct-08 May-09 
EXTEND TAXIWAY KK -
PHASE II 1.908 636 2.544 FONSI Apr-09 Dec-09 
Rm 31L TAXIWAY ACCESS 
IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE II 1.908 636 2.544 FONSI Sep-10 Dec-11 
SW QUADRANT TAXIWAY 
IMPROVEMENTS (PF, PE, PD 
bet TW Q & RW 13R) - PHASE 
II* 1.718 573 2.290 FONSI Sep-10 Sep-11 

HIGH SPEED EXIT TAXIWAYS 
PA, N & L - PHASE 11 9.000 3.000 12.000 FONSI Oct-09 May-10 
TAXIWAY PC. MB & M FILLET 3.150 1.050 4.200 FONSI Oct-09 May-10 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 8.000 2.000 10.000 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 
REHAB OTA ROADWAY 4.864 1.621 6.485 To be initiated Oct-09 Deoll 
REHAB N. BOUNDARY ROAD 5.387 1.796 7.182 To be initiated Oct-09 Jun-12 
REHAB TAXIWAY C 4.645 1.548 6.193 To be initiated Oct-09 Dec-11 
REHAB TAXIWAY F 3.199 1.066 4.265 To be initiated Jan-10 Dec-12 
REHAB T/Ws S. SC. SD&SR-
PHASE II 5,691 1.897 7.588 Approved Jul-08 Sep-09 
REHAB RUNWAY 13R-31L -
PHASE II 57,558 19.186 76.745 Cat Ex Mar-09 Dec-12 
REHAB R/W4L-22R. PHASE 1 7.912 2.637 10.550 To be initiated Jan-08 Dec-10 
SECURITY-BIOMETRICS 4.529 1.510 6.039 To be initiated Oct-09 Oct-10 
SECURITY-UNMANNED 
GATES 7.695 2.565 10.260 To be initiated Jun-09 Jun-11 
*Note: The Construction of Taxiway A Connector is part of the SW QUADRANT TAXIWAY IMPROVEMENTS (PF, PE, PD bet TW Q & RW13R) Project 

ACIP 2009 - 2013 FAA Sent 081211 JFK 1/13/2009 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1 .Airport: John F. Kennedy International 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 

Total $ 
status Date 

FY 2011 
Delay Reduction Projects 

TAXIWAY YA EXTENSION. KA 
HOLDING PAD - PHASE III 9,923 3,308 13,230 Cat Ex Oct-08 May-09 
EXTEND TAXIWAY KK -
PHASE III 1,908 636 2,544 Cat Ex Oct-08 May-09 
R/W 31L TAXIWAY ACCESS 
IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE III 1,908 636 2,544 FONSI Sep-10 Dec-11 
SW QUADRANT TAXIWAY 
IMPROVEMENTS (PF, PE, PD 
bet TW 0 & RW 13R) - PHASE 
III* 1,908 636 2,544 FONSI Sep-10 Sep-11 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 1,500 375 1,875 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 
REHAB RUNWAY 13R-31L-
PHASE III 57,558 19,186 76,745 Cat Ex Mar-09 Dec-12 

REHAB R/W4L-22R. PHASE II 7,912 2,637 10,550 To be initiated Jan-08 Dec-10 
REHAB 148th ST & THREE 
JFK EXPY RAMPS 2,072 691 2,763 To be initiated Oct-10 Dec-14 
DEMOLITION OF HANGAR 12 
& CONSTRUCT 
CENTRALIZED DE-ICING 
FACILITY - PHASE II 35,100 11,700 46,800 To be initiated Aug-11 Dec-13 
'Note: The Construction of Taxiway A Connector Is part of the SW QUADRANT TAXIWAY IMPROVEMENTS (PF, PE, PD bet TW Q & RW13R) Project 

ACIP 2009 - 2013 FAA Sent 081211 JFK 1/13/2009 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1 .Airport: John F. Kennedy International 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 RFC Other 

Total $ 
status Date 

FY 2012 
Delay Reduction Projects 

TAXIWAY YA EXTENSION, KA 
HOLDING PAD - PHASE IV 10,493 3,498 13,990 Cat Ex Oct-08 May-09 
EXTEND TAXIWAY KK -
PHASE IV 3,816 1,272 5,088 Cat Ex Oct-08 May-09 
FVW 31L TAXIWAY ACCESS 
IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE IV 5,915 1,972 7,886 FONSI Sep-10 Dec-11 
SW QUADRANT TAXIWAY 
IMPROVEMENTS (PF, PE, PD 
bet TW Q & RW 13R) - PHASE 
IV 6,201 2,067 8,268 FONSI Sep-10 Sep-11 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 1,500 375 1,875 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 
REHAB T/Ws FA & FB 4,350 1,450 5,800 To be initiated Mar-10 Apr-12 

REHAB RM/4L-22R, PHASE III 7,912 2,637 10,550 To be initiated Jan-08 Dec-10 

'Note: The Construction of Taxiway A Connector Is part of the SW QUADRANT TAXIWAY IMPROVEMENTS (PF, PE, PD bet TW Q & RW 13R) Project 

ACIP 2009-2013 FAA Sent 081211 JFK 1/13/2009 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description & year 
(By funding year in priority 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ 

Environmental: 
status 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year 
(By funding year in priority Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 
FY 2013 

Delay Reduction Projects 
TAXIWAY YA EXTENSION, KA 
HOLDING PAD - PHASE V 3,040 1,013 4,053 Cat Ex Oct-08 May-09 
EXTEND TAXIWAY KK-
PHASE V 2,981 994 3,975 Cat Ex Oct-08 May-09 
RAA/31L TAXIWAY ACCESS 
IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE V 3,625 1,208 4,833 FONSI Sep-10 Dec-11 
SW QUADRANT TAXIWAY 
IMPROVEMENTS (PF, PE, PD 5,724 1,908 7,632 FONSI Sep-10 Sep-11 
NEW TAXIWAY SOUTH OF 
RW31L(EAST OFRW4L)- 8,100 2,700 10,800 FONSI Jan-11 Dec-11 
NEW TAXIWAY SOUTH OF 
RW 31L (WEST OF RW 4L) -
PHASE 1 5,400 1,800 7,200 FONSI Jan-12 Dec-12 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 1,500 375 1,875 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 
REPLACE 4R ALS PIER 18,326 5,442 21,768 To be initiated Nov-14 Deo17 
TW FILLETS FOR NLA 11,772 3,924 15,696 To be initiated Jun-14 Dec-17 
REHAB TAXIWAY 0 & QC 4,667 1,556 6,222 To be initiated May-09 Deo-12 
T/WW(N 0FRW13L) 2,064 688 2,752 To be initiated Jul-13 Dec-14 
RUNWAY EMAS For The 13S -
PHASE II 19,000 6,333 25,333 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-12 

ACIP 2009 - 2013 FAA Sent 081211 JFK 1/13/2009 
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ACIP for LaGuardia Airport 

EWR, JFK, and LGA Airports Attachment A - ACIP for LaGuardia Airport 





Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ Environmental: 
status 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ Environmental: 
status 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

FY 2009 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 1,700 0 425 2,125 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 
SECURITY - PROTECTION OF TERM. 
BLDG. GLASS 5,000 6,137 3,712 14,850 To be initiated Nov-09 Dec-11 
ARFF-BLDG FOUNDATIONS & 
UTILITIES - PFC 10,000 10,000 Initiated Nov-06 Jun-08 
ARFF-BLDG & TECHNOLOGICAL 
SYSTEMS - PFC 28,000 28,000 Initiated Feb-08 Jun-10 
REHABILITATION OF RUNWAY 13-31 -
PFC 2,000 2,000 Initiated Sep-04 Oct-08 
REHABILITATION OF RUNWAY 4-22 -
PFC 29,000 29,000 Initiated Jul-07 Jun-10 
(PIDS) PERIMETER INTRUSION 
DETECTION SYSTEM - PFC 8,000 8,000 Initiated Jun-04 Jan-10 
CTB MODERNIZATION FEASIBILITY -
PFC 13,157 13,157 N/A Jan-00 Nov-09 
CTB MODERNIZATION PLANNING & 
ENGINEERING - PFC 23,000 23,000 N/A Apr-10 Dec-14 

ACIP 2009 - 2013 FAA Sent 081211 LGA 1/12/2009 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

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

year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 
Total $ 

status Date 
FY 2010 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 29,000 7,250 36,250 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 
VEHICLE ALERT AT ACCESS RDS 4,914 1,638 6,552 To be initiated Jan-10 Dec-12 
RUNWAY SAFETY ENHANCEMENTS 6,103 2,034 8,137 To be initiated May-11 Dec-13 
MODERNIZE AERO. INSTRUMENTS 4,957 1,652 6,610 To be initiated Jun-03 Dec-12 
UNMANNED GATES 2,393 798 3,191 To be initiated Dec-08 May-11 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1. Airport: LaGuardia 2. State: New York 3. NPIASNo.: 3-36-0068 4. LOCID: LGA 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ 

Environmental: Completion 
5. Project Description Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
status Start Date Date 

FY 2011 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 1,500 375 1,875 N/A Jan-11 Dec-11 
RW DECK REHAB STAGE III 32,167 10,722 42,889 To be initiated Apr-10 Dec-16 
TW PAVING & LIGHTING REHAB. -
PHASE 1 11,235 3,745 14,980 To be initiated Sep-09 Dec-16 
AIRFIELD LIGHTING UPGRADE 6,801 2,267 9,068 To be initiated Oct-09 Dec-12 
REPLACE 9 DELTA BARRIERS 3,200 1,067 4,267 Initiated Dec-11 Dec-14 
WEST END ROADWAY IMPROVE. 9,245 3,082 12,327 To be initiated Oct-09 Dec-12 
AIR TERMINAL HIGHWAY REHAB. -
PHASE 1 10,366 3,455 13,822 To be initiated Oct-09 Dec-12 

ACIP 2009 - 2013 FAA Sent 081211 LGA 1/12/2009 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1. /Virport: LaGuardia 2. State: New York 3. NPIASNo.: 3-36-0068 4. LOCID: LGA 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ Environmental: Completion 
5. Project Description Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
status Start Date Date 

FY 2012 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 1,500 375 1,875 N/A Jan-11 Dec-11 
TW PAVING & LIGHTING REHAB. -
PHASE II 11,235 3,745 14,980 To be initiated Sep-09 Deo-16 
AIR TERMINAL HIGHWAY REHAB. -
PHASE II 10,366 3,455 13,822 To be initiated Oct-09 Dec-12 
ILS PIERS 4,807 1,602 6,410 To be initiated Jun-09 Dec-13 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1. Airport: LaGuardia 2. State: New York 3. NPIASNo.: 3-36-0068 4. LOCID: LGA 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ Environmental: Completion 
5. Project Description Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
status Start Date Date 

FY 2013 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 1,500 375 1,875 N/A Jan-11 Dec-11 
REHAB OF DIKE WALL 3,314 1,105 4,419 To be initiated 2/17/2010 12/31/2013 
AIR TERMINAL HIGHWAY REHAB. -
PHASE III 10,366 3,455 13,822 To be initiated Oct-09 Dec-12 

ACIP 2009 - 2013 FAA Sent 081211 LGA 1/12/2009 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Upgrade Navaids R/W4L 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

FOR FAA USE 
RFC Application number: 

1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), Newark, New Jersey 

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

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

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project is designed to enhance the navigational aids (NAVAiDS) on 
R/W 4L. The NAVIADS improvement to R/W 4L includes an upgrade from 
the existing Category (CAT I) to CAT III instrument Landing System (iLS). 
This requires the installation of modern Mark XX (20) localizer and 
glideslope equipment and the installation of an Approach Lighting System 
with Sequenced Flashers - 2 (ALSF - 2). Together these two projects will 
improve the ILS system performance while enhancing the instrument Flight 
Rules (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 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[ ] 
N0[ ]. 

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. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
EWR has experienced substantial domestic and international air passenger 
growth since 1989. Port Authority statistics for 2007 indicate that nearly 
436,000 international and domestic aircraft operations occurred at the 
airport accounting for over 36 miliion annual passengers. This pieces EWR 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Upgrade Navaids R/W4L 

as #11 18 the n9ti88, 98d #21 werldwide fer eeaimereiel paaaanger 
enpl98eme8t9, eeeerding te Airperte C8U88il I8ter89ti889i. The Pert 
A8therity'9 pr8je8ti888 i8di89t8 that the Airpert'e peeeeeger b99e will 
888tl88e te 8xp98d 8ver the near term, 99 98 988891 p999en9er grewth rgte 
8f 2.1 pereent Is sntlelpsted ever the next ten yeers. This will res8lt In the 
Alrpert serving 44 mllllen snnuel pessengers threugh 498,000 elrereft 
eperetlens by Year 2018. 

There Is 88rrently a CAT I Instrument 9ppr898h en R/W 4L. Presently, R/W 
4R Is the enly runwey equipped with a CAT III system. During weether 
situetlens thet werrsnt CAT III eendltlens, R/W 4R Is the enly runwey that 
898 geeemmedgte grrlvlng 9lr8r9ft. During snew remevgi epergtlens when 
visibility Is typl89lly lew, aircraft must held while the Runwey Is trested, 
89uslng flight delsys In the system. If R/W 4R were CAT III eepsble them 
9lr8r9ft would just trensltlon to thet runwey end no operetlonel Impeets 
would 088ur. Also, If a system melfunetlon 088urs on R/W 4R during CAT 
III eondltlons, then the Airport would be essentlelly 8losed for srrlvels until 
the equipment Is repel red or weether eondltlons Improve. 

Presently, the Airport Is ertlflelelly capped et 81 operetlons per hour by the 
Depertment of Trensportetlon. However, the VIsuel Flight Rules (VFR) 
89p98lty of the Airport Is 92 - 108 flights per hour. This drops to 74 - 78 
flights per hour during IFR eondltlons. Aeeording to FAA stetlstles, 
seheduled treffle 9t EWR exeeeds eepeelty for five to seven hours per dey, 
during IFR weether. Furthermore, on edverse weether deys, ebout 18 
pereent of EWR flights experlenee signlfieent deleys. 

The CAT III upgrede on R/W 4L will require new Mark XX (20) loeellzer end 
glldeslope equipment and the Instelletlon of en ALSF-2. A signlfieent 
portion of the existing CAT I Infrestrueture will be reused for the CAT III 
upgrede, thereby minimizing the eonstruetlon eosts. The Instelletlon of 
CAT III on R/W 4L will provide for system redundeney end eir treffle eontrol 
flexibility during CAT III eondltlons. 

FAA Order 7021.2C, Alrweys Plenning Stenderd Number One - Terminal Air 
Navigation Faciiities and Air Traffic Controi Services provides further 
Justlfleetlon for the Instelletlon of upgreded ILS equipment. This Order 
deserlbes a retio formule the FAA uses to Justify ILS Instelletlon with 
epproeeh lights. This retIo eonslders the totel number of Instrument 
operetlons eompsred with totel eirereft operetlons end multiplied using en 
FAA deslgneted runwey design feetor. 

After epplying the letest EWR Alrereft Operetlons, obtelned from FAA 
Operetlonel Dete, the retIo velue Is 1,995.40. Besed on eriterls from FAA 
Order 7021.2C, en eirport with a retIo greeter that 1.00 quellfles for en ILS 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Upgrade Navaids RA/V 4L 

with an approach light system. The value for EWR is 1,995.40, 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 address the 
potential delay issues with the existing NAVAIDS equipment on this 
runway. Therefore, the Port Authority is requesting funds to support the 
construction, purchase, and installation of CAT III equipment. The 
equipment purchased 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: 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to8) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 

airports go to 7. all others go to 8) 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
EWR has experienced substantial domestic and international air passenger 
growth since 1989. Along with this growth, average delay per aircraft 
operation has also increased. Port Authority statistics for 2007 indicate 
that nearly 436,000 international and domestic aircraft operations occurred 
at the airport accounting for over 36 million annual passengers. This 
places EWR as #11 in the nation, and #21 worldwide for commercial 
passenger enplanements, according to Airports Council International. The 
Port Authority's projections indicate that the Airport's passenger base will 
continue to expand over the near term, as an annual passenger growth rate 
of 2.1 percent is anticipated over the next ten years. This will result in the 
Airport serving 44 million annual passengers through 498,000 aircraft 
operations by Year 2018. 

FAA Opsnet statistics for 2007 indicate that EWR is the second most 
delayed airport in the nation and that over 60 percent of the delays are 
caused by weather (IFR conditions). Presently, the Airport is artificially 
capped at 81 operations per hour by the Department of Transportation. 
However, 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. 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Upgrade Navaids RAN 4L 

Th9 impr9V9d CAT III 99p9blllty 99 R/W 4L pr9vid99 CAT III IL8 r9du9d999y 
9nd 9ll9W9 air tr9ffi9 999tr9ll9r9 additl99al flaxiblllty in a99lgning runwaya 
t9 inb9und alr9raft during CAT III waathar. In thl9 way, dalaya 9an ba 
r9du99d and aomgaaban allaviatad. 

During Inatrumant Flight Rulaa (IFR) aunditiana, winda at EWR ganarally 
favar an appraaah fram tha aauth. Praaantly, thara la CAT III aapabllity an 
R/W 4R aniy. In tha avant af an alraraft Inaidant ar aquipmant fallura an 
R/W 4R during CAT III aanditlana, tha Airpart will ha alaaad ta arrlvala until 
vlalbillty Impravaa. Tharafara, tha additian af CAT III aquipmant an R/W 4L 
will pravlda a aignificant aantributian ta airaraft aparatiana during raduaad 
viaibility aanditiana. 

FAA Ordar 7031.2C, Airwaya Planning 8tandard Numbar Ona - terminal Air 
Navigation Facilities and Air Traffic Control Services pravldaa furthar 
juatlfiaatlan far the Inatallatlan af upgraded IL8 equipment. Thia Order 
deaaribea a ratio formula the FAA uaea to juatify IL8 Inatallation with 
approaah llghta. Thia ratio aonaldera tha total number af inatrument 
operationa eomparad with total aireraft oparatlona and multiplied uaing an 
FAA dealgnated runway deaign faator. 

After applying the EWR Aireraft Operationa, obtained from FAA Operational 
Data the ratio value la 1,995.40. Baaed on eritaria from FAA Ordar 7031.2C, 
an airport with a ratio greater than 1.00 la qualified for an IL8 with an 
approaeh light ayatam. Tha value for EWR la 1,995.40, whieh well exeaada 
the IL8 ratio limit. 

FOR FAA USE 
9. 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 [ ] 

LCI [ ] FAA BOA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ 
Other (explain) 

Noise. 65 LDN [ ] 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. PPG OBJECTIVE: 
Th9 9bj99tlv9 9f thia pr9j9Ct la t9 99han9e IL8 ayatam parfarmanaa whila 
axpanding CAT III IL8 aapability t9 R/W 4L. Thia will imprava tha aapaaity 
9f the Alrpert while previding additlenal flexibility durmg redueed vlalbillty 
C9ndltio98. Thua the prejeat will help t9 mitigate aengeatien and dalaya. 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Upgrade Navaids RAN 4L 

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 PPG 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 AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL ); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AlP 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; 
[ j 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); 
[ j Shell of a gate as described in 49 U.S.C 40117(a)(3)(F) (air carrier , 

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

b. Comments: 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 
July 2009 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2010 

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: N/A 
FOR FAA USE 

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

b. Comments: 

12. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

Reference the following SOAR Project Codes: 
• 05-05-C-00-EWR-022 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Upgrade Navaids R/W4L 

• 05-05-C-00-LGA-022 
• 05-05-C-00-JFK-022 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING OlSAGREEMENT: 

R9f9r9n99 th9 followln9 SOAR Proj99t Codas: 
• 05-05-C-00-EWR-022 
• 05-05-C-00-LGA-022 
• 05-05-C-00-JFK-022 

Rec9p of Oi899reeoients: Roforonoo tho Fiooi A99noy 
D9t9roiin9tlon dotod J90U9ry 13, 2006, 9999 43. 
Public Agency Regsons for Proceeding: Reference the FingI Agency 
Determingtlon deted Jgnuery 13, 2006, page 43. 

13. 9. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 
N/A 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: N/A 
Recgp of Disggreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Comments: 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

RFC FUNDS: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital $9,000,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $1,000,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $10,000,000 
If the amount of PFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instructions. 

EXISTING AlP FUNDS: 
Grant # Grant Funds in Project $ 

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

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

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

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $N/A 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Upgrade Navaids RA/V4L 

Local Funds $N/A 
Ot98r (918388 898cify) $N/A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $N/A 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $10,000,000 

*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING PFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: 198 9ublic a988cy 9rovid8d d8tail8d ba8i8 of C08t ioforoiatioo. T9i8 
d8tail8d i8for88atio8 89ould, at a mi8i8ium, 9rovld8 dotail rogardiog 198 co8l of 
8309 88ajor 9roj8Cl CO8190888I. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A 

***PROJECT REQUESTING PFC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
a. Projocl C08l8 ca88ol 98 9aid for froro fu8d8 roaaooably 8X98cl8d lo 98 
avallabte 19roug9 AlP fuodiog. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

9. If 198 FAA d8l8rmi888 19al 198 9roj8Cl may gualify for AlP fuodiog, 198 9ubllc 
ag88cy would 9r8f8r thai 198 FAA a99rov8198 amouol of 198 local malc9 lo bo 
collocted al a $4.50 PFC lovol [ X ] OR 198 ooliro roguoalod amou8l al a $3.00 
PFC l8V8l [ ]. 

c. Tormioal aod 8urfac8 lra88porlalio8 projocla. Tho public agoocy ha8 mado 
adogualo proviaioo for fioaociog Iho airaido 888d8 of 198 airport, iocludiog 
ru8way8, laxiwaya, apro88, aod aircraft galea. YES [ X ] NO [ ] N/A [ ] 

d. Comm88l8. 

FOR FAA USE 
a. The amount of PFC recommended for approval will not result in revenue that exceeds the 

amount necessary to finance this project. 

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

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

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

e. 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 AlP 
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 [ ] 

f. Comments. 

15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 
FOR FAA USE 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Upgrade Navaids R/W4L 

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

b. Comments: 

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

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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 Upgrade Navaids RA/V22R - 22L 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

FOR FAA USE 
RFC Application number: 

1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), Newark, New Jersey 

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

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

4.8. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project Is designed to enhance the navigational aids (NAVAIDS) on 
R/W 22R and R/W 22L. Runway 22R presently has a Category (CAT I) 
Instrument Landing System (ILS) approach and this project will upgrade 
the existing, earlier generation localizer and glldeslope equipment to 
modern Mark XXa (20a) equipment. This will Improve the reliability of the 
ILS during Instrument Flight Rules (IFR) conditions. 

The Improvement to the R/W 22L NAVIDS Includes an upgrade from the 
existing CAT I approach to the CAT III approach. This requires the 
Installation of modern Mark XXa (20a) localizer and glldeslope equipment 
and the Installation of an Approach Lighting System with Sequenced 
Flashers - 2 (ALSF-2). Together 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 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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Newark Liberty International Airport Upgrade Navaids RAN 22R - 22L 

5. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
EWR hos 9xp9ri9nc9d sobstontiol dom9Sti9 ond intornotlonol olr possongor 
growth sln99 1383. Port Aothority stotisti9s for 2007 indi9ot9 thot noorly 
436,000 Intornotionol ond dom9sti9 oir9roft oporotions 099orr9d at tha 
airport ac90unting for ovor 36 million annoal passengors. This pla99s EWR 
as #11 In th9 nation, and #21 worldwida for commoralal passangor 
anplonamants, a99ordlng to Airports Coonall Intsrnotlonal. Tha Port 
Aothorlty's projections Indicate that the Airport's passenger base will 
continue to expand over the near term, as an annual passenger growth rate 
of 2.1 percent Is anticipated over the next ten years. This will result In the 
Airport serving 44 million annual passengers through 438,000 aircraft 
operations by Year 2018. 

Presently, the Airport Is artificially capped at 81 operations per hour by the 
Department of Transportation. However, the Visual Flight Rules (VFR) 
capacity of the Airport Is 32 - 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 
percent of EWR flights experience significant delays. 

The ILS on R/W 22R Is comprised of early model localizer and glldeslope 
equipment that was Installed In the late 1370's. Although the equipment 
operates within prescribed parameters. It Is becoming Increasingly labor 
Intensive to maintain the ILS signal Integrity within established FAA 
parameters. Since the existing equipment was originally Installed, great 
strides have been made In ILS technology that have Increased the accuracy 
and reliability of the equipment, while reducing overall maintenance 
requirements. 

Along with labor-intensive maintenance, the operational specifications for 
the early generation ILS require that accumulated snow be kept no higher 
than 6". If snow Is allowed to accumulate higher than 6", the ILS Internal 
monitors will shut the system down. This can create a critical situation 
during periods when the system Is needed most by aircraft on final 
approach. During heavy snow periods. It Is difficult for snow removal 
crews to maintain both the pavements and the 22R ILS areas clear of 
accumulated snow. The newer generation ILS allows up to 12" of snow to 
accumulate before removal Is required. This provides additional time for 
snow removal crews to respond without the ILS going off-line. 

The Mark XX (20a) ILS will reduce overall maintenance requirements while 
allowing snow removal crews additional time to remove accumulated snow 
from the ILS areas. 
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799 in9trum9nt 999ro9o9 oo R/W 22L i9 corr9ntly 9t CAT I. Pr999ntly, R/W 
4R i9 t99 only ronw9y 9qol999d wlt9 9 CAT III 9y9t9m. Doring CAT III 
oondltion9, R/W 4R I9 t99 only ronwgy that 09n 9coommod9t9 grrlving 
9lrcr9ft. If 9 9y9t9m mglfonction ocoor9 on R/W 4R doring CAT III wogthor 
oondltlon9, tho 9ir9ort 19 9999ntl9lly clo99d until wogthor condition9 
im9rov9. T9i9 19 99rtlcul9rly of concorn whon 9r9V9illng W99th9r oondltion9 
r99trlot vi9ibillty to CAT III minimumg. 

Th9 CAT III U9gr9d99 on R/W 22L will roquiro now Mork XX (209) locglizor 
god glid99lo99 9qul9m9nt god t99 Inotgllgtion of gn AL8F-2. A olgniflcgnt 
9ortlon of t99 oxioting infraotructuro will bo rouood for tho CAT III U9grad9 
thoroby minimizing conotructlon co9t9. 

FAA Ordor 7031.2C, Airwayo Planning 8t9ndard Numbor Ono - Terminal Air 
Navigation Faciiities and Air Traffic Control Services 9rovlde9 furthor 
ju9tlflcatlon for tho Inotallation of U9grad9d ILS oqulpmont. Thi9 Ordor 
d99crlb99 a ratio formula tho FAA uses to ju9tlfy ILS inotallatlon with 
approach lighta. Thia ratio considora tho total numbor of inatrumont 
oporatlona comparod with total aircraft oporationa and multiplied uaing an 
FAA doalgned runway deaign factor. 

After applying the EWR Aircraft Oporationa data the ratio value la 1,995.40. 
Baaed on criteria from FAA Order 7031.2C, an airport with a ratio greater 
that 1.00 quallflea for an ILS with an approach light ayatem. The value for 
EWR, of 1,995.40, well exceeda the ILS ratio limit. 

Typically, the FAA purchaaea and inatalla ILS equipment. However, the 
Port Authority will purchaae and Inatall the equipment to rectify the 
operational iaauea with the exiating NAVAIDS equipment on this runway. 
Therefore, the Port Authority is requesting funds to support the 
construction, purchaae and installation of CAT III equipment. The 
equipment purchased and Installed will he fully compatible with FAA 
procured equipment. The system will he turned over 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: 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (gotos) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[ X ] (public agencies of medium and large hub 

airports go to 7, all others go to 8) 
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7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
EWR has experienced substantial domestic and international air passenger 
growth since 1989. Port Authority statistics for 2007 Indicate that nearly 
436,000 International and domestic aircraft operations occurred at the 
airport accounting for over 36 million annual passengers. This places EWR 
as #11 In the nation, and #21 worldwide for commercial passenger 
enplanements, according to Airports Council International. The Port 
Authority's projections Indicate that the Airport's passenger base will 
continue to expand over the near term, as an annual passenger grovtdh rate 
of 2.1 percent Is anticipated over the next ten years. This will result In the 
Airport serving 44 million annual passengers through 498,000 aircraft 
operations by Year 2018. 

FAA Opsnet statistics for 2007 Indicate that EWR Is the second most 
delayed airport In the nation and that over 60 percent of the delays are 
caused by weather (IFR conditions). Presently, the Airport Is artificially 
capped at 81 operations per hour by the Department of Transportation. 
However, 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 percent of EWR flights experience significant 
delays. 

This project provides the latest generation Mark XX (20a) ILS equipment on 
R/W 22R to support the existing CAT I approach. This equipment has 
unprecedented reliability and allows snow removal crews additional time to 
clear the ILS area of accumulated snow. 

The CAT III Installation on R/W 22L provides for ILS redundancy and allows 
air traffic controllers additional flexibility In assigning runways to Inbound 
aircraft. In this way, delays can be reduced and congestion alleviated. 

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 data the ratio value Is 1,995.40. 
Based on criteria from FAA Order 7031.2C, an airport with a ratio greater 
than 1,000 Is qualified for an ILS with an approach light system. The value 
for EWR Is 1,995.40, which well exceeds the ILS ratio limit. 
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FOR FAA USE • 
a. Air safety. Pad 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 LDN [ ] 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. RFC OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of this project is to enhance ILS system performance on R/W 
22R while expanding CAT III ILS capability to R/W 22L. This will improve 
the capacity of the Airport while providing additional flexibility during 
reduced visibility conditions. Thus the project will help to mitigate 
congestion and delays. 

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 AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL ): 
[ ] Planning eligible under AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or PGL ); 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 47110(d); 
[ j Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ j 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[ j. Include Title and Date of local study: 

[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 40117(a)(3)(C); 
[ j 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 2009 
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ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE; 
2010 

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: N/A 
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. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

Reference the following SOAR Project Codes: 
• 05-05-C-00-EWR-021 
• 05-05-C-00-LGA-021 
• 05-05-C-00-JFK-021 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 

Reference the following SOAR Project Codes: 
• 05-05-C-00-EWR-021 
• 05-05-C-00-LGA-021 
. 05-05-C-00-JFK-021 

Recap of Disagreements: Reference the Final Agency 
Determination dated January 13, 2006, page 43. 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: Reference the Final Agency 
Determination dated January 13, 2006, page 43. 

13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 
N/A 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Comments: 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 
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RFC FU8DS: P9y-98-you-go $ 
Bo9d C9pit9l $9,000,000 
Bond Fi99n6ing & Intorost $1,000,000 

*** SUBTOTAL RFC FU8DS: $10,000,000 
If the amount of RFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instructions. 

EXISTING AIR FUNDS: 
Grgnt # Grgnt Funds in Rrojoet $ 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIR FUNDS: $8/A 

ANTICIPATED AIR FUNDS (List Egeh Y99r Sopgrgtoly): 
FisogI Y99r: Entitlomont $ DIsorotionary $ Total $N/A 

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

OTHER FUNDS: 
Stat9 Grants $N/A 
Looal Funds $N/A 
Ot59r (pl9as9 spacify) $N/A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $N/A 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $10,000,000 

*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING RFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: t59 pu5li6 aganey providad datailad 5asls ofeost information. T5is 
datailad information s5ould, at a minimum, provlda datail ragarding t59 cost of 
9905 major project component. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A 

***PROJECT REQUESTING RFC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
a. Project costs cannot 5e paid for from funds reasonably expected to be 
available through AIR funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

5. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIR funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match to be 
collected at a $4.50 RFC level [ X ] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
RFC 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. 
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FOR FAA USE 
a. The amount of RFC recommended for approval will not result in revenue that exceeds the 

amount necessary to finance this project. 

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

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

d. For any proposed AIR funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
CIR? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

e. For project requesting RFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Rroject costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AIR 
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 [ ] 

f. 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 [ ] Rartially Approve [ ] Disapprove [ ] 

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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 

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 [ ] USE [X] 

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 
standards for RSAs. The RSAs 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 Routes 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 

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[ ] 
N0[ ]. 

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. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
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Th9 FAA r9quir99 that 9ir99rt 999n99r9 0rin9 RSA 09 t9 FAA 9t90d9rd9 Oy 
2015. Th9 P9rt Auth9rity 99odu9t9d 90 9n9ly9i9 9f 999h ruow9y 9nd god i9 
d9V9l99iog vigOlg 9lt9m9tiv9S for R8A ioi9rov9m9ot9 thgt oi99t FAA 
9t9od9rd9 whil9 90019190190009 th9 9xi9tio9 9irlio9 099r9tion9. Th9 
9urr9nt 9onditi9n of th9 R8A for R/W 11-29 in9lud99 oum9rou9 
i0900199tiOl9 oOj99t9, 9U9h 99 0uildin99, Ol99t f9n999, god ro9d9. In 
gddltion, th9r9 9r9 a numOor of tgrrgin 9r999 thgt exceed grgdignt 
9t9nd9rd9 for 909ltlv9 god ngggtivo 9I0999. 

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

b. Comments: 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ](goto8) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 

airports go to 7, ail others go to 8) 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
EWR h99 9X9erien9ed 9ub9t9nti9l dooie9ti9 god interngtiongl gir pgggenger 
growth 9in99 1999. Port Authority 9t9tl9tl99 for 2007 indi99t9 that over 
440,000 Interngtiongl god domeetie girergft opergtione oeeurred gt the 
girport geeounting for over 36 million ennuel p9999nger9. Thie pl9999 EWR 
99 #11 In the netion, end #21 worldwide for 9ommer9l9l peeeenger 
enplanemente, aeeording to Airporte Couneil International. The Port 
Authority'9 projeetlona indieate that the Alrport'e paeeenger baee will 
eontinue to expand over the near term, 99 an annual paeaenger growth rate 
of 2.1 pereent la antielpated over the next ten yeara. Thia will reault In the 
Airport aerving 44 million annual paaaengera through 499,000 aireraft 
operatlona by Year 2018. 

The projeet will provide an added level of aafety for air paaaenger aireraft 
operatlona. By eonatrueting RSAa that meet eurrent atandarda the Airport 
will be eomplying with the FAA'a mandate for RSA eomplianee. 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Air safety. Pad 139 [] Other (expiain). 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
Air security. Pad 107 [ ] Pad 108 [ ] Other (expiain) 

CASFO concur. Yes[ ] No[ ] Date 
Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (expiain) 
Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 

LCi [ ] FAA BOA [ ] FAA Airpod Capacity Enhancement Plan [ ] 
Other (expiain) 

Noise. 65 LDN [ ] Other (expiain) 

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

b. Comments: 

8. RFC OBJECTIVE: 
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The objective of Runway Safety Area Project Is to enhance aircraft safety 
and passenger safety by bringing the RSAs up to FAA standards by 
applying 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 PPG 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 AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL ); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or PGL ); 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 47110(d); 
[ j Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ j 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 2009 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2010 
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 [ j 

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

c. Comments: 

11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 
submitted to the FAA: N/A 
FOR FAA USE 

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

b. Comments: 
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12. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 
Reference the following SOAR Project Codes: 

• 05-05-C-00-EWR-023 
• 05-05-C<00-LGA-029 
. 05-05-C-00-JFK-023 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Reference the following SOAR Project Codes: 

. 05-05-C-00-EWR-023 
• 05-05-C-00-LGA-029 
. 05-05-C-00-JFK-023 

Recap of Disagreements: Reference the Final Agency Determination 
dated January 13, 2006, page 43. 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: Reference the Final Agency 
Determination dated January 13, 2006, page 43. 

13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 
N/A 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Comments: 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital $10,500,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $1,500,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $12,000,000 
Ifttie amount of PFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instructions. 

EXISTING AlP FUNDS: 
Grant # Grant Funds in Project $ 

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

ANTICIPATED AlP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement $ Discretionary $ Total $ 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AlP FUNDS: $N/A 
OTHER FUNDS: 
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St9t9 Gr99ts $N/A 
L099I Fu9d8 $N/A 
0th9r (pl99S9 sp9oify) $N/A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $N/A 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $12,000,000 

*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING PFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: th9 publio 999997 providod d9t9il9d bgsis of oost i9form9tio9. This 
d8t9il9d i9form9tion sho9ld, at a mi9imum, provido datail r9gardi9g tho oost of 
oaoh 9iajor projoot 9ompo999t. YES [X] NO [ ] 

***PROJECT REQUESTING PFC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
a. Projaot oosts 9a990t bo paid for fr'om fu9ds raasonably oxpaotad to ba 
availabia through MP fu9di9g. YES [X] NO [ ] 

b. If tha FAA datarminas that tha projaot may qualify for MP fuoding, tha publio 
aganoy would prafar that tha FAA approva tha amou9t of tha looal matoh to ba 
oollaotad at a $4.50 PFC laval [ X ] OR tha e9tire requested amou9t at a $3.00 
PFC level [ ]. 

0. Terminal and surfaoe transportation projeots. The publio 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. 

FOR FAA USE • 
a. The amount of PFC recommended for approval will not result in revenue that exceeds the 

amount necessary to finance this project. 

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

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

d. For any proposed AIR funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
CIR? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

e. For project requesting RFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AIR 
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 [ ] 

f. Comments. 

15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 
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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 [ ] 

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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 Constniction of T/W A Connector 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

FOR FAA USE 
PRC 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 [ ] USE [X] 

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

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project will construct a new taxiway segment that will directly connect 
Taxiway (T/W) P and T/W A between T/W PA and T/WB and will replace a 
portion of the existing T/W N and improve the existing substandard 
transition from T/W A to P serving R/W 13R-31L. The project will include 
excavation, grading, subgrade preparation, new taxiway pavement, taxiway 
centerline lights, airfield signage, airfield drainage and pavement markings. 

The T/W A Connector will include approximately 2,000 linear feet of 
pavement, paved shoulders, pavement markings, signing, and lighting. 

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 [ ] 
N0[ ]. 

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. 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 (OTA). The taxiways, as well as the connectors, were 
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origin9lly 8on8tru8t8d io the 1360's eod 1370's. The preseot eoofiguretioo 
of the t9xiw9y 8O0088tion betweeo T/W A end P requiree a mueh elower 
then normel texi speed for Groop V eirereft operetion end requires R/W 
13R-31L 8losur8 when Group VI eirereft ere mekinq treosltlon io the eree. 
The new Texiwey A Conneetor will elimingte these operetionel restrietions 
end the essoeieted deleys end provide en effieieot route for ell alrereft to 
texi betweeo the CTA, the airfield end Runway 13R-31L. 

The new T/W A Conneetor will streamline the texiwey loterseetlon geometry 
layout end provide direet eoekpit over eenter alignment, ample eurves and 
fillet radii to ereete a smooth taxiway aeeess. Along with the pavement 
eonstruetlon, the projeet will loelude the realignment and replaeement of 
Items sueh as taxiway edge lighting eomponent replaeement, modern signs 
drainage struetures and new pavement markings. 

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

b. Comments: 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ](goto8) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[ X ] (public agencies of medium and large hub 

airports go to 7, ail others go to 8) 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
JFK International Airport eonslsts of seven terminal buildings with a total 
of 123 gate positions. The Airport eontrlbutes approximately $30 billion In 
eeonomie aetlvlty to the New York/New Jersey Region, whieh Ineludes over 
$3.3 billion In wages and salaries. A major eeonomie foree, the Airport 
provides about 230,000 jobs through on and off Airport businesses and 
Indlreetly related business. Port Authority statlstles Indleate that over 
443,000 alreraft operations oeeurred at the Airport In 2007, earrylng over 47 
million passengers to domestle and International destinations. Aeeording 
to Port Authority statlstles, JFK Is the fastest growing airport In the New 
York Region. Although listed by the FAA as the 5th most delayed airport In 
the nation In 2007, this eurrent aetlvlty level ranks JFK as #6 In the nation 
and #12 In the world for total number of air passengers. 

JFK reaehed Its pre-S/l 1 passenger enplanement levels In late 2004. 
Foreeasts for passenger growth at JFK Indleate that the Airport will grow at 
an average of 2.4 pereent annually over the next ten years. In addition, 
alreraft operations at JFK are expeeted to grow at an annual average of 1.8 
pereent over the next ten years. This growth ean mainly be attributed to 
expanded domestle passenger servlee by low fare airlines. By 2018, the 
Airport Is projeeted to serve 33 million annual passengers with total alreraft 
operations at 300,000. 
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Supporting thl8 l9V9l of passangor 9n9 aircraft oporational activity i8 a 
complex network of taxiways an9 taxilanes that interconnect the terminal 
buil9in98 with the runwaye. A key component of the taxiway eyetem 18 T/W 
A, T/W B an9 it8 connectors. Encircling the CIA, T/W A is critical to 
provi9ing efficient routing of aircraft from the passenger terminals to 
Runway 13R-31L for 99parture8 an9 arrivals. At JFK, nearly every air 
carrier, air cargo, an9 passenger commuter aircraft uses some part of T/W 
A 9urin9 its operation. 

T/W A, as well as connectors, were originally constructe9 in the 1960's an9 
1970's. T/W A an9 P Connector will provi9e an efficient route for aircraft to 
taxi between the OTA and Runway 13R-31L. The new taxiway will allow 
aircraft operations to occur without reducing runway capacity and 
eliminating congestion. 

Along with the pavement, the project will include the realignment and 
replacement of items such as taxiway edge lighting component 
replacement, modern signs, drainage structures and new pavement 
markings. 

FOR FAA USE 
9. 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 [ ] 

LCI [ ] FAA BOA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ ] 
Other (explain) 

Noise. 65 LDN [ ] 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. PRC OBJECTIVE: 
This project will construct a new Taxiway A Connector. The project will 
incorporate design criteria to accommodate the A380 aircraft with cockpit 
over centerline maneuvering procedures. 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. 

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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b. Comments: 

9. 
a. 

(Public Agencies go to 10) 

of Order 5100.38 or 

FOR FAA USE 
Project Eligibility: 
1) Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. 
[ ] Development eligible under AIR criteria (paragraph 

PGL ); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or PGL ); 
[ j Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 47110(d); 
[ j Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ j 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 RFC eligibility (explain), 

b. Comments: 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 
August 2009 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2010 

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: N/A 
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. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 
Reference the following SOAR Project Codes: 

• 05-05-C-00-EWR-020 
• 05-05-C-00-LGA-020 
. 05-05-C-00-JFK-020 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Reference the following SOAR Project Codes: 
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• 05-05-C-00-EWR-020 
• 05-05-C-00-LGA-020 
• 05-05-C-00-JFK-020 

R6C9P of Oi8agreemeots: Refereoce the Fioal A9eocy 
Determioatioo dated Jaouary 13, 2006, page 43. 
Public Agency Reason8 for Proceeding: Refereoce the Final Agency 
Determination dated January 13, 2006, page 43. 

13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 
N/A 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Comments: 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PRC FUNDS: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital $3,200,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $800,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PRC FUNDS: $4,000,000 
if the amount of PFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instructions. 

EXISTING AlP FUNDS: 
Grant # Grant Funds in Project $ 

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

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

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AlP 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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*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING PRC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: the public agency provided detailed basis of cost information. This 
detailed Information should, at a minimum, provide detail regarding the cost of 
each major project component. YES [ ] NO [ ] 

***PROJECT REQUESTING PRC 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 PRC level [ X ] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
PRC level [ ]. 

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

d. Comments. 
FOR FAA USE 

9. Th6 9mo9nt of PRC recommended for epprova! will not resolt In revenoe that exceeds the 
amount necessary to finance this project. 

b. Does the project Include a proposed L0I7 YE8 [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support7 
YES[ ] N0[ ]. If YES, list the schedule for Implementation: 

c. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Region Intend to support7 YES [ ] NO [ ] 

d. For any proposed AIP funds, Is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
CIP7 YES [ ] NO [ ] 

e. For project requesting PRC 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 alrslde needs of the airport, Including runways, taxiways, aprons, 
and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A [ ] 

f. Comments. 

15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 
FOR FAA USE 

a. Is the back-up financing/phasing plan vlable7 Yes [ ] No [ ]. 

b. Comments: 

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

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and In relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
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FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ j 
reasonable. 

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

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 

Page 7 of 7 FAA Form Revised 03/28/2007 



IHEPOmriUnilOIIIIT OF NY& NJ 

John F. Kennedy Intemetiona I Airport 
CONSTRUCTION OF TAXIWAY A 

AND P CONNECTOR 



THE PORT AIIIHORITY OF NY & N J 
Passenger Facility Charge Application 

LAGUARDIA AIRPORT 
TABLE OF CONTENTS 

SECTION 1 - Central Terminal Building (CTB) Modernization Planning and 
Engineering 

EWR, JFK, and LGA Airports Attachment B - Tabie of Contents LGA Project Information 



TMEPORTAimiORrTYOF NY& NJ 
Pgssenger Fgcility Charge Application 

SECTION 1 

Central Terminal Building (GIB) Modernization Planning and Engineering 

EWR, JFK, and LGA Airports Attachment B - LGA Project Information 



LaGuardia Airport CTB Modernization Planning and Engineering 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

FOR FAA USE 
RFC Application number: 

1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
LaGuardia Airport (LGA), New York, New York 

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

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. The work effort will be done In a phased approach, allowing the 
agency to address critical feasibility and constructablllty Issues related to 
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 a preliminary conceptual 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. 
The project Is anticipated to develop concepts to a level adequate to serve 
as the basis for future submittals to the FAA for necessary approvals and 
for the later preparation of contract drawings and specifications for bidding 
and awarding the construction of the proposed Improvements. 

The CTB Modernization Program should not be viewed as just a terminal 
Improvement project. CTB Modernization will greatly Impact other facilities 
by requiring the relocation, expansion and Improvement of existing airport 
Infrastructure to support the terminal. In fact, the CTB Modernization 
Program will encompass approximately 50 percent of the entire LGA 
terminal area (alrslde and landslde). 

The CTB Modernization Program will 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 (CHRP), Central Electrical Substation, and public and employee 
vehicle parking lots. In addition, the project may Involve the Installation of 
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a 09W 4ydr90t fo9Mo9 9y9t90i. Furt49roior9, 4999999 f99iMti99 will 49 
oiodlfl9d to provld9 I0-II09 4999999 89r99olo9 to loiprov9 Tr909port9tloo 
899urlty Admlol9tr9tloo (T8A) 9ffl9l909y. AI90, p9889099r 89r99olo9 will 
49 loiprov9d 9od 99t99 90d holdroom 9r999 will 49 up9r9d9d to 9oh9099 
p9889099r flow8. Mo9t loiport9otly, th9 proj99t will 9llow l9r99r, oior9 fo9l-
9ffl9l90t 90d 909t-9ff99tlV9 9lr9r9ft tO 999998 th8 99t99, th09 904909l09 t49 
99p99lty of th8 9lrport to 99rv9 oioro p9989099r9 oo t49 9xl8tlo9 oom49r of 
fll94t9. 

T49 r9d9V9lopoi90t of t48 CTB gt LGA will rgqoiro th9 FAA to 9pprov9 a 
949099 to t49 Airport Layoot Pigo (ALP). 1418 f9d9r9l 99tloo r9qolr99 
900ipll9099 wlt4 t49 N9tloo9l 6ovlroooi9ot9l Poll9y A9t of 1970 (N6PA), god 
90 60VlrO00190t9l A999980190t Or 90 60VlrO0m90t9l IOip99t St9t90190t mgy 
49 r9qolr9d to 49 900ipl9t9d god 9o4oiltt9d to tho FAA for d9t9roilo9tloo. 

T4l8 proj99t will utlllz9 th9 CTB Mod9rolz9tloo F999l4lllty Stody proje9t 
r990lt9 98 9 49919 for fort48r d99l90 d9V9lopm90t. It l9 90tl9lp9t9d t49t t48 
torrologi d9V9lopoi9nt proqrgoi r99oltlo9 frooi t4l8 loltlgl pigooloq 9ffort 
oigy mvolv9 totgl proj99t 908t9 lo t49 $8 4lllloo to $4 4lllloo rgoqo. 
ApprOXlr09t9ly 80 p9r990t of thl9 99tl019t9 l9 dlr99tly 99909l9t9d with t49 
torrologi loiprov9oi9ot9 with t49 rgrogloloq 909t9 99809l9t9d with the 
r9l099tl00, 9Xp909lO0 90d lmprOV9m90t of Othgr f99llltl99 99990tl9l to tho 
op9r9tloo of th9 oiod8rolz8d t9rotlo9l. Tho 908t9 for t49 PIgooloq god 
6o9lo99rlo9 8tudy 9r9 I999 thgo 1 p9r99ot of tho totgl 9otl9lp9t9d 
9008tru9tloo 4ud99t. 

Th9 pigooloq offort will lo9lud9 t49 followloq 900ipoo9ot8 with 98tloi9t9d 
909t8 for 9994 8tudy 9l90190t: 

• 6ovlroooi90t9l Do9uoi9ot9tloo 90d P9roilttlo9 Pro9999: $8,000,000; 

• D98I90 - T9roilo9l god Alr8ld9 Compoo90t9: $9,000,000; 

• D98I90 Froot999 90d L9od9ld9 Cooipoo9ot8: $9,000,000. 

4. If applica4le for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters 116, gates 37, and 
baggage facilities 30. 
2. Number of ticket counters 118. gates 38, and baggage facilities 30 to 
be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters 0, gates 1, and baggage facilities 0. 
FOR FAA USE 1 

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[ ] 
N0[ ]. 
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c. For terminal projects, information regarding ticket counters, gates, and baggage facilities for 
construction and/or rehabilitation indicated. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A [ j 

d. Comments: 

5. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
At only 680 acres, LaGuardia Airport Is land constrained. The CTB currently 
Is abutted by hangars to the east and west that are currently utilized by 
airlines for baggage consolidation and equipment storage. The airport's 
main taxiway (Taxiway A) Is located at the ends of the CTB concourses. 

The CTB and associated concourses at LGA were put Into service In 1964 
and were designed around the DC-9-30 aircraft. Since the CTB was 
dedicated In 1964, with the exception of Concourse D, the Concourses 
have changed little, despite the enormous passenger enplanement growth 
the Airport has experienced over the past 45 years. 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 a CTB Modernization 
Program. The Phase I Is embodied In the companion CTB Modernization 
Feasibility Study, which addressed project definition, preliminary design, 
constructablllty, cost estimating and program financing, and overall 
program management. 

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. 

Phase II Planning and Engineering will be completed In a three to four year 
period. Construction of the CTB Modernization Program Is projected to 
span an 8 - 10 year period with total project costs estimated In the $3 - $4 
billion range. The costs for the Planning and Engineering Study are less 
than 1 percent of the total anticipated construction budget. 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Is justification adequate? YES [ ] N0[ ]. 
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b. Comments: 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[X] (gotos) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[ ] (public agencies of medium and large hub 

airports go to 7. all others go to 8) 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
LGA C8ntribut89 $11 billo8n on 888n8ono8 88tlvoty t8 th8 N89o YorMNew 
J8098y m8to898lit8n 8O88. Thl9 includ89 100,000 jabs 98n808t8d throu9h an 
8nd 8ff-8lr98ot svlstlan 8nd indlrsctly 08l8t8d businsssss sceaunting far $4 
billlan In wsgss 8nd S8l8008s. Aeeaoding ta th8 U.S. D898otm8nt af 
To8ns98ot8tl8n, Bur88u af To8ns98rt8tion Ststlstics, In 2008 LGA W8S #19 
nstlanwids foo tatsi U.S. passenger enplaneonents with 22 million total 
annual passengers. Future prajeetlons Indleate that LGA's passenger 
enplanements are expeeted to experlenee a 2.1 percent 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 8 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. With the current 
CTB configuration, forecasted passenger demand cannot be 
accommodated If the gates and holdrooms are not modified to accept 
larger aircraft. 

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 
security-screening areas, and expansion areas to accommodate future 
passenger traffic growth. The following paragraphs describe the program 
elements for the CTB Modernization at LGA. 
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The 2econ9t2octe9 concou29e9 iwill toke 99v9nt9ge of mo9e2n te2mi99l 
9e9ign tech9iqoe9 that will 20908 m V99t lmp2ove29ent9 In pa99enge2 
9e2vlce an9 a2nenltle9 along with aafety an9 9eco2lty enhancement9. The 
vielon fo2 the 2econflgu2e9 concou29e9 enco29pa99e9 the concept of 2lght-
elzlng the 6T8 with the al2flel9 capacity an9 the cu22ent an9 p2ojecte9 
pa99enge2 9eman9, an9 2eclal29lng fou2 pa99enge2-loa9lng gatee. The 
9eelgn will Inclu9e the lateet haggage 9C2eenlng equipment, expan9e9 
pa99enge2 9C2eenlng 92099, expan9e9 conce99lon9 92099, l92ge2 pa99enge2 
hol920om9, Ia2ge2 cl2culatlon 9pace9, Inc2ea9e9 bath2oom facllltlea, 9n9 
ove2all lmp2ove9 pa99enge2 p20ce99lng. 

On the apron 9l9e of the 6T8, the concou29e9 will be 2econflgu2e9 to allow 
Ia2ge2 al2C2a8 to 9e2ve the te2mlnal than 920 cu22ently able 9ue to the 
geometric con9t2alnt9 of the 6T8. F2om a eafety aspect, the 2econflgu2e9 
apron area between the concou2se9 will Imp20ve al2C2a8 sepa2atlon anri 
will suppo2t mo2e efficient ope2atlon by allowing al2C2a8 to taxi Into the 
concou2se un9e2 thel2 own power 6u22ently, at many gates, 9l2C2a8 920 
2equl2e9 at many of the gates to be towe9 to thel2 pa2klng areas f2om the 
taxiway. The existing clea2ance minlmums between al2C2a8 anri fuel t2uck9, 
catering vehicles an9 g20un9 9e2vlce equipment 920 2e9t2lctlve. 

It Is antlclpateri that 6T8 concou29e const2uctlon will be phaseri fo2 each 
concou2se In a manne2 that will minimize Impacts to existing ope2atlons In 
the 2emalnlng te2mlnal an9 2amp 92099. 6T8 mo9lflcatlons may 2equl2e the 
9emolltlon an9 2elocatlon of existing facilities. This will be assessed! as 
pa2t of the feasibility analysis. 

An expan9e9 Electrical 6ent2al Substation will be 2equl2e9 fo2 the Ia2ge2 
9lstributlon an9 Inc2eased loads anticipated to meet the demands of the 
6T8 and associated concou29es. Along with the electrical substation, an 
expansion of the existing 6ent2al Heating and Refrige29tlon Plant (6HRP), 
cu22ently located In the easte2n co2ne2 of the main te2mlnal building, will be 
needed to p20vlde fo2 the additional heating and cooling demands of the 
6T8. Design concepts fo2 an expanded electrical substation and 6HRP will 
be tho20ughly examined and the selected concept will be developed to a 
sufficient deg2ee to allow fo2 the futu2e p2epa2atlon of complete cont2act 
d2awlngs and specifications. 

The 6T8 Mode2nlzatlon P2og2am envisions the 2eplacement of RON al2C2a8 
pa2klng spaces displaced by the te2mlnal Imp20vements, as well as 
potential hanga2, GSE Maintenance facilities, ca2go facilities, al2C2a8 
maintenance facilities, 2oadway and vehlcula2 pa2klng Impacts 2e9ultlng 
f2om the 6TB Imp20vement9. In addition, a Hyd2ant Fueling System may be 
Included as pa2t of the 6T8 Mode2nlzatlon P2og2am. As established by the 
companion 6T8 Mode2nlzatlon Feasibility Study, this p2oject will 9dd2e99 
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LaGuardia Airport CTB Modernization Planning and Engineering 

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 to bid and award contracts for the construction of the CTB 
Modernization. An explanation of the cost basis for this effort is included 
in Attachment I. 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Air safety. Pad 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 LDN [ ] 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. RFC OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of this project is to develop design documentation for the 
selected concept of the CTB Modernization Program that will address the 
existing and forecast shortcomings at the CTB in order to accommodate 
future passenger growth and implement operational improvements to help 
mitigate delays. It will utilize the CTB Modernization Feasibility Study 
project results as a basis for this design development and will support 
NEPA documentation for the entire program 

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 AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL ); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or PGL ); 
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[ 1 Terminal development as described In 49 U.S.C. 47110(d); 
[ j Noise compatibility planning as described In 49 U.8.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: 
Jun9 2009 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2012 

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 90 IMPOSE ONLY project, e8tim9ted dgte USE gpplicgtlon will be 
submitted to the FAA: N/A 
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. 9. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

Referenoe the following SOAR Projeot Codes: 
• 05-05-C-00-EWR-030 
• 05-05-C-00-LGA-028 
• 05-05-C-00-JFK-030 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Referenoe the following SOAR Projeot Codes: 

• 05-05-C-00-EWR-030 
• 05-05-C-00-LGA-028 
• 05-05-C-00-JFK-030 

Recgp of Disagreements: Referenoe the Final Agenoy 
Determination dated January 13, 2006, page 43. 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: Reference the Final Agency 
Determination dated January 13, 2006, page 43. 
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13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 
N/A 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Comments: 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital $23,000,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $2,000,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $25,000,000 
If the amount of PFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instructions. 

EXISTING AlP FUNDS: 
Grant # Grant Funds in Project $ 

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

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

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AlP 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 

*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING PFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: the public agency provided detailed basis of cost information. This 
detailed information should, at a minimum, provide detail regarding the cost of 
each major project component. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

^"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 AlP funding. YES [ ] NO [ ] 
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b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AlP funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match to be 
collected at a $4.50 RFC level [ ] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
RFC level [ X ]. 

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. 

FOR FAA USE 
a. The amount of PRC recommended for approval will not result in revenue that exceeds the 

amount necessary to finance this project. 

b. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 
YES[ ] N0[ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

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

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

e. For project requesting PRC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AlP 
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 [ ] 

f. Comments. 

15. BACK-UR FINANCING RLAN: 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 [ ] 

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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THE PORT AirTHORITY OF NY & N J 
P9ssenger Facility Charge Application 

Public Notice of 
Passenger Facility Charge Use Authority Application 

Public notice (Attachment C, Section 2, Public Notice) of the Passenger Facility Charge (PRC) Use 
Authority Application was sent via email on December 10, 2008 to all air carriers and foreign air carriers 
operating at Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), 
and LaGuardia Airport (LGA). Each airline was individually sent an email with a read and delivery receipt 
to track delivery confirmation to ensure that each air carrier had at least 30 days to review the PRC Use 
Authority Application. 

Public notice of the PFC Use Authority Application was also posted on the Port Authority's website at 
four locations. The links are as follows: 

• General Airport Link: http://www.panvni.gov/CommutingTravel/airports/html/ 

Three airport specific links: 

• EWR: http://www.panvni.gov/CommutingTravel/airports/html/newarklibertv.html 

• JFK: http://www.panvni.gov/CommutingTravel/airports/html/kennedv.html 

• LGA: http://www.panvni.gov/CommutingTravel/airports/html/laguardia.html 

The notice was posted on the above websites on Wednesday, December 10th, 2008. 

The projects outlined in the PFC Use Authority Application were included with the draft application and 
information on the projects included in the airline consultation meetings held on May 17,18, and 19, 
2004. Due to the fact that this request is for Use Authority only, the FAA does not require an airline 
consultation meeting. The Charge Effective Date is April 1, 2006 and the estimated Charge Expiration 
Date is March 1, 2011. 

EWR, JFK, and LGA Airports Attachment C - Public Notice Process 
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Public Notice 
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Public Notice of 
Passenger Facility Charge Use Authority Application 

December 10, 2008 

The Port Aothority of New York 9nd New Jersey (Port Authority), hereby 
9rovides notice of its intent to file 99 999lic9tion to the Fedenal Avietion 
Administretion (FAA) to use Pessenger Fgoility Chgrges (PFCs) for five (5) 
9roj9Cts. In Jgnugry 2006, the FAA grented 999rov9l for lm90S9 Only 
guthority for these 9roject8. The Port Authority is now seeking Use 
guthority for these 9roject8. The 9roj9cts thet the Port Authority is seeking 
Use guthority include: 

Newgrk Liberty InterngtiongI Airport 

Upgrgde Ngviggtionel Aids R/W 22R - 22L 
This project is designed to enhgnce the neviggtiongi gids (NAVAID8) on 
R/W 22R and R/W 22L. Runway 22R presently has a Category (CAT I) 
Instrument Landing 8ystem (IL8) approach and this project will upgrade 
the existing, earlier generation localizer and glideslope equipment to 
modern Mark XXa (20a) equipment. This will improve the reliability of the 
ILS during Instrument Flight Rules (IFR) conditions. 

The improvement to the R/W 22L NAVIDS includes an upgrade from the 
existing CAT I approach to the CAT III approach. This requires the 
installation of modern Mark XXa (209) localizer and glideslope equipment 
and the installation of an Approach Lighting 8ystem with Sequenced 
Flashers - 2 (AL8F-2). Together these two projects will improve the ILS 
system performance while enhancing the IFR capacity of the Airport. 

PFC Level: $4.50 
Estimated Cost: $10,000,000 

Upgrade Navigational Aids R/W 4L 
This project Is designed to enhance the navigational aids (NAVAID8) on 
R/W 4L. The NAVIADS improvement to R/W 4L includes an upgrade from 
the existing Category (CAT I) to CAT III Instrument Landing System (ILS). 
This requires the installation of modern Mark XX (20) localizer and 
glideslope equipment and the installation of an Approach Lighting System 
with Sequenced Flashers - 2 (AL8F - 2). Together these two projects 
improve the ILS system performance while enhancing the Instrument 
Flight Rules (IFR) capacity of the Airport. 

PFC Level: $4.50 
Estimated Cost: $10,000,000 



Ioo9rove8oents to Ruoooo89y 69fety Aregs 
Th6 loo980veoTieoit8 to Runway 6af6ty A8ea8 (R8A) p8oj6ct will onhanco 
th6 dlm6n8lonal 8tanda88l8 001 Runway8 11 aoid 29 fo8 co8n9llanc6 with 
FAA 8taoida8d8 fo8 R8A8. Tho R6A8 fo8 Runway8 11 and 29 p8e8ently do 
not meet FAA 8tanda8d8 and a8e not ea8lly expandable due to the location 
of the New J688ey Tu8nplk6/lnt688tat6 95 to the 6a8t and Routea 1 & 9 and 
8lgnlflcant Indu8t8lal development to the we8t. 

Thl8 p8oject will Implement a 8ecomm6ndatlon of the R6A 6tudy with the 
6x98688 pu8po86 of Improving the R8A for RA/V11-29. implementation will 
Include the con8tructlon of R6A 8tudy recommendatlona that are In 
compliance with FAA 8tandard8. 

PRC Level: $4.50 
Estimated Cost: $12,000,000 

La Guardia Airport 

Central Terminal Building (CTB) Modernization Planning and 
Engineering 
This project will develop designs for the CTB Modernization Program at 
LaGuardIa Airport. The work effort will be done In a phased approach, 
allowing the agency to address critical feasibility and constructablllty 
Issues related to the Implementation of this program. 

This project will provide a preliminary conceptual 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. 
The project Is anticipated to develop concepts to a level adequate to serve 
as the basis for future submittals to the FAA for necessary approvals and 
for the later 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; Flangars 1, 2 and 4; Cargo and Ground 6ervlce Equipment 
(G8E) facilities; aircraft Remain Overnight Parking (RON); Central Fleating 
and Refrigeration Plant (CFIRP), Central Electrical Bubstatlon, 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 6ecurlty Administration (T6A) efficiency. Also, passenger 
screening will be Improved and gates and holdroom areas will be 
upgraded to enhance passenger flows. Most Importantly, the project will 



9llow l9rg9r, mor9 fu9l-9ffici8nt gnd co8t-eff8ctive gircraft to acc888 tha 
gatas, thus 99hanci9g tha capacity of tha airport to sarva mora 
passengars 09 tha axistiog cumber of flights. 

PFC Laval: $3.00 
Estimated Cost: $28,000,000 

Joh9 F. Kaooedy loteroatlocal Airport 

Co98truotio9 of Taxiway A Coooeotor 
This project will construct a new taxiway segment that will directly connect 
Taxiway (T/W) P and T/W A between T/W PA and T/WB and will replace a 
portion of the existing T/W N and improve the existing substandard 
transition from T/W A to P serving R/W13R-31L. The project will include 
excavation, grading, subgrade preparation, new taxiway pavement, 
taxiway centerline lights, airfield signage, airfield drainage and pavement 
markings. 

The T/W A Connector will include approximately 2,000 linear feet of 
pavement, paved shoulders, pavement markings, signing, and lighting. 

PFC Level: $4.80 
Estimated Cost: $4,000,000 

These projects were included with the draft application and airline 
consultation on the projects was provided on May 17, 18, and 19, 2004. 
Due to the fact that this request is for Use Authority only, the FAA does 
not require an airline consultation meeting. The Charge Effective Date is 
April 1, 2006 and the estimated Charge Expiration Date is March 1,2011. 

The period for public commeot will expire at 8 p.m. o9 Jaouary S**", 
2009. Comments are to be submitted in writing to the following email 
address: 

Port Authority of New York and New Jersey 
passenqerfacilitvcharqe@panvni.aov 
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AmericanAirlines 
CORPORATE REAL ESTATE 

Jonuary 9, 2000 

VIA Email 
pa8se9gerfacllitycharge@pa9y9j.gov 

with a copy to: 
Katie Servis 
KServis@VHB.com 

and Patty Clark 
Senior Advisor of Extenal Affairs 
Port Authority of New York and New Jersey 
PCI9rk@Da9vni.aov 

Re: Proposed Revisions to Amendments to PFC Amendments Nos. 95-02-C-
02EWR, 95-02-C-02-JFK, 95-02-C-02-LGA. and 97-04-C-01-EWR. 97-04-C-
01JFK, and 97-04-C-01-LGA 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Pursuant to 14 CFR Section 158.23, this letter shall serve as American Airlines, Inc.'s 
("American's") Certification of Agreement or Disagreement with respect to the proposed 
revisions to amendments to the Port Authority of New York and New Jersey's 
(Authority's") request to the FAA for Use Authority for five projects that the FAA had 
previously granted Impose Only Authority In the Authority's previous application 
approved in January 2006. 

The five projects are as follows: 

EWR: 
Upgrade Navigational Aids RA/V 22R-22L 
PFC Level: $4.50 
Estimated Cost: $10,000,000 

Upgrade Navigational Aids R/\N 4L 
PFC Level $4.50 
Estimated Cost $10,000,000 

Improvements to Runway Safety Areas 
PFC Level $4.50 
Estimated Cost: $12,000,000 

6GA: 
Central Terminal Building (CTB) Modernization Planning and Engineering 
PFC Level: $3.00 
Estimated Cost: $25,000,000 

4333 AMON CARTER BLVD. - MD 5317 , FORT WORTH, TX 76155-2664 
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JFK: 
Constru9tion of Toxiwgy A Connector 
RFC Level: $4.50 
Estimated Cost: $4,000,000 

The following applies to all of the five projects listed above: 

Position: Agree with the Authority's reqcest. 
Comments: None 

American reqeests that we be notified of any material change or revision made to the 
Aethority's requested revisions to amendments due to comments received from the air 
carriers or from the FAA during the review process. 

8incerely, 
AMERICAN AIRLINES, INC. 

Kendra Kennedy 
Senior Properties Counsel 
Corporate Real Estate 



IHE PORT AlflHORirV OF NY& NJ 
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ATTACHMENT F 
Competition Plan/Update 

Email from the FAA stating that a competition plan update is not required. 

EWR, JFK, and LGA Airports 



Palladino, Angela 

From; 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Palladino, Angela 
Thursday. January 26, 2006 12:05 PM 
Harrison, Ed; Longernecker, Fred 
FW: EWR Competition Plan Update 

his confirmation of my email. 

Original Message 
From: kevin.willisOfaa.gov [mailto:kevin.willisOfaa.gov) 
Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2006 12:04 PM 
To: Palladino, Angela 
Subject: Re: EWR Competition Plan Update 

Anytime. Thnak you 

Kevin Christopher Willis 
Federal Aviation Administration 
AAS-400, Airport Compliance Division 
800 Independence Avenue, SW 
Washington, DC 20591 
202-267-8741 
202-267-5257 fax 



^adino^Angela_ 

Pglladino, Angela 
Tuasday, January 24, 2006 5:26 PM 
•kevln.willis@faa.gov' 
Harrison, Ed; Longernecker, Fred 
EWR Competition Plan Update 

Importance: Higti 

Kevin, 

Thank you for taking the time to speak with me today regarding EWR and its requirement to submit a competition plan 
update. Per your advice and that of Program Guidance Letter 04-08, EWR does not have to file a competition plan update 
at this time because (1) it has not denied access to an air carrier for gates or facilities within the last six months and (2) it 
has not executed a new master lease and use agreement or significantly amended a lease and use agreement, including 
an amendment due to use of PFC financing for gates. 

I sincerely appreciate your time and guidance with this matter. 

Angela 
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Newark Liberty 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. 

PFC Application Number: 

I. ALP Findings 
1. Current ALP approval date; March 20, 2008 

List proposed project(s) shown on this ALP: 
Upgrade Navigational Aids R/W 4L 
Improvements to Runway Safety Areas 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to be shown on an ALP: 
Upgrade Navigational Aids R/W 22R-22L 

—TOR 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: See Below (repeat as necessary) 

List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 
Upgrade Navigational Aids R/W 4L: 2007-AEA-391-NRA 
Improvements to Runway Safety Areas: 2007-AEA-390-NRA 
Upgrade Navigational Aids R/W 22R-22L: 2007-AEA-392-NRA 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to have an airspace determination: 
N/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. 
******************************************************************************************************************* 

III. Environmental Findings 

1. List proposed project(s) which are categorically excluded from the 
requirement for formal environmental review: 
Upgrade Navigational Aids R/W 22R-22L 
Upgrade Navigational Aids R/W 4L 
Improvements to Runway Safety Areas 

2. Date of FAA Finding of No Significant Impact: N/A 
(repeat as necessary) 

List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 

3. Date of FAA environmental record of decision: N/A 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Attachment G 

(repeat as necessary) 
List proposed project(s) covered by this finding; 

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. 

Application Reviewed by; 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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John F. Kennedy International Airport Attachment 6 

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. 

—TOR FAA USE*"""""""""""*""*""**"""""""""""""""""*""*""****'"*""" 
PFC Application Number: 
******************************************************************************************************************* 

I. ALP Findings 
1. Current ALP approval date; March 20. 2008 

List proposed project(s) shown on this ALP: 
Construction of Taxiway A Connector 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to be shown on an ALP: N/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. 
******************************************************************************************************************** 

II. Airspace Findings 
1. FAA Airspace finding date: See Below (repeat as necessary) 

List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 
Construction of Taxiway A Connector: 2004-AEA-569-NRA 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to have an airspace determination: 

*****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. 
******************************************************************************************************************* 

III. Environmental Findings 

1. List proposed project(s) which are categorically excluded from the 
requirement for formal environmental review: 

2. Date of FAA Finding of No Significant Impact: September 2004 
(repeat as necessary) 

List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 
Construction of Taxiway A Connector 

3. Date of FAA environmental record of decision: 
(repeat as necessary) 

List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 
*****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 F/\A's nonconcurrance below. 
******************************************************************************************************************* 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 

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



LaGuardia Airport Machment 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. 

***************************************** 
PFC Application Number; 
******************************************************************************************************************* 

I. ALP Findings 
1. Current ALP approval date; 

List proposed project(s) shown on this ALP: N/A 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to be shown on an ALP: 
Central Terminal Building (CTB) Modernization Planning and 
Engineering 

*****FOR FAAUSE""***""**"*****"""*"*"""*""*'""""***"**"*"*"**'"""***""""*"""** 
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 FAiA's nonconcurrance below. 
******************************************************************************************************************** 

II. Airspace Findinos 
1. FAA Airspace finding date: (repeat as necessary) 

List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: N/A 

List proposed project(s) not required to have an airspace determination: 
Central Terminal Building (CTB) Modernization Planning and 
Engineering 

*****pQp ug2********************************************************************************************** 
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. 
******************************************************************************************************************* 

III. Environmental Findings 

1. List proposed project(s) which are categorically excluded from the 
requirement for formal environmental review: N/A 

2. Date of FAA Finding of No Significant Impact: N/A 
(repeat as necessary) 

List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 
3. Date of FAA environmental record of decision: N/A 

(repeat as necessary) 
List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 

*""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. 
******************************************************************************************************************* 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 

Page 1 of 1 FAA Form Revised 10/2/00 
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FAA NAVAID Support Letter 

EWR, JFK, and LGA Airports Attachment I - FAA NAVAID Support Letter 
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LaGuardia Airport CTB Modernization Planning and Engineering Cost 
Justification 

EWR, JFK, and LGA Airports Attachment I - LaGuardia Airport CTB Modernization Planning and Engineering Cost Justification 



LaGoardia Airport 
CTB Modernization Planning and Engineering 
Cost Justification 

In the original 2006 PFC application, the Port Authority requested funding for two projects related to the 
Central Terminal Building (CTB) ModemiTation at LGA. The first project is the CTB Feasibility Study 
that identified the need and the required size and scope of the CTB Modernization. This project was 
approved for Impose and Use by the FAA and is now nearing completion. The Feasibility Study clearly 
demonstrates the need for the CTB Modernization based on the current facility's lack of capacity to 
accommodate current passenger demands and future passenger demands anticipated from FAA approved 
forecasts. 

The second project is the CTB Modernization Planning and Engineering Project. At the time of the 
original application in 2006, the Port Authority requested Impose Only authority for the Modernization 
Planning and Engineering as the need for this project was dependent upon the findings of the Feasibility 
Study. The Feasibility Study is nearly complete and demonstrates the need for the CTB Modernization. 
Therefore, the Port Authority is requesting Use Authority for the CTB Modernization Planning and 
Engineering project to fund concept advancement. 

Planning and Engineering for the CTB is estimated to be $25 million or less than one percent of total 
project costs. It must be noted that special consideration must be made for large construction projects 
initiated at LGA. Considering the high density of development on the Airport, a number of existing 
facilities will have to be demolished or relocated to provide space for construction work and staging areas 
related to the terminal modernization. Furthermore, the airport facilities must all operate continually 
during the modernization project. This adds a significant layer of complexity to the project that must be 
addressed in preliminary planning efforts. 

Therefore, it is anticipated that the terminal development program resulting from this initial planning 
effort may involve total project costs in the $3 billion to $4 billion range. Approximately 50 percent of 
this estimate is directly associated with the terminal improvements with the remaining costs associated 
with the relocation, expansion and improvement of other facilities essentia! to the operation of the 
modernized terminal. 

For comparison purposes, similar planning efforts for passenger terminal projects of comparable size and 
magnitude at other large-hub airports include the following: 

1. JetBlue's Terminal 5 at JFK, planning and project management is estimated to be $39 million of 
the $770 million cost, or 4 percent of the total project cost. 

2. Terminal 4 at JFK cost $831 million to construct, of which $48 million was allocated to planning, 
or 5.7 percent of the terminal development cost. 

3. American Airlines allocated approximately 2 percent, or $12 million, to planning for its Terminal 
D at Dallas/Fort Worth International (DFW) Airport. Terminal development costs related to this 
new 28-gate, 2 million-square-foot facility was $630 million. 

4. Terminal C development by Continental Airlines at EWR began in 1998 and was completed in 
2001 at a cost of $830 million. Many elements of the CTB Program are similar to the proposed 
Terminal A Expansion program at EWR. A thorough review of Continental's Final Program 



Man2gement Financial Status Report shows the following breakdown in planning, conceptual 
design, and environmental processing costs for the Terminal C portions of the program: 

Special Studies: $0.9 million 
Program-Wide Planning: $2.9 million 
Conceptual Planning: $4.6 million 
Scope Development: $5.9 million 
Environmental Documentation: $1.8 million 
Total: $16.1 million 

These preliminary studies represent 1.9 percent of the total project cost for Terminal C. 
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Port Authority of New York and New Jersey 
PFC Revenue Projection 

OptlmlsdcSenarlo Moderate Senarlo 
EWR E2009 E2010 E2011 E2012 E2009 E2010 E2011 E2012 
Enplaiiemcnts • 17,693 18,076 18,425 18,919 17,640 17,896 18,181 18,590 
Total Rate $4.50 $4.50 $4.50 $4.50 $4.50 $4.50 $4.50 $4.50 
PA Rale $ 4.39 $ 4.39 $ 4.39 $ 4.39 $ 4.39 $ 4.39 $ 4.39 $ 4.39 
PFC Collection 

Cuniulo live 
$ 77,674 $ 79,352 $ 80,888 $ 83,054 $ 77.439 $ 78,563 $ 79,813 $ 81,611 

$ 731,829 $ 809,603 $ 888,866 $ 969,742 $1,062,796 $ 809,268 $ 887,831 $ 967,644 $ 1,049,2661 
1 1 

809,268 887,831 967,644 

JFK E2009 E2010 E2011 E2012 E2009 E2010 E2011 E2012 
Enplanemcnts • 24,101 24,493 25,118 25,843 23,870 24,113 24,648 25,261 
Total Rate $4.50 $4.50 $4.50 $4.50 $4.50 $4.50 $4.50 $4.50 
PA Rate $ 4.39 $ 4.39 $ 4.39 $ 4.39 $ 4.39 $ 4.39 $ 4.39 $ 4.39 
PFC Collection 

Cumulative 
$ 105,802 $ 107,522 $ 110,269 $ 113.449 $ 104.788 $ 105,855 $ 108,205 $ 110,898 

S 793,194 $ 898,996 $1,006,618 $1,116,786 $1,230,236 $ 897,981 $1,003,836 $1,112,041 $ 1,222,939 1 
1 1 
LGA E2009 E2010 E2011 E2012 E2009 E2010 E2011 E2012 
Enplanements • 11,530 11,857 12,237 12,648 11,228 11,437 11,708 11,978 
Total Rate $4.50 $4.50 $4.50 $4.50 $4.50 $4.50 $4.50 $4.50 
PA Rate $ 4.39 $ 4.39 $ 4.39 $ 4.39 $ 4.39 $ 4.39 $ 4.39 $ 4.39 
PFC Collection 

Cumulative 
$ 50,616 $ 52,051 $ 53,723 $ 55,525 $ 49,292 $ 50,209 $ 51,399 $ 52,581 

S 549,858 $ 600,474 $ 662,626 $ 706,247 $ 761,772 $ 699,160 $ 649,369 $ 700,768 $ 763,339 

1 1 
699,160 649,369 700,768 763,339 

SWF E2009 E2010 E2011 E2012 E2009 E2010 E2011 E2012 
Passengers • 524 657 755 971 500 626 716 822 
Enplanements 262 329 378 486 250 313 358 411 
Total Rate $4.50 $4.50 $4.50 $4.50 $4.50 $4.50 $4.50 $4.50 
PA Rate $ 4.39 $ 4.39 $ 4.39 $ 4.39 $ 4.39 $ 4.39 $ 4.39 $ 4.39 
PFC Collection 

Cumula live 
$ 1,150 $ 1,442 $ 1,657 $ 2,131 $ 2,195 $ 2,746 $ 3,144 $ 3,606 

S 356 $ 1,606 $ 2,949 $ 4,606 $ 6,737 $ 2,662 $ 6,298 $ 8,441 $ 12,048 

1 1 
2,662 6,298 8,441 12,048 

Total E2009 E2010 E2011 E2012 E2009 E2010 E2011 E2012 
Enplanements • 53,848 55,082 56,536 58,380 52,738 53,446 54,537 55,829 
PFC Collection 

Cumulative 
$ 235,242 $ 240,367 $ 246,536 $ 254,159 $ 233,714 $ 237,373 $ 242,560 $ 248,697 

5 2,075,236 $ 2,310,478 $2,660,846 $2,797,381 $3,061,640 1 $2,308,960 $2,646,323 $2,788,883 $ 3,037,680 1 

Forescast (Source: Long Range Forecast and Key Assumptions 2009-2018 PA Aviation Dept., Nov. 2008) 

Note: This projection assumes future PFC applications will authorize collections over exisitng limits. 
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NY&NJ 
February 12, 2010 

Susan M. Bear 

Mr. JohnDermody D,rector 

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

Dear Mr. Dermody: 

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), LaGuardia Airport (LGA) and 
Stewart International Airport (SWF) to implement critically needed airport capital improvement 
projects for various airside and landside development that will allow the Port Authority to 
continue its commitment to improve capacity and reduce delays; enhance safety and security; 
and facilitate airline competition. 

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, LGA and SWF. In addition, for this PFC application and for all subsequent PFC 
applications, the Port Authority will apply for authority to collect PFC's at SWF. Any existing 
funds collected and not expended from previous PFC appUcations at SWF will be applied to the 
SWF project contained in this PFC application. This application requests PFC revenue for new 
projects in the amount of approximately $572,302,500.00. A copy of the resolution adopted by 
the Port Authority Board of Commissioners has been included in the application in Attachment I. 

In accordance with 14 CFR Part 158.23, the Port Authority distributed draft PFC applications to 
each of the 184 air carriers and foreign air carriers currently operating at EWR, JFK, LCA and 
SWF. The draft application notified each airline of the Port Authority's intent to submit an 
application to the FAA requesting authority to impose and use PFC's to fund capital 
development at the Airports. The notification packages included the date, time and locations of 
the meetings at which the Port Authority would consult with the airlines about the proposed PFC 

-•funded projects. The letter included: , 

• Description of the proposed projects; 
• PFC dollar level; 
• Charge effective date; 
• Estimated charge expiration date; 
• Estimated PFC revenue; and 
• List of exempted air carriers and explanation for exemptions. 

225 Park Avenue South 
New York, NY 10005 
T: 212 435 5720 F: 212 455 5855 

sbaer@panynj.gov 





Hi poKTAamasBm OF NY& NJ 

Consultation meetings with domestic and foreign air carriers were held on December 14*, 16* 
and 17*, 2009 at EWR, JFK and SWF respectively. The meeting at JFK was a combined 
meeting for LGA and JFK and the meeting was attended by representatives from airlines 
operating at both LGA and JFK. Each Consultation Meeting consisted of the Port Authority 
providing project justifications, detailed financial plans and other presentation materials to the 
airline representatives. Representatives of the Port Authority began each presentation with a 
brief synopsis 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, LGA and SWF. 
At each of the meetings attended by the airlines, there was an interactive dialog between the Port 
Authority representatives and air carrier representatives. There was at least one representative of 
the FAA present at each of the consultation meetings. 

A total of one airline provided responses that included agreements and conditional agreement 
with the projects included in the application. Port Authority response on specific projects is 
provided in Attachment C. 

During the development of this application, the Port Authority has had the pleasure of working 
closely with Andrew Brooks. His 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 his assistance and expertise. 

Please review the application and provide any questions or comments you may have to me at 
(212) 435-3720 or Ms. Patty Clark, Senior Advisor of External Affairs. Ms. Clark may be 
reached by phone at (212) 435-3731, and email at pclark@panvni.gov. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

5usan M. Baer 
Director 
Aviation Department 

mailto:pclark@panvni.gov


Pgssenger Facility Chgrge Applicgtion TNEPORTAinMORfTYOFNY&NJ 

FAA FORM 5500-1 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports FAA Form 5500-1 





"FaderaT I Aviation 
Administration 
U. S. Department ol Transportation 

0MB Approved 2120-0557 

1. Application Type (Check all that apply) 

|X a. Impose PFC Charges 

|X b. Use PFC Revenue 

P c. Amend PFC No. 

PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE (PFC) APPLICATION 

FAA USE ONLY 

Date Received PFC Number 

ir Ptjibilc Agency Name, Address, and Contact Person 

Agency Name Port Authority of NY and NJ 

Address 
225 Park Avenue South, 9th Floor 

City, state, ZIP New York, New York 10003 

Contact Person Ms. Patty Clark, (212)435-3731 

PARTI 
T Air"port(s) to Use' 

Newark Liberty International 
Airport (EWR), John F. 
Kennedy International 
Airport (JFK), LaGuardia 
Airport (LGA), Stewart 
International Airport (SWF) 

a. Date of Written Notice to Air Carriers; 

November 11, 2009 

b. Date of Consultation Meeting with Air i 

Carriers: gg^g^^er 141h, 16lh and 17th, 2009 

c. Date of Public Notice 

December 7, 2009 

PART II 

5. Charges 

Newark Liberty Intemaliona! 
Airport (EWR), John F. 
Kennedy international 
Airport (JFK), LaGuardia 
Airport (LGA), Stewart 
International Airport (SWF) 

b. Level c. Total Estimatetd PEC d. Proposed Effective e. 
Revenue by Level Date: 

Impose 
r"$1.00 ["$2,00 ["$3.00 

Use 2010 

["$4.00 |X$4.50 
Impose $572,302,500.00 

["$4.00 |X$4.50 
Impose $572,302,500.00 

["$4.00 |X$4.50 
Use $572,302,500.00 • 

PARTI 

Date: 

2013 

Submitted with Application Number Attached 
a. 
b. X 
c. X 
d. X 
e. X 
f. 
9 X 
h. 
i. X 

g Not Applicable 

X Not Applicable 

Document -
Airport Capital Improvement Plan 
Project Information (Attachment B) 
Air Carrier Consultation and Public Notice Information 
Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 
Alternative Uses/Projects 
Competition Plan/Update 
ALP/Airspace/Environmenta! 
Notice of Intent Project Information 
Additional Information 

PART IV 
7rw!ttrt22crt2h!^F^Jppiicatiorffl?ereb^ertif^?fo!!owsr 

To the best of my knowledge and belief, all data in this application are true and correct; 
This application has been duly authorized by thergoveming body of the public agency; 
The public agency will comply with the assurances (Appendix A to Part 158) 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 

Susan M. Baer 

f. Signature of Autbdfized Representative. 

b. Title 
Director 

d. E-mail Address 
sbaer@panynj.gov 

c. Telephone Number 
212-435-3720 

e. Fax Number 
212-435-3833 

g. Date Signed 

February 12, 2010 

V28^o^^2ucrof^(cr?lateme%(^fC^OT^^r??AA^rtmaiyTourc^o^oI1ecan^n7orm%o^oMn^urRort^^o?lec^P^Mve%e?or%po^9evelopmen^^rt 
informati#h is used to determine the eligibility and justification of airpott development projects regarding safety, security, or capacity of the national air transportation systeri 
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 wil 
take approximately 5-80 hours to fiii 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 confidentiaiity 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 cottection of information unless it displays a currently valid 0MB control number. The 0MB control number 
associated with this collection of information is 2120-0557. Comments concerning the accuracy of this burden and suggestions for reducing the burden should be directed 
to the FAA at: 800 Independence Ave. SW. Washington. DO. 20591, Attn: Information Collections Clearance Officer. AIO-20. 

FAA Form 5500-1 (3-07) Supersedes Previous Edition 
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Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1.Airport: Ne\wark Liberty International 2.State: New Jersey 3. NPIAS No.: 
3-34-0027 

4. LOCID: EWR 

5. Project Description & year (By funding year Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ Start Completion 
in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Date Date 

FY 2010 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 Jan-09 Dec-13 

REHAB RUNWAY 11-29 - PHASE IV 4,332 1,444 5,776 May-08 May-09 
TERM B & C ROADWAY LIGHTING 
IMPROVEMENTS 1,965 655 2,620 Aug-08 Jun-10 

CONSTRUCT HARDSTANDATSLDG. 1 7,036 2,345 9,381 Jul-10 Dec-12 
SOUTHERN ROADWAY ACCESS 19,655 6,552 26,207 Feb-10 Feb-12 
RUNWAY WEATHER INSTRUMENT 
SYSTEM 750 250 1,000 Jan-10 Dec-11 

RSA 11-29 EMAS - PLANNING 5,250 1,750 7000 

SECURITY - ELEC. SUBSTATION 
ENHANCEMENTS 5,325 1,775 7,100 Nov-07 Mar-10 

SECURITY - BIOMETRICS 2,903 968 3,871 Nov-08 Apr-10 

SECURITY - PROTECTION OF TERM. BLDG. 
GLASS 11,137 3,712 14,850 Jan-09 Dec-11 

* 

* 

* 

* 

ACIP 2010 - 2014 PA Version 091102 EWR 2/9/2010 



RON PARKING (AIRFIELD EXPANSION) -
PPG 7,500 7,500 May-01 Jan-08 
REHAB RUNWAY 4L-22R - PRC 14,527 14,527 Jun-07 Dec-08 
REHAB RUNWAY 4R-22L - PRC 24,373 24,373 Jun-07 Dec-08 
BOLLARDS - TERMINAL ENHANCEMENTS -
PRC 37,400 37,400 Jan-10 Dec-11 
SECURITY-PERIMETER (PIDS) - PRC 35,836 35,836 Jan-09 Jan-12 
TERM. A MODERNIZATION & EXPANSION -
PRC 190,000 190,000 Jan-09 Dec-10 
VERTICAL CIRCULATION IMPROVE. IN 
TERMINAL A - PRC 29,000 29,000 Jan-07 Dec-09 
MODERNIZATION OR TERMINAL B - PRC 125,000 125,000 Jan-08 Dec-09 
UPGRADE NAVIGATIONAL AIDS RJ\N 4L, 
22R&22L-PRC 18,000 18,000 Jan-08 Dec-08 

IMPROVE 11-29 RSA - PRC 7,000 7,000 Jan-10 Dec-10 

ACIP 2010 - 2014 PA Version 091102 EWR 2/9/2010 



* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

4. LOCID: EWR 

5. Project Description & year (By funding year Federal Funds state Funds Local Funds 
Total $ Start Completion 

in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 
Total $ 

Date Date 
FY 2011 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 29,440 7,360 36,800 Jan-10 Dec-13 

REHAB T/W B from RA to RB 1,875 625 2,500 Jan-11 Dec-12 

REHAB T/WS D. B, & PA 3,692 1,231 4,923 Jan-11 Dec-12 

REHAB T/W Y from RM to S 3,951 1,317 5,268 Jan-11 Dec-12 

CONSTRUCT RENEWABLE ENERGY 
FACILITIES 13,667 4,556 18,222 Jan-11 Dec-12 

REHAB TW P. Y. L & A, Bet RA&RC 7,500 2,500 10,000 Jan-10 Dec-11 

REHAB TWW 3,675 1,225 4,900 Jan-11 Dec-12 
MULTIPLE ENTRANCE TAXIWAYS ON 22R -
PLANNING - PFC 4,000 4,000 Jan-11 Dec-14 
DELAY REDUCTION, PHASE II - PFC 60,000 60,000 Jan-11 Dec-14 
IMPROVE 11-29 RSA-PFC 18,000 18,000 Jul-11 Dec-12 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

4. LOCID: EWR 

5. Project Description & year (By funding year Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ start Completion 
in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Date Date 

FY 2012 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 640 160 800 Jan-09 Dec-13 
INSTALL FIBER OPTIC INFRASTRUCTURE 3,929 1,310 5,238 Nov-10 Dec-13 

SECURITY - GUARD POST TECH. 
ENHANCEMENTS 2,293 764 3,057 Jan-10 Dec-12 

ACIP 2010 - 2014 PA Version 091102 EWR 2/9/2010 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

4. LOCID: EWR 

5. Project Description & year (By funding year 
in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ start 

Date 
Completion 

Date 
5. Project Description & year (By funding year 
in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

FY 2013 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 10.240 2.560 12.800 Jan-09 Dec-13 

INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM 5.338 1.779 7.117 Jan-13 Dec-14 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

4. LOCID: EWR 

5. Project Description & year (By funding year 
in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ Start 

Date 
Completion 

Date 
5. Project Description & year (By funding year 
in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

FY 2014 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 9.600 2.400 12.000 Jan-09 Dec-13 

SECURITY-FUEL FARM PERIMETER 
STRENGTHENING 3.500 Jan-14 Dec-14 

ACIP.2010 - 2014 PA Version 091102 EWR 2/9/2010 



Pgssenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY 8. N J 

SECTION 2 

ACIP for John F. Kennedy International Airport 

Attachment A - Airport Capital Improvement Plan Section 2 - ACIP for JFK Airport 





Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

4. LOCID: JFK 

5. Project Description & year Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ Start Date Completion 
(By funding year in priority Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Date 

FY 2010 
Delay Reduction Projects 

* TAXIWAY YA EXTENSION, KA 
HOLDING PAD - PHASE 1 4,772 1,591 6,362 ' Oct-08 May-09 

* 
EXTEND TAXIWAY KK -
PHASE 1 1,908 636 2,544 Apr-09 Dec-09 

* RW31L TAXIWAY ACCESS 
IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE 1 1,908 636 2,544 Sep-10 Dec-11 

* 

SW QUADRANT TAXIWAY 
IMPROVEMENTS (PF, PE, PD 
bet TW Q & RW 13R) - PHASE 
1 1,655 552 2,206 Sep-10 Sep-11 

* HIGH SPEED EXIT TAXiyVAYS 
PA. N & L - PHASE 1 9,000 3,000 12,000 Oct-09 May-10 

* TAXIWAY PC, MB & M FILLET 
IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE 1 2,850 950 3,800 Oct-09 May-10 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 800 200 1,000 Jan-09 Dec-13 

* REHAB T/Ws S, SC, SD&SR-
PHASE III 6,032 2,011 8,043 Jun-08 Jun-11 

* 
REHAB T/WY& PORTIONS 
OF T/Ws F, H, G - PHASE 1 ' 7,323 2,441 9,764 Feb-09 Dec-12 

* REHAB T/W Z from R/W 22R to 
turn 900 300 1,200 Jan-09 Dec-10 

ACIP 2010 - 2014 PA Version 091102 JFK 2/11/2010 



REHAB RVSR INTERIOR MILL 
& OVERLAY 4,429 1,476 5,906 Jan-10 Dec-11 
REHAB OTA ROADWAYS 4,320 1,440 5,760 Jan-10 Dec-10 
DRAINAGE IMPROVE. EAST 
OF RAA/4R-22L 3,240 1,080 4,320 Jan-09 Jul-09 
150TH ST (Cargo Plaza to N. 
Boundary) 1,048 349 1,397 Apr-09 Jul-10 
RUNWAY WEATHER 
INFORMATION SYSTEM 1,125 375 1,500 Jan-10 Dec-11 
SECURITY-AOA GUARD 
POST ENHANCEMENTS 14,421 4,807 19,228 Jan-10 Dec-11 
PIDS - PFC 35,500 35,500 Dec-03 Feb-10 
REHAB RUNWAY 13R-31L -
PFC 96,687 96,687 Mar-09 Dec-12 
BOLLARDS - TERMINAL 
ENHANCEMENT -PFC 60,000 60,000 Jan-10 Dec-11 
DEMOLISH HANGAR 12 & 
RAMP APRON EXPANSION -
PFC 15,000 15,000 Sep-09 Aug-10 
CENTRALIZED DE-ICING 
FACILITY - PLANNING - PFC 1,000 1,000 Dec-09 Dec-10 

ACIP 2010 - 2014 PA Version 091102 JFK 2/11/2010 
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Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

4. LOCID: JFK 

5. Project Description & year 
(By funding year in priority 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ Start Date Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year 
(By funding year in priority Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ Start Date Completion 
Date 

FY 2011 
Delay Reduction Projects 

TAXIWAY YA EXTENSION, KA 
HOLDING PAD - PHASE II 4,772 1,591 6,362 Oct-08 May-09 

EXTEND TAXIWAY KK -
PHASE II 1,908 636 2,544 Apr-09 Dec-09 

R/W 31L TAXIWAY ACCESS 
IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE II 1,908 636 2,544 Sep-10 Dec-11 
bWUUMUKAIMI IrtAIVVMir 

IMPROVEMENTS (PF, PE, PD 
bet TW 0 & RW 13R) - PHASE 
II 1,718 573 2,290 Sep-10 Sep-11 

HIGH SPEED EXIT TAXIWAYS 
PA. N & L - PHASE II 9,000 3,000 12,000 Oct-09 May-10 

TAXIWAY PC, MB & M FILLET 
IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE II 3,150 1,050 4,200 Oct-09 May-10 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 39,760 9,940 49,700 Jan-09 Dec-13 

REHAB N. BOUNDARY ROAD 5,387 1,796 7,182 Oct-09 Jun-12 

ACIP 2010 - 2014 PA Version 091102 JFK 2/11/2010 
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REHAB TAXIWAY C 4,645 1,548 6,193 Oct-09 Dec-11 

REHAB TAXIWAY F 3,199 1,066 4,265 Jan-10 Dec-12 
REHAB TAXIWAYS R. SC & 
SD 3,478 1,159 4,637 Jan-11 Dec-12 

REHAB R/W4L-22R 23,737 7,912 31,649 Jan-08 Dec-10 
UPGRADE GUARD POST 
ANTI-RAM VEHICLE 1,050 350 1,400 Jan-11 Dec-11 
CONSTRUCT CENTRALIZED 
DE-ICING FACILITY - PFC 60,000 60,000 Jan-11 Sep-12 
RELOCATE RSR BRIDGES J2 
& J8 - PFC 24000 24,000 Jun-10 Jun-13 

ACIP 2010 - 2014 PA Version 091102 JFK 2/11/2010 
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Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

4. LOCID: JFK 

5. Project Description & year 
(By funding year in priority 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ Start Date Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year 
(By funding year in priority Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ Start Date Completion 
Date 

FY 2012 
Delay Reduction Projects 

TAXIWAY YA EXTENSION. KA 
HOLDING PAD - PHASE III 9,923 3,308 13,230 Oct-08 May-09 

EXTEND TAXIWAY KK -
PHASE III 1,908 636 2,544 Oct-08 May-09 

RAA/ 31L TAXIWAY ACCESS 
IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE III 1,908 636 2,544 Sep-10 Dec-11 
bVVUUrtUKMIVI IMAIVVrt* 

IMPROVEMENTS (PF, PE, PD 
bet TW Q & RW 13R) - PHASE 
III 1,908 636 2,544 Sep-10 Sep-11 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 640 160 800 Jan-09 Dec-13 
REHAB WEST HANGAR RD 
MILL & OVERLAY 1,815 454 2,268 Sep-12 Dec-13 
RSA IMPROVEMENTS - 4L-
22R 14,400 4,800 19,200 Jan-12 Dec-12 

REHAB 148th ST & THREE 
JFK EXPY RAMPS 2,072 691 2,763 Oct-10 Dec-14 

ACIP 2010 - 2014 PA Version 091102 JFK 2/11/2010 
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Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

4. LOCID: JFK 

5. Project Description & year Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ Start Date Completion 
{By^funding year in priority Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Date 

FY 2013 
Delay Reduction Projects 

TAXIWAY YA EXTENSION, KA 
HOLDING PAD - PHASE IV 10,493 3,498 13,990 Oct-08 May-09 
EXTEND TAXIWAY KK -
PHASE IV 3,816 1,272 5,088 Oct-08 May-09 

R/W 31L TAXIWAY ACCESS 
IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE IV 5,915 1,972 7,886 Sep-10 Dec-11 
SW QUADRANT TAXIWAY 
IMPROVEMENTS (PF, PE, PD 
bet TW 0 & RW 13R) - PHASE 
IV 6,201 2,067 8,268 Sep-10 Sep-11 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 10,240 2,560 12,800 Jan-09 Dec-13 
RSA ENHANCEMENTS 13L -
31R OVERRUN 19,000 6,333 25,333 Jan-12 Dec-12 

REHAB T/Ws FA & FB 4,350 1,450 5,800 Mar-10 Apr-12 
S SERVICE ROAD/130TH PL 
TO BLDG 269 3,084 1,028 4,112 Jan-13 Dec-13 

* 

* 

ACIP 2010,- 2014 PA Version 091102 JFK 2/11/2010 
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Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital improvement Plan 

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

4. LOCID: JFK 

5. Project Description & year 
(By funding year in priority 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ Start Date Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year 
(By funding year in priority Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ Start Date Completion 
Date 

FY 2014 
Delay Reduction Projects 

TAXIWAY YA EXTENSION. KA 
HOLDING PAD - PHASE V 3,040 1,013 4,053 Oct-08 May-09 

EXTEND TAXIWAY KK -
PHASE V 2,981 994 3,975 Oct-08 May-09 

RAN 31L TAXIWAY ACCESS 
IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE V 3,625 1,208 4,833 Sep-10 Dec-11 

SW QUADRANT TAXIWAY 
IMPROVEMENTS (PF. PE, PD 
bet TW Q & RW 13R) - PHASE 
V 5,724 1,908 7,632 Sep-10 Sep-11 

NEW TAXIWAY SOUTH OF 
RW 31L (EAST OF RW 4L) -
PHASE 1 8,100 2,700 10,800 Jan-11 Dec-11 

NEW TAXIWAY SOUTH OF 
RW 31L (WEST OF RW 4L) -
PHASE 1 5,400 1,800 7,200 Jan-12 Dec-12 

ACIP 2010 - 2014 PA Version 091102 JFK 2/1172010 
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SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 9,600 2,400 12,000 Jan-09 Dec-13 

REPLACE 4RALS PIER 16,326 
' 

5,442 21,768 Nov-14 Dec-17 

REHAB TAXIWAY 0 & 00 4,667 1,556 6,222 May-09 Dec-12 

REHAB RW4R-22L (2017) 2,885 
REHAB T/W W (N OF RW 13L) 
(2018) 2,065 688 2,753 

MONITOR VEHICLE ALERT AT 
ROADWAYS & FRONTAGES 750 250 1,000 Jan-14 Dec-14 

ACIP 2010-2014 PA Version 091102 JFK 2/11/2010 
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SECTION 3 

ACIP for LaGuardIa Airport 

Attachment A - Airport Capital Improvement Plan Section 3 - ACIP for LGA Airport 





* 

* 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

4. LOCID: LGA 

5. Project Description & year (By funding Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ Start Date Completion 

year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 
Total $ 

Date 
FY 2010 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 14,240 0 3,560 17,800 Jan-09 Dec-13 

TAXIWAYS R, S, P. G 4,516 1,129 5,644 Jun-10 Dec-11 

PUMP HOUSE 4 & 6 UPGRADE 11,778 2,945 14,723 Nov-09 Dec-13 
VEHICLE ALERT AT ACCESS RDS 4,914 1,638 6,552 Jan-10 Dec-12 
MODERNIZE AERO. INSTRUMENTS 4,957 1,652 6,610 Jun-03 Dec-12 

AIRFIELD LIGHTING UPGRADE 6,801 2,267 9,068 Oct-09 Dec-12 
RUNWAY WEATHER INSTRUMENT 
SYSTEM 750 250 1,000 Jan-10 Dec-11 
SECURITY - BOLLARDS - PHASE IV 3,737 1,246 4,983 Jan-08 Dec-10 

SECURITY - PROTECTION OF TERM. 
BLDG. GLASS 5.000 6,137 3,712 14,850 Nov-09 Dec-11 
SECURITY-UNMANNED GATES 1,125 375 1,500 Oct-09 Jun-10 
RELOCATE RVSR & TWS D. F & Y -
PFC 3,800 Jan-10 Dec-10 
ARFF-BLDG & TECHNOLOGICAL 
SYSTEMS - PFC 28,000 28,000 Fet)-08 Jun-10 
REHABILITATION OF RUNWAY 4-22 -
PFC 49,000 49,000 Jul-07 Jun-10 
(PIDS) PERIMETER INTRUSION 
DETECTION SYSTEM - PFC 8,000 8,000 Jun-04 Jan-10 
CTB MODERNIZATION PLANNING & 
ENGINEERING - PFC 23,000 23,000 AprrlO Dec-14 
BOLLARDS - TERMINAL 
ENHANCEMENTS -PFC 27,600 27,600 Jan-10 Dec-10 

ACIP 2010 - 2014 PA Version 091102 LGA 2/9/2010 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

4. LOCID: LGA 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Start Date Completion 

Date 
FY 2011 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 Jan-09 Dec-13 
WEST END ROADWAY IMPROVE. 8,733 2,911 11,644 Oct-09 Dec-12 
AIR TERMINAL HIGHWAY REHAB. -
PHASE 1 31,099 10,366 41,466 Oct-09 Dec-12 
RSA ENHANCEMENTS 4 & 31, PHASE 
II 24,750 8,250 33,000 Jan-11 Dec-14 
SECURITY-UPGRADE GUARD POST 
ANTI-RAM VEHICLE 750 250 1,000 Jan-10 Dec-10 
DELAY REDUCTION - PFC 45,000 45,000 Jan-11 Dec-14 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1. Airport: LaGuardia 2. State: New York 3. NPIAS No.: 
3-36-0068 

4. LOCID: LGA 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ 

Completion 
5. Project Description Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Start Date Date 

FY 2012 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 640 160 800 Jan-11 Dec-11 

* 

RW DECK REHAB STAGE III 32,167 10,722 42,889 Apr-10 Dec-16 
* TW PAVING & LIGHTING REHAB. -

PHASE 1 11,235 3,745 14,980 Sep-09 Dec-16 
* 

ILS PIERS 4,807 1,602 6,410 Jun-09 Dec-13 

* REHAB. EXPANSION JOINTS, RW 
DECK REHAB 6,457 2,152 8,609 Jan-12 Dec-13 

* TRANSFER CIRCUIT TO EXTERNAL 
CONDUITS & DECOMMISSION 
EMBED., RW DECK REHAB 3,942 1,314 5,256 Jan-12 Dec-13 

* 
REPLACE DECK EPOXY WEARING 
COURSE ON RW SURFACE, RW DECK 
REHAB 5,299 1,766 7,066 Jan-12 Dec-14 

* RSA ENHANCEMENTS 4 & 31, PHASE 
III 24,750 8,250 33,000 Jan-11 Dec-14 

ACIP 2010 - 2014 PA Version 091102 LGA 2/9/2010 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital improvement Plan 

1. Airport: LaGuardia 2. State: New York 3. NPIAS No.: 
3-36-0068 

4. LOCID: LGA 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ 

Completion 
5. Project Description Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Start Date Date 

FY 2013 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 10,240 2,560 12,800 Jan-11 Dec-11 

TW PAVING & LIGHTING REHAB. -
PHASE II 11,235 3,745 14,980 Sep-09 Dec-16 

RSA ENHANCEMENTS 4 & 31, PHASE 
IV 24,750 8,250 33,000 Jan-11 Dec-14 

* 

* 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1. Airport: LaGuardia 2. State: New York 3. NPIAS No.: 
3-36-0068 

4. LOCID: LGA 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ 

Completion 
5. Project Description Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Start Date Date 

FY 2014 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 Jan-11 Dec-11 

RSA ENHANCEMENTS 4 & 31, PHASE 
IV 24,750 8,250 33,000 Jan-11 Dec-14 

REHAB OF DIKE WALL 3,314 1,105 4,419 Feb-10 Dec-13 
DE-ICING PRODUCT RECOVERY 4,998 1,666 6,664 Dec-16 Dec-19 

SECURITY-REPLACE BARRIERS AT 9 
LOCATIONS 3,200 1,067 4,267 Dec-11 Dec-14 

SECURITY-FUEL FARM PERIMETER 
STRENGTHENING 900 300 1200 Jan-14 Dec-14 

* 

* 

* 

* 

ACIP 2010 - 2014 PA Version 091102 LGA 2/9/2010 





Pgssenger Fgcility Charge Application THE POHTAIflMOHITYOF NY& NJ 

SECTION 4 

ACIP for Stewart International Airport 

Attachment A - Airport Capital Improvement Plan Section 4 - ACIP for SWF Airport 





Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1.Airport; Stewart international 2.State: New York 3. NPIAS No.: 
3-36-0085 

4. LOCID: SWF 

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

Start Date Completion 
(By funding year in priority Sponsor Discretionary MAP PFC Other 

Total $ 
Date 

FY 2010 
REPLACE R/W 9-27 RVR & 
AIRPORT WIP CIRCUIT-
CONST - PHASE III 1,700 0 5,159 361 7,220 Jun-08 Dec-10 
TERMINAL EXPANSION - FIS 
FACILITY 2,850 150 3,000 Jan-10 Dec-10 

REHABILITATE TAXIWAY 
EDGE LIGHTING - PHASE II 6,184 325 6,509 Jul-09 Jun-11 
GATE ELECTRIFICATION -
PHASE II 377 20 397 Jan-09 Jun-09 

APPROACH LIGHTING, 
FIXTURES & CABLES (D & B) 1,856 98 1,954 Jun-09 Jun-10 
EXPAND LONG TERM 
PARKING LOT & STEWART 
BLVD REALIGNMENT 7,335 386 7,721 Aug-08 May-10 

REHAB OF BREUNIG ROAD 1,596 84 1,680 Aug-10 Sep-11 

RUNWAY INCURSION 
MITIGATION 11,628 612 12,240 Sep-10 Jun-13 
SNOW REMOVAL VEHICLES -
PFC 5,802 5,802 Jan-10 Dec-10 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1.Airport: Stewart International 2.State: New York 3. NPIAS No.: 
3-36-0085 

4. LOCID: SWF 

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

Start Date Completion 
(By funding year in priority Sponsor Discretionary MAP PFC Other 

Total $ 
Date 

FY 2011 
RELOCATE OPERATIONS 
CONTROL CENTER 1,463 77 1,540 Jul-10 Dec-11 
REHAB TERM. GLYCOL 
RECOVERY SYSTEM 399 21 420 Apr-11 Oct-11 

REPLACEMENT OF AIRFIELD 
SIGNS 2,565 135 2,700 Mar-11 Dec-12 
RUNWAY WEATHER 
INSTRUMENT SYSTEM 550 29 579 

ACIP 2010 - 2014 PA Version 091102 SWF 2/9/2010 
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Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1.Airport: Stewart International 2.State: New York 3. NPIASNo.: 
3-36-0085 

4. LOCID: SWF 

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

Start Date Completion 
(By funding year in priority Sponsor Discretionary MAP PFC Other 

Total $ 
Date 

FY 2012 

OVERLAY AIRCRAFT 
PARKING RAMP 1,140 60 1,200 Apr-11 Oct-11 
UPGRADE RAMP DE-ICING 
PAD 741 39 780 Apr-11 Oct-11 

REHAB R/W 16-34 EDGE 
LIGHTING 6,536 344 6,880 Feb-10 Dec-11 

T/W C REHAB & WIDENING 12,211 643 12,853 Jan-10 Jun-11 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1.Airport: Stewart International 2.State: New York 3. NPIAS No.: 
3-36-0085 

4. LOCID: SWF 

5. Project Description & year Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Start Date Completion 
(By funding year in priority 
order) 

Sponsor Discretionary MAP 
PFC Other 

Total $ Date 

FY 2013 

SOUTH RAMP PAVEMENT 
REPLACEMENT-PHASE 1 7,060 372 7,431 Aug-09 Auq-11 
REMOTE PARKING - LOT D 2,933 154 3,087 Apr-14 Sep-15 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1.Airport: Stewart International 2.State: New York 3. NPIAS No.: 
3-36-0085 

4. LOCID: SWF 

5. Project Description & year Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Start Date Completion 
(By funding year in priority 
order) 

Sponsor Discretionary MAP 
PFC Other 

Total $ Date 

FY 2014 

SOUTH RAMP PAVEMENT 
REPLACEMENT - PHASE II 7,060 372 7,431 Aug-09 Auq-11 
TAXIWAY REHAB 17,369 914 18,284 

ACIP 2010-2014 PA Version 091102 SWF 2/9/2010 
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Pgssenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AinHOHffY OF NY & N J 

NEWARK LIBERTY INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 
TABLE OF CONTENTS 
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Terminal Building Frontages 
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P99senger Facility Charge Application^ THEPORTAIffHOBiryOF NY& NJ 

SECTION 1 

Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical Protection of 
Terminal Building Frontages 

Newark Liberty International Airport Section 1 - Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical Protection of Terminal Building Frontages 





Newark Liberty International Airport Security Enhancements 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

FOR FAA USE 
RFC 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): 
Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical Protection of Terminal 
Building Frontages 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
The Port Authority has developed a multi-layered approach to mitigate the 
threat of vehicle borne improvised explosive devices (VBIED) along the 
terminal frontage areas. This multi-layered approach includes policy, 
operational, and physical hardening initiatives. The use of security 
bollards is one physical hardening initiative designed to maintain and 
fortify existing standoff distances and provide vehicle anti-ram protection 
along the public roadways in front of the terminals. 

The purpose of the security bollard installation is to disable a vehicle that 
could potentially be used to transport explosives inside the terminal 
building. This protective measure would include crash-rated, concrete-
filled steel pipes with covers spaced at appropriate intervals along the 
terminal frontages and along other landside terminal areas that can be 
accessed by a vehicle. These physical barriers would supplement existing 
and future operational and other security measures already in place or to 
be added at the terminal frontages. 

The project has been coordinated with the Federal Security Director (FSD) 
at EWR and is consistent with Transportation Security Administration 
(TSA) guidelines for airport security. It is anticipated that installation of 
protective measures will occur along the terminal frontages on the arrivals 
and departures levels of each terminal at EWR. Security bollard installation 
at Terminal B is complete. 

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

Page 1 of? FAA Form Revised 03/28/2007 



Newark Liberty International Airport Security Enhancements 

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. 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 vehicle access to the terminal and operational 
areas. The Port Authority's security program involves several objectives, 
strategies, and initiatives that provide a roadmap for implementation of 
security programs at Port Authority Aviation facilities. These initiatives 
were developed following a threat, vulnerability, and risk assessment 
process the Port Authority conducted to assess the security risk and 
evaluate risk mitigation initiatives. 

The protection of terminal frontages is critical where public roadways 
provide vehicular access to the terminal. This interface between the public 
roadway and the terminal is vulnerable to a VBIED. Law enforcement and 
intelligence assessments continue to indicate that the threat to U.S. civil 
aviation remains significant and that a VBIED is a threat to our airports. 
The Port Authority has developed a multi-layered approach to mitigate 
VBIED threats along the terminal frontage areas. This multi-layered 
approach includes policy, operational, and physical hardening initiatives. 
One physical hardening initiative, the use of security bollards, is designed 
to maintain and fortify existing standoff distances and provide vehicle anti-
ram protection along the terminal frontage public roadways. 

The purpose of the security bollard installation is to disable a vehicle that 
could potentially be used to transport explosives inside the terminal 
building. This protective measure would include crash-rated, concrete-
filled steel pipes with covers spaced at appropriate intervals along the 
terminal frontages and along other landside terminal areas that can be 
accessed by a vehicle. The scope of work would also include, where 
applicable, the instillation of crash-rated gates and barriers at points 
providing vehicle access to terminal loading areas, as well as other 
associated measures. 

The project has been coordinated with the PSD at EWR and is consistent 
with TSA guidelines for airport security and with the Port Authority's 
security program. It is anticipated that bollards will be installed along the 
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termio9l front9968 oo the arrivels and de9artures levels of each terminal on 
the Alr9ort. 

The F8D has certified that this 9roject is consistent with the Airport 
8eourlty Program for EWR. 

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

b. Comments: 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ](goto8) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 

airporls go to 7, ail others go to 8) 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
EWR has experienced substantial domestic and international air passenger 
growth since 1989. Port Authority statistics for 2008 Indicate that over 
434,000 international and domestic aircraft operations occurred at the 
airport accounting for over 35 million annual passengers. This places EWR 
as #14 in the nation and #19 worldwide for commercial passenger 
enpianements, according to Airports Council international. According to 
the 2009 Terminal Area Forecast, the FAA anticipates a 1.7 percent national 
average growth rate for passenger enpianements. However, based on Port 
Authority projections, EWR's passenger base is expected to grow over the 
next ten years at an average annual growth rate of 2.1 percent.' This growth 
will result in the Airport serving 44 million annual passengers through 
498,000 annual aircraft operations by 2018. It should be noted that the 
majority of these passengers are origin and destination passengers that 
will be entering and exiting the terminal at the curb frontage and will 
therefore directly benefit from this security enhancement. 

Although there is currently an 81-flights-per-hour cap on scheduled aircraft 
operations at EWR, short- and long-term delay reduction initiatives will 
likely reduce delays and facilitate growth at EWR. These delay reduction 
initiatives include the introduction of the Ground Based Augmentation 
System (GBAS); the Multiple Entrance Taxiway project; use of fanned 
headings; and the introduction by 2018 of a significant number of Next 
Generation Air Transportation System (NextGen) technological, 
operational, and procedural improvements, which will increase capacity to 
handle an additional 20,000 annual IFR operations, according to a 
FAA/RTCA NextGen Task Force study. 

This project is vitally important to enhance the security posture of EWR. 
New technologies will also enable staff to more quickly evaluate incidents 
and to concentrate their efforts in areas most prone to intrusion. The 
addition of security bollards to the terminal frontage areas will supplement 
the existing security measures used to protect passengers on the Airport. 
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As part of ongoing security improvements at EWR, a perimeter security 
project was implemented by the Port Authority within the past three years. 
Perimeter security is currently being enhanced 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 installation of the security bollards provides a physical 
barrier between the public roadways and the terminal buildings. 

The purpose of the security bollard installation is to disable a vehicle that 
could potentially be used to transport explosives inside the terminal 
building. This protective measure would include crash-rated, concrete-
filled steel pipes with covers spaced at appropriate intervals along the 
terminal frontages and along other landside terminal areas that can be 
accessed by a vehicle. The scope of work would also include, where 
applicable, the installation of crash-rated gates and barriers at points 
providing vehicle access to terminal loading areas, as well as other 
associated measures. 

The FSD has certified that this project is consistent with the Airport 
Security Program for EWR. 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Air safety. Pad 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 LDN [ ] 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. PFC OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of the project is to Increase passenger safety and enhance 
the security of the Airport by minimizing the exposure of airline and airport 
operations to VBIED. 

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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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 AIR criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL ); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or PGL J; 
[ ] 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 RFC eligibility (explain). 

b. Comments; 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 
April 2008 

ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2014 

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. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Continental Airlines 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: None 

Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 
None 

Page 5 of 7 FAA Form Revised 03/28/2007 



Newark Liberty International Airport Security Enhancements 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: None 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

- FOR FAA USE : 
a. Comments: 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $35,530,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $1,870,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $37,400,000 
If the amount of PFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instructions. 

EXISTING AlP FUNDS: 
Grant N/A Grant Funds in Project $0 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AlP FUNDS: $0 

ANTICIPATED AlP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $0 Discretionary $0 Total $0 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AlP FUNDS: $0 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $0 
Local Funds $0 
Other (please specify) $0 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $0 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $37,400,000 

*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING PFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: the public agency provided detailed basis of cost information. This 
detailed information should, at a minimum, provide detail regarding the cost of 
each major project component. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

***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 AlP funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

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

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

d. Comments. 
FOR FAA USE 

9. The amount of PFC recommended for approval will not result in revenue that exceeds the 
amount necessary to finance this project. 

b. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YE8 [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 
YES[ ] N0[ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

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

d. For any proposed AIR funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
CIR? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

e. For project requesting RFC funding levels of 84.00 and $4.50: 
Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AIR 
funding. YES [ ] NO [ ] 
Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airslde needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, 
and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A [ ] 

f. 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 [ ] 

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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Multiple Taxiway Entrance Construction 

Newark Liberty International Airport Section 2 - Multiple Taxiway Entrance Construction 





Newark Liberty International Airport Multiple Entrance Taxiway Construction 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

FOR FAA USE 
PRC 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): 
Multiple Taxiway Entrance Construction 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project Is the first of an overall Delay Reduction Program that will be 
Implemented at EWR throughout the next five years. The primary goal of 
the project Is to reduce delays by creating opportunities for airfield 
efficiencies. 

The project will enhance access to the departure end of Runway (R/W) 22R 
by creating multiple taxiway entrances. A new 950-foot taxiway 
Immediately south of Taxiway W Is proposed to connect Taxiways S and R 
to R/W 22R on the west side. By undertaking this work, the Airport will 
achieve enhanced departure capability and delay reduction with an 
Improved and efficient Intersection departure at R/W 22R. A new entry 
point to R/W 22R and an additional 950 linear feet of queuing space for 
aircraft departures will be created. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters N/A. gates N/A, and 
baggage facilities N/A. 
2. Number of ticket counters N/A, gates N/A. and baggage facilities N/A 
to be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters N/A, gates N/A, and baggage 
facilities N/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: 
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5. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
EWR has experienced substantial domestic and International air passenger 
growth since 1989. Port Authority statistics for 2008 Indicate that over 
434,000 International and domestic aircraft operations occurred at the 
airport accounting for over 35 million annual passengers. This places EWR 
as #14 In the nation, and #19 worldwide for commercial passenger 
enplanements, according to Airports Council International. The Port 
Authority's projections Indicate that the Airport's passenger base will 
continue to expand over the near term, as an annual passenger growth rate 
of 2.1 percent Is anticipated over the next ten years, representing an 
Increase of 175 operations per day. This will result In the Airport serving 
44 million annual passengers through 498,000 aircraft operations by Year 
2018. 

Along with this growth, average delay per aircraft operation has also 
Increased, reaching 59 minutes In 2008. FAA Opsnet statistics for 2008 
Indicates that EWR Is the #1 most delayed airport In the nation. These 
delays cause a ripple-effect through the Nation's air traffic system and 
pose a serious threat to the regional and national economy. 

The Port Authority convened a Flight Delay Task Force In July 2007 to 
address these ongoing delay Issues. The Task Force was comprised of 
stakeholders from the Airlines, the FAA (APP and ATO), State and local 
officials. The operational recommendations determined by the Flight Delay 
Task Force were Incorporated Into the EWR's Category D Airport Reference 
Code. One of the key recommendations resulting from the Task Force's 
work Is to Improve aircraft ground movements on the EWR taxiway system 
by adding multiple access points to the existing runway end points. 

By creating multiple entrances to the departure end of R/W 22R, the Airport 
will achieve enhanced departure capability and delay reduction with an 
Improved and efficient Intersection departure at R/W 22R. A new entry 
point to R/W 22-R and an additional 950-llnear feet of queuing space for 
aircraft departures will be created. Creating multiple taxiway entrances to 
R/W 22R will provide more options for aircraft queues, providing additional 
space and operational flexibilities. Dual runway access will eliminate the 
"two minute" mandatory penalty that Is currently Imposed on certain 
operation modes due to the existing limited access. Moreover, creating 
multiple taxiway entrances will provide space across R/W 22R between 
Taxiway P and 22R for aircraft turn-around during times of Inclement 
weather. This function can be concurrently Implemented Into the Severe 
Weather Avoidance Plan ("SWAP"). 

The following graphic provides a detailed description of the preliminary 
layout of the new taxiway configuration. 
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Multiple Entrance Taxiwav Construction at Runway 22-R 

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

b. Comments: 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ](goto8) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 

airports go to 7, aii others go to 8) 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
EWR has experienced substantial domestic and international air passenger 
growth since 1989. Along with this growth, average delay per aircraft 
operation has also increased- Port Authority statistics for 2008 indicate 
that over 434,000 international and domestic aircraft operations occurred at 
the airport accounting for over 35 million annual passengers. This places 
EWR as #14 in the nation, and #19 worldwide for commercial passenger 
enplanements, according to Airports Council International. The Port 
Authority's projections indicate that the Airport's passenger base will 
continue to expand over the near term, as an annual passenger growth rate 
of 2.1 percent is anticipated over the next ten years. This will result in the 
Airport serving 44 million annual passengers through 498,000 aircraft 
operations by Year 2018. 

Along with this growth, average delay per aircraft operation has also 
increased, reaching 59 minutes in 2008. FAA Opsnet statistics for 2008 
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i90i99t98 that EWR i8 th9 #1 m98t d9l9yed 9irp9rt i9 th9 nati99. Pr989ntly, 
99ly 59% 9f flight8 at EWR ware 99 time 19 2007 giving EWR the Oi8tin9ti9n 
9f having the werst 9n-time perfermanee in the Natien. Thi8 trend 
99ntinued in 2008 with the average arrivai delay inereaeing frem 73.9 
minutee in May 2007 t9 75.13 minutee in May 2008. 

Altheugh there is 9urrently an 81-fiights-per-h9ur 99p 9n scheduled aircraft 
9perati9ns at EWR, shcrt- and Icng-term delay reducticn initiatives will 
likely reduce delays and facilitate grcwth at EWR. in additich t9 the delay 
reducticns asscciated with this prcject, ether delay reductien initiatives 
that will centriOute te increased aircraft eperatienai capacity at EWR 
include: the intreducticn cf the Greund Based Augmentatien 8ystem 
(GBA8); use cf fanned headings; and the intreducticn Oy 2018 cf a 
significant number cf Next Generaticn Air Transpcrtaticn Bystem 
(NextGen) technclcgicai, eperatienai, and precedurai imprevements, which 
will increase capacity te handle an additienal 20,000 annual IFR 
eperatiens, accerding te a FAA/RTCA NextGen Task Ferce study. 

The Pert Authcrity has ccmpleted and is undertaking a variety ef prcjects 
that are designed te impreve the everall efficiency ef EWR. These include 
navigaticnal aids imprevements, apron recenfiguratien, gate reiecation, 
and taxiway relecatien. 

Creating multiple taxiway entrances to R/W 22R will provide mere options 
for aircraft queues, providing additional space and eperatienai flexibilities. 
Dual runway access will eliminate the "2 minute" mandatory penalty that is 
currently imposed en certain operation modes due te the existing 
inadequate access. Moreover, creating multiple taxiway entrances will 
provide spaces across R/W 22R between Taxiway P and 22R for aircraft 
turn-around during times of inclement weather. This function can be 
concurrently implemented into the Severe Weather Avoidance Plan 
("SWAP"). 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Air safety. Part139[] Other (explain). 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
Air security. Part 107 [ ] Parti 08 [ ] Other (explain) 

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

LCI [ ] FAA BOA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ ] 
Other (explain) 

Noise. 65 LDN [ ] 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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8. PFC OBJECTIVE; 
The objective of this project is to create a multiple entrance taxiway at the 
end of R/W 22R to enhance departure capability and reduce delays through 
an improved and efficient intersection at R/W 22R. Moreover, this project 
will serve as the first initiative of a Delay Reduction Program that will be 
implemented throughout the next five years at EWR. 

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 AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL ); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or PGL ); 
[ j Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 47110(d); 
[ j 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 [ j; 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: 
January 2012 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2016 

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: 
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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. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Continental Airlines 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: None 

Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 
None 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: None 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Comments: 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $42,750,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $2,250,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $45,000,000 
If the amount of PFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instnictions. 

EXISTING AlP FUNDS: 
Grant #N/A Grant Funds in Project $N/A 

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

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

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

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

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $45,000,000 

*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING PFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: th6 9ublie 9geney 9rovided detgilod b98i8 of cost informgtion. This 
detgiled informgtlon should, 9t 9 minimum, provido detgil reggrding th6 cost of 
696h mgjor projoct component. YES [ ] NO [ ] 

***PROJECT REQUESTING PFC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
9. Project costs csnnot be pgid for from funds regsonebly expected to be 
9V9il9ble through AlP funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines thst the project mgy quelify for AlP funding, the public 
egency would prefer th9t 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 alrslde needs of the airport. Including 
runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A [ X ] 

d. Comments. 

FOR FAA USE 
a. The amount of PFC recommended for approval will not result in revenue that exceeds the 

amount necessary to finance this project. 

b. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 
YES[ ] N0[ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

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

d. For any proposed AlP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
CIP? YES[ ] N0[ ] 

e. 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 AlP 
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 [ ] 

f. Comments. 

15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 

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

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

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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 Terminal A Redevelopment - Phase II Planning 

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): 
Terminal A Redevelopment - Phase II Planning Program 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
The purpose of the Terminal A Redevelopment - Phase II Planning Program 
Is to advance the planning concepts that were defined In the Phase I 
Planning Program funded under the Port Authority's 2006 PFC Application. 
The Phase I effort clarified the Port Authority's approach to 
accommodating passenger growth at EWR and Identified the need to 
completely redevelop Terminal A rather than attempt to modernize or 
expand the existing Terminal. The Phase I planning effort has been 
completed. The overall goals for Terminal A Redevelopment are Identified 
In the Phase I planning report: Newark Liberty international Airport 
Terminal A Modernization and Expansion Program. Phase II of the 
Terminal A Redevelopment planning process will advance and refine the 
concepts developed In Phase I. 

The Phase II Planning Program Is designed to: Improve the efficiency of 
passenger processing and security screening, provide additional gates and 
space for new entrant airlines, and create holdroom areas to meet 
anticipated passenger demand. The overall goal of the Terminal A 
Redevelopment Program Is to provide a state-of-the-art facility that will be 
sized appropriately to accommodate the future aircraft fleet mix and 
forecasted passenger demand. Passenger demand for the Terminal Is 
projected to be 11 Million Annual Air Passengers (MAAP) In 2018. It Is 
anticipated that the Terminal A Redevelopment will Include the 
construction of 33 gates configured to accommodate Group IV and V 
aircraft. The existing Terminal A has a total of 28 gates originally designed 
for Group III and IV aircraft. 

Specifically, Phase II planning will refine the preferred alternative, finalize 
the Terminal site plan, advance surface transportation Integration 
(roadway, AlrTraIn, and other access, etc.), assess Interdependency of all 
alrslde and landslde Improvement projects, assess design flexibility to 
accommodate future demand changes. Integrate appropriate sustalnablllty 
strategies, complete an In-depth utilities study, complete environmental 
studies, and develop design documents for each program element. 
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One of the critical elements of Phase II is to complete a business plan that 
will address the financial and business case for the program. This includes 
an assessment of all benefits and costs, life cycle analysis, airline lease 
agreements, funding strategies, and revenue projections. This will also 
include coordination with key stakeholders and tenants. 

In order to manage this technical work, the Phase II Planning Program will 
be organized into three major tasks: Financial and Business Tasks, 
Program Scope Tasks, and Program Management Services. Allocations of 
costs for these project elements are as follows: 

• Financial and Business Tasks - $3,000,000 
o Develop alternatives, coordinate with stakeholders, conduct 

financial modeling and benefit/cost analysis, identify financing 
strategies, conduct other studies as needed. 

• Program Scope Tasks - $20,225,000 
o Validate airside and landside design criteria, identify 

sustainability goals, perform infrastructure assessment and 
design, conduct environmental studies and permitting, finalize 
design, other studies necessary to advance the Program 
Scope. 

• Program Management Services - $5,275,000 
o Develop program scope of work and schedule, develop 

program cost estimates, perform risk assessment, prepare 
Request for Qualifications (RFQ) and Request for Proposal 
(RFP) solicitations, obtain program authorization, other 
Program Management studies as appropriate. 

Preliminary estimates of changes in ticket counter positions, gates, and 
baggage claim facilities are shown below. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters 160, gates 28, and 
baggage facilities 7. 
2. Number of ticket counters 296, gates and baggage facilities 8 to be 
constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters 1^, gates 5, and baggage 
facilities 1 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Description adequate [ ] not adequate [ ] (indicate deficiencies below) 
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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[ ] 
N0[ ]. 

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. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
EWR has experienced substantial domestic and international air passenger 
growth since 1989. Port Authority statistics for 2008 indicate that over 
434,000 international and domestic aircraft operations occurred at the 
airport accounting for over 35 million annual passengers. This places EWR 
as #14 in the nation, and #19 worldwide for commercial passenger 
enplanements, according to Airports Council International. The Port 
Authority's projections indicate that the Airport's passenger base will 
continue to grow over the next ten years at an annual growth rate of 2.1 
percent. This will result in the Airport serving 44 million annual 
passengers through 498,000 aircraft operations by Year 2018. 

Terminals A, B and 0 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 under way on Terminal B. The Terminal A Redevelopment Program will 
build on the experience gained during the modifications to the other 
terminals and in particular the Global Gateway Project that reconstructed 
Terminal 0. 

Since its completion in 1973, Terminal A upgrades have been limited to 
code compliance and other safety and corrective repair projects, such as 
fire alarm upgrades and vertical circulation improvements. The largest 
project conducted was the Terminal A "Re-lifing" project that was 
completed in 2003. The Re-lifing project included additional ticket counters 
to meet near-term needs; new and improved food services and retail; new 
baggage handling system; refurbished airline passenger lounges; new 
interior lighting, and improvements to the basic infrastructure of the 
terminal. Although the Re-lifing Project has greatly elevated the 
passenger's experience in the Terminal, it did not address long-term 
capacity needs related to ticket counter space, security processing 
improvements, and gate expansion. More extensive rehabilitation is 
therefore required to alleviate these 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 by providing a larger and differently configured 
terminal building footprint. 

With an understanding of key inadequacies of Terminal A, the Port 
Authority commissioned a comprehensive study to quantify the capability 

Page 3 of 10 FAA Form Revised 03/28/2007 



Newark Liberty International Airport Terminal A Redevelopment - Phase II Planning 

o7 T67min9l A 7o 9ccommod97e 7otu7e 9i7sid9 9nd I97id9id9 p9999ng97 
dem97id9. 7779 oomp7e77e7i9ive stody i8 7ef977ed to 99 The Terminal and 
Apron Improvement Analysis gnd fo7mod 7779 b98i8 for TermiTigl A 
Red9velopment Progrgm pignning 9ffort. T7779 8tody W98 conducted 
between 2002 and 2008 and included detailed analyaia of aircraft and 
passenger forecasts, gate and ticket counter capacity, apron space and 
overnig77t aircraft parking. 7779 results of the study highlighted the 
deficiencies of 7erminal A relative to trends in passenger growth rates and 
prescribed a series of terminal improvements to accommodate current and 
anticipated passengers. 

As a follow up to the Terminal and Apron Improvement Analysis, the Port 
Authority conducted the Project to Plan for Expanded Terminal A. 7his 
Phase I effort was funded by the 2006 PFC application. 7he preliminary 
design conducted in the Project to Plan for Expanded Terminal A included 
an analysis of conceptual terminal layouts designed to accommodate the 
forecasted passenger enplanements. 7he terminal improvement concepts 
described in the Phase I effort were focused on identifying methods of 
achieving reduced passenger congestion, accommodating forecasted 
passenger growth, improving security functions, accommodating new 
entrant carriers, and providing greater utilization of the terminal to meet the 
competitive objectives of the Airport. 

Phase il Planning of the 7erminal A Redevelopment Program will build on 
the results of the previous two studies and consists of the planning and 
preliminary designs that will: improve passenger processing efficiency and 
security, provide additional gates and ticket counter space, providing 
opportunities for new airlines and accommodating larger aircraft, and 
expand gate areas to meet anticipated passenger demand. 7his will 
sustain the Port Authority's efforts to entice new entrant carriers in 
accordance with the Airport's Competition Plan. 

It is anticipated that this Phase il planning effort will be conducted over a 
3 to 4 year period. 7otai construction of the 7erminai A Redevelopment 
Program is projected to cover a 8 to 8 year period with total costs 
estimated in the 82.7 billion range. 7he Port Authority is requesting 830 
million for this Phase li Planning effort. 7ot9i planning costs for this 
project are consistent with industry standards, amounting to 880 million or 
1.8% of the anticipated total costs of the project. 

FOR FAA USE 
9. Is justi7ic9tio9 adequate? YES [ ] NO [ ]. 

b. Connments: 

6. LEVEL OF C0LLEC7I0N: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to a) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 

airports go to 7, aii others go to 8) 
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7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
EWR has experienced substantial domestic and International air passenger 
growth since 1989. Along with this growth, average delay per aircraft 
operation has also Increased. Port Authority statistics for 2008 Indicate 
that over 434,000 International and domestic aircraft operations occurred at 
the airport accounting for over 35 million annual passengers. This places 
EWR as #14 In the nation, and #19 worldwide for commercial passenger 
enplanements, according to Airports Council Internatlohal. 

The Port Authority's projections Indicate that the Airport's passenger base 
will continue to grow over the next ten years at an annual growth rate of 2.1 
percent. This will result In the Airport serving 44 million annual 
passengers through 498,000 aircraft operations by Year 2018. Although 
there Is currently an 81 -fllghts-per-hour cap on scheduled aircraft 
operations at EWR, short- and long-term delay reduction Initiatives will 
likely reduce delays and facilitate growth at EWR. These delay reduction 
Initiatives Include the Introduction of the Ground Based Augmentation 
System (GBAS); the Multiple Entrance Taxiway project; the use of fanned 
headings; and the Introduction by 2018 of a significant number of Next 
Generation Air Transportation System (NextGen) technological, 
operational, and procedural Improvements, which will Increase capacity to 
handle an additional 20,000 annual IFR operations, according to a 
FAA/RTCA NextGen Task Force study. These Initiatives will result In 
Increased aircraft operational capacity, underscoring the need for this 
project. 

The existing Terminal A has been In operation since 1973. Terminal A 
consists of three concourses that connect to 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. 

Since Its completion In 1973, Terminal A upgrades have been limited to 
code compliance and other safety and corrective repair projects, such as 
fire alarm upgrades and vertical circulation Improvements. The largest 
project conducted was the Terminal A "Re-llfing" project that was 
completed In 2003. The Re-llfing project Included additional ticket counters 
to meet near-term needs; new and Improved food services and retail; new 
baggage handling system; refurbished airline passenger lounges; new 
Interior lighting, and Improvements to the basic Infrastructure of the 
terminal. Although the Re-llfing project dramatically Improved the 
passenger experience In the Terminal, passenger processing through the 
check-In areas and boarding areas leading to the gates has not been 
Improved. These areas now experience significant passenger congestion 
due to security measures Imposed by Transportation Security 
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A8mi9i8tr98on (TSA) m9989t98 that r8quire 988itio99l 890urity 8t9ff 998 
p98S99g9r 8cr999ing 9quipm99t t89t th9 t9rmi99l W9S 90t origi99ily 
8e8ig988 to 9ccommo89te. 

The prese9t co9figor9tio9 of Termi99l A creetee 9 9omber of congestion 
problems for pessengers moving throogh the terminei. Psssengers 
entering the terminei 9re confronte8 by queoes of pessengers welting to 
check in 9t the eiriine ticket counters. The passenger queues 9t eeoh 
eiriine ticket counter restrict the isterei 8ow of pessengers throughout the 
terminel, resulting in potentiei sefety 998 security risks. Compoun8ing the 
congestion problem, it is 8if8cuit for pessengers to essiiy 8i8cern the 
correct queues they shoui8 enter for their eiriine. in 988ition, passenger 
congestion in the 8ep98ure 9re9 mey have more serious consequences 
8uring emergency inci8ents when emergency re8pon8ers require 
unimpe8e8 9ccess to key 9re9s within the Terminel. 

As p9ssengers progress from the ticketing erees to their respective 
concourses, they 9re confronte8 with 988ition9i congestion in the security 
screening eress. The terminel W9S 8e8igne8 long before the onset of the 
security screening process th9t is require8 to89y. The existing concourse 
connectors 9re nerrow 998 it W9S never 9nticip9te8 to 9CCommo89te the 
level of security th9t is presently con8ucte8 9t the security checkpoints. 

Along with passenger convenience issues, there 9re eiriine competition 
issues 9t st9ke thst will 9iso be 988re88e8 9s pert of the Terminei A 
Re8eveiopment Prog rem 8esign. in or8er to 9ccommo89te new cerriers to 
setisfy the con8ition8 of EWR's Competition Pien, it is necessery to exp9n8 
the ticketing erees 998 construct 988ition9i getes. 

A 8riving element of the re8eveiopment progrem is the nee8 to provi8e 9 
more competitive merket for eir pessengers. Currently, 9 high percentege 
of the Airport's gete 998 ticket counter space is exclusively controiie8 
through leeses by Mester Airlines. Presently, epproximeteiy 82% of the 
getes ere hei8 exclusively by Mester Airline Agreements, 56.3% of which 
ere hel8 by a single cerrier, 998 18% of getes ere eveilebie to Non-Mester 
Airlines. Non-Mester Airlines 80 not have exclusive control over ticket 
counters or getes. 

To comply with the requirements of Section 155 of the Wen8eli H. For8 
Avietion investment 998 Reform Act for the 21st Century (AiR-21), the Port 
Authority hss 8eveiope8 en Airline Competition Pien 8esigne8 to enhance 
consumer choice on 8ome8tic routes thet have passenger volumes of a 
sufficient m9gnitu8e to 9CCommo89te service from severei eiriines. 
Accor8ing to Port Authority stetistics, 31% of 8ome8tic flights sch98ule8 et 
the Airport occur on competitive routes. Currently, the goels of meximizing 
consumer choice for 8omestic routes ere being met through increesing 
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utilization of terminal faeilities, su8h as tieket eounters and gates. 
However, this high utilization of terminal faeilities results in lower levels of 
serviee for air passengers. The long-term solution to meet the goals of the 
Airline Competition Plan is to provide additional tieket eounters and 
passenger loading gates in order to a88ommodate demand without 
redu8ing passenger serviee levels. 

It is antieipated that this Phase II planning effort will be 8ondueted over a 
3 to 4 year period. Total eonstru8tion of the Terminal A Redevelopment 
Program is projeeted to cover a 5 to 6 year period with total 80sts 
estimated in the $2.7 billion range. The Port Authority is requesting $30 
million for this effort. Total planning eosts for this projeet are eonsistent 
with industry standards, amounting to $50 million or 1.8% of the 
antieipated total eosts of the projeet. 

FOR FAA USE : 
9. Air safety. Pad 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 [ ] 

LCI [ ] FAA BOA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ ] 
Other (explain) 

Noise. 65 LDN [ ] 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. RFC OBJECTIVE: 
The objeetive of this projeet is to advance the eoneeptual planning for the 
Terminal A Redevelopment Program that is designed to meet projeeted 
growth and antieipated passenger demand at EWR, and will satisfy the 
airport's approved Competition Plan. 

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 AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL ); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or PGL. 
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[ ] 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: 
November 2009 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2014 

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. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Continental Airlines 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: None 

Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 
None 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: None 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Comments: 
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14. FINANCING PLAN: 

RFC FUNDS: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $28,500,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $1,500,000 

*** SUBTOTAL RFC FUNDS: $30,000,000 
If the amount of PFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instructions. 

EXISTING AIR FUNDS: 
Grant #N/A Grant Funds in Project $N/A 

SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIR FUNDS: $N/A 

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

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIR 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 

*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING PFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: the public agency provided detailed basis of cost information. This 
detailed information should, at a minimum, provide detail regarding the cost of 
each major project component. YES [ ] NO [ ] 

***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 AIR funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIR 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 ] 
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d. Comments. 

FOR FAA USE 
a. The amount of RFC recommended for approval will not result in revenue that exceeds the 

amount necessary to finance this project. 

b. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 
YES[ ] N0[ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

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

d. For any proposed AIR funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
CIR? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

e. For project requesting RFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Rroject costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AIR 
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 [ ] 

f. 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 [ ] Rartially Approve [ ] Disapprove [ ] 

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical Protection of 
Terminal Building Frontages 

John F. Kennedy International Airport Section 1 - Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical Protection of Terminal Building Frontages 





John F. Kennedy International Airport Security Enhancements 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

FOR FAAUSE 
RFC 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): 
Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical Protection of Terminal 
Building Frontages 

4.3. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
The Port Authority has developed a multi-layered approach to mitigate the 
threat of vehicle borne improvised explosive devices (VBIED) along the 
terminal frontage areas. This multi-layered approach includes policy, 
operational, and physical hardening initiatives. The use of security 
bollards is one physical hardening initiative designed to maintain and 
fortify existing standoff distances and provide vehicle anti-ram protection 
along the public roadways in front of the terminals 

The purpose of the security bollard installation is to disable a vehicle that 
could potentially be used to transport explosives inside the terminal 
building. This protective measure would include crash-rated, concrete-
filled steel pipes with covers spaced at appropriate intervals along the 
terminal frontages and along other landside terminal areas that can be 
accessed by a vehicle. These physical barriers would supplement existing 
and future operational and other security measures already at the terminal 
frontages. 

The project has been coordinated with the Federal Security Director (FSD) 
at JFK and is consistent with Transportation Security Administration (TSA) 
guidelines for airport security. It is anticipated that installation of 
protective measures will occur along the terminal frontages on the arrivals 
and departures levels of each terminal at JFK. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters N/A, gates N/A, and 
baggage facilities N/A. 
2. Number of ticket counters N/A. gates N/A. and baggage facilities N/A 
to be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters N/A. gates N/A. and baggage 
facilities N/A. 
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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. 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 vehicle access to the terminal and operational 
areas. The Port Authority's security program involves several objectives, 
strategies, and initiatives that provide a roadmap for implementation of 
security programs at Port Authority Aviation facilities. These initiatives 
were developed following a threat, vulnerability, and risk assessment 
process the Port Authority conducted to assess the security risk and 
evaluate risk mitigation initiatives. 

The protection of terminal frontages is critical where public roadways 
provide vehicular access to the terminal. This interface between the public 
roadway and the terminal is vulnerable to a VBIED. Law enforcement and 
intelligence assessments continue to indicate that the threat to U.S. civil 
aviation remains significant, and that a VBIED is a threat to our airports. 
The Port Authority has developed a multi-layered approach to mitigate 
VBIED threats along the terminal frontage areas. This multi-layered 
approach includes policy, operational, and physical hardening initiatives. 
One physical hardening initiative, the use of security bollards, is designed 
to maintain and fortify existing standoff distances and provide vehicle anti-
ram protection along the terminal frontage public roadways. 

The purpose of the security bollard installation is to disable a vehicle that 
could potentially be used to transport explosives inside the terminal 
building. This protective measure would include crash-rated, concrete-
filled steel pipes with covers spaced at appropriate intervals along the 
terminal frontages and along other landside terminal areas that can be 
accessed by a vehicle. The scope of work would also include, where 
applicable, the installation of crash-rated gates and barriers at points 
providing vehicle access to terminal loading areas, as well as other 
associated measures. 

The project has been coordinated with the PSD at JFK and is consistent 
with TSA guidelines for airport security and with the Port Authority's 
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S99urity pr9gr9m. It i9 9ntl9lp9t9d that b9ll9rd8 will b9 in8t9ll9d 9l9ng th9 
t9rminal fr9nt9g98 9n tha arrivala and daparturaa l9V9l9 ofaach tarminal an 
tha Airpart. 

Tha F8D haa aartifiad that thia prajeat la aanaiatent with the Airpart 
Seaurlty Pragram far JFK. 

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

b. Comments: 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to8) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[X] (public agencies of medium andlarge hub 

airports go to 7, all others go to 8) 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
Aeaarding ta Alrparta Cauneil Internatianal, JFK 18 #6 natlanwide far tatal 
U.S. paaaenger enplanementa and 18 #13 warldwide far tatal paaaenger 
enplanementa. In 2008, thia Airpart experienaed aver 441,000 alraraft 
mavementa frem saheduled paaaenger, eharter, paaaenger, aarga and 
cammuter aperatiana, reaulting In 47.8 mllllan tatal paaaengera uaing the 
Airpart in 2008. Fereaaata far paaaenger grawth at JFK indiaate that the 
Airpart will grew faater than the natlenal average. Aaaarding ta the 2009 
Terminal Area Fereaaat, the FAA antialpatea a 1.7 peraent natianal average 
growth rate for paaaenger enplanementa. 

However, baaed on Port Authority projeationa, JFK'a paaaenger baae la 
expeated to grow aver the next ten years an average annual rate of 
2.4 peraent. It should be noted that the majority of these passengers are 
origin and destination passengers that will be entering and exiting the 
terminal at the aurb frontage and will therefore direatly benefit from this 
seaurity enhanaement. This grawth will result in the Airport serving 59.2 
million annual passengers through 500,143 annual airaraft operations by 
2018. 

Although there is aurrently an 81-flights-per-hour aap on saheduled airaraft 
operations at JFK, short- and long-term delay reduation initiatives will 
likely reduae delays and faailitate growth at JFK. These delay reduation 
initiatives inalude the Runway 13R/31L Rehabilitation projeat and 
assoaiated delay reduation work; use of fanned headings; and the 
Introduatlon by 2018 of a signlfiaant number of Next Generation Air 
Transportation 8ystem (NextGen) teahnoiogiaai, operational, and 
proaedurai improvements, whiah will Inarease aapaaity to handle an 
additional 9.1% annual IFR operations aaaording to a FAA/RTCA NextGen 
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Task For9e9t9dy. Th999 i9iti9tiv99 will re99lt m l99r9999d 9lr9r9ft 
op9r9tlo99l 99p99ity, 99d9r99orl9g th9 n99d for thl9 proj99t. 

Thl9 proj99t l9 vlt9lly lmport99t to 99h9999 th9 S999rlty P09t9r9 of JFK. 
N9W t99h9ologl99 wlll also e9able 9taff to more q9l9kly eval99te meldenta 
a9d to 9099e9trate their efforts m areas most pro99 to mtruslo9. The 
addltlo9 of seeurlty bollards to the terminal frontage areas will supplement 
the existing seeurlty measures used to proteet passengers on the Airport. 

As part of ongoing seeurlty Improvements at JFK, a perimeter seeurlty 
projeet was Implemented by the Port Authority within the past three years. 
Perimeter seeurlty Is eurrently being enhaneed through a eomblnatlon of 
hardening and a multi-layered teehnologleal approaeh eonslstlng of 
perimeter feneing, barriers, gates, aeeess eontrol, lighting, surfaee radar, 
fiber-optle sensing eable, elosed-elreult television, and video motion 
deteetlon. The Installation of the seeurlty bollards provides a physleal 
barrier between the publle roadways and the terminal buildings. 

The purpose of the seeurlty bollard Installation Is to disable a vehlele that 
eould potentially be used to transport explosives Inside the terminal 
building. This proteetlve measure would Inelude erash-rated, eonerete-
fllled steel pipes with eovers spaeed at appropriate Intervals along the 
terminal frontages and along other landslde terminal areas that ean be 
aeeessed by a vehlele. The seope of work would also Inelude, where 
applleable, the Installation of erash-rated gates and barriers at points 
providing vehlele aeeess to terminal loading areas, as well as other 
assoelated measures. 

The F80 has eertlfled that this project Is consistent with the Airport 
8e9urlty Program for JFK. 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Air safety. 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 [ ] 

LCI [ ] FAA BOA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ 
Other (explain) ; . 

Noise. 65 LDN [ ] 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. RFC OBJECTIVE: 
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The objective of the project is to increase passenger safety and enhance 
the security of the Airport by minimizing the exposure of airline and airport 
operations to VBIED. 

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 PPG 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 AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL ); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AlP 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: 
January 2011 

ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2014 

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: 
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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. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: None 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: None 

Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 
None 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: None 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Comments: 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $57,000,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $3,000,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $60,000,000 
if the amount of PFC requested is over $10,000,000. follow directions found in the 
attached instructions. 

EXISTING AlP FUNDS: 
Grant N/A Grant Funds in Project $0 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AlP FUNDS: $0 

ANTICIPATED AlP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $0 Discretionary $0 Total $0 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AlP FUNDS: $0 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $0 
Local Funds $0 
Other (please specify) $0 
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*** SUBT8TAL 8THER FUNDS: $0 

*** T8TAL PR8JECT C8ST: $60,000,000 

*** F8R EACH PR8JECT PR8P8SING PRC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: the 9ublio 99ency provided deteiled ba8ls of cost informatloo. This 
detailed information should, at a minimum, provide detail regarding the cost of 
each major project component. YES [ X ] N8 [ ] 

***PR8JECT REQUESTING PRC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
a. Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be 
availalDle through AlP funding. YES[X] NO [ ] 

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

c. Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made 
adeguate 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. The amount of PRC recommended for approval will not result in revenue that exceeds the 

amount necessary to finance this project. 

b. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 
YES [ 1 NO [ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

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

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

e. 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 AlP 
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 [ ] 

f. Comments. 

15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 

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

b. Comments; 

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

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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Pgssenger Facility Charge Application THE WiWI AIITHOBnV OF NY & NJ 

SECTION 2 

Planning for a Centralized Aircraft Deicing Facility 

John F. Kennedy International Airport Section 2 - Planning for a Centralized Aircraft Deicing Facility 





John F. Kennedy International Airport Planning for Centralized Aircraft Deicing Facility 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

FOR FAA USE , 
PFC Application number: 

1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), New York 

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

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Planning for a Centralized Aircraft Deicing Facility 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project consists of a study to examine the operational and 
infrastructure feasibility of constructing a centralized deicing facility at 
JFK. Specifically, the study will consider sizing, siting, design, aircraft 
access, and vehicle service road considerations. This study is necessary 
to ensure that the centralized deicing facility can be constructed with an 
aircraft deicing fluid collection system that maintains operational safety 
and efficiency while complying with proposed federal Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) regulations and the New York State Department of 
Environmental Conservation Stormwater Pollution Discharge Elimination 
System permit requirements and providing capability for the Port Authority 
to address future regulatory requirements. The study will also examine 
impacts to the airport infrastructure, roadway network, aircraft operations 
and avoidance of delays. This project will examine the following planning 
elements for the Centralized Deicing Facility: 

• Conceptual Design and Alternative Analysis: $150,000 

• Preliminary Design: $800,000 

This study will examine the taxiway and ramp configurations to optimize 
access to the facility. The study will evaluate infrastructure needs 
associated with a deicing facility, including alternatives to maximize the 
aircraft deicing fluid capture methods associated with the stormwater 
collection system. In addition to access and stormwater collection system 
considerations, the project will also include an assessment of ancillary 
impacts to the existing terminal utility systems that will include a review of: 

• Natural gas 
• Telephone/Communications 
• Electrical 
• Water 
• Sewer 
• Steam' 

Page 1 of 7 FAA Form Revised 03/28/2007 



John F. Kennedy International Airport Planning for Centralized Aircraft Deicing Facility 

Planning for this deicing facility wili be compieted pursuant to applicabie 
FAA Advisory Circuiar guideiines for deicing facilities. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters N/A, gates N/A. and 
baggage facilities N/A. 
2. Number of ticket counters N/A. gates N/A, and baggage facilities N/A 
to be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters N/A. gates N/A, and baggage 
facilities N/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[ ] 
N0[ ]. 

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. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
In 2008, JFK experienced over 441,000 aircraft movements from scheduled 
passenger, charter, passenger, cargo and commuter operations, resulting 
in 47.8 million total passenaers using the Airport in 2008. According to 
FAA statistics, JFK is the S" most delayed airport in the nation, with an 
average delay time of 56 minutes. Due to the nature of airline activity at 
JFK, delays tend to propagate throughout the entire NAS. 

Aircraft deicing is a critical flight safety issue. Although deicing activities 
at JFK meet all current safety standards, deicing operations are currently 
fragmented, resulting in reduced operational efficiencies as well as 
difficulty in managing spent deicing fluids. Furthermore, it is sometimes 
required for an aircraft to have multiple deicing treatments prior to 
reaching the runway. Centralizing aircraft deicing would enable a more 
efficient deicing process at JFK and would contribute toward meeting the 
ERA'S anticipated technology-based standard for collection and treatment 
of aircraft deicing fluid. 

This study will consider the operational and infrastructure feasibility of 
constructing a centralized deicing facility at JFK. This is a critical study 
that will define JFK's need to enhance its management of deicing 
operations. 

The project will result in a planning document that will examine alternatives 
for facility size, maneuvering area for vehicles, access, layout, as well as 
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uti8ty a9d 8t02T9wat9r i9fra9tructur8 998d9 for dovalopiog a contraHziog 
daicing faci8ty. 

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

b. Comments: 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ](goto8) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[X] (public agencies of medium andlarge hub 

J airports go to 7, ail others go to 8) 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
In 2008, JFK axpariaoced ovar 441,000 aircraft mov922299t9 from achedulad 
paaaangar, chartar, paaaangar, cargo aod commutar op9ratio98, raaulting 
in 47.8 million total paasanqara U9ing tha Airport in 2008. According to 
FAA 8tati8tic8, JFK la tha 6^" mo8t daiayad airport in tha nation, with an 
avaraga dalay tima of 56 minutaa. Dua to tha natura of airlina activity at 
JFK, dalaya tand to propagata throughout tha antira NAS. 

Foracaata for paaaangar growth at JFK indicata that tha Airport will grow 
faatar than tha national avaraga. According to tha 2009 Tarminal Araa 
Foracaat, tha FAA anticipataa a 1.7 parcant national avaraga growth rata for 
paaaangar anplanamanta. Howavar, baaad on Port Authority projactiona, 
JFK ia axpactad to axparianca a 2.4 parcant avaraga annual growth rata. 
By 2018, tha Airport ia expactad to aarva 59.2 million annual paaaangara 
through total aircraft oparationa of 500,143. 

Although thare ia currently an 81-flight-per-hour cap on echeduled aircraft 
oparationa at JFK, ghort- and long-term delay reduction initiativaa will 
likely reduce delaya and facilitate growth at JFK. Theea delay reduction 
initiativee include the Reconatruction of Runway 13R-13L and aeeociated 
taxiway reconfigurationa; the uaa of fanned haadinge; and the introduction 
by 2018 of Next Generation Air Tranaportation Syatem (NaxtGen) 
technological, operational, and procedural improvemanta, which will 
incraaae tha capacity of JFK to handle an additional 9.1% annual IFR 
oparationa, according to a FAA/RTCA NextGen Task Force study. 

In order to support this level of activity, JFK is seeking to optimize its 
operational efficiency by planning for a centralized deicing facility. 
Furthermore, JFK must begin planning for deicing management 
alternatives given impending EPA regulations that would require airports to 
drastically reduce deicing fluid effluent discharge and place greater 
requirements on the Airport to manage fluid use and track the fluid capture 
rate during the deicing season. 

This project Ls critical to ensure the continued safe operation of aircraft in 
icy conditions as well as to meet future environmental regulations. This 
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Study is necessary in order to ensure that there is adequate access and 
capacity to accommodate the demand for aircraft deicing, as well as the 
infrastructure support to accommodate a deicing facility, it will also 
examine the impacts of a centralized deicing facility on the infrastructure 
currently in place. 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Air safety. Pad 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 [ ] 

LCI [ ] FAA BOA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ ] 
Other (explain) 

Noise. 65 LDN [ ] 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. RFC OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of this project is to advance the planning for a new 
centralized deicing facility at JFK that will enhance safety and operational 
efficiency of the Airport while improving the Port Authority's ability to 
manage deicing fluid effluent. 

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 AlP criteria (paragraph of Crder 5100.38_ or 

PGL ); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AlP criteria (paragraph of Crder 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 
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[ ] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain), 

b. Comments: 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 
December 2009 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2010 

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. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: None 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: None 

Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 
None 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: None 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Comments: 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $950,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $50,000 
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*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $1,000,000 
if the amount of PFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instnjctions. 

EXISTING MP FUNDS: 
Grant #N/A Grant Funds in Project $N/A 

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

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

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AlP 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: $1,000,000 

FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING PFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: the public agency provided detailed basis of cost information. This 
detailed information should, at a minimum, provide detail regarding the cost of 
each major project component. YES [ ] NO [ ] 

***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 AlP funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AlP 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. The amount of PFC recommended for approval will not result in revenue that exceeds the 

amount necessary to finance this project. 
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b. Does the project include a proposed LOi? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 
YES [ 1 NO [ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

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

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

e. 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 AlP 
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 [ ] 

f. 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 [ ] 

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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SECTION 3 

Aircraft Ramp Expansion and Hangar Demolition 

John F. Kennedy International Airport Section 3 - Aircraft Ramp Expansion and Hangar Demolition 





John F. Kennedy International Airport Aircraft Ramp Expansion and Hangar Demolition 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

FOR FAA USE 
PFC Application number; 

1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), New York 

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

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Aircraft Ramp Expansion and Hangar Demolition 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
The purpose of this project is to conduct demolition work to allow for the 
construction of a new aircraft parking ramp on the southwest quadrant of 
John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK). This new ramp area may also 
be considered as a potential site for a new centralized aircraft deicing 
facility. 

This project will be conducted in two phases. The first phase will consist 
of the demolition of Hangar 12 and Building 94. Hangar 12 and Building 94 
are former aircraft maintenance facilities located in the southwest quadrant 
of JFK. These facilities have been vacant for several years and in recent 
months, safety has become a concern, as the buildings are beginning to 
decay. This project will serve to demolish the buildings so that the aircraft 
ramp can be expanded and a centralized deicing facility can eventually be 
constructed, should a separate study identify this as an appropriate site. 

Phase I of this project will demolish Hangar 12 and Building 94. This 
demolition includes the following: 

1. The removal of the existing 5kv switch gear and return to Port 
Authority; 

2. The placement of perimeter lighting to replace perimeter lighting now 
attached to the hangar; 

3. The erection of a perimeter security fence to convert the area from 
airside to landside for ease of equipment and personnel access and 
cartage of debris; 

4. Abatement of asbestos containing materials; and, 
5. Removal of Lead-based paint. 

This demolition will allow for the expansion of aircraft parking ramps into 
the location of the existing Hangar 12 and Building 94. This phase will 
include all necessary preparation of the site to meet FAA requirements. 
The new ramp area will also be used for overnight parking, swing space, or 
as a hold area during SWAP days and other periods of congestion. A 
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c9otr9l d9iciog focility 8tudy could identify thi8 hold 9r99 98 90 9pproprl9te 
ioc9tion for a deiciog f9cliity. 

H9ng9r 12 god Building 94 will be demolished In 90Cord9noe with federei 
and 8t9te reguietions. Accordingly, esbestos 9b9tement end ieed-besed 
peint removei will be required prior to the commencement of demolition 
ectivities. As pert of a seperete project, the existing Airport beecon on 
Building 94 will be reioceted. Additionei environmentei work thet will be 
performed Involves removing existing heeting oil underground storege 
tenks (U8T8), the concrete ped, end the drein end oli/weter seperetor thet 
serves Henger 12. An eight-foot tell berbed wire fence will be insteiied 
ground the work site perimeter to secure the eree in eccordence with T8A 
reguletions. The existing utility connections for neturei ges, electric, 
sewer, end weter will be cepped in enticlpetion for the potentiei future 
development of a centreiized deicing feciiity. 

Once demolition is completed, the proposed project will include 
excevetion, full-depth concrete pevement, end drelnege. The proposed 
eircreft remp will feeture the Instelletlon of new FAA lighting end signege 
thet will conform to the requirements of CFR 14 Pert 139 Section 311 end 
essocleted Advisory CIrculetors for eppllceble design stenderds. New 
eiectrlcgj conduits will be constructed within the footprint of the peved 
erees. 

In eddltlon to the demolition end the drelnege modlflcetlons, this project 
will Include en Alrport-wlde study of vecent end under utilized fecllltles thet 
ere loceted edjecent to the Airport Operetlons Aree (AOA). The purpose of 
this eveluetlon Is to Identify buildings thet could be demolished end their 
present functions reioceted to other facilities on the Airport. It is 
anticipated thet the functional uses of e number of existing buildings 
adjacent to the AOA could be reioceted to one or more consolidated 
fecllltles on the Airport. This would allow additional building demolition, 
further freeing up aircraft perking and remp space. 

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

FOR FAA USE 
a. Description adequate [ ] not adequate [ ] (indicate deficiencies below) 
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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. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
According to Alrport9 Council lnt9rn9tion9l, JFK i9 #6 ngtionwido for tot9l 
U.S. p9999ng9r 9npl9n9m9nt9 and i9 #13 worldwide for total p9989nger 
enplanemonte. In 2008, thie Airport exporioncod over 441,000 aircraft 
movemente from echeduled paeeenger, charter, paeeenger, cargo, and 
commuter operatione, reeulting in 47.8 million total pa999nger9 U9ing the 
Airport in 2008. According to FAA etati9tic9, JFK 19 the 6*" mo9t delayed 
airport in the nation, with an average delay time of 86 minutee. Due to the 
nature of airline activity at JFK, delaye tend to propagate throughout the 
entire MAS. 

Forec99t9 for paesenger growth at JFK indicate that the Airport will grow 
faeter than the national average. According to the 2009 Terminal Area 
Forecaet, the FAA anticipatee a 1.7% national average growth rate for 
p999enger enplanementa. However, baeed on Port Authority projectione, 
JFK 19 expected to experience an average 2.4% growth rate. By 2018, the 
Airport i9 expected to eerve 89.2 million annual paesengere through total 
aircraft operatione of 800,143. 

Hangar 12 and Building 94 have been vacant for eeveral yeare and in recent 
month9, the buildinge have begun to decay, cau9ing a eafety concern that 
mu9t be addressed. This project will serve to demolish the buildings for 
safety considerations. The demolished space will then enable the aircraft 
ramp to be expanded and a centralized deicing facility to eventually be 
constructed, should a separate study identify this as an appropriate site. 

The expanded apron will give the tower a safe place to hold delayed 
aircraft. This allows aircraft that are not delayed to continue to taxi to the 
runway for their scheduled departures, thereby reducing taxi times and 
associated delays. 

Moreover, the demolition of Hangar 12 and Building 94, along with utility 
and drainage modifications, will provide infrastructure improvements in 
order to support a long-term potential developrnent of a centralized aircraft 
deicing facility within these areas should a separate study identify this as 
an appropriate site. 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Is justification adequate? YES [ ] NO | 
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b. Comments: 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (goto8) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 

airports go to 7, all others go to 8) 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
This project will enhance airfield operational efficiency by providing FAA 
Air Traffic Control a safe holding area for aircraft that have been delayed 
due to weather or sequencing issues. The expanded apron will give 
delayed aircraft a place to hold, allowing aircraft that are not delayed to 
continue to taxi to the runway for their scheduled departures, thereby 
reducing taxi times and associated delays. 

According to Airports Council International, JFK is #6 nationwide for total 
U.S. passenger enplanements and is #13 worldwide for total passenger 
enplanements. In 2008, this Airport experienced over 441,000 aircraft 
movements from scheduled passenger, charter, passenger, cargo and 
commuter operations, resulting in 47.8 million total passengers using the 
Airport in 2008. According to FAA statistics, JFK is the 6*^ most delayed 
airport in the nation, with an average delay time of 56 minutes. Due to the 
nature of airline activity at JFK, delays tend to propagate throughout the 
entire NAS. 

Forecasts for passenger growth at JFK indicate that the Airport will grow 
faster than the national average. According to the 2009 Terminal Area 
Forecast, the FAA anticipates a 1.7% national average growth rate for 
passenger enplanements. However, based on Port Authority projections, 
JFK is expected to experience an average 2.4% growth rate. By 2018, the 
Airport is expected to serve 59.2 million annual passengers through total 
aircraft operations of 500,143. 

Although there is currently an 81 -scheduled-flights-per-hour cap on aircraft 
operations at JFK, short- and long-term delay reduction initiatives will 
likely reduce delays and facilitate growth at JFK. These delay reduction 
initiatives include the Runway 13R-31L Rehabilitation project; use of 
fanned headings, and the introduction by 2018 of a significant number of 
Next Generation Air Transportation System (NextGen) technological, 
operational, and procedural improvements, which will increase capacity to 
handle an additional 9.1% annual IFR operations according to a FAA/RTCA 
NextGen Task Force study. These initiatives will result in increased aircraft 
operational capacity, underscoring the need for this project. 

Moreover, the demolition of Hangar 12 and Building 94, along with utility 
and drainage modifications, will provide infrastructure improvements in 
order to support a long-term potential development of a centralized aircraft 
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deicing facility within these areas, should a separate study identify this as 
an appropriate site. 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Air safety. Pad 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 LDN [ ] 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. RFC OBJECTIVE: 
The primary objective of this project is to construct an aircraft ramp that 
will be utilized by FAA Air Traffic Controllers for delay reduction and other 
periods of congestion at JFK. Another objective is to demolish the existing 
Hangar 12 and Building 94 due to safety concerns over the ageing 
infrastructure. 

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 AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL ); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AlP 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: 
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10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE; 
December 2008 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2011 

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. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: None 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: None 

Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 
None 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: None 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Comments: 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $14,250,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $750,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $15,000,000 
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If the amount of PFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instnjctions. 

EXISTING AlP FUNDS: 
Grant #N/A Grant Funds in Project $N/A 

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

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

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AlP 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: $15,000,000 

*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING PFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: the public agency provided detailed basis of cost information. This 
detailed information should, at a minimum, provide detail regarding the cost of 
each major project component. YES [ ] NO [ ] 

***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 AlP funding. YES[X] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AlP 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. The amount of PFC recommended for approval will not result in revenue that exceeds the 

amount necessary to finance this project. 

b. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 
YES [ ] NO [ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 
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c. For any proposed AlP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

d. For any proposed AlP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
CIP? YES[ ] N0[ ] 

e. 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 AlP 
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 [ ] 

f. 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 [ ] 

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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 Reconstruction of Runway 13R-31L 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

FOR FAA USE 
RFC 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 of Runway 13R-31L 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project consists of the reconstruction and widening of Runway 13R-
31L and the construction of related aeronautical infrastructure 
improvements that will increase operational efficiencies and reduce air 
traffic delays at JFK. The runway is currently 14,572 feet long by 150 feet 
wide and was originally constructed in 1948. The runway was originally 
200 feet wide for 9,400 feet, with the west end where it is today. The 
runway was subsequently extended twice, each time at a shorter width of 
150 feet to accommodate Group V aircraft; the original pavement is 
currently maintained as runway shoulder. 

This project will repave the existing asphalt runway with concrete and 
widen the runway from 150 feet to 200 feet to meet Group VI standards. In 
addition, improvements to the entirety of Runway 13R-31L include: new 
runway lighting and electrical infrastructure; new electrical feeds; 
associated modification to the switch houses; widening of taxiway 
intersections; shoulder overlays; new navigational aids; accommodations 
for future navigation aids, and regrading of runway safety areas. Taxiway 
improvements will include construction of new Taxiway KC, the extension 
of Taxiways KK and KD, modifications to Taxi ways PF, PE and K, and 
construction of new Taxiways PD, JA, JB and Z. 

The project will also extend the R/W 13R threshold 563 feet, while 
maintaining the R/W 31L threshold at its current location. This will enable 
better operational flow and reduce the need for longer taxiing. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters N/A. gates N/A, and 
baggage facilities N/A. 
2. Number of ticket counters N/A. gates N/A. and baggage facilities N/A 
to be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters N/A. gates N/A. and baggage 
facilities N/A. 
FOR FAA USE 
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a. Doscription adequate [ ] not adequate [ ] (indioate 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 [ ] 
N0[ ]. 
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. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
Thi9 pr9j9ct 19 critical tc incre99e cperati99al efficiency and meet the 
needs cf aircraft currently cperating and prcjected tc cperate at JFK. 
Runway 13R-31L meaeuree 14,872 feet by 150 feet. R/W 13R-31L i9 cne cf 
the Icnge9t runwaye in the ncrtheaet, and alcng with R/W 13L-31R, i9 cne 
cf the twc primary U9e runwaye cn JFK. The runway ie equipped fcr 
Categcry I ILS apprcachee cn the Runway 31L end and handles abcut a 
third of the airport's annual operations, including more than half of all daily 
departures. Approximately 441,000 operations occurred at JFK in 2008. 

This project is essential to maintain the operational efficiency of this 
Runway. The existing asphalt pavement on Runway 13R-31L is nearing the 
end of its service life. A Constructability and Life Cycle Analysis was 
performed by the Port Authority. This analysis supported and justified the 
decision to reconstruct the existing asphalt runway surface with concrete. 
A concrete runway is anticipated to have a service life of approximately 40 
years. In comparison, an asphalt surface for this runway with this level of 
utilization is projected to have an eight-year service life. 

The use of concrete will result in an estimated savings of $500 million in 
life cycle costs (maintenance and rehabilitation) over the 40-year design life 
of the pavement. This is the first time that concrete will be used to surface 
a runway at one of the Port Authority's airports. The materials and 
methods proposed for this project have been used successfully at other 
major airports that have environmental conditions and aircraft operations 
similar to JFK. Upgrading of lighting and electrical infrastructure as well as 
restoring the grading associated with the RSA will also be performed as 
part of this project. 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Is justification adequate? YES [ ] NO | 
b. Comments: 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to8) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 

airports go to 7, ail others go to 8) 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
According to Airports Council International, JFK is #6 nationwide for total 
U.S. passenger enplanements and is #13 worldwide for total passenger 
enplanements. In 2008, this Airport experienced over 441,000 aircraft 
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mov6m69t9 from 9ch6dol6d p999e999r, ch9rt6r, p999e999r, c9rgo gnd 
commotor op6ration9, roaultiog i9 47.8 miHion total paagongara 09199 tho 
Airport in 2008. According to FAA st9ti9tio9, in 2008 JFK wa9 tho 6**" moot 
doiayod airport in tho nation, with an averago doiay time of 86 minoteo. 
Doe to the nature of airline activity at JFK, deiayo tend to propagate 
throughout the entire NAS. 

Forec99t9 for paeeenger growth at JFK Indicate that the Airport will grow 
faeter than the national average. According to the 2009 Terminal Area 
Forecaot, the FAA anticlpateo a 1.7% national average growth rate for 
paosenger enpianemento. However, baaed on Port Authority projectiona, 
JFK la expected to experience an average 2.4% growth rate. By 2018, the 
Airport la expected to aerve 59.2 million annual paasengera through total 
aircraft operationa of 500,143. 

Although there ia currently an 81-fiighta-per-hour cap on acheduied aircraft 
operationa at JFK, 9hort- and long-term delay reduction initiativea will 
likely reduce delaya and facilitate growth at JFK. In addition to the delay 
reductiona aaaociated with thia project, initiativea include: uae of fanned 
headinga and the introduction by 2018 of a aignificant number of Next 
Generation Air Tranaportation 8y9tem (NextGen) technological, 
operational, and procedural improvementa, which will increaae capacity to 
handle an additional 9.1% annual IFR operationa according to a FAA/RTCA 
NextGen Taak Force atudy. Theae initiativea will reauit in increaaed aircraft 
operational capacity, underacoring the need for thia project. 

in order to aupport thia level of activity, ail runwaya at JFK mu9t be fully 
operational and not aubject to load restrlctiona that would conatrain the 
typea of aircraft or number of operationa that occur on any of the runwaya. 
A conatraint on any runway would have a ripple effect that would impact 
other alrporta in the New York Region and airporta throughout the nation. 

Thia project ia critical to enaure the continued unreatricted utilization of 
R/W 13R-31L. Thia runway currently measurea 14,872 feet by 150 feet and 
ia equipped with a Category i iL8. R/W 13R-31L, along with R/W i3L-31R, 
are the primary uae runwaya at JFK. The runway width expanaion will 
enable the runway to accommodate the A 380 and other Group VI aircraft. 
There are eight pasaenger air carriera and air cargo carriera currently 
operating at JFK who have taken or will be taking delivery of the A380. In 
order to accommodate the A380 and the airlinea that will operate the 
aircraft, it ia imperative to complete thia project to enaure that the Airport ia 
capable of meeting the required demanda of the airlinea and the traveling 
public. The runway width expanaion will improve competition between 
exiatihg carriera in addition to attracting new carriera that can aupport 
Group VI aircraft. 
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The existing asphalt pavement on Runway 13R-31L is nearing the end of its 
service life. This project seeks to minimize delays resulting from 
worsening runway conditions. Parts of the project will be conducted 
during off-peak hours, while aspects will be conducted during peak hours. 
Much of the work will be conducted while the runway is completely shut 
down. The traffic that occurs during these times of construction will be 
routed to other available runways. If the project is not performed, the 
wearing surface of the pavement will continue to degrade, resulting in more 
frequent and costly repairs, and a more complex and lengthy 
reconstruction that will seriously impact the airlines and the NAS. 

The proposed pavement overlay not only preserves the surface pavement 
but will also prevent deterioration and subsequent damage to the pavement 
sub-grade. The concrete overlay will ensure the continued use of this 
runway. Failure to implement this rehabilitation at this time could result in 
a much more costly and disruptive full-depth reconstruction resulting in 
the loss of significant capacity during inclement weather conditions, not 
only for JFK but also for LGA and EWR as well. 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Air safety. Pad 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 LDN [ ] 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. PRC OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of this project Is to reconstruct and widen the pavement of 
Runway 13R-31L In order to maintain operational efficiency and to 
accommodate Group VI aircraft at JFK. The project will also upgrade the 
lighting and electrical Infrastructure, and restore the grading associated 
with the RSA. 

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

PGL ); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AlP 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: 
June 2009 

ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2011 

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. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: None 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: None 

Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 
None 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: None 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Comments: 
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14. FINANCING PLAN: 

RFC FUNDS: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $285,000,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $15,000,000 

*** SUBTOTAL RFC FUNDS: $300,000,000 
If the amount of RFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instnjctions. 

EXISTING AIR FUNDS: 
Grant #N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 

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

ANTICIPATED AIR FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: 2010 Entitlement: $0 Discretionary: $3,824,000 Total: $3,824,000 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIR FUNDS: $3,824,000 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $0 
Local Funds $0 
Other: American Recovery and Reinvestment Act: $15,000,000 

(Funding for "Buy American" requirement for the first 
2,522 feet of runway at the west end) 

Letter of intent: $89,100,000 
(Funding for Delay Reduction Projects and Operational 
Enhancements) 

Port Authority Capital Funds: $17,768,000 
(Funding for remaining project components) 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $121,868,000 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $425,692,000 

*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING RFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: the public agency provided detailed basis of cost information. This 
detailed information should, at a minimum, provide detail regarding the cost of 
each major project component. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

***PROJECT REQUESTING RFC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
a. Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be 
available through AIR funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 
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b. If the FAA determines that the project,may qualify for AlP funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match to be 
collected at a $4.50 RFC level [ X ] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
RFC level [ ]. 

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

d. Comments. 
FOR FAA USE 

a. Th6 amount of RFC recommended for approval will not result In revenue that exceeds the 
amount necessary to finance this project. 

b. Does the project Include a proposed L0I7 YES [ ] NO [ ] if YES, does the Region support7 
YES[ ] N0[ ]. If YES, list the schedule for Implementation: 

c. For any proposed AlP discretionary funds, does the Region Intend to support7 YES [ ] NO [ ] 
d. For any proposed AIR funds, Is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
CIR7 YES [ ] NO [ ] 
e. For project requesting RFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 

Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AIR 
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 [ ] 

f. Comments. 

15. BACK-UR FINANCING RLAN: N/A 
FOR FAA USE 

a. is the back-up financing/phasing plan viabie7 Yes [ ] No [ ]. 
b. Comments: 

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

i have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and In relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project Is [ ] Is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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 Security Enhancements 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

FOR FAA USE 
RFC 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): 
Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical Protection of Terminal 
Building Frontages 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
The Port Authority has developed a multi-layered approach to mitigate the 
threat of vehicle borne improvised explosive devices (VBIED) along the 
terminal frontage areas. This multi-layered approach includes policy, 
operational, and physical hardening initiatives. The use of security 
bollards is one physical hardening initiative designed to maintain and 
fortify existing standoff distances and provide vehicle anti-ram protection 
along the public roadways in front of the terminals. 

The purpose of the security bollard installation is to disable a vehicle that 
could potentially be used to transport explosives inside the terminal 
building. This protective measure would include crash-rated, concrete-
filled steel pipes with covers spaced at appropriate intervals along the 
terminal frontages and along other landside terminal areas that can be 
accessed by a vehicle. These physical barriers would supplement 
operational and other security measures already in place or to be added at 
the terminal frontages. 

The project has been coordinated with the Federal Security Director (FSD) 
at LGA and is consistent with Transportation Security Administration (TSA) 
guidelines for airport security. It is anticipated that installation of 
protective measures will occur along the terminal frontages on the arrivals 
and departures levels of each terminal at LGA. Security bollards have 
already been installed at the Marine Air Terminal, which were funded by an 
AIR grant. Bollard installation is currently underway at the Central 
Terminal Building. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters N/A. gates N/A. and 
baggage facilities N/A. 
2. Number of ticket counters N/A, gates N/A, and baggage facilities WA 
to be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters N/A, gates N/A. and baggage 
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facilities N/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[ 1 
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. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
This project is vitaiiy important to enhance the security posture of LGA. 
These security improvements wiii aid airport security personnei in 
thwarting unauthorized vehicie access to the terminal and operational 
areas. The Port Authority's security program involves several objectives, 
strategies, and initiatives that provide a roadmap for implementation of 
security programs at Port Authority Aviation facilities. These initiatives 
were developed following a threat, vulnerability, and risk assessment 
process the Port Authority conducted to assess the security risk and 
evaluate risk mitigation initiatives. 

The protection of terminal frontages is critical where public roadways 
provide vehicular access to the terminal. This interface between the public 
roadway and the terminal is vulnerable to a VBIED. Law enforcement and 
intelligence assessments continue to indicate that the threat to U.S. civil 
aviation remains significant, and that a VBIED is a threat to our airports. 
The Port Authority has developed a multi-layered approach to mitigate 
VBIED threats along the terminal frontage areas. This multi-layered 
approach includes policy, operational, and physical hardening initiatives. 
One physical hardening initiative, the use of security bollards, is designed 
to maintain and fortify existing standoff distances and provide vehicie anti-
ram protection along the terminal frontage public roadways. 

The purpose of the security bollard installation is to disable a vehicie that 
could potentially be used to transport explosives inside the terminal 
building. This protective measure would include crash-rated, concrete-
filled steel pipes with covers spaced at appropriate intervals along the 
terminal frontages and along other iandside terminal areas that can be 
accessed by a vehicle. The scope of work would also include, where 
applicable, the installation of crash-rated gates and barriers at points 
providing vehicle access to terminal loading areas, as well as other 
associated measures. 
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The project has been coordinated with the FSD at LGA and is consistent 
with TSA guideiines for airport security and with the Airport security 
program, it is anticipated that boilards wiii be instailed aiong the terminai 
frontages on the arrivais and departures ieveis of each terminai on the 
Airport. 

The FSD has certified that this project is consistent with the Airport 
Security Program for LGA. 

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

b. Comments: 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ](goto8) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 

airports go to 7, all others go to 8)" 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
In 2008, this Airport experienced over 379,000 aircraft movements from 
scheduled passenger, charter, passenger, cargo and commuter operations, 
resulting in over 23 million total passengers using the Airport in 2008. This 
places LGA as #22 in the nation and #26 worldwide for commercial 
passenger enpianements, according to Airports Council International. 
According to the 2009 Terminai Area Forecast, the FAA anticipates a 1.7 
percent national average growth rate for passenger enpianements. 
However, based on Port Authority projections, LGA's passenger base is 
expected to grow over the next ten years at an average annual growth rate 
of 2.2 percent. This growth will result in the Airport serving 27.5 million 
annual passengers by 2018. it should be noted that the majority of these 
passengers are origin and destination passengers that wiii be entering and 
exiting the terminal at the curb frontage and wiii therefore directly benefit 
from this security enhancement. 

This project is vitally important to enhance the security posture of LGA. 
New technologies wiii also enable staff to more quickly evaluate incidents 
and to concentrate their efforts in areas most prone to intrusion The 
addition of security bollards to the terminai frontage areas wiii supplement 
the existing security measures used to protect passengers on the Airport. 

As part of ongoing security improvements at LGA, a perimeter security 
project was implemented by the Port Authority within the past three years. 
Perimeter security is currently being enhanced through a combination of 
hardening and a muiti-iayered technological approach consisting of 
perimeter fencing, barriers, gates, access control, lighting, surface radar, 
fiber-optic sensing cable, closed-circuit television, and video motion 
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detection. The installation of the security bollards enhances these security 
measures by providing a physical barrier between the public roadways and 
the terminal buildings. 

The purpose of the security bollard installation is to disable a vehicle that 
could potentially be used to transport explosives inside the terminal 
building. This protective measure would include crash-rated, concrete-
filled steel pipes with covers spaced at appropriate intervals along the 
terminal frontages and along other landside terminal areas that can be 
accessed by a vehicle. The scope of work would also include, where 
applicable, the installation of crash-rated gates and barriers at points 
providing vehicle access to terminal loading areas, as well as other 
associated measures. 

The FSD has certified that this project is consistent with the Airport 
Security Program for LGA. 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Air safety. Pad 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 LDN [ ] 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. RFC OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of the project is to increase passenger safety and enhance 
the security of the Airport by minimizing the exposure of airline and airport 
operations to VBIED. 

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. 
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[ ] D9velopm9nt eligi5le under AlP critgrig (paragraph of Ordar 5100.38_ or 
PGL ): 

[ ] Planning eiigi5le undar AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or PGL ); 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.0. 47110(d); 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 O.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 O.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 PRC eligibility (explain). 

b. Comments: • 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 
October 2007 

ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2014 

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. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Continental Airlines 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: None 

Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 
None 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: None . 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
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Public Agency Rea8ons for Proceeding: N/A 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Comments: 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $26,220,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $1,380,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $27,600,000 
If the amount of PFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instructions. 

EXISTING AiP FUNDS: 
Grant# LGA-3-36-0068-125-08 Phase I ($2,260,000) 

LGA 3-36-0068-128-09 Phase II ($1,262,767) 
LGA 3-36-0068-129-09 Phase III ($2,627,206) 

Grant Funds In Project $6,149,973 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $ 6,149,973 
ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $0 Discretionary $0 Total $0 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $6,149,973 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $0 
Local Funds $0 
Other (please specify) $0 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $0 

TOTAL PROJECT COST: $33,749,973 

*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING PFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: the public agency provided detailed basis of cost information. This 
detailed Information should, at a minimum, provide detail regarding the cost of 
each major project component. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

***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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coll9Ct9d at a $4.50 RFC l9V9l [ X ] OR th9 antira raquastad amount at a $3.00 
RFC laval [ ]. 

c. Tarminal and surfaca transportation projacts. Tha public agancy has mada 
adaquata provision for financing the airside needs of tha airport, including 
runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A [ X ] 

d. Comments. 
^ FOR FAA USE 
9: The amount of RFC recommended for approval will not result in revenue that exceeds the 

amount necessary to finance this project. 

b. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 
YES[ ] N0[ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation; 

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

d. For any proposed AIR funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
CIR? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

e. For project requesting RFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Rroject costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AIR 
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 [ ] 

f. Comments. 

15. BACK-UF FINANCING FLAN: 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 [ ] Rartially Approve [ ] Disapprove [ ] 

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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 Rehabilitation of Runway 4-22 

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): 
Rehabilitation of Runway 4-22 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
The purpose of this project is to rehabilitate the non-deck portion of the 
asphalt pavement on Runway 4-22 and its associated taxiways. 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 sub-grade, and to accommodate the loads from 
aircraft currently serving LGA and from aircraft projected to operate at the 
Airport in the future. 

The project will also include replacement of the runway in-pavement 
centerline lights, touchdown zone lights, and edge lights; the installation of 
in-pavement runway guard lights on all aircraft holding bays; and the 
installation of taxiway centerline lights up to the hold lines for each exit 
taxiway. Along with the new fixtures, the lighting improvements include 
new conduit, cable and regulators; associated improvements to the airfield 
lighting vault; and an upgraded airfield lighting control panel. The project 
will also update marking and signage and improvements to the airfield 
drainage system. 

The cost breakdown for the major components of the Rehabilitation of 
Runway 4-22 is estimated to be: 

• Runway and Taxiway Pavement: $16,000,000 
• Airfield Lighting and Electrical Distribution System: $28,500,000 
• Storm Drainage: $1,025,000 
• Marking and Signage: $1,025,000 

• Total Project: $46,550,000 

It should be noted that this project was previously approved as part of the 
2006 PFC Application. However, due to a substantial increase in costs 
incurred by the Port Authority on the Runway 13-31 project, the Port 
Authority is seeking Impose and Use Authority of PFC funding under this 
2010 PFC Application for the Rehabilitation of Runway 4-22. 
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b. If 9ppll9abl9 for t9rminal proj99ts, 
1. Prior to thl8 projoot, numbor of tlokot oountars N/A, gatas and 
baooaoa faollitias N/A. 
2. Numbar of tiokat oountars N/A, gatas N/A, and baggaga faoilltias N/A 
to ba oonstruotad or rahabllitated. 
3. Nat changa in tiokat oountars N/A, gates N/A, and baggage 
faoilities N/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. YESf 1 
N0[ ]. 

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. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
This proj89t is 9riti99l to onsurs the 9onti9ued utiliz9tio9 of Runwsy 4-22 
99d its 98809i9t8d t9xiw9y8. Ru9W9y 4-22 9i998ur98 7,000 foot by 150 foot 
and is psved with ssphsit for spproximstoly 5,000 foot. Tho romoining 
2,000 foot is 9099reto that is port of tho dook whioh oxtends into Flushing 
Boy. Tho oonoreto portion of tho runwoy is not inoludod with this projoot. 
Tho runwoy is equippod with o Cotegory IILS opproooh. 

Tho ospholt oonorots on Runwoy 4-22 wos poved in 1994 ond tho kool 
seotion wos ovorloid in 2000. Tho runwoy is routinely inspeotod snd orook 
seoled os requirod in oooordonoo with LGA's Povement Monogomsnt Plon. 
However, routine maintenanee is beooming more frequent os reoent 
inspeotions hove shown the povement to be exhibiting age related stress 
and ossooioted deterioration. It is apparent that routine maintenanee will 
no longer be suffioient to sustain the pavement in a safe oondition. 

As a result, pavement rehabilitation is required that will replaoe the existing 
wearing oourse with revitalized asphalt pavement to preserve the struotural 
seotion of the runway pavement and permit safe and effioient airoraft 
operations. By rehabilitating the runway before more extensive pavement 
degradation o99urs, the struotural seotion will not deteriorate, thereby 
eliminating the need for more extensive pavement reoonstruotion. Some 
seleotive struotural repairs will be made on an as needed basis, but an 
overall pavement reoonstruotion is not required at this time. 

While the runway and assooiated taxiway pavements are olosed for 
9onstru9tion, the airfield lighting systems will be upgraded with modern 
lighting system oomponents. This inoludes replaoement of the runway in-
pavement oenterline lights, touohdown zone lights and edge lights; the 
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installation of In-pavement runway guard lights on all aircraft holding bays; 
and the Installation of taxiway centerllne lights up to the hold lines for each 
exit taxiway. Runway guard lights will be Installed at key runway/taxiway 
Intersections In support of the future establishment of a Surface Movement 
Guidance and Control System (SMOGS) Plan. By expanding the centerllne 
and taxiway edge lighting systems, airfield safety and efficiency will be 
enhanced by providing additional low-vlslblllty taxiway routes to the air 
carriers during SMOGS operations to reduce the potential of runway 
Incursions. 

The lighting Improvements also Include new conduit, cable and regulators; 
associated Improvements to the airfield lighting vault; and the airfield 
lighting control panel will be upgraded with modern components. The 
project will also update marking and signage and Include Improvements to 
the airfield drainage system. 

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 and expense than would be required for the 
rehabilitation. Furthermore, a full-depth reconstruction will result In 
extended runway closures and major congestion Implications for the New 
York Airport System as well as the National Airspace System (NAS). 

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

b. Comments: 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ](goto8) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 

airports go to 7, all others go to 8) 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
According to Airports Gouncll International, In 2008 LOA was ranked #22 
nationwide for total U.S. passenger enplanements and Is #26 worldwide for 
total passenger enplanements. In 2008, this Airport experienced over 
379,000 aircraft movements from scheduled passenger, charter, passenger, 
cargo and commuter operations, resulting In over 23 million total 
passengers using the Airport In 2008. On average, approximately 800 
aircraft operations occur on Runway 4-22 each day, which Is nearly half of 
LOA's total dally operations. At present, LOA Is a slot controlled Airport 
with over 1,250 aircraft operations per day. 

According to FAA statistics, LOA Is the 3'" most delayed airport In the 
nation, with an average delay time of 58 minutes. Due to the nature of 
airline activity at LOA, delays tend to propagate throughout the entire NAS. 
As a result, any project undertaken at LOA that prevents or reduces delay 
benefits the entire NAS. 
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With only two intersecting runways, the options for pavement rehabilitation 
at the Airport are very limited. Taking a runway out of service would result 
in flight delays and added congestion affecting air travel nationwide. This 
effect has been demonstrated at a national level on several occasions in 
the past when unavoidable construction/repairs, aircraft incidents, or 
periods of extreme weather required closure of LGA runways. 

This project is designed to avoid any such nationwide system delays. The 
pavement is structurally sound and can be rehabilitated without a lengthy 
construction period. 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 FAA USE -
a. Air safety. Pad 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 LDN [ ] 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. RFC OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of this project is preserve the pavement on Runway 4-22 and 
Its associated taxiways In order to avoid a more lengthy and costly 
pavement reconstruction that would result In significant operational 
Impacts at LGA, other airports In the New York/New Jersey Region, and In 
the entire NAS. The project will also Improve associated airfield lighting, 
drainage, marking, and signage Improving safety. 

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

RGL ); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or POL ): 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.8.C. 47110(d); 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.G. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.G. 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.G. 40117(a)(3)(C); 
[ ] Shell of a gate as described in 49 U.S.G 40117(a)(3)(F) (air carrier , 

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

b. Comments: 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 
Febru9ry 2009 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2011 

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 99 IMPOSE ONLY proj6Ct, e8tlm9t6d d9te USE appllc9tlon will b6 
8ub9riitt6d to th6 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. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Conti9e9t9lAirllne8 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT; None 
Recap of Disa9re6m69t8: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 
None 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: None 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Comments: 
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14. FINANCING PLAN: 

RFC FUNDS: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $46,550,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $2,450,000 

*** SUBTOTAL RFC FUNDS: $49,000,000 
if the amount of RFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instructions. 

EXISTING AIR FUNDS: 
Grant #N/A Grant Funds In Project $N/A 

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

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

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIR 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: $49,000,000 

*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING RFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: the public agency provided detailed basis of cost Information. This 
detailed Information should, at a minimum, provide detail regarding the cost of 
each major project component. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

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

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIR funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match to be 
collected at a $4.50 RFC level [ X ] OR the entire requested amount at a $3 00 
RFC level [ ]. 

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

a. The amount of RFC recommended for approval will not result in revenue that exceeds the 
amount necessary to finance this project. 

b. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 
YES[ ] N0[ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation; 

c. For any proposed AIR discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support? YES [• ] NO [ ] 

d. For any proposed AIR funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
CIR? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

e. For project requesting RFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AIR 
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 [ ] 

f. 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 [ ] Rartially Approve [ ] Disapprove [ ] 

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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Stewart International Airport Snow Removal and Safety Equipment Procurement 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

FOR FAA USE 
RFC Application number; 

1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
Stewart International Airport (SWF), Newburgh, New York 

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

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Snow Removal and Safety Equipment Procurement 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: , 
The purpose of this project is to procure equipment to support the snow 
removal and safety functions at Stewart international Airport in accordance 
with the Airport's FAR Part 139 certification. This equipment will be used 
to remove snow and ice from airside and iandside pavement areas and for 
airfield lighting system support for instrument operations. This equipment 
includes: 

• Snow Removal Equipment 
o Airfield Plows or Multi-function Equipment - 6 Total 
o Airfield Deicer Truck -1 Total 
o Combination Plow and Sander -1 Total 
o Backhoe and Front End Loader - 1 Total 
o Snow Removal Equipment Support Vehicle - 1 Total 
o High Speed Blower - 1 Total 

• Airfield Lighting System 
o Airfield Lighting System Support Vehicle - 1 Total 
o Portable Airfield Generator-1 Total 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters N/A, gates N/A, and 
baggage facilities N/A. 
2. Number of ticket counters N/A, gates N/A, and baggage facilities N/A 
to be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters N/A, gates N/A, and baggage 
facilities N/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[ ] 
N0[ ]. 
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6. For terminal projeets, Information regarding tieket counters, gates, and baggage facilities for 
construction and/or rehabilitation Indicated. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A [ ] 
d. Comments: 

5. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
In 2007, th9 Port Authority nogotiatoO a long-tarm loaso of 93 yoars with tho 
State of New York to operate arid maintain Stewart international Airport. 
The Airport has two runways with the primary runway measuring 11,818 
feet in length and the secondary runway measuring 6,006 feet in length. 
The Airport currently accommodates a total of three Part 121 scheduled air 
carriers. According to data from the Department of Transportation, Bureau 
of Transportation Statistics (BTS), the Airport served nearly 400,000 total 
passengers and over 72,000 total aircraft operations In 2008. 

Over the past three years, SWF has experienced significant growth In 
operations and total passengers. Although the current economic downturn 
has resulted In fewer aircraft operations than In recent years, the Airport Is 
expected to experience significant long-term growth, Furthermore, SWF Is 
periodically used as a diversionary airport during periods of Inclement 
weather for flights destined to EWR, JFK and LGA. Maintaining Stewart's 
ability to serve In this capacity provides airlines with a viable alternative 
during reduced visibility conditions and to ensure the efficient operation of 
the National Airspace System. 

With an Increase In activity, the Port Authority has been Improving the 
Airport's capabilities to ensure reliable service for all weather conditions 
and maintain compliance with Part 139 standards for air carrier airports. In 
accordance with SWF's FAA-Approved Airport Certification Manual (ACM), 
snow removal operations are to be Initiated when snow begins to 
accumulate on runways, taxiways and aprons. If the runway Is allowed to 
accumulate more than 1/2 Inch of slush or 2 Inches of dry snow. It Is to be 
closed for aircraft operations. Several storms occur each year resulting In 
significant accumulations of snow. Ice and slush that build up to these 
limits and threaten runway closure. Based on recent experience, snow and 
Ice events have occurred twice as frequently at SWF than at JFK, LGA, or 
EWR. 

Presently, SWF primarily uses snow removal equipment that Is not 
specifically designed for airfield snow removal operations. Most of the 
equipment curreritly available on the Airport consists of maintenance 
vehicles and trucks retrofitted with snow plow blades and all of these 
vehicles are between 15 and 20 years old. Although the Airport does have 
some specialized equipment, SWF operates on only one runway. The 
Airport's goal Is to occupy this runway for the least amount of time 
possible while providing a safe environment for all aircraft to operate. The 
current fleet of snow removal equipment Is not suitable to achieve this 
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level of 880W removgl 8fficie8oy reqoired to iTi9i8t9i8 S9fe oper9tio8s 9t the 
Airport. 

SWF experie8ce8 more 880w 98d ioe evente th98 other Port Authority 
Airport8. Thi8 forcee the Port Authority to employ its i89dequ9te 98d 
outdeted 880w remove! equipmeut on the eirfield erees. Currently, es a 
oontingenoy meesure during snow events, Port Authority steff suspends 
snow removel work on other erees of the Airport end foous snow remove! 
efforts on the sirfield in order to keep the Airport open. However, the 
currently evsileble equipment cennot remove snow end slush 
accumuletion in a rapid manner as needed for airfield operations. This 
results in the runway and taxiways being closed for longer periods then 
would be necessary if the appropriate equipment were available. 

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

b. Comments: 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to8) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 

airports go to 7, all others go to 8) 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
The equipment listed in this application is fundamental in maintaining the 
functionality of the Airport for all-weather conditions. The existing 
equipment used for snow removal are 15 to 20 year old vehicles retrofitted 
with plow blade attachments that are not specifically designed for airfield 
snow removal. As a result, snow removal of runway, taxiway and ramp 
areas takes considerably more time compared with similar sized areas at 
LGA, JFK or EWR. 

Prior to 2007, the Airport experienced limited operations and the time 
required to clear airside areas to support operations was not an issue. 
Although there has been a drop in the Airport's operations since 2008, Port 
Authority forecasts indicate that passenger activity levels will increase 
within the next five years, and continue to grow beyond the levels 
experienced prior to 2007. With these more frequent operations the 
retrofitted snow removal equipment is inadequate to maintain the airside 
pavements clear of snow and ice to a standard required under Part 139 
regulations. This is particularly of concern as SWF is periodically used as 
a diversionary airport during periods of inclement weather for flights 
destined to EWR, JFK and LGA. Not only will the procurement of updated 
snow removal equipment improve safety at SWF, it will also improve 
congestion, if warranted. 

FOR FAA USE 
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a. Air safety. Parti 39 [] Other (explain) 
Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 

_ Air security. Parti 07 [ ] 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 LDN [ ] 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. PFC OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of this project Is to acquire snow removal and airfield 
lighting equipment that will: 

• Prevent aircraft operational delays due to snow removal 
• Increase customer level of service during and after a snow event 
• Strive to never close the airport as a result of Inadequate snow 

removal operations 
• Maintain a safe and highly efficient snow removal plan that meets or 

exceeds FAA standards 
• Support air carrier operations at SWF and to ensure SWF Is able to 

accommodate diversions from EWR, JFK, and LGA and other 
airports during snow storm events. 

• This project will contribute toward preserving the capacity of the 
Airport during winter conditions while adhering to the Part 139 
certification requirements for the Airport. 

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 AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL ); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or PGL ); 
[ j 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. 
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p9oj99t included in a local study[ ]. Include Title and Date of local study; 
[ ] Terminal development 88 de8C9ibed in 49 U.8.C. 40117(a)(3)(C); 
[ ] Stiell of a gate as described in 49 U.8.C 40117(a)(3)(F) (air carrier , 

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

b. Comments; -

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE; 
February 2009 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2011 

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. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: None 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: None 

Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 
None 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: None 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Comments: 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 
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RFC FUND8: P9y-98-you-go $ 
Bo9d C99it9l: $5,512,375 
Bond Fingnoing & Interest; $290,125 

*** SUBTOTAL RFC FUNDS: $5,802,500 
If the amount of PFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instmctions. 

EXISTING AIR FUNDS: 
Grgnt #N/A Grgnt Funds In Project $N/A 

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

ANTICIPATED AIR FUNDS (List Egch Yesr Se99r9tely): 
FIscgl Yegr: Entitlement $ Discretionery $ Total $N/A 

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

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $N/A 
Local Funds $N/A 
Other (9lease S9ecify) $N/A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $N/A 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $5,802,500 

*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING PFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: the 9ublic agency 9rovided detailed basis of cost information. This 
detailed Information should, at a minimum, provide detail regarding the cost of 
each major project component. YES [ ] NO [ ] 

"^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 AIR funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIR 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. 
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FOR FAA USE 
a. The amount of RFC recommended for approval will not result in revenue that exceeds the 

amount necessary to finance this project. 

b. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 
YES[ ] N0[ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

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

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

e. 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 AlP 
funding. YES [ ] NO [ ] 
Tenninal 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 [ ] 

f. 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 [ ] 

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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2009 PFC Application PFC Planning and Program Administration 

ATTACHMENT B; PROJECT INFORMATION 

FOR FAA USE 
PFC Application number: 

1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
2009 PFC Application for John F. Kennedy, La Guardia, Newark Liberty, 
and Stewart Airports 

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

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
PFC Planning and Program Administration 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey (Port Authority) Capital 
Plan and Budget includes a host of eligible projects that the Port Authority 
is seeking to finance using PFC revenues that are subject to the 
preparation and FAA approval of a PFC application. Under FAA guidelines, 
an application and consultation with air carriers is required, and the FAA 
must approve the completed application. The Port Authority has retained 
Frasca and Associates, LLC, and VHB Engineering, Surveying and 
Landscape Architecture, P C. (VHB), to prepare the financial plan based on 
enplaned passenger and associated PFC revenue projections, as well as to 
provide an advisory role for the development of the information necessary 
for the PFC application. 

In addition, the Port Authority is required to perform ongoing oversight of 
the PFC program, including filing quarterly reports, managing PFC 
collection, reporting and other administrative tasks. The Port Authority 
staff are responsible for administering the PFC program. However, Frasca 
and Associates, LLC and VHB, will assist the Port Authority staff with the 
application documentation and administration of the approved PFC 
projects. The costs associated with the above described items are 
included in this project. 

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

FOR FAA USE 
a. Description adequate [ ] not adequate [ ] (indicate deficiencies below) 
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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 YE8r 1 
N0[] 

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. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
The FAA guidelineg require development of en applicetion concerning 
project9 propoeed under the PFC program. Thie project provldee for 
development of the PFC application, the preparation of financial plane and 
provlelon of epeclallzed coneulting eervlcee, the coneultatlon with air 
carrlere, PFC collection and reporting, and admlnletratlon of the PFC 
funded projecta Included In thIe application. The aervlcee performed under 
the PFC Programming and Admlnletratlon project provide neceeeary 
eupport to the PFC collection and reporting proceee 99 well 99 to the 
admlnletratlon and management of other projecte In the PFC application, 
which collectively Improve eafety and eecurlty, Increaee the competition 
among air carrlere. Improve paeeenger flow, and enhance operatlone and 
reduce delaye at Port Authorlty'e Alrporte, which are Integral to the 
national alrepace eyetem. 

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

b. Comments: 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to a) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 

airports go to 7, ail others go to 8) 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
Thl9 project eupports the Implementation of RFC-funded projecte Included 
In thl9 application. Theee projecte collectively Improve aafety and eecurlty, 
Increaee the competition among air carrlere. Improve paesenger flow, and 
enhance operatlone and reduce delaye at Port Authorlty'e alrporte, which 
are Integral to the national aire pace eyetem. The project I9 coneldered 
eligible under FAA 5500.1 - Passenger Facility Charge Program. 
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2009 PFC Application PFC Planning and Program Administration 

FOR FAA USE 
a. _ Air safety. Pad 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 LDN [ ] 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. PFC OBJECTIVE: 
This project will assure compliance and monitoring of the proposed PFC 
projects included in 2009 PFC Application. The proposed projects included 
in this PFC application, in turn promote safety of operations and provide 
improvements in security and overall operational efficiency of Port 
Authority's Airports, consistent with ongoing requirements and 
developments in the aviation industry as well as FAA standards and federal 

regulations. 

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 AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL ); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AlP 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: 
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2009 PFC Application PFC Planning and Program Administration 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 
September 2009 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2013 

FOR FAA USE 
9. 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. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Continental Airlines 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: None 

Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 
None 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: None 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Comments: 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: Pay-as-you-go $1,500,000 
Bond Capital: $N/A 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ N/A 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $1,500,000 
If the amount of PFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instructions. 
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2009 PFC Application PFC Planning and Program Administration 

EXISTING AlP FUNDS: 
Grant #N/A Grant Funds in Project $N/A 

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

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

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AlP 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: $1,500,000 

*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING PFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: the public agency provided detailed basis of cost information. This , 
detailed information should, at a minimum, provide detail regarding the cost of 
each major project component. YES [ ] NO [ ] 

-^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 AlP funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AlP 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. The amount of PFC recommended for approval will not result in revenue that exceeds the 

amount necessary to finance this project. 

b. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 
YES [ 1 N0[ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation; 

c. For any proposed AlP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support? YES [ ] NO [ ] 
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2009 PFC Application PFC Planning and Program Administration 

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

e. 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 AlP 
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 [ ] 

f. Comments: 

15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 

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

b. Comments: 

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

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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SECTION 1 

Draft PFC Application and Consultation Notification Sent to the 
Air Carriers 

Air Carrier Consultation Information Section 1 - Draft PFC Application and Consultation Notification Sent to the Air Carriers 





Draft for Review 

Dr9ft Passenger Facility Charge Application 

Newark Liberty International Airport, 
John F. Kennedy International Airport, 
LaGuardia Airport and 
Stewart International Airport a ' 

Prepared for; 
The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey 

November 1 1, 2009 





THE PORTAirmORfTYOF NY& NJ 

Susan M. 8aer 
Direc'ci 

November \ 1, 2009 

To: Air Caniers and Foreign Air Carriers Serving: 
John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK) 
Newark Liberty Intemational Airport (EW8) 
LaGuardia Airport (LGAJ 
Stewart Intemational Airport (SWF) 

Subject: Draft Application For Authority to Impose and Use Fassenger Facility Charge Revenue 
For: -
Airside and Landside Development Projects at JFK. EWR, LGA and SWT 

The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey (Port Authority) will be conducting consultation 
meetings with air carriers and foreign air carriers prior to submitting an application to the FAA for 
authority to impose and use Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) revenue at JFK, EWR, LGA and SWF lor 
various airside and landside development projects. The airline consultation meeting will address two sets 

oF projects. 

First, the airline consultation meeting will address the Following projects, which will be the subjects of an 
application to amend the 2006 PFC Application: 

• LGA - Crisis Command Center/Police & Airfield Rescue and Firefighting Facility 
(ARFF) (pending Port Authority Board Approval); and 

• EWR - Modernization oFTenninal B. 

The estimated PFC revenue for these amendments is approximately 555,400,000. 

Second, the airline consultation meeting also will address the following projects, which will be the 
subjects of a PFC application For the first time: 

• EWR - Security Enhancement Projects For the Physical Protection of Terminal Building 
Frontages; 

• EWR - Multiple Taxiway Entrance Construction; 
• EWR - Terminal A Redevelopment - Phase 11 Planning Program; 
• JFK - Security Enhancement Projects For the Physical Protection of Tcmiinal Building 

Frontages; 
• JFK-Planning for a Centralized Aircraft Deicing Facility; 

JFK - Aircraft Ramp Expansion and Hangar Demolition; 
• JFK - Reconstruction of Runway 13R-31L; 

LGA - Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical Protection oFTcnninal Building 
Frontages; and 
LG A - Rehabilitation of Runway 4-22; 
SWF - Snow Removal and Safety Equipment Procurement 
PFC Application Administration & Amendments 

Fcrk Sourh 
NeA'York hV iOOOS 
T 212 4S5 J720 F 212 455 5(353 

sheer A'pcnj/ni.gO'' 



THE PORTAIITHORnrYOF NY& NJ 

Total estimated PFC revenue is approximately 5572,302,500, In addition, for this PFC application and for 
all subsequent PFC applications, the Port Authority will apply for authority to make PFC collections at 
SWF, Any existing timds collected and not expended from previous PFC applications at SWF will be 
applied to the projects contained in the PFC application that is the subject of the consultations announced 
in this letter. 

There will be three identical airline consultation meetings describing the PFC projects. The consultation 
meetings are scheduled as follows: 

EWR: December 14, 2009 at 1:00 pm 
Newark Liberty International Airport 
General Manager's Conference Room, Building I 
Newark, NJ 

JFK/LGA: December 16, 2009 at 12:00 pm 
Building 14, 2"^ Floor Main Conference Room 
John F, Kennedy International Airport 
Jamaica. NY 

SWF: December 17, 2009 at 1:00 pm 
Stewart International Airport 
Airport Administration Conference Room 
Newburgh, NY' 

The Port Authority is requesting an exemption for the requirement to collect PFC's for the following 
airline classifications: 

EWR: Non-Scheduled/On-Dcmand Air Carriers (ATCO) 

JFK: Non-Scheduled/On-Demand Air Carriers (ATCO) 

LG.Y: Non-Scheduled/On-Demand Air Carriers (ATCO) 

SWF; Non-Scheduled/On-Demand Air Carriers (ATCO) 

The individual airlines included in the.se classifications collectively represent less than 1% of the total 
passenger enplanements for each respective airport. The individual airlines are identified in Exhibit "A ", 

The Port Authority will be submitting an application to the FAA for authority to impose and use a PFC at 
EWR, JFK, EGA and SWF, Total estimated PFC revenue is approximately 5627,702,500, which 
captures revenues from both new PFC and amended projects. The charge effective date is August 2010 
and the charge expiration date is 4th Quarter 2013, A breakdown of the anticipated PFC Revenue is 
included in Exhibit "B", 



THE PORT AimiORrTY OF NY& NJ 

The airlines are reminded that FAR 158.23c requires that carriers provide written acknowledgement of 
receipt of this notice within 30 days of issuance. Furthermore, carriers have 30 days from the meeting 
date to provide written certi fication of agreement or disagreement with the proposed projects contained in 
the dratl application. Carriers failing to provide timely acknowledgement of the notice or timely 
certification of agreement or disagreement with the proposed project are considered to have certified their 
agreement. 

For purposes of official correspondence and notification, please send all correspondence to; 

Ms. Patty Clark 
Senior Ad\nsor 
Aviation Department 
225 Park Avenue South, 9* Floor 
New York. NY 10003 

The draft PFC Application is provided in Exhibit "D" for each airline's review and comment. The 
projects described in the application are tailored to enhance the operational capabilities of each airport 
while resolving potential capacity issues. Further detail on these projects will be provided at each 
airport's PFC consultation meeting. Airlines are encouraged to attend the meeting to discuss pertinent 
issues with related to each project at that time. 

Thank you for your attention. 

TZ 
/ Susan M. Baer 

Director 
Aviation Department 
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Exhibit A 

PFC Exempted Airlines 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Exhibit A -PFC Exempted Airlines 





Pgssenger Facility Charge Application IHE PORT AUniORITY OF NY & NJ 

Exhibit "A" 
Airlines Exempt from Passenger Facility Charge Collection 

The Port Authority is requesting that certain airlines be exempted from the requirements to collect PRC's. These airlines 
are included in the distinct operational category known as, "Non-Scheduled / On-Demand Carriers" (ATCO). The airlines 
in this category represent a very small portion of the total passenger enplanements for each airport. It is believed that 
the minimal PRC revenues to be collected from these carriers do not justify the administrative burden which would be 
imposed on the carriers and the airport in collection and accounting for the revenues. The RAA ACAIS database gives 
total enplanements for each carrier operating at EWR, JRK, LGA and SWR. The carriers included in this class described 
above represent passenger enplanements of less than 1% of the total passenger enplanements for each airport. 

The names of the carriers, to the extent known, and their estimated annual enplanements are shown in the following 

tables: 

EWR 
Air Carriers 

Annual 
Enplanements 

Chantilly Air, Inc. 2 
Degol Aviation, Inc. 2 
East Coast Jets, Inc. 12 
ElanAir, Inc. 4 
Executive Air Charter 
of Boca Raton 

9 

Executive Jet 
Management, Inc. 

25 

Flight Services Group, 
Inc. 

12 

Flying M Aviation, Inc. 3 
Helicopter Flight 
Services, Inc. 

40 

Jet Charter, Inc. 2 
Jet Solutions LLC 36 
Pro Airways LLC 2 
Twin Cities Air Service 
LLC 

4 

Winner Aviation Corp 4 
Total Enplanements 
Percent of Total 
Airport Enplanements 

157 

.00001% 

LGA 
Air Carriers 

Annual 
Enplanements 

JFK 
Air Carriers 

Annual 
Enplanements 

Aero Jet Services LLC 11 Air Lexington, Inc. 8 

Air Lexington, Inc. 2 BD Aeroworks Ltd 2 

Blue Bell Air LLC 3 Chantilly Air, Inc. 1 

Chantilly Air, Inc. 5 ElanAir, Inc. 82 

ElanAir, Inc. 22 Executive Air Charter 
of Boca Raton 

4 
Executive Air Charter 
of Boca Raton 

7 Executive Jet 
Management, Inc. 

28 
Executive Jet 
Management, Inc. 

100 

Executive Jet 
Management, Inc. 

28 
Executive Jet 
Management, Inc. 

100 Flight Services Group, 
Inc. 

9 
Flight Services Group, 
Inc. 

29 

Flight Services Group, 
Inc. 

9 
Flight Services Group, 
Inc. 

29 Florida Jet Service, 
Inc. 

1 
Florida Jet Service, 
Inc. 

19 

Florida Jet Service, 
Inc. 

1 
Florida Jet Service, 
Inc. 

19 Helicopter Flight 
Services, Inc. 

35 
Helicopter Flight 
Services, Inc. 

25 

Helicopter Flight 
Services, Inc. 

35 
Helicopter Flight 
Services, Inc. 

25 Jet Charter, Inc. 3 

Jet Charter, Inc. 1 Jet Solutions LLC 48 

Jet Solutions LLC 116 Jetchoice 1 LLC 2 

Jetchoice 1 LLC 1 Meridian Air Group, 
Inc. 

4 
Maine Instrument 
Flight 

7 

Meridian Air Group, 
Inc. 

4 
Maine Instrument 
Flight 

7 Pro Airways LLC 7 

Pro Airways LLC 39 Twin Cities Air Service 
LLC 

4 
Wall Street Helicopters 21 

Twin Cities Air Service 
LLC 

4 
Wall Street Helicopters 21 

Wall Street Helicopters 23 
Total Enplanements 
Percent of Total 
Airport Enplanements 

408 

.00004% 

Wall Street Helicopters 23 
Total Enplanements 
Percent of Total 
Airport Enplanements 

408 

.00004% 
Total Enplanements 
Percent of Total 
Airport Enplanements 

261 

.00001% -

Total Enplanements 
Percent of Total 
Airport Enplanements 

261 

.00001% 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Exhibit A -PFC Exempted Airlines 
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SWF Annual 
Air Carriers Enpianements 
Aero Jet Services LLC 7 
DAE Aviation 
Enterprises Corp 15 

ElanAir, Inc. 3 
Executive Jet 
Management, Inc. 12 

Flight Services Group, 
Inc. 1 

Jet Solutions LLC 10 
Pro Airways LLC 11 
Wellsville Flying 
Service, Inc. 15 

Total Enpianements 
Percent of Total 
Airport Enpianements 

74 

.0002% 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Exhibit A -RFC Exempted Airlines 
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Exhibit B 

Anticipated PFC Revenue 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Exhibit B - Anticipated PFC Revenue 
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Exhibit "B" 
Anticipated Passenger Facility Charge Revenue 

The following table describes anticipated RFC 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 Collection at $4.50 

Annual Collections (in thousands) 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 

Newark Liberty International Airport $70,282 $70,705 571,862 $73,572 $75,451 

LaGuardia Airport $93,188 $93,746 $95,828 $98,208 $100,194 

John F. Kennedy international Airport $44,159 $44,560 $45,619 $46,669 $47,841 

Stewart International Airport $0 SO $1,232 $1,697 $1,885 

Total Annual $207,629 $209,011 $214,541 $220,146 $223,011 

Cumulative Collections (in thousands) 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 

Newark Liberty International Airport $70,282 $140,987 $212,849 $286,421 $361,872 

LaGuardia Airport $93,188 $186,934 $282,762 $380,970 $481,164 

John F. Kennedy International Airport $44,159 $88,719 $134,338 $181,007 $228,848 

Stewart International Airport SO SO $1,232 $2,929 $4,814 

Total Cumulative $207,629 $416,640 $631,181 $851,327 $1,074,338 

Note: 

The above schedule allows for the collection of the remaining $289,000 on the current application, $55,400 for 

amendments to the current appiication and the coilection of $572,302 from the Interim Application totaling $916,702. 

PFC Coilected as of 9/30/2009: $157,^35. 

Coilections at Stewart are projected to start on 3/1/2011. Date the Port Authority anticipates applying PFC dollars to 

Interim Application. 

Coilection authority is projected to expire in the fourth quarter of 2013. 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Exhibit B - Anticipated PFC Revenue 
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Exhibit C 

Airport Capital Improvement Plan (ACIP) and 
Potential Alternative Use Projects 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Exhibit C - ACIP and Potential Alternative Use Projects 
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Exhibit "C" 
Airport Capital Improvement Plan (ACIP) and 

Potential Alternative Use Projects 

The following represents the Port Authority's approved ACIP for EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF. The ACIP contains all projects 
the Port Authority will seek funding under the AlP and PFC program. This list also identifies potential alternative 

projects that the Port Authority may seek PFC funding for in the future. 

Presently, this draft application contains only "Impose and Use" projects. Projects with a request to "Impose and Use" 
PFC funds do not require the identification of Alternative Use projects. Projects that are "Impose Only require the 
identification of alternative use projects in the event that any or all of the "Impose Only" projects contained in the 

application are ultimately abandoned or disapproved. 

Although this draft application contains only "Impose and Use" projects, in the event that a request for a particular 
project is modified from "Impose and Use" to "Impose Only", the Port Authority has identified potential projects that 
may be used as Alternative projects if needed. These projects that are potential Alternative use projects are indicated 

with an asterisk on the ACIP. 

Each of the projects listed with an asterisk can be implemented within 5 years. 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Exhibit C - ACIP and Potential Alternative Use Projects 
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Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital improvement Plan 

1 .Airport: Newark Liberty International Z.State: New Jersey 3. NPIAS No.: 
3-34-0027 

4. LOCID: 1 EWR 

5 Project Description & year (By funding year Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ 
Start Completion 

in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 
Total $ 

Date Date 

FY 2010 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 Jan-09 Dec-13 

REHAB RUNWAY 11-29 - PHASE IV 4,332 1,444 5,776 Mav-08 May-09 

TERM B&C ROADWAY LIGHTING 
IMPROVEMENTS 1,965 655 2,620 Aug-08 Jun-10 

CONSTRUCT HARDSTAND AT BLDG. 1 7,036 2,345 9,381 Jul-10 Dec-12 

SOUTHERN ROADWAY ACCESS 19,655 6,552 26,207 Feb-10 Feb-12 

RUNWAY WEATHER INSTRUMENT 
SYSTEM 750 250 1,000 Jari-10 Dec-11 

RSA 11-29 EMAS - PLANNING 5,250 1,750 7000 

SECURITY - ELEC. SUBSTATION 
ENHANCEMENTS 5,325 1,775 7,100 Nov-07 Mar-10 

SECURITY - BIOMETRICS 2,903 968 3,871 Nov-08 Apr-10 

SECURITY - PROTECTION OF TERM. BLDG. 
GLASS 11,137 3,712 14,850 Jan-09 Dec-11 

RON PARKING (AIRFIELD EXPANSION) -
PFC 7,500 7,500 May-01 Jan-08 

REHAB RUNWAY 4L-22R - PFC 14,527 14,527 Jun-07 Dec-08 

REHAB RUNWAY 4R-22L - PFC 24,373 24,373 Jun-07 Dec-08 

BOLLARDS - TERMINAL ENHANCEMENTS -
PFC 37,400 37,400 Jan-10 Dec-11 

SECURITY-PERIMETER (PIDS) - PFC 35,836 35,836 Jan-09 Jan-12 

TERM. A MODERNIZATION & EXPANSION -
PFC 190,000 190,000 Jan-09 Dec-10 

VERTICAL CIRCULATION IMPROVE. IN 
TERMINAL A -PFC 29,000 29,000 Jan-07 Dec-09 

MODERNIZATION OF TERMINAL B - PFC 125,000 125,000 Jan-08 Dec-09 

UPGRADE NAVIGATIONAL AIDS R/W 4L. 
22R & 22L - PFC 18,000 18,00C Jan-08 Dec-08 

IMPROVE 11-29 RSA - PFC 7,00C 7,00C ) Jan-IC Dec-10 

ACIP 2010 - 2014 PA Version 091102 EWR 11/10/2009 
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Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

4. LOCID: EWR 

5. Project Description & year (By funding year Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Start Completion 
in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Ottier 

TotsI $ 
Date Date 

FY 2011 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 29,440 7,360 36,800 Jan-10 Dec-13 

REHAB T/W B from RA to RB 1,875 625 2,500 Jan-11 Dec-12 

REHAB T/WS D, B. & PA 3,692 1,231 4,923 Jan-11 Dec-12 

REHAB T/W Y from RM to S 3,951 1,317 5,268 Jan-11 Dec-12 

CONSTRUCT RENEWABLE ENERGY 
FACILITIES 13,667 4,556 18,222 Jan-11 Dec-12 

REHAB TWP.Y, L&A, Bet RA & RC 7,500 2,500 10,000 Jan-10 Dec-11 

REHAB TWW 3,675 1,225 4,900 Jan-11 Dec-12 
MULTIPLE ENTRANCE TAXIWAYS ON 22R -
PLANNING - PFC 4,000 4,000 Jan-11 Dec-14 
DELAY REDUCTION, PHASE II - PFC 60,000 60,000 Jan-11 Dec-14 
IMPROVE 11-29 RSA-PFC 18,000 18,000 Jul-11 Dec-12 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

4. LOCID: EWR 

5. Project Description & year (By funding year Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ Start Completion 

in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Ottier 
Total $ 

Date Date 
FY 2012 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 640 160 800 Jan-09 Dec-13 
INSTALL FIBER OPTIC INFRASTRUCTURE 3,929 1,310 5,238 Nov-10 Dec-13 

SECURITY - GUARD POST TECH. 
ENHANCEMENTS 2,293 764 3,057 Jan-10 Dec-12 

EWR 11/10/2009 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital improvement Plan 

1.Airport; Newark Liberty international 2.State: New Jersey 

5. Project Description & year (By funding year 
in priority order) 

FY 2013 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 

INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM 

Federal Funds 
Sponsor Discretionary 

10.240 

5,338 

State Funds Local Funds 
PFC Other 

2,560 

1,779 

3. NPIAS No. 
3-34-0027 

Total $ 

12,800 

7,117 

4. LOCID: EWR 

Start 
Date 

Jan-09 

Jan-13 

Completion 
Date 

Dec-13 

Dec-14 

Federal Aviation Administration 

1 .Airport: Newark Liberty International 

Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

2.State: New Jersey 

5. Project Description & year (By funding year 
in priority order) 

FY 2014 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 

SECURITY-FUEL FARM PERIMETER 
STRENGTHENING 

Federal Funds 
Sponsor Discretionary 

9,600 

State Funds Local Funds 
PFC Other 

2,400 

3. NPIAS No.: 
3-34-0027 

4. LOCID: EWR 

Total $ 

12,000 

3,500 

Start 
Date 

Jan-09 

Jan-14 

Completion 
Date 

Dec-13 

Dec-14 

ACIP 2010 - 2014 PA Version 091102 EWR 11/10/2009 
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Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

4. LOCID: JFK 

5. Project Description & year 
(By funding year in priority 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ Start Date Completion 

Date 
5. Project Description & year 
(By funding year in priority Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ Start Date Completion 
Date 

FY 2010 
Delay Reduction Projects 
TAXIWAY YA EXTENSION, KA 
HOLDING PAD- PHASE 1 4,772 1,591 6,362 Oct-08 Mav-09 

EXTEND TAXIWAY KK -
PHASE 1 1,908 636 2,544 Apr-09 Dec-09 

R/W 31L TAXIWAY ACCESS 
IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE 1 1,908 636 2,544 Sep-10 Dec-11 
SW QUADRANT TAXIWAY 
IMPROVEMENTS (PF, PE, PD 
bet TW Q & RW 13R) - PHASE 
1 1,655 552 2,206 Sep-10 Sep-11 

HIGH SPEED EXIT TAXIWAYS 
PA, N & L - PHASE 1 9,000 3,000 12,000 Oct-09 May-10 

TAXIWAY PC, MB & M FILLET 
IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE 1 2,850 950 3,800 Oct-09 Mav-10 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 800 200 1,000 Jan-09 Dec-13 
REHAB T/Ws S, SC, SD&SR-
PHASE III 6,032 2,011 8,043 Jun-08 Jun-11 
REHAB T/W Y & PORTIONS 
OF T/Ws F. H. G - PHASE 1 7,323 2,441 9,764 Feb-09 Dec-12 
REHAB T/W Z from RA/V 22R to 
turn 900 300 1,200 Jan-09 Dec-10 

* 

* 

* 

AC IP 2010-2014 PA Version 091102 JFK 11/10/2009 



REHAB RVSR INTERIOR MILL 
& OVERLAY 4,429 1,476 5,906 Jan-10 Dec-11 

REHAB CIA ROADWAYS 4,320 1,440 5,760 Jan-10 Dec-10 

DRAINAGE IMPROVE. EAST 
OF R/W4R-22L 3,240 1,080 4,320 Jan-09 Jul-09 

150TH ST (Gjargo Plaza to N. 
Boundary) 1,048 349 1,397 Apr-09 Jul-10 

RUNWAY WEATHER 
INFORMATION SYSTEM 1,125 375 1,500 Jan-10 Dec-11 

SECURITY-AOA GUARD 
POST ENHANCEMENTS 14,421 4,807 19,228 Jan-10 Dec-11 

PIDS-PFC 35,500 35,500 Dec-03 Feb-10 

REHAB RUNWAY 13R-31L -
PFC 96,687 96,687 Mar-09 Dec-12 

BOLLARDS - TERMINAL 
ENHANCEMENT -PFC 60,000 60,000 Jan-10 Dec-11 

DEMOLISH HANGAR 12 & 
RAMP APRON EXPANSION -
PFC 15,000 15,000 Sep-09 Aug-10 

CENTRALIZED DE-ICING 
FACILITY - PLANNING - PFC 1,000 1,000 Dec-09 Dec-10 

ACIP 2010 - 2014 PA Version 091102 JFK 11/10/2009 
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Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 
1 .Airport: John F. Kennedy international 2.State: New York 3. NPIAS No.: 

3-36-0066 
4. LOCID: JFK 

5. Project Description & year 
(By funding year in priority 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ Start Date Completion 

Date 
5. Project Description & year 
(By funding year in priority Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ Start Date Completion 
Date 

FY 2011 
Delay Reduction Projects 

TAXIWAY YA EXTENSION, KA 
HOLDING PAD - PHASE 11 ' 4,772 1,591 6,362 Oct-08 May-09 

EXTEND TAXIWAY KK -
PHASE II 1,908 636 2,544 Apr-09 Dec-09 

R/W 31L TAXIWAY ACCESS 
IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE II 1,908 636 2,544 Sep-10 Dec-11 
SW QUADRANT TAXIWAY 
IMPROVEMENTS (PF, PE, PD 
bet TW Q & RW 13R) - PHASE 
II 1,718 573 2,290 Sep-10 Sep-11 

HIGH SPEED EXIT TAXIWAYS 
PA, N & L - PHASE II 9,000 3,000 12,000 Oct-09 Mav-10 

TAXIWAY PC, MB & M FILLET 
IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE II 3,150 1,050 4,200 Oct-09 Mav-10 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 39,760 9,940 49,700 Jan-09 Dec-13 
REHAB N. BOUNDARY ROAD 5,387 1,796 7,182 Oct-09 Jun-12 

REHAB TAXIWAY C 4,645 1,548 6,193 Oct-09 Dec-11 

REHAB TAXIWAY F 3,199 1,066 4,265 Jan-10 Dec-12 

REHAB TAXIWAYS R. SO & 
SD 3,478 1,159 4,637 Jan-11 Dec-12 

REHAB R/W 4L-22R 23,737 7,912 31,649 Jan-08 Dec-10 

* 

* 

* 

* 

ACIP 2010 - 2014 PA Version 091102 JFK 11/10/2009 



UPGRADE GUARD POST 
ANTI-RAM VEHICLE 1,050 350 1,400 Jan-11 Dec-11 

CONSTRUCT CENTRALIZED 
DE-ICING FACILITY - PFC 60,000 60,000 Jan-11 Sep-12 

RELOCATE RSR BRIDGES J2 
&J8-PFC 24000 24,000 Jun-10 Jun-13 

ACIP 2010-2014 PA Version 091102 JFK 11/10/2009 
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Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 
1 .Airport: John F. Kennedy International 2.State: New York 3. NPIAS No.: 

3-36-0066 
4. LOCID: JFK 

5. Project Description & year 
(By funding year in priority 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ Start Date Completion 

Date 
5. Project Description & year 
(By funding year in priority Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ Start Date Completion 
Date 

FY 2012 
Delay Reduction Projects 

TAXIWAY YA EXTENSION, KA 
HOLDING PAD - PHASE III 9,923 3,308 13,230 Oct-08 May-09 

EXTEND TAXIWAY KK -
PHASE III 1,908 636 2,544 Oct-08 May-09 

R/W 31L TAXIWAY ACCESS 
IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE III 1,908 636 2,544 Sep-10 Dec-11 
SW QUADRANT TAXIWAY 
IMPROVEMENTS (PF, PE, PD 
bet TW Q & RW 13R) - PHASE 
III 1,908 636 2,544 Sep-10 Sep-11 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 640 160 800 Jan-09 Dec-13 
REHAB WEST HANGAR RD 
MILL & OVERLAY 1,815 454 2,268 Sep-12 Dec-13 

RSA IMPROVEMENTS - 4L-
22R 14,400 4,800 19,200 Jan-12 Dec-12 
REHAB 148th ST & THREE 
JFK EXPY RAMPS 2,072 691 2,763 Oct-10 Dec-14 

ACIP 2010-2014 PA Version 091102 JFK 11/10/2009 
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1 .Airport: John F. Kennedy International 2.State: New York 3. NPIAS No.: 
3-36-0066 

4. LOCID: Jl -K 

5. Project Description & year 
(By funding year in priority 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ 
Start Date Completion 

Date 
5. Project Description & year 
(By funding year in priority Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Start Date Completion 

Date 

FY 2013 
Delay Reduction Projects 

TAXIWAY YA EXTENSION, KA 
HOLDING PAD . PHASE IV 10,493 3,498 13,990 Oct-08 May-09 

EXTEND TAXIWAY KK -
PHASE IV 3,816 1,272 5,088 Oct-08 May-09 

RAW 31L TAXIWAY ACCESS 
IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE IV 5,915 1,972 7,886 Sep-10 Dec-11 

SW QUADRANT TAXIWAY 
IMPROVEMENTS (PF, PE, PD 
bet TW Q & RW 13R) - PHASE 
IV 6,201 2,067 8,268 Sep-10 Sep-11 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 10,240 2,560 12,800 Jan-09 Dec-13 

RSA ENHANCEMENTS 13L 19,000 6,333 25,333 Jan-12 Dec-12 

REHAB T/Ws FA & FB 4,350 1,450 5,800 Mar-10 Apr-12 

S SERVICE ROAD/130TH PL 
TO BLDG 269 3,084 1,028 4,112 Jan-13 Dec-13 

* 

* 

ACIP 2010 - 2014 PA Version 091102 JFK 11/10/2009 
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Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 
1.Airport: John F. Kennedy International 2.State: New York 3. NPIAS No.: 

3-36-0066 
4. LOCID: JFK 

5. Project Description & year 
(By funding year in priority 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ Start Date Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year 
(By funding year in priority Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ Start Date Completion 
Date 

FY 2014 
Delay Reduction Projects 

TAXIWAY YA EXTENSION, KA 
HOLDING PAD - PHASE V 3,040 1,013 4,053 Oct-08 May-09 
EXTEND TAXIWAY KK -
PHASE V 2,981 994 3,975 Oct-08 May-09 
R/W 31L TAXIWAY ACCESS 
IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE V 3,625 1,208 4,833 Sep-10 Dec-11 
SW QUADRANT TAXIWAY 
IMPROVEMENTS (PF, PE, PD 
bet TWQ&RW13R) - PHASE 
V 5,724 1,908 7,632 Sep-10 Sep-11 
NEW TAXIWAY SOUTH OF 
RW31L(EAST 0FRW4L)-
PHASE1 8,100 2,700 10,800 Jan-11 Dec-11 
NEW TAXIWAY SOUTH OF 
RW 31L (WEST OF RW 4L) -
PHASE 1 5,400 1,800 7,200 Jan-12 Dec-12 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 9,600 2,400 12,000 Jan-09 Dec-13 

REPLACE 4R ALS PIER 16,326 5,442 21,768 Nov-14 Dec-17 

REHAB TAXIWAY O&OC 4,667 1,556 6,222 May-09 Dec-12 

REHAB RW4R-22L (2017) 2,885 
REHAB T/W W (N OF RW 13L) 
(2018) 2,065 688 2,753 

MONITOR VEHICLE ALERT AT 
ROADWAYS & FRONTAGES 750 250 1,000 Jan-14 Dec-14 

* 

* 

* 

* 

ACIP 2010 - 2014 PA Version 091102 JFK 11/10/2009 
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Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

4. LOCID: LGi % 

5. Project Description & year (By funding Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ Start Date Completion 

year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC other 
Total $ Date 

FY 2010 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 14,240 0 3,560 17,800 Jan-09 Dec-13 

TAXIWAYS R, S, P. G 4,516 1,129 5,644 Jun-10 Dec-11 

PUMP HOUSE 4 & 6 UPGRADE 11,778 2,945 14,723 Nov-09 Dec-13 

VEHICLE ALERT AT ACCESS RDS 4,914 1,638 6,552 . Jan-10 Dec-12 

MODERNIZE AERO. INSTRUMENTS 4,957 1,652 6,610 Jun-03 Dec-12 

AIRFIELD LIGHTING UPGRADE 6,801 2,267 9,068 Oct-09 Dec-12 

RUNWAY WEATHER INSTRUMENT 
SYSTEM 750 250 1,000 Jan-10 Dec-11 

SECURITY - BOLLARDS - PHASE IV 3,737 1,246 4,983 Jan-08 Dec-10 

SECURITY - PROTECTION OF TERM. 
BLDG. GLASS 5,000 6,137 3,712 14,850 Nov-09 Dec-11 

SECURITY-UNMANNED GATES 1,125 375 1,500 Oct-09 Jun-10 

RELOCATE RVSR & TWS D, F & Y -
PFC 3,800 Jan-10 Dec-10 

ARFF-BLDG & TECHNOLOGICAL 
SYSTEMS - PFC 28,000 28,000 Feb-08 Jun-10 

REHABILITATION OF RUNWAY 4-22 -
PFC 49,000 49,000 . Jul-07 Jun-10 

(PIDS) PERIMETER INTRUSION 
DETECTION SYSTEM - PFC 8,000 8,000 Jun-04 Jan-10 

CTB MODERNIZATION PLANNING & 
ENGINEERING-PFC 23,000 23,000 Apr-10 Dec-14 

BOLLARDS - TERMINAL 
ENHANCEMENTS -PFC 27,600 27,600 Jan-10 Dec-10 

ACIP 2010 - 2014 PA Version 091102 LGA 11/10/2009 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

4. LOCID: LGA 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ Start Date Completion 

Date 
5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ Start Date Completion 
Date 

FY 2011 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 Jan-09 Dec-13 
WEST END ROADWAY IMPROVE. 8,733 2,911 11,644 Oct-09 Dec-12 
AIR TERMINAL HIGHWAY REHAB. -
PHASE 1 31,099 10,366 41,466 Oct-09 Dec-12 

RSA ENHANCEMENTS 4 & 31, PHASE II 24,750 8,250 33,000 Jan-11 Dec-14 
SECURITY-UPGRADE GUARD POST . 
ANTI-RAM VEHICLE 750 250 1,000 Jan-10 Dec-10 
DELAY REDUCTION - PFC 45.000 45,000 Jan-11 Dec-14 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1. Airport: LaGuardia 2. State: New York 3. NPIAS No.: 
3-36-0068 

4. LOCID: LGA 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ Completion 

5. Project Description Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 
Total $ 

Start Date Date 
FY 2012 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 640 160 800 Jan-11 Dec-11 
* 

RW DECK REHAB STAGE III 32,167 10,722 42,889 Apr-10 Dec-16 
* TW PAVING & LIGHTING REHAB. -

PHASE 1 11,235 3,745 14,980 Sep-09 Dec-16 
* 

ILS PIERS 4,807 1,602 6,410 Jun-09 Dec-13 
* REHAB. EXPANSION JOINTS, RW 

DECK REHAB 6,457 2,152 8,609 Jan-12 Dec-13 

* 
TRANSFER CIRCUIT TO EXTERNAL 
CONDUITS & DECOMMISSION EMBED., 
RW DECK REHAB 3,942 1,314 5,256 Jan-12 Dec-13 

* 
REPLACE DECK EPOXY WEARING 
COURSE ON RW SURFACE, RW DECK 
REHAB 5,299 1,766 7,066 Jan-12 Dec-14 

* RSA ENHANCEMENTS 4 & 31, PHASE 
III 24,750 8,250 33,000 Jan-11 Dec-14 

ACIP 2010 - 2014 PA Version 091102 LGA 11/10/2009 



* 

* 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1. Airport: LaGuardia 2. State: New York 3. NPIAS No.: 
3-36-0068 

4. LOCID: L( JA 

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

Start Date 
Completion 

Date 5. Project Description Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 
Total $ 

Start Date 
Completion 

Date 

FY 2013 
>\f\ '^Ar\ 2 560 12,800 Jan-11 Dec-11 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 

TW PAVING & LIGHTING REHAB. -
PHASE II 

lU,z4U 

11,235 3,745 14,980 Sep-09 Dec-16 

RSA ENHANCEMENTS 4 & 31, PHASE 
IV 24,750 8,250 33,000 Jan-11 Dec-14 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1. Airport: LaGuardia 2. St^te: New York 3. NPIAS No.: 
3-36-0068 

4. LOCID: L( 3A 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ Start Date 
Completion 

5. Project Description Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 
Total $ Start Date Date 

FY 2014 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 Jan-11 Dec-11 

RSA ENHANCEMENTS 4 & 31, PHASE 
IV 24,750 8,250 33,000 Jan-11 Dec-14 

REHAB OF DIKE WALL 3,314 1,105 4,419 Feti-10 Dec-13 

DE-ICING PRODUCT RECOVERY 4,998 1,666 6,664 Dec-16 Dec-19 

SECURITY-REPLACE BARRIERS AT 9 
LOCATIONS 3,200 1,067 4,267 Dec-11 Dec-14 

SECURITY-FUEL FARM PERIMETER 
STRENGTHENING 900 300 1200 Jan-14 Dec-14 

* 

* 

* 

* 

ACIP 2010 - 2014 PA Version 091102 LGA 11/10/2009 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1.Airport; Stewart International 2.State: New York 3. NPIAS No.: 
3-36-0085 

4. LOCID: SWF 

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

(By funding year in priority Sponsor Discretionary MAP PFC Other 
Total $ 

Date 
FY 2010 

REPU^CE RA/V 9-27 RVR & 
AIRPORT WIP CIRCUIT -
CONST - PHASE III 1,700 0 5,159 361 7,220 Jun-08 Dec-10 
TERMINAL EXPANSION - FIS 
FACILITY 2,850 150 3,000 Jan-10 Dec-10 

REHABILITATE TAXIWAY 
EDGE LIGHTING - PHASE II 6,184 325 6,509 Jul-09 Jun-11 
GATE ELECTRIFICATION -
PHASE II 377 20 397 Jan 09 Jun-09 

APPROACH LIGHTING, 
FIXTURES & CABLES (D & B) 1,856 98 1,954 Jun-09 Jun-10 
EXPAND LONG TERM 
PARKING LOT & STEWART 
BLVD REALIGNMENT 7,335 386 7,721 Auq-08 May-10 
REHAB OF BREUNIG ROAD 1,596 84 1,680 Aup-10 Sep-11 

RUNWAY INCURSION 
MITIGATION 11,628 612 12,240 Sep-10 Jun-13 
SNOW REMOVAL VEHICLES -
PFC 5,802 5,802 Jan-10 Dec-10 

Federai Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1 .Airport: Stewart International 2.State: New Yortr 3. NPIAS No.: 
3-36-0085 

4. LOCID: SWF 

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

(By funding year in priority Sponsor Discretionary MAP PFC Other 
Total $ 

Date 
FY 2011 

RELOCATE OPERATIONS 
CONTROL CENTER 1,463 77 1,540 JuHO Dec-11 
REHAB TERM. GLYCOL 
RECOVERY SYSTEM 399 21 420 Apr-11 Oct-11 

REPLACEMENT OF AIRFIELD 
SIGNS 2,565 135 2,700 Mar-11 Dec-12 
RUNWAY WEATHER 
INSTRUMENT SYSTEM 550 29 579 

ACIP 2010 - 2014 PA Version 091102 SWF 11/10/2009 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1.Airport; Stewart International 2.State: New York 3. NPIAS No.: 
3-36-0085 

4. LOCID: £ >WF 

5. Project Description & year 
(By funding year in priority . 

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

(By funding year in priority . Sponsor Discretionary MAP PFC Ottier 
Total $ Date 

FY 2012 

OVERLAY AIRCRAFT 
PARKING RAMP 1,140 60 1,200 Apr-11 Oct-11 

UPGRADE RAMP DE-ICING 
PAD 741 39 780 Apr-11 Oct-11 

REHAB R/W 16-34 EDGE 
LIGHTING 6,536 344 6,880 Feb-10 Dec-11 

T/W C REHAB & WIDENING 12,211 643 12,853 Jan-10 Jun-11 

* 

* 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1 Airport: Stewart International 2.State: New York 3. NPIAS No.: 
3-36-0085 

4. LOCID: S :WF 

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

Start Date Completion 

(By funding year in priority 
order) 

Sponsor Discretionary MAP 
PFC Other 

Total $ Date. 

FY 2013 

SOUTH RAMP PAVEMENT 
REPLACEMENT - PHASE 1 7,060 372 7,431 Aug-09 Aug-11 

REMOTE PARKING - LOT D 2,933 154 3,087 Apr-14 Sep-15 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1 .Airport: Stewart International 2.State: New York 3. NPIAS No.: 
3-36-0085 

4. LOCID: ! SWF 

5. Project Description & year 
(By funding year in priority 
order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ 

Start Date Completion 5. Project Description & year 
(By funding year in priority 
order) 

Sponsor Discretionary MAP 
PFC Other 

Total $ Date 

FY 2014 

SOUTH RAMP PAVEMENT 
REPLACEMENT - PHASE II 7,060 372 7,431 Aug-09 Aug-11 

TAXIWAY REHAB 17,369 914 18,284 

ACIP 2010 - 2014 PA Version.091102 SWF 11/10/2009 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Section 1 - Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical Protection of Terminal Building Frontages 





Newark Liberty International Airport Security Enhancements 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

FOR FAA USE 
RFC 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): 
Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical Protection of Terminal 
Building Frontages 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
The Port Authority has developed a multi-layered approach to mitigate the 
threat of vehicle borne improvised explosive devices (VBIED) along the 
terminal frontage areas. This multi-layered approach includes policy, 
operational, and physical hardening initiatives. The use of security 
bollards is one physical hardening initiative designed to maintain and 
fortify an existing standoff distances and provide vehicle anti-ram 
protection along the public roadways in front of the terminals. 

The purpose of the security bollard installation is to disable a vehicle that 
could potentially be used to transport explosives inside the terminal 
building. This protective measure would include crash-rated, concrete-
filled steel pipes with covers spaced at appropriate intervals along the 
terminal frontages and along other landside terminal areas that can be 
accessed by a vehicle. These physical barriers would supplement 
operational and other security measures already in place or to be added at 
the terminal frontages. 

The project has been coordinated with the Federal Security Director (FSD) 
at EWR and is consistent with Transportation Security Administration 
(TSA) guidelines for airport security. It is anticipated that installation of 
protective measures will occur along the terminal frontages on the arrivals 
and departures levels of each terminal at EWR. Security bollard installation 
is currently underway at Terminal B. 

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

Page 1 of 7 ' FAA Form f^ewsed 03/28/2007 



Newark Liberty International Airport Security Entiancements 

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[ 1 
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. 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 vehicle access to the terminal and operational 
areas. Port Authority's security program involves several objectives, 
strategies, and initiatives that provide a roadmap for implementation of 
security programs at Port Authority Aviation facilities. These initiatives 
were developed following a threat, vulnerability, and risk assessment 
process the Port Authority conducted to assess the security risk and 
evaluate risk mitigation initiatives. 

The protection of terminal frontages is critical where public roadways 
provide vehicular access to the terminal. This interface between the public 
roadway and the terminai is vulnerable to a VBIED. Law enforcement and 
intelligence assessments continue to indicate that the threat to U.S. civil 
aviation remains significant and that a VBIED is a threat to our airports. 
The Port Authority has developed a multi-layered approach to mitigate 
VBIED threats along the terminal frontage areas. This multi-layered 
approach includes policy, operational, and physical hardening initiatives. 
One physical hardening initiative, the use of security bollards, is designed 
to maintain and fortify existing standoff distances and provide vehicle anti-
ram protection along the terminal frontage public roadways. 

The purpose of the security bollard installation is to disable a vehicle that 
could potentially be used to transport explosives inside the terminal 
building. This protective measure would include crash-rated, concrete-
filled steel pipes with covers spaced at appropriate intervals along the 
terminal frontages and along other landside terminal areas that can be 
accessed by a vehicle. The scope of work would also include, where 
applicable, the installation of crash-rated gates and barriers at points 
providing vehicle access to terminal loading areas, as well as other 
associated measures. 

The project has been coordinated with the PSD at EWR and is consistent 
with TSA guidelines for airport security and with the Port Authority's 
security program. It is anticipated that bollards will be installed along the 

Page 2 of 7 FAA Form Revised 03/28/2007 



Newark Liberty International Airport Security Enhancements 

t9rmin9l fr99tag99 99 th9 9rriV9l9 99d d9p9rtur99 l9V9l9 9f 99C8 t92TTl89l 99 
89 Airp92l. 

T89 6SD 899 C92tifi9d that thi9 pr9ject i9 C999i9t99t with th9 Airp9rt 
S9curlty Pr9gr9m for EWR. 

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

b. Comments: -

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ](goto8) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[X] (public agencies of medium andlarge hub 

airports go to 7, aii others go to 8) -

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
EWR 899 9xp9rie9C9d 9ub98nti9l d9m99tic 9nd lnt9rn9tio99l 9ir p9999nger 
growth 9lnc9 1989. Port Authority 9t9ti9tiC9 for 2008 indic9t9 that ov9r 
434,000 intern9tion9l 9nd domogtic 9ircr9ft opergtiong occurrgd 9t th9 
girport 9ccounti9g for ovar 35 million gnnugl pgggangarg. Thig pl9C99 EWR 
as #14 in the nation and #19 worldwide for commercial paggenger 
enplanementg, according to Airportg Council international. According to 
the 2009 Terminal Area Forecaet, the FAA anticipateg a 1.7 percent national 
average growth rate for paggenger enplanementg. However, baged on Port 
Authority projectiong, EWR'g paggenger bage ig expected to grow over the 
next ten yearg at an average annual growth rate of 2.1 percent. Thig growth 
will regult in the Airport serving 44 million annual passengers through 
498,000 annual aircraft operations by 2018. 

Although there is currently an 81-flight9-per-hour cap on scheduled aircraft 
operations at EWR, short- and long-term delay reduction initiatives will 
likely reduce delays and facilitate gro2Wth at EWR. These delay reduction 
initiatives include the introduction of the Ground Based Augmentation 
System (GBAS); the Multiple Entrance Taxiway project, which will add 4 
additional flights per hour; use of fanned headings; and the introduction by 
2018 of a significant number of Next Generation Air Transportation System 
(NextGen) technological, operational, and procedural improvements, which 
will increase capacity to handle an additional 20,000 annual IFR 
operations, according to a FAA/RTCA NextGen Task Force study. 

This project is vitally important to enhance the security posture of EWR. 
New technologies will also enable staff to more quickly evaluate incidents 
and to concentrate their efforts in areas most prone to intrusion. The 
addition of security bollards to the terminal frontage areas will supplement 
the existing security measures used to protect passengers on the Airport, 

As part of ongoing security improvements at EWR, a perimeter security 
project was implemented by the Port Authority within the past three years. 
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Perimeter 9e99rity 19 curre9tly being enheneed thr99gh a eembinetien 9f 
herdening end a m9lti-l9yered teehnelegieel appreeeh ceneieting 9f 
perimeter fencing, berriere, getee, acce88 ccntrcl, lighting, S9rface radar, 
fiber-eptic eeneing cable, ciceed-circuit televieien, and videc meticn 
detectien. The inetallatien cf the eecurity bellarde prcvidee a phyeical 
barrier between the p9blic rcadwaye and the terminal b9ilding8. 

The purp99e 9f the 8ec9rity bcllard inetallatien 19 tc di99ble a vehicle that 
cculd pctentiaily be ueed t9 tranepert explceivee ineide the terminal 
building. Thie prctective meaeure wculd include craeh-rated, ccncrete-
filled 8teei pi pee with cevere epaced at apprcpriate intervale alcng the 
terminal frcntagee and alcng ether landeide terminal areae that can be 
acceeeed by a vehicle. The eccpe cf wcrk wculd alec include, where 
applicable, the inetaliaticn cf craeh-rated gatee and barriers at pcinte 
prcviding vehicle access tc terminal leading areae, as well as ether 
asscciated measures. 

The F8D has certified that this prcject is ccnsistent with the Airpert 
Security Pregram fcr EWR. 

FOR FAA USE 
9. Air safety. Pan 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 [ ] 

LCI [ ] FAA BOA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ ] 
Other (explain) 

Noise. 65 LDN [ ] Other (explain) 

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

b. Comments: 

8. RFC OBJECTIVE: 
The 9bjective cf the prcject is tc increase passenger safety and enhance 
the security cf the Airpert by minimizing the expcsure cf airline and airpert 
cperaticns tc VBIED. 

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: 
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9. FOR FAA USE (Public Agencies go to TO) 
a. Project Eligibility; 

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

PGL ); 
[ ] Planning eligible under MP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or PGL ); 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 CJ.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 improved Part .150 noise compatibility plan [ ]; or, 
project included in a local study[ j. 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 RFC eligibility (explain). 

b. Comments: 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 
April 2008 

ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2014 

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. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 

Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Recap of Disagreements: 
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Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 
FOR FAA USE 

a. Comments: 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $35,530,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $1,870,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $37,400,000 
If the amount of PFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached iristructions. 

EXISTING AlP FUNDS: 
Grant N/A Grant Funds in Project $0 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AlP FUNDS: $0 

ANTICIPATED AlP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $0 Discretionary $0 Total $0 

SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AlP FUNDS: $0 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $0 
Local Funds $0 
Other (please specify) $0 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $0 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $37,400,000 

*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING PFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: the public agency provided detailed basis of cost information. This 
detailed information should, at a minimum, provide detail regarding the cost of 
each major project component. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

***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 AlP funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AlP 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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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. The amount of PFC recommended for approval will not result in revenue that exceeds the 
amount necessary to finance this project. 

b. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 
YES[ ] N0[ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

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

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

e. 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 MP 
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 [ ] 

f. 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 [ ] 

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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TIB FMriUmMHIinr OF NY&NJ 
NEWARK LIBERTY INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT (EWR) 

SECURITY ENHANCEMENT PROJECTS FOR THE PHYSICAL 
PROTECTION OF TERMINAL BUILDING FRONTAGES 



Pgssenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AinHORffV OF NY& NJ 

SECTION 2 

Multiple Taxiway Entrance Construction 

Newark Liberty International Airport Section 2 - Multiple Taxiway Entrance Construction 



Newark Liberty International Airport Multiple Entrance Tax/way Constructior) 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

FOR FAA USE 
RFC 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): 
Multiple Taxiway Entrance Construction 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project is the first of an overall Delay Reduction Program that will be 
implemented at EWR throughout the next five years. The primary goal of 
the project is to reduce delays by creating opportunities for airfield 
efficiencies. 

The project will enhance access to the departure end of Runway (R/W) 22R. 
A new 950-foot taxiway immediately south of Taxiway W is proposed to 
connect Taxiways S and R to R/W 22R on the west side. By undertaking 
this work, the Airport will achieve enhanced departure capability and delay 
reduction with an improved and efficient intersection departure at R/W 22R. 
A new entry point to R/W 22R and an additional 950 linear feet of queuing 
space for aircraft departures will be created. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters N/A, gates N/A, and 
baggage facilities N/A. 
2. Number of ticket counters N/A, gates tm, and baggage facilities N/A 
to be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change In ticket counters N/A, gates N/A, and baggage 
facilities N/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; 
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5. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
EWR h98 ex9erien9e0 subst9n09l 09me8tl9 anO mternati9nal air passenger 
grewth sinee 1989. Pert Autherity statisties fer 2008 InOleate that ever 
434,000 internatienai anO Oemestle alreraft 99erati9ns eeeurreO at the 
air99rt aeeeunting fer ever 35 millien annual 9assengers. This 9ia9es EWR 
as #14 in the natien, anO #19 werlOwiOe fer eemmereial passenger 
enplanements, accerOing te Airperts Ceuncil Internatienai. The Pert 
Autherity's prejeetiens inOieate that the Airperts passenger base will 
eentinue te expanO ever the near term, as an annual passenger grewth rate 
of 2.1 percent is anticipateO ever the next ten years, representing an 
increase cf 175 cperaticns per Oay. This will result in the Airpcrt serving 
44 millien annual passengers threugh 498,000 aircraft cperaticns by Year 
2018. 

Alcng with this grewth, average Oelay per aircraft cperatien has aisc 
increaseO, reaching 59 minutes in 2008. FAA Opsnet statistics fer 2008 
inOicates that EWR is the #1 mest OeiayeO airpcrt in the natien. These 
Oelays cause a ripple-effect threugh the Naticn's air traffic system anO 
pose a serieus threat tc the regional anO naticnai ecenemy. 

The Pert Autherity ccnveneO a Flight Delay Task Ferce in July 2007 te 
aOOress these cngcing Oelay issues. The Task Ferce was ccmpriseO cf 
stakehclOers frem the Airlines, the FAA (APR anO ATO), State anO lecal 
cfficials. The cperaticnal reccmmenOaticns OetermineO by the Flight Delay 
Task Ferce were inccrperateO intc the EWR's Airpcrt Reference CeOe. One 
of the key reccmmenOations resulting frem the Task Ferce's wcrk is te 
imprcve aircraft grcunO mcvements en the EWR taxiway system by aOOing 
multiple access pcints te the existing runway enO pcints. 

By creating multiple entrances to the Oeparture enO of R/W 22R, the Airport 
will achieve enhanceO Oeparture capability anO Oelay reOuctien with an 
improveO anO efficient intersection Oeparture at R/W 22R. A new entry 
point to R/W 22-R anO an aOOitional 950-linear feet of queuing space for 
aircraft Oepartures will be createO. The preliminary simulation results of 
initial TAAM moOeiing inOicates that the project will support up to four 
aOOitional operations per hour at R/W 22R, or 64 flights per Oay over the IB-
hour Oay. 

The following graphic proviOes a OetaileO Oescription of the preliminary 
layout of the new taxiway configuration. 
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Multiple Entrance Taxiwav Construction at Runway 22-R 

RUNWAY 22R - Dejaitnre TAXIWAY Improvement 

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

b. Comments: 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to8) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[X] (public agencies of medium andlarge hub 

airports go to 7, aii others go to 8) 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
EWR has experienced substantial domestic and international air passenger 
growth since 1989. Along with this growth, average delay per aircraft 
operation has also increased. Port Authority statistics for 2008 indicate 
that over 434,000 international and domestic aircraft operations occurred at 
the airport accounting for over 35 million annual passengers. This places 
EWR as #14 in the nation, and #19 worldwide for commercial passenger 
enplanements, according to Airports Council International. -The Port 
Authority's projections indicate that the Airport's passenger base will 
continue to expand over the near term, as an annual passenger growth rate 
of 2.1 percent is anticipated over the next ten years. This will result in the 
Airport serving 44 million annual passengers through 498,000 aircraft 
operations by Year 2018. Although there is currently a 81-flights-per-hour 
cap on scheduled aircraft operations at EWR, short- and long-term delay 
reduction initiatives will likely reduce delays and facilitate growth at EWR. 
In addition to the delay reductions associated with this project, other delay 
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r98oc8on initi9tiv99 t89t wiM contribot9 to incr99998 9ircr9ft 099r9tion9l 
C999city 9t EWR inclu89: t89 intro8oction of t89 Groon8 B9998 
Augm99t9tion Sy9t9m (GBAS); 099 of f9n998 89981999; 998 t89 
intro8uctio9 by 2018 of 9 9igni8c9nt nombor of N9xt G9n9r9tion Air 
Tr9n99ort9tion Sy9t9m (N9xtG9n) technologic9l, 099r9tion9l, 998 
9roce8oral. lm9rov9m9nt9, whicb will incre999 C999city to handia an 
additional 20,000 annual IFR 099ration9, according to a FAA/RTCA 
NaxtGcn Task Force etudy. 

Along wit8 thi9 growth, average delay 99r aircraft 09eration 899 al90 
incre99ed, reaching 59 minutea in 2008. FAA 099net atatiatica for 2008 
indicatea that EWR la the #1 moat delayed 9ir9ort in the nation. Preaentiy, 
only 59% of 8ight9 at EWR Newark were on time in 2007 giving Newark the 
diatinction of having the worat on-time performance in the Nation. Thia 
trend continued in 2008 with the average arrival delay increaaing from 73.9 
minutea in May 2007 to 75.13 minutea in May 2008. 

The Port Authority haa completed and ia undertaking a variety of projecta 
that are deaigned to improve the overall ef8ciency of EWR. Theae include 
navigational aida improvementa, apron reconhguration, gate relocation, 
and taxiway relocation. 

Aa part of thia on-going effort, in 2009 the Port Authority propoaed to 
conatruction a new 950-foot taxiway immediately aouth of Taxiway W that 
would connect Taxiwaya S and R to R/W 22R on the weat aide. Thia 
enhances the departure capability of R/W 22R and reducea delaya by 
providing an improved interaection departure capability at R/W 22R. 

In order to quantify the bene8ts of thia new taxiway configuration, the Port 
Authority conducted TAAM modeling aimulation uaing airline operationa 
achedulea and aircraft 8eet mix congiatent with current operationa. 
Preliminary reaulta indicate that the propoaed taxiway configuration will 
allow the airport to aupport up to four additional operationa per hour at R/W 
22R, or 64 8ight9 per day over the 16-hour day. 
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. FOR FAA USE 
a. _ Air safety. Pad 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 [ J 

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

_ Noise. 65 LDN [ ] 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. RFC OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of this project is to create a multiple entrance taxiway at the 
end of R/W 22R to enhance departure capability and reduce delays through 
an improved and efficient intersection at R/W 22R. Moreover, this project 
will serve as the first initiative of a Delay Reduction Program that will be 
implemented throughout the next five years at EWR. 

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 AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_or 

PGL ); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AlP 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: 
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10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 
J9nu9ry 2012 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2016 

FOR F/y\ USE : 
9. For IMP08E AND USE or USE-ONLY projoct, projoct will begin within 2 years of 120-day 
approval date7 YES [ ] NO [ ] 

b. For IMPOSE ONLY project, project will begin within 5 years of the charge effective date or 
approval date, whichever is sooner7 YES[ ] NO [ ] 

c. Comments; 

11. For 99 IMPOSE ONLY proj6Ct, e8tim9ted dat6 USE 9pplic9tion will be 
8ubinitted to the FAA: 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date, whichever is 
sooner7 YES [ ] NO [ ]. 

b. Comments: 

12. 9. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 

Recep of Dis99r6eme9ts: 
Public Agency Reesons for Proceeding: 

13. 9. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Recep of Disegreements: 
Public Agency Reesons for Proceeding: 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Comments: 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: P9y-98-you-go $ 
Bond C9pit9l: $42,750,000 
Bond Finencing & Interest: $2,250,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $45,000,000 
If the amount of RFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instructions: 

EXISTING AlP FUNDS: 
Grent #N/A Grgnt Funds in Project $N/A 
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*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AlP FUNDS; $N/A 

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

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AlP 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: $45,000,000 

*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING PFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: the public agency provided detailed basis of cost information. This 
detailed information should, at a minimum, provide detail regarding the cost of 
each major project component. YES [ ] NO [ ] 

***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 AlP funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AlP 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. The amount of PFC recommended for approval will not result in revenue that exceeds the 

amount necessary to finance this project. 

b. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 
YES[ ] N0[ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

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

d. For any proposed AlP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
CIP? YES [ ] NO [ ] 
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e. For project requesting PRC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AlP 
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 [ ] 

f. 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 [ ] 

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ' 
reasonable. 

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

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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SECTION 3 

Terminal A Redevelopment - Phase II Planning Program 

Newark Liberty International Airport Section 3 - Terminal A Redevelopment - Phase II Planning Program 



Newark Liberty International Airport Terminal A Redevelopment - Phase II Planning 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

FOR FAAUSE 
RFC 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): 
Terminal A Redevelopment - Phase II Planning Program 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
The purpose of the Terminal A Redevelopment - Phase II Planning Program 
is to advance the planning concepts that were defined in the Phase I 
Planning Program funded under the Port Authority's 2006 PFC Application. 
The Phase I effort clarified the Port Authority's approach to 
accommodating passenger growth at EWR and identified the need to 
completely redevelop Terminal A rather than attempt to modernize or 
expand the existing Terminal. The Phase I planning effort has been 
completed. The overall goals for Terminal A Redevelopment are Identified 
in the Phase I planning report: Newark Liberty International Airport 
Terminal A Modernization and Expansion Program. Phase II of the 
Terminal A Redevelopment planning process will advance and refine the 
concepts developed in Phase I. 

The Phase II Planning Program is designed to: improve the efficiency of 
passenger processing and security screening, provide additional gates and 
space for new entrant airlines, and create holdroom areas to meet 
anticipated passenger demand. The overall goal of the Terminal A 
Redevelopment Program is to provide a state-of-the-art facility that will be 
sized appropriately to accommodate the future aircraft fleet mix and 
forecasted passenger demand. Passenger demand for the Terminal is 
projected to be 11 Million Annual Air Passengers (MAAP) in 2018. It is 
anticipated that the Terminal A Redevelopment will include the 
construction of 33 gates configured to accommodate Group IV and V 
aircraft. The existing Terminal A has a total of 28 gates originally designed 
for Group III and IV aircraft. 

Specifically, Phase II planning will refine the preferred alternative, finalize 
the Terminal site plan, advance surface transportation integration 
(roadway, AirTrain, and other access, etc.), assess interdependency of all 
airside and landside improvement projects, assess design flexibility to 
accommodate future demand changes, integrate appropriate sustainability 
strategies, , complete an in-depth utilities study, complete environmental 
studies, and develop design documents for each program element. 
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One of the critical elements of Phase II is to complete a business plan that 
will address the financial and business case for the program. This includes 
an assessment of all benefits and costs, life cycle analysis, airline lease 
agreements, funding strategies, and revenue projections. This will also 
include coordination with key stakeholders and tenants. 

In order to manage this technical work, the Phase II Planning Program will 
be organized into three major tasks: Financial and Business Tasks, 
Program Scope Tasks, and Program Management Services. Allocations of 
costs for these project elements are as follows: 

• Financial and Business Tasks-$3,000,000 
o Develop alternatives, coordinate with stakeholders, conduct 

financial modeling and benefit/cost analysis, identify financing 
strategies, conduct other studies as needed. 

• Program Scope Tasks-$20,225,000 
o Validate airside and landside design criteria, identify 

sustainability goals, perform infrastructure assessment and 
design, conduct environmental studies and permitting, finalize 
design, other studies necessary to advance the Program 
Scope. 

• Program Management Services - $5,275,000 
o Develop program scope of work and schedule, develop 

program cost estimates, perform risk assessment, prepare 
Request for Qualifications (RFQ) and Request for Proposal 
(RFP) solicitations, obtain program authorization, other 
Program Management studies as appropriate. 

Preliminary estimates of changes in ticket counter positions, gates, and 
baggage claim facilities are shown below. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters 160, gates 28, and 
baggage facilities 7. 
2. Number of ticket counters 296. gates 33, and baggage facilities 8 to be 
constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters 1^, gates 5, and baggage 
facilities 1 

FOR FAAJJSe 
a. Description adequate [ ] not adequate [ ] (indicate deficiencies below) 
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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. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
EWR has experienced substantial domestic and International air passenger 
growth since 1989. Port Authority statistics for 2008 Indicate that over 
434,000 International and domestic aircraft operations occurred at the 
airport accounting for over 35 million annual passengers. This places EWR 
as #14 In the nation, and #19 worldwide for commercial passenger 
enplanements, according to Airports Council International. The Port 
Authority's projections Indicate that the Airport's passenger base will 
continue to grow over the next ten years at an annual growth rate of 2.1 
percent. This will result In the Airport serving 44 million annual 
passengers through 498,000 aircraft operations by Year 2018. 

Terminals A, B and 0 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 under way on Terminal B. The Terminal A Redevelopment Program will 
build on the experience gained during the modifications to the other 
terminals and In particular the Global Gateway Project that reconstructed 
Terminal C. 

Since Its completion In 1973, Terminal A upgrades have been limited to 
code compliance and other safety and corrective repair projects, such as 
fire alarm upgrades and vertical circulation Improvements. The largest 
project conducted was the Terminal A "Re-llfing" project that was 
completed In 2003. The Re-llfing project Included additional ticket 
counters; new and Improved food services and retail; new baggage 
handling system; refurbished airline passenger lounges; new Interior 
lighting, and Improvements to the basic Infrastructure of the terminal. 
Although the Re-llfing Project has greatly elevated the passenger's 
experience In the Terminal, It did not address ticket counter space, security 
processing Improvements, and gate expansion. More extensive 
rehabilitation Is therefore required to alleviate these existing passenger 
congestion Issues and accommodate anticipated passenger growth ovOr 
the long-term. There Is significant passenger congestion throughout the 
terminal complex,that can only be remedied by providing a larger and 
differently configured terminal building footprint: 

With an understanding of key Inadequacies of Terminal A, the Port 
Authority commissioned a comprehensive study to quantify the capability 
of Terminal A to accommodate future alrslde and landslde passenger 
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demands. The comprehensive study is referred to as The Terminal and 
Apron Improvement Analysis and formed the basis for Terminal A 
Redevelopment Program planning effort. This study was conducted 
between 2002 and 2005 and included detailed analysis of aircraft and 
passenger forecasts, gate and ticket counter capacity, apron space and. 
overnight aircraft parking. The results of the study highlighted the 
deficiencies of Terminal A relative to trends in passenger growth rates and 
prescribed a series of terminal improvements to accommodate current and 
anticipated passengers. 

As a follow up to the Terminal and Apron Improvement Analysis, the Port 
Authority conducted the Project to Plan for Expanded Terminal A. This 
Phase I effort was funded by the 2006 PFC application. The preliminary 
design conducted in the Project to Plan for Expanded Terminal A included 
an analysis of conceptual terminal layouts designed to accomrhodate the 
forecasted passenger enplanements. The terminal improvement concepts 
described in the Phase I effort were focused on identifying methods of 
achieving reduced passenger congestion, accommodating forecasted 
passenger growth, improving security functions, accommodating new 
entrant carriers, and providing greater utilization of the terminal to meet the 
competitive objectives of the Airport. 

Phase II Planning of the Terminal A Redevelopment Program will build on 
the results of the previous two studies and consists of the planning and 
preliminary designs that will: improve passenger processing efficiency and 
security, provide additional gates and ticket counter space, providing 
opportunities for new airlines and accommodating larger aircraft, and 
expand gates areas to meet anticipated passenger demand. This will 
sustain the Port Authority's efforts to entice new entrant carriers in 
accordance with the Airport's Competition Plan. 

It is anticipated that this Phase II planning effort will be conducted over a 
3 to 4 year period. Total construction of the Terminal A Redevelopment 
Program is projected to cover a 5 to 6 year period with total costs 
estimated in the $2.7 billion range. Costs for this planning effort will be 
approximately 1.5% - 2% of the total estimated construction cost, 
consistent with the industry standard. The Port Authority is requesting $30 
million for this Phase II Planning effort. Total planning costs for this 
project will amount to $50 million or 1.8% of the anticipated total costs of 
the project. 

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

b. Comments: 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1,001 J $2.00[ ]$3.00[ j fgotoe; 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 
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airports go to 7, all ottiers go to 8) 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
EW6 ha9 experienced 9ub9tan9al dome99o and lnter9a9onal air paeeenger 
growth eince 1989. Along with thie growth, average delay per aircraft 
operation has al90 increaeed. Port Authority 9tati9tic9 for 2008 indicate 
that over 434,000 international and domeetic aircraft operatione occurred at 
the airport accounting for oyer 35 million annual paeeengere. Thie placee 
EW6 a9 #14 in the nation, and #19 worldwide for commercial paeeenger 
enplanemente, according to Airporte Council International. 

The Port Authority'e projectione indicate that the Airport'e paeeenger baee 
will continue to grow over the next ten yeare at an annual growth rate of 2.1 
percent. Thia will reault in the Airport eerving 44 million annual 
pa99enger9 through 498,000 aircraft operatione by Year 2018. Although 
there 19 currently an 81-flights-per-hour cap on echeduled aircraft 
operatione at EWR, ehort- and long-term delay reduction initiativee will 
Ii8ely reduce delaye and facilitate growth at EWR. Theee delay reduction 
initiativee include the introduction of the Ground Baeed Augmentation 
Syetem (GBAS); the Multiple Entrance Taxiway project, which will add 4 
additional flighta per hour; the U9e of fanned headinge; and the 
introduction by 2018 of a eignificant number of Next Generation Air 
Traneportation System (NextGen) technological, operational, and 
procedural improvements, which will increase capacity to handle an 
additional 20,000 annual IFR operations, according to a FAA/RTCA 
NextGen Ta98 Force study. These initiatives will result in increased aircraft 
operational capacity, underscoring the need for this project. 

The existing Terminal A has been in operation since 1973. Terminal A 
consists of three concourses that connect to 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. 

Since its completion in 1973, Terminal A upgrades have been limited to 
code compliance and other safety and corrective repair projects, such as 
fire alarm upgrades and vertical circulation improvements. The largest 
project conducted was the Terminal A "Re-lifing" project that was 
completed in 2003. The Re-lifing project included additional tic8et 
counters; new and improved food services and retail; new baggage 
handling system; refurbished airline passenger lounges; new interior 
lighting, and improvements to the basic infrastructure of the terminal. 
Although the Re-lifing project dramatically improved the passenger 
experience in the Terminal, passenger processing through the chec8-ih 
areas and boarding areas leading to the gates has not been improved. 
These areas now experience significant passenger congestion due to 
security measures imposed by Transportation Security Administration 
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(TSA) mandates that require additional security staff and passenger 
screening equipment that the terminal was not originally designed to 
accommodate. , 

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 
terminal, resulting in potential safety and security risks. Compounding the 
congestion problem, it is difficult for passengers to easily discern the 
correct queues they should enter for their airline. In addition, passenger 
congestion in the departure area may have more serious consequences 
during emergency incidents when emergency responders require 
unimpeded access to key areas 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 terminal was designed long before the onset of the 
security screening process that is required today. The existing concourse 
connectors are narrow and it was never anticipated 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 
Redevelopment Program 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. 

A driving element of the redevelopment program is the need to provide a 
more competitive market for air passengers. Currently, a high percentage 
of the Airport's gate and ticket counter space is exclusively controlled 
through leases by Master Airlines. Presently, approximately 82% of the 
gates are held exclusively by Master Airline Agreements, 56.3% of which 
are held by a single carrier, and 18% of gates are available to Non-Master 
Airlines. Non-Master Airlines do not have exclusive control over ticket 
counters or gates. 

To comply with the requirements of Section 155 of the Wendell H. Ford 
Aviation Investment and Reform Act for the 21st Century (AIR-21), the Port 
Authority 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. Currently, the goals of maximizing 
consumer choice for domestic routes are being met through increasing 
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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 and 
passenger loading gates in order to accommodate demand without 
reducing passenger service levels. 

It is anticipated that this Phase II planning effort will be conducted over a 
3 to 4 year period. Total construction of the Terminal A Redevelopment 
Program is projected to cover a 5 to 6 year period with total costs 
estimated in the $2.7 billion range. Costs for this planning effort will be 
approximately 1.5% - 2% of the total estimated construction cost, 
consistent with the industry standard. The Port Authority is requesting $30 
million for this effort. Total planning costs for this project will amount to 
$50 million or 1.8% of the anticipated total costs of the project. 

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 LDN [ ] 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. RFC OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of this project is to advance the conceptual planning for the 
Terminal A Redevelopment Program that is designed to meet projected 
growth and anticipated passenger demand at EWR, and wili satisfy the 
airport's approved Competition Plan. 

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 AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or 
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PGL ); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AlP 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 [ ]; of, 
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 PRC eligibility (explain). 

b. Comments: 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 
November 2009 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2014 

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. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 

Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Comments: 
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14. FINANCING PLAN: 

RFC FUNDS: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $28,500,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $1,500,000 

SUBTOTAL RFC FUNDS: $30,000,000 
if the amount ofPFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instructions. 

EXISTING AIR FUNDS: 
Grant #N/A Grant Funds in Project $N/A 

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

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

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIR 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 

*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING RFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: the public agency provided detailed basis of cost information. This 
detailed information should, at a minimum, provide detail regarding the cost of 
each major project component. YES [ ] NO [ ] 

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

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIR funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match to be 
collected at a $4.50 RFC level [ X ] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
RFC 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. 
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FOR FAA USE 
a. The amount of RFC recommended for approval will not result in revenue that exceeds the 

amount necessary to finance this project. 

b. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 
YES[ ] N0[ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

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

d. For any proposed AIR funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
CIR? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

e. For project requesting RFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Rroject costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AIR 
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 [ ] 

f. 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 [ ] Rartially Approve [ ] Disapprove [ ] 

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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 
RFC Application number; 

1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
Newark Liberty International Airport, Newark, NJ 

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

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Modernization of Terminal B - Amended 
4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

ORIGINAL PROJECT DESCRIPTION FROM 2006 APPLICATION 

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. 

With an understanding of key inadequacies of Terminal B, the Port 
Authority commissioned a comprehensive study to quantify the capability 
of Terminal B to accommodate future passenger demands. The 
comprehensive study is referred to as The Terminal B Facility Anaiysis. 
The Study began in August of 2002, was completed in July 2004 and 
formed the basis for Terminal B modernization effort. This expansive study 
effort included detailed analysis of: 

• Passenger Activity Forecasts; 
• Safety and Security; 
• Functionality and Efficiency; 
• Future Flexibility; and, 
• Tenant Needs. 

The results of the study highlighted the deficiencies of the Terminal B 
relative to trends in passenger growth rates and prescribed a series of 
terminal improvements to accommodate current and anticipated 
passengers. 

Using The Terminal B Facility Analysis as a basis, the Terminal B 
Modernization 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 
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ticketing areas to the boarding areas. To achieve these goals, the project 
will include: 

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

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

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

areas; 
• Modifications to accommodate In-Line Baggage screening; and, 
" 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. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION FOR THE 2009 AMENDMENT 

The Port Authority is seeking an amendment to the 2006 RFC application 
for an additional $30,500,000. During the construction period, several 
changes have occurred that have increased the construction costs, 
including escalations in the construction cost index and changes to the 
scope of work identified during construction to enhance the functionality 
and capacity of the terminal. 

Program costs are higher than originally forecast, mainly due to higher 
than anticipated contract bid prices. The original project estimates, were 
developed in 2004 and the construction phase of the project got underway 
in 2005. The original estimates used a standard escalation on construction 
costs of 3.5 percent per year. However, actual construction pricing in the 
metropolitan area has increased at a much greater rate from 7 percent to 
10.5 percent between 2005 and 2007. 

in addition, several scope changes have been identified during the 
construction period to improve functioning of the terminal: 

• The Lower Level ticket counters were originally planned to be 
temporary swing counters, but due to increasing airline demand and 

Page 2 of 11 FAA Form Revised 03/28/2007 



Newark Liberty International Airport Modernization of Terminal B - Amended 

TSA requirements for baggage screening, it was decided to make 
these counters permanent By constructing these additionai 
permanent counters (at an incrementai cost of approximateiy 
$9,000,000), an important benefit reaiized is that the Port Authority 
can now can spread the international check-in process along these 
counters and decrease some of the demand on the upper level. By 
distributing the check-in process during peak periods, the Port 
Authority does not need to progress with the pushback of the north 
and south ends of the Upper Level. The Port Authority's review of 
the north and south end push-backs, indicates that there would not 
be enhanced utility, for these areas, as the Terminal would actually 
lose ticket counters in these areas (versus what currently exists), in 
order to access employee and service elevators in these zones. 

• Emergency power was significantly increased to address growing 
concerns with electrical service reliability. The increase in 
emergency electrical distribution caused changes to the electrical 
substation designs and required significantly increased feeder 
service between the generator and substations. It is important to 
note that the current design wiii provide generating capacity for the 
two new substations to support near normal operations in a blackout 
situation. The incrementai cost for this change is approximateiy 
$10M. 

Lastly, the costs associated with planning and engineering for the project 
also increased by $20,300,000 due to the following: 

• Engineering and Planning estimates did not provide for escalation 
over the term of the Program (5 years), which adds approximately 
$4,800,000. 

• Significant changes were implemented, which consumed the original 
contingency and required associated engineering efforts. 
Approximateiy $8,200,000 in incremental engineering is directly 
attributable to these changes. 

• The original program authorization was based on a pro-forma 
estimate of less than 21% for planning and engineering services, 
which is unreaiisticaiiy low for this type of complex, airside, building 
related construction in an active terminal. Also the nature of the 
work requires significant stakeholder interface and continuing need 
to assess program elements throughout the development process, 
further adding to the planning and engineering costs. Considering 
engineering and planning services can range between 18% and 31% 
of construction costs (on a pro forma basis) and recognizing the 
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challenging nature of this program, a pro forma rate of 26% is much 
more reaiistic, which adds an additionai $7,300,000. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters 1^, gates 24, and 
baggage facilities 10. 
2. Number of ticket counters 137, gates 0, and baggage facilities 3 to be 
constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters 30, gates 0, and baggage 
facilities 0. 

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. 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. 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 (PIS) facility in 
1996, 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 to accommodate approximately three million annual 
passenger enplanements. 

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

b. Comments; 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (goto8) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 

airports go to 7, aii others go to 8) 

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. 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 modifications to improve passenger services. 
The latest projects in Terminal B involved the creation of new International 
Arrivals facilities at Satellites B2 and B3, including a new FIS facility, the 
modernization of the gate areas, boarding areas and baggage systems and 
new elevators and escalators at the B2 core. In addition retail concessions 
and passenger services were expanded and improved. 
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How9V9r, d9p9rt9r9 f9oilitie9 in Termln9l 8 h9V9 ohgnged Ilttl9 9inc9 th9 
t9rmln9l W99 dedlo9ted. 8lnc9 thgt tlm9, th9re h9ve been major changes in 
9eo9rity req9irem9nt9 and prooed9re9, not to mention the dramatic 
increaee in the total nnmbere of domeetio and international pa89enger8. 
Terminal 6 con9i9t9 of three conco9r9e9 that connect the three 9atellite9 to 
the main terminal. The airline gatee are located in the eatellitee. Theee 
99tellite9 are identified 39 8atellite 61, 62, and 63. 8atellite 61 handle9 
mainly domeatio arrival9 and departure8 with limited international 
departuree. 8atellite8 62 and 63 accommodate predominately international 
arrival9 and departnree. 

The preeent configoration of Terminal 6 createe a nnmber of congeetion 
problem9 for paeeengere moving through the terminal. Theee probleme 
are apparent when paeeengere attempt to enter the terminal from the curb 
front through the exieting entrance doore. Pa99enger8 entering the 
terminal are further congeeted by the queue of pa99enger9 waiting to 
check in with their reepeotive airline. The paeeenger queues at each airline 
ticket counter restrict the lateral flow of passengers throughout the 
terminal. 

Arriving international passengers may also experience congestion. 
Passengers exiting the FI8 and walking down the ramp towards the 
International Arrivals area are commingled with passengers re-checking 
their bags prior to continuing their journey on a domestic flight. 
Congestion is exacerbated by the presence of ED8 and ETD equipment 
used for baggage screening in the interline bag re-check area. 

8ome reconfiguration of the International Arrivals and meeter/greeter areas 
in conjunction with the installation of an in-line baggage screening system 
will mitigate congestion in the area. 

In addition to the passenger convenience issues, there are airline 
competition issues at stake that will also be addressed in the Terminal 8 
Modernization. An 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 
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for both int9rn9tion9l 9n8 80199980 rout99 9r9 89199 m9t throu9h high9r 
u8liz9tion of t9rmin9l f9ciliti99, 9uch 99 tiok9t count9r9 998 g9t99. 

How9V9r, thi9 high utlllzatio9 of t9tmi99l facilltiea re9ult9 in iow9r l9V9l9 of 
99rvic9 for air paaaangara. Th9 long-torm soiution to m99t th9 goaia of th9 
Airlina Compatition Plan i9 to provi89 a88itionai tickat countara in or89r to 
aocommo8at9 89man8 without r98ucing paaaangar aarvica iavaia. 
Currantiy, a high parcantaga of tha Airport'9 gata an8 tiokat countar apaca 
i9 9xclu9iv9iy controli98 through 199999 by Ma9t9r Airlin99. Non-M99t9r 
Airlin99 80 not hava axciuaiva control ovar tickat countara or gataa. 

Pr999ntly, approximataly 82% of tha gat99 ara h9i8 axcluaivaiy by Maater 
Airiina Agraamanta an8 18% of gataa ara availabia to Non-Maatar Airlinaa. 
B9998 on tha high parcantaga of Airport aarvica an8 tarminai capacity 
r9pr999nt98 by Maatar Airiina axcluaivaly controil98 gat99, 998 tha high 
parcantaga of non-compatitive or un89r-99rv98 routaa at tha Airport, tha 
Compatition Plan r90omm9n89 that any 98898 tarminai capacity ba 
op9r9t98 un89r non-9xclu9iv9, Non-Maatar Airiina agraamanta 90 99 to 
provi89 tha flaxibiiity r9quir98 to improva airiina compatition. 

In ondar to accommo89t9 naw oarriara to 99ti9fy tha con8ition9 of EWR'9 
Compatition Plan for 8om99tic carriara, an8 to anhanca intarnationai air 
carriar compatition, it i9 nacaaaary to 9xpan8 airiina chack-in araaa an8 
baggaga claim arcaa. Con9i89ring that a88ition9i tickat countara cannot 
89 98898 on to tha axiating Daparturaa lavai without incraaaing tha 
tarminai footprint raquiring aubatantiai tarminai atructural mo8i8cation, tha 
a88itionai tickat countera will 89 98898 by convarting tha axiating 
8om99tic baggaga claim area to a ticketing araa. 

A new Domeatio baggage claim area will be built on the operationa level in 
an araa that waa previoualy U9e8 for vehicle parking. With tha naw parking 
reatrictiona, thia area ia preaently un89rutiliz98. A88itional apace in front 
of tha exiating ticket countera on the Daparturaa level will be achieve8 by 
ahifting the ticket countera back 9n8 mo8ifying tha Daparturaa level 
entrance 8oorway8. The propoa98 project will utilize tha exiating vertical 
aacaiation (eacaiators, elevatora, ataira), which may ba auppl9m9nt98 with 
a88ition9i aacaiatora. A88itionaily, a new groun8 tranaportation 
information center an8 waiting araa will ba provi8e8 in an expan8e8 lobby 
on tha operationa level a8jacent to tha naw Domeatio baggaga claim area, 
it ia 9nticipate8 that Common Uae Terminal Equipment (CUTE) will ba 
8eaigne8 into thia portion of tha Mo8ernization Plan. 

Tha coata outlin98 in thia application are progr9mm98 for planning, 89aign 
an8 conatruction of the terminal mo8ernization. 
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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 LDN [ ] 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. RFC OBJECTIVE: 
The objectives of the project are to reduce passenger congestion, increase 
interior circulation space, and accommodate new carriers to promote 
competition at Terminal B. 

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 AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL ); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AlP 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: 
January 2006 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
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2012 (amended date) 
- 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? Y.ES[ ] NO [ ] 

c. Comments: 
1, 

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. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: ORIGINAL 2006 
APPLICATION: 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. 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: ORIGINAL 2006 
APPLICATION: Five (5) air carriers certified disagreement with this project. 
One was a conditional disagreement. Please refer to Attachment H 
Response to Air Carrier Comments. 

Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Comments: 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $28.975.000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $1.525.000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $30.500.000 (2009 Amendment) 
if the amount of PFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instructions. 
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EXISTING AlP FUNDS: 
Grant #N/A Grant Funds in Project $N/A 

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

ANTICIPATED AlP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement $ Discretionary $ Total: $10,400,000 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AlP FUNDS: $10,400,000 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $N/A 
Local Funds $N/A 
Other (Total 2006 Application PFC Funds) $122,000,000 
Other (Port Authority Capital Funds) $161,700,000 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $294,000,000 

TOTAL PROJECT COST: $324,600,000 (including 2009 Amendment) 

*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING PFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: the public agency provided detailed basis of cost information. This 
detailed information should, at a minimum, provide detail regarding the cost of 
each major project component. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

***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 AlP funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AlP 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. The amount of PFC recommended for approval will not result in revenue that exceeds the 

amount necessary to finance this project. 

b. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 
YES [ ] NO [ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 
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c. For aoy proposed AlP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

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

0. 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 AlP 
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 [ ] 

f. 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 [ ] 

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AinWOBITV OF NY & NJ 

SECTION 1 

Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical Protection of 
Terminal Building Frontages 

John F. Kennedy International Airport Section 1 - Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical Protection of Terminal Building Frontages 



John F. Kennedy International Airport Security Enhancements 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

FOR FAA USE 
RFC 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): 
Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical Protection of Terminal 
Building Frontages 

4.3. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
The Port Authority has developed a multi-layered approach to mitigate the 
threat of vehicle borne Improvised explosive devices (VBIED) along the 
terminal frontage areas. This multi-layered approach Includes policy, 
operational, and physical hardening Initiatives. The use of security 
bollards Is one physical hardening Initiative designed to maintain and 
fortify existing standoff distances and provide vehicle antl-ram protection 
along the public roadways In front of the terminals 

The purpose of the security bollard Installation Is to disable a vehicle that 
could potentially be used to transport explosives Inside the terminal 
building. This protective measure would Include crash-rated, concrete^ 
filled steel pipes with covers spaced at appropriate Intervals along the 
terminal frontages and along other landslde terminal areas that can be 
accessed by a vehicle. These physical barriers would supplement 
operational and other security measures already In place or to be added at 
the terminal frontages. 

The project has been coordinated with the Federal Security Director (FSD) 
at JFK and Is consistent with Transportation Security Administration (TSA) 
guidelines for airport security. It Is anticipated that Installation of 
protective measures will occur along the terminal frontages on the arrivals 
and departures levels of each terminal at JFK. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters N/A, gates N/A. and 
baggage facilities N/A. 
2. Number of ticket counters N/A. gates N/A. and baggage facilities N/A 
to be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters N/A. gates N/A. and baggage 
facilities N/A. 
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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. 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 vehicle access to the terminal and operational 
areas. The Port Authority's security program involves several objectives, 
strategies, and initiatives that provide a roadmap for implementation of 
security programs at Port Authority Aviation facilities. These initiatives 
were developed following a threat, vulnerability, and risk assessment 
process the Port Authority conducted to assess the security risk and 
evaluate risk mitigation initiatives. 

The protection of terminal frontages is critical where public roadways 
provide vehicular access to the terminal. This interface between the public 
roadway and the terminal is vulnerable to a VBIED. Law enforcement and 
intelligence assessments continue to indicate that the threat to U.S. civil 
aviation remains significant, and that a VBIED is a threat to our airports. 
The Port Authority has developed a multi-layered approach to mitigate 
VBIED threats along the terminal frontage areas. This multi-layered 
approach includes policy, operational, and physical hardening initiatives. 
One physical hardening initiative, the use of security bollards, is designed 
to maintain and fortify existing standoff distances and provide vehicle anti-
ram protection along the terminal frontage public roadways. 

The purpose of the security bollard installation is to disable a vehicle that 
could potentially be used to transport explosives inside the terminal 
building. This protective measure would include crash-rated, concrete-
filled steel pipes with covers spaced at appropriate intervals along the 
terminal frontages and along other landside terminal areas that can be 
accessed by a vehicle. The scope of work would also include, where 
applicable, the installation of crash-rated gates and barriers at points 
providing vehicle access to terminal loading areas, as well as other 
associated measures. 

The project has been coordinated with the PSD at JFK and is consistent" 
with TSA guidelines for airport security and with the Port Authority's 
security program. It is anticipated that bollards will be installed along the 
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terminal frentages en tOe arrivals and departeres levels efeadh terminal en 
tOe Airpert. 

TOe FSD Oas eertlfied tOat tOls prejeet Is eenslstent wItO tOe Airpert 
Se9urlty Pregram fer JFK. 

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

b. Comments: 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ](gofo8) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 

airports go to 7, ail others go to 8) 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
A999rdlng te Alrperts Ceunell Internatlenal, JFK Is #6 natlenwide fer tetal 
U.S. passenger enplanements and Is #13 werldwide fer tetal passenger 
enplanements. In 2008, tOls Airpert experleneed ever 441,000 alreraft 
mevements frem seOedeled passenger, 90arter, passenger, earge and 
99mmeter eperatlens, resulting In 47.8 mllllen tetal passengers using tOe 
Airpert In 2008. Fereeasts fer passenger grewth at JFK Indleate tOat tOe 
Airpert will grew faster than the natlenal average. A999rdlng te the 2009 
Terminal Area Fereeast, the FAA antl9lpates a 1.7 per9ent natlenal average 
grewth rate fer passenger enplanements. 

Hewever, based en Pert Autherlty prejeetlens, JFK's passenger base Is 
expeeted te grew ever the next ten years an average annual rate of 
2.4 per9ent. This growth will result In the Airpert serving 59.2 million 
annual passengers through 500,143 annual alreraft operations by 2018. 
Although there Is 9urrently a 81-fllghts-per-hour 9ap on S9heduled alr9raft 
operations at JFK, short- and long-term delay redu9tlon Initiatives will 
likely reduee delays and faellltate grewth at JFK. These delay redu9tlon 
Initiatives Inelude the Runway 13R/31L Rehabilitation prejeet and 
assoelated delay reduetlon work; use of fanned headings; and the 
Introduetlon by 2018 of a signlfleant number of Next Generation Air 
Transportation System (NextGen) teehnologleal, operational, and 
proeedural Improvement, whieh will Inerease eapaelty to handle an 
additional 9.1% annual IFR operations aeeording to a FAA/RTCA NextGen 
Task Foree study. These Initiatives will result In Inereased alreraft 
operational eapaelty, underseoring the need for this projeet. 

This projeet Is vitally Important to enhanee the seeurlty posture of JFK. 
New teohnologles will also enable staff to more quiekly evaluate Inoldents 
and to eoneentrate their efforts In areas most prone to Intrusion. The 
addition of seeurlty bollards to the terminal frontage areas will supplement 
the existing seeurlty measures used to proteet passengers on the Airport. 
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As p9rt of oogoiog 990urity improv9m9nt9 9t JFK, a porioiotor 999ority 
proj99t W99 impl9m90t9d by th9 Port Aothority withio th9 p99t thr99 y99r9. 
P9rim9t9r soourity i9 ourrontly being 9nh9no9d through a oombin9tion of 
h9rd9oiog 9nd a multi-l9y9red t99hoologi99l 9ppro99h 9on9i9ting of 
perimoter foneiog, bgrriors, g9te9, 999999 oootrol, lighting, 9urf99e r9d9r, 
fib9r-optie 99n9ing 09bl9, oloeod-oireuit t9l9vieion, 9nd vid90 motion 
d9t9otion. Th9 in9t9ll9tion of tho seourity boll9rd9 provideg a phy9io9l 
bgrrior b9tw99n the publio roedweye and the terminel buildinge. 

The purpoae of the eeeurity bollerd inatailation i9 to dieable a vehiole that 
oould potentially be U9ed to traneport exploaivea inaide the terminal 
building. Thia proteotive meaaure would inolude oraah-rated, oonorete-
filled 9t99l pipea with oovera apaoed at appropriate intervala along the 
terminal frontagea and along other landaide terminal areaa that oan be 
aooeaaed by a vehiole. The aoope of work would alao inolude, where 
applioable, the inatallation of oraah-rated gatea and barriera at pointa 
providing vehiole aooeaa to terminal loading areaa, aa well aa other 
aaaooiated meaaurea. 

The F8D haa oertified that thia projeot ia oonaiatent with the Airport 
8eourity Program for JFK. 

FOR FAA USE 
9. Air safety. Parti 39 [] 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 LDN [ ] 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. RFC OBJECTIVE: 
Th9 obj99tlv9 of th9 proj90t 19 to in9rea99 paaaangar aafoty and anhanoo 
th9 S90urlty of tho Airport by minimizing tho 9xpo9ur9 of airlino and airport 
oporationa to VBIED. 

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: 
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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 AIR criteria (paragraph of Orcier 5100.38_ or 

PGL ); 
[ ] Planning eligible under MP 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 PRC eligibility (explain). 

b. Comments: 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 
January 2011 

ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2014 

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. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 

Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Recap of Disagreements: 
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Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 
FOR FAA USE 

a. Comments: 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $57,000,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $3,000,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $60,000,000 
If the amount of PFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instructions. 

EXISTING AlP FUNDS: 
Grant N/A Grant Funds in Project $0 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AlP FUNDS: $0 

ANTICIPATED AlP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $0 Discretionary $0 Total $0 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AlP FUNDS: $0 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $0 
Local Funds $0 
Other (please specify) $0 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $0 

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

*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING PFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: the public agency provided detailed basis of cost information. This 
detailed information should, at a minimum, provide detail regarding the cost of 
each major project component. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

***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 AlP funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AlP 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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c. Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made 
adequate provision for financing the alrslde needs of the airport, Including 
runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A [ X ] 

d. Comments: 

FOR FAA USE 
a. The amount of PRC recommended for approval will not result in revenue that exceeds the 

amount necessary to finance this project. 

b. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 
YES[ ] N0[ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation; 

c. For any proposed AIR discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support? YES'[ ] NO [ ] 

d. For any proposed AIR funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
CIR? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

e. For project requesting RFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AIR 
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 [ ] 

f. 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 [ ] 

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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 Centralized Aircraft Deicing Facility 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

FOR FAA USE 
RFC Application number: 

1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), New York 

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

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Planning for a Centralized Aircraft Deicing Facility 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project consists of a study to examine the operational and 
infrastructure feasibility of constructing a centralized deicing facility at 
JFK. Specifically, the study will consider sizing, siting, design, aircraft 
access, and vehicle service road considerations. This study is necessary 
to ensure that the centralized deicing facility can be constructed with an 
aircraft deicing fluid collection system that maintains operational safety 
and efficiency while complying with proposed federal (EPA) regulations 
and the State Dept. of Environmental Conservation Stormwater Pollution 
Discharge Elimination System permit requirements and providing 
capability for the Port Authority to address future regulatory requirements. 
The study will also examine impacts to the airport infrastructure, roadway 
network, aircraft operations and avoidance of delays. This project will 
examine the following planning elements for the Centralized Deicing 
Facility: 

• Conceptual Design and Alternative Analysis: $150,000 

• Preliminary Design: $800,000 

This study will examine the taxiway and ramp configurations to optimize 
access to the facility. The study will evaluate infrastructure needs 
associated with a deicing facility, including alternatives to maximize the 
aircraft deicing fluid capture methods associated with the stormwater 
collection system. In addition to access and stormwater collection system 
considerations, the project will also include an assessment of ancillary 
impacts to the existing terminal utility systems that will include a review of: 

• Natural gas 
• Telephone/Communications 
• Electrical 
• Water 
• Sewer 
• Steam 
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Planning for this deicing facility will be completed pursuant to applicable 
FAA Advisory Circular guidelines for deicing facilities. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters N/A. gates N/A. and 
baggage facilities N/A. 
2. Number of ticket counters N/A, gates N/A, and baggage facilities N/A 
to be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters N/A. gates N/A, and baggage 
facilities N/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[ ] 
N0[ ]. 

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. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
In 2008, JFK experienced over 441,000 aircraft movements from scheduled 
passenger, charter, passenger, cargo and commuter operations, resulting 
in 47.8 million total passengers using the Airport in 2008. According to 
FAA statistics, JFK is the 6^" most delayed airport in the nation, with a 
longest average delay time of 56 minutes. Due to the nature of airline 
activity at JFK, delays tend to propagate throughout the entire NAS. 

Aircraft deicing is a critical flight safety issue. Although deicing activities 
at JFK meet all current safety standards, deicing operations are currently 
fragmented, resulting in reduced operational efficiencies as well as 
difficulty in managing spent deicing fluids. Furthermore, it is sometimes 
required for an aircraft to have multiple deicing treatments prior to 
reaching the runway. Centralizing the aircraft deicing would enable a more 
efficient deicing process at JFK and would contribute toward meeting the 
ERA'S anticipated technology-based standard for collection and treatment 
of aircraft deicing fluid. 

This study will consider the operational and infrastructure feasibility of 
constructing a centralized deicing facility at JFK. This is a critical study 
JFK's need to enhance its management of deicing operations. 

The project will result in a planning document that will examine alternatives 
for facility size, maneuvering area for vehicles, access, layout, as well as 
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utility anO 9tormwat9r infra9tr99t9r9 99909 for 09V9loping a 99ntralizing 
09i9ing fa9ility. 

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

b. Comments: 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ](goto8) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 

airports go to 7, ail others go to 8) 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
In 2008, JFK 9xp9ri9n9eO ov9r 441,000 air9raft movamanta from aohaOoloO 
pagaangar, ohartar, paaaangar, oargo anO oommotar oparationa, raaulting 
in 47.8 million total paaaongara oaing tha Airport in 2008. Aooording to 
FAA 9tati8ti08, JFK la tha 8*" moat dalayed airport in tha nation, with a 
longaat avaraga dalay tima of 88 minutaa. Doa to tha natura of airlina 
aotivity at JFK, dalays tend to propagata thro9gho9t tha antira MAS. 

Foraoaata for paaaangar growth at JFK indioata that tha Airport will grow 
faatar than tha national avaraga. Aooording to tha 2009 Tarminal Araa 
Foraoaat, tha FAA antioipataa a 1.7 paroent national avaraga growth rata for 
paaaangar anplanamanta. Howavar, baaad on Port Aothority projaotiona, 
JFK 18 axpaotad to axparianoa an avaraga 2.4 paroant growth rata. By 2018, 
tha Airport i8 axpaotad to aarva 89.2 million annoal paaaangara through 
total airoraft oparationa of 800,143. 

Although tharo la ourrantly an 81-flight-par-hour oap on aohedulad airoraft 
oparationa at JFK, ahort- and long-term delay raduotion initiativea will 
likely reduce delays and facilitate growth at JFK. These delay raduotion 
initiatives include the Reconstruction of Runway 13R-13L and aaaooiatad 
taxiway reconfigurations, which will add four additional oparationa per 
hour; the use of fanned headings; and the introduction by 2018 of Next 
Generation Air Transportation System (NextGan) tachnological, 
operational, and procedural improvements, which will incraaae tha capacity 
of JFK to handle an additional 9.1% annual IFR operations, according to a 
FAA/RTCA NextGan Task Force study. 

In order to support this level of activity, JFK is seeking to optimize its 
operational efficiency by planning for a centralized deicing facility. 
Furthermore, JFK must begin planning for deicing management 
alternatives given impending EPA regulations that would require airports to 
drastically reduce deicing fluid effluent discharge and place greater 
requirements on the Airport to manage fluid use and track the fluid capture 
rate during the deicing season. 
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Thi8 proj88t is eriti88l to ensure the eontinued sefe operetion of eirereft In 
i8y 8onditlon8 8S well as to meet future environmental regulations. This 
study Is neeessary In order to ensure that there Is adequate assess, 
sapaslty to assommodate the demand for alreraft deleing, as well as the 
Infrastrusture support to assommodate a deleing faelllty. It will also 
examine the Impasts of a eentrallzed deleing faelllty on the Infrastrusture 
eurrently In plaee. This projest will examine the following elements for the 
eentrallzed deleing faelllty: 

• Coneeptual Design and Alternative Analysis: $150,000; and, 
• Preliminary Design: $800,000. 

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

LCI [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ ] 
Other (explain) 

Noise. 65 LDN [ ] 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. RFC OBJECTIVE: 
The objestlve of this projest Is to advanoe the planning for a new 
centralized deleing facility at JFK that will enhance safety and operational 
efficiency of the Airport while Improving the Port Authority's ability to 
manage deleing fluid effluent. 

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 PPG 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 AlP criteria (paragraph of Crder 5100.38_ or 

PGL ); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AlP criteria (paragraph of Crder 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; 
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[ ] 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 PRC eligibility (explain). 

b. Comments: 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 
December 2009 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2010 

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. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 

Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Comments: 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: Pay-as-you-go $ 
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Bood C99it9l: $950,000 
Good Fioaociog & loterest: $50,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $1,000,000 
if the amount of RFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instructions. 

EXISTING MP FUNDS: 
Grant #N/A Grant Funds in Projeet $N/A 

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

ANTICIPATED AlP FUNDS (List Each Year Se9arately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement $ Discretionary $ Total $N/A 

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

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $N/A 
Local Funds $N/A 
Other (916886 specify) $N/A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $N/A 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $1,000,000 

*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING PFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: the public agency provided detailed basis of cost information. This 
detailed information should, at a minimum, provide detail regarding the cost of 
each major project component. YES [ ] NO [ ] 

***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 AlP funding. YES[X] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may gualify for AlP 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 reguested amount at a $3.00 
PFC level [ ]. 

c. Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made 
adeguate 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 
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a. The amount of PFC recommended for approval will not result in revenue that exceeds the 
amount necessary to finance this project. 

b. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 
YES[ ] N0[ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

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

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

e. 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 AlP 
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 [ ] 

f. 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 [ ] 

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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 Aiqport Aircraft Ramp Expansion and Hangar Demolition 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

FOR FAA USE 
RFC Application number: 

1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), New York 

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

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Aircraft Ramp Expansion and Hangar Demolition 

4.3. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
The purpose of this project is to conduct demolition work to allow for the 
construction of a new aircraft parking ramp on the southwest quadrant of 
John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK). This new ramp area may also 
be considered as a potential site for a new centralized aircraft deicing 
facility. 

This project will be conducted in two phases. The first phase will consist 
of the demolition of Hangar 12 and Building 94. Hangar 12 and Building 94 
are former aircraft maintenance facilities located in the southwest quadrant 
of JFK. These hangars have been vacant for several years and in recent 
months, safety has become a concern, as the buildings are beginning to 
decay. This project will serve to demolish the hangars so that the aircraft 
ramp can be expanded and a centralized deicing facility can eventually be 
constructed, should a separate study identify this as an appropriate site. 

Phase I of this project will demolish Hangar 12 and Building 94. This 
demolition includes the following: 

1. The removal of the existing 5kv switch gear and return to Port 
Authority; 

2. The placement of perimeter lighting to replace perimeter lighting now 
attached to the hangar; 

3. The erection of a perimeter security fence to convert the area from 
airside to landside for ease of equipment and personnel access and 
cartage of debris; 

4. Abatement of asbestos containing materials; and, 
5. Removal of Lead-based paint. 

This demolition will allow for the expansion of aircraft parking ramps into 
the location of the existing Hangar 12 and Building 94. This phase will 
include all necessary preparation of the site to meet FAA requirements. 
The new ramp area will also be used for overnight parking, swing space, or 
as a hold area during SWAP days and other periods of congestion. A 

Page 1 of 8 FAA Form Revised 03/28/2007 



John F. Kennedy International Airport Aircraft Ramp Expansion and Hangar Demolition 

central delcing facility study could identify this hold area as an appropriate 
location for a delcing facility. 

Hangar 12 and Building 94 will be demolished In accordance with federal 
and state regulations. Accordingly, asbestos abatement and lead-based 
paint removal will be required prior to the commencement of demolition 
activities. Additional environmental work that will be performed Involve 
removing existing heating oil underground storage tanks (USTs), the 
concrete pad, and the drain and oil/water separator that serves Hangar 12. 
An eight-foot tall barbed wire fence will be Installed around the work site's 
perimeter to secure the area In accordance with TSA regulations. The 
existing utility connections for natural gas, electric, sewer, and water will 
be capped In anticipation for the potential future development of a 
centralized delcing facility. 

Once demolition Is completed, the proposed project will Include 
excavation, full-depth concrete pavement, and drainage. The proposed 
aircraft ramp will feature the Installation of new FAA lighting and signage 
that will conform to the requirements of CFR 14 Part 139 Section 311 and 
associated Advisory Circulators for applicable design standards. New 
electrical conduits will be constructed within the footprint of the paved 
areas. 

In addition to the demolition and the drainage modifications, this project 
will Include an Alrport-wlde study of vacant and under-utilized facilities that 
are located adjacent to the Airport Operations Area (AOA). The purpose of 
this evaluation Is to Identify buildings that could be demolished and their 
present functions relocated to other facilities on the Airport. It Is 
anticipated that the functional uses of a number of existing buildings 
adjacent to the AOA could be relocated to one or more consolidated 
facilities on the Airport. This would allow additional building demolition, 
further freeing up aircraft parking and ramp space. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters N/A, gates N/A, and 
baggage facilities N/A. 
2. Number of ticket counters N/A, gates N/A, and baggage facilities 
to be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters N/A, gates N/A, and baggage 
facilities N/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 I ]. 
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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. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION; 
According to Airports Council International, JFK is #6 nationwide for total 
U.S. passenger enplanements and is #13 worldwide for total passenger 
enplanements. In 2008, this Airport experienced over 441,000 aircraft 
movements from scheduled passenger, charter, passenger, cargo, and 
commuter operations, resulting in 47.8 million total passengers using the 
Airport in 2008. According to FAA statistics, JFK is the 6**^ most delayed 
airport in the nation, with a longest average delay time of 56 minutes. Due 
to the nature of airline activity at JFK, delays tend to propagate throughout 
the entire MAS. 

Forecasts for passenger growth at JFK indicate that the Airport will grow 
faster than the national average. According to the 2009 Terminal Area 
Forecast, the FAA anticipates a 1.7% national average growth rate for 
passenger enplanements. However, based on Port Authority projections, 
JFK is expected to experience an average 2.4% growth rate. By 2018, the 
Airport is expected to serve 59.2 million annual passengers through total 
aircraft operations of 500,143. 

Hangar 12 and Building 94 have been vacant for several years and in recent 
months, the buildings have begun to decay, causing a safety concern that 
must be addressed. This project will serve to demolish the hangars for 
safety considerations. The demolished space will then enable the aircraft 
ramp to be expanded and a centralized deicing facility to eventually be 
constructed, should a separate study identify this as an appropriate site. 

The expanded apron will give delayed aircraft a safe place to hold, allowing 
aircraft that are not delayed to continue to taxi to the runway for their 
scheduled departures, thereby reducing taxi times and associated delays. 

Moreover, the demolition of Hangar 12 and Building 94, along with utility 
and drainage modifications, will provide infrastructure improvements in 
order to support a long-term potential development of a centralized aircraft 
deicing facility within these areas should a separate study identify this as 
an appropriate site. 

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

b. Comments: 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ](goto8) 
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$4.00[ ] $4.50[X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 
airports go to 7, all others go to 8) 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
According to Airports Council International, JFK Is #6 nationwide for total 
U.S. passenger enplanements and Is #13 worldwide for total passenger 
enplanements. In 2008, this Airport experienced over 441,000 aircraft 
movements from scheduled passenger, charter, passenger, cargo and 
commuter operations, resulting In 47.8 million total passengers using the 
Airport In 2008. According to FAA statistics, JFK Is the 6'" most delayed 
airport In the nation, with a longest average delay time of 56 minutes. Due 
to the nature of airline activity at JFK, delays tend to propagate throughout 
the entire MAS. 

Forecasts for passenger growth at JFK Indicate that the Airport will grow 
faster than the national average. According to the 2009 Terminal Area 
Forecast, the FAA anticipates a 1.7% national average growth rate for 
passenger enplanements. However, based on Port Authority projections, 
JFK Is expected to experience an average 2.4% growth rate. By 2018, the 
Airport Is expected to serve 59.2 million annual passengers through total 
aircraft operations of 500,143. 

Although there Is currently a 81 -scheduled-flights-per-hour cap on aircraft 
operations at JFK, short- and long-term delay reduction Initiatives will 
likely reduce delays and facilitate growth at JFK. These delay reduction 
Initiatives Include the Runway 13R-31L Rehabilitation project; use of 
fanned headings, and the Introduction by 2018 of a significant number of 
Next Generation Air Transportation System (NextGen) technological, 
operational, and procedural Improvements, which will Increase capacity to 
handle an additional 9.1% annual IFR operations according to a FAA/RTCA 
NextGen Task Force study. These Initiatives will result In Increased aircraft 
operational capacity, underscoring the need for this project. 

Although the project Is not a delay reduction Initiative It will provide FAA 
Air Traffic Controllers a safe location to direct aircraft to hold that have 
been delayed for departure due to weather or sequencing Issues. The 
expanded apron will give delayed aircraft a place to hold, allowing aircraft 
that are not delayed to continue to taxi to the runway for their scheduled 
departures, thereby reducing taxi times and associated delays. 

Moreover, the demolition of Hangar 12 and Building 94, along with utility 
and drainage modifications, will provide Infrastructure Improvements In 
order to support a long-term potential development of a centralized aircraft 
delcing facility within these areas should a separate study Identify this as 
an appropriate site. 
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FOR FAA USE 
a. Air safety. Pad 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 LDN [ ] 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. RFC OBJECTIVE: 
The primary objective of this project is to construct an aircraft ramp that 
will be utilized by FAA Air Traffic Controllers for delay reduction and other 
periods of congestion at JFK. Another objective is to demolish the existing 
Hangar 12 and Building 94 due to safety concerns over the ageing 
infrastructure. 

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 AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL ); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AlP 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: 
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10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 
December 2008 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2011 

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. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 

Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Comments: 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $14,250,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $750,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $15,000,000 
If the amount of PFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instructions. 
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EXISTING AlP FUNDS: 
Goant #N/A Goant Fonda in Pooject $N/A 

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

ANTICIPATED AlP FUNDS (List Each Yeao Se9aoately): 
Fiscal Yeao: Entitlaonent $ Discoetionary $ Total $N/A 

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

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $N/A 
Local Funds $N/A 
Other (9lease S9eclfy) $N/A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $N/A 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $15,000,000 

*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING PFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: the 9ublio agency 9rovided detailed basis of cost information. This 
detailed Information should, at a minimum, 9rovide detail regarding the cost of 
each major 90oject com9onent. YES [ ] NO [ ] 

***PROJECT REQUESTING PFC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
a. Project costs cannot be 9aid for from funds reasonably ex9ected to be 
available through AlP funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the 90oject may qualify for AlP funding, the 9ubllc 
agency would 9refer that the FAA 6990070 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 toans9ortation 9rojects. The 9ublic agency has made 
adequate 9rovision for financing the aloside needs of the air9ort, including 
runways, taxiways, a90ons, and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A [ X ] 

d. Comments. 

FOR FAA USE 
a. The amount of PFC recommended for approval will not result in revenue that exceeds the 

amount necessary to finance this project. 

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

c. For any proposed AIR discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support? YES [ ] NO [ ] 
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d. For any proposed AlP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
CIP? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

e. 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 AlP 
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 [ ] 

f. 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 [ ] 

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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 Reconstniction of Runway 13R-31L 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

FOR FAA USE 
RFC 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 of Runway 13R-31L 

4.8. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project consists of the reconstruction of Runway 13R-31L and the 
construction of related aeronautical infrastructure improvements that will 
increase operational efficiencies and reduce air traffic delays at JFK. The 
runway is currently 14,572 feet long by 150 feet wide and was originally 
constructed in 1948. The runway was originally 200 feet wide for 9,400 feet, 
with the west end where it is today. The runway was subsequently 
extended twice, each time at a shorter width of 150 feet to accommodate 
Group V aircraft; the original pavement is currently maintained as runway 
shoulder. 

This project will repave the existing asphalt runway with concrete and 
widen the runway from 150 feet to 200 feet to meet Group VI standards. In 
addition, improvements to the entirety of Runway 13R-31L include: new 
runway lighting and electrical infrastructure; new electrical feeds; 
associated modification to the switch houses; widening of taxiway 
intersections; shoulder overlays; new navigational aids; accommodations 
for future navigation aids, and regrading of runway safety areas. Taxiway 
improvements will include construction of new Taxiway KC, the extension 
of Taxiways KK and KD, modifications to Taxiways PF, PE and K, and 
construction of new Taxiways PD, J A, JB and Z. 

The project will also relocate the R/W 13R threshold 563 feet, while 
maintaining the R/W 31L threshold at its current location. This will enable 
better operational flow and reduce the need for longer taxiing. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters N/A, gates N/A, and 
baggage facilities N/A. 
2. Number of ticket counters N/A, gates N/A. and baggage facilities N/A 
to be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters N/A, gates N/A, and baggage 
facilities N/A. 
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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 [ ] 
N0[ ]. 
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. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
This project is criticai to increase operationai efficiency and meet the 
needs of aircraft currently operating and projected to operate at JFK. 
Runway 13R-31L measures 14,572 feet by 150 feet. R/W 13R-31L is one of 
the iongest runways in the northeast, and along with R/W 13L-31R, is one 
of the two primary use runways on JFK. The runway is equipped for 
Category I ILS approaches on the Runway 31L end and handles about a 
third of the airport's annual operations, inciuding more than half of all daily 
departures. Approximately 441,000 operations occurred at JFK in 2008. 

This project is essentiai to maintain the operationai efficiency of this 
Runway. The existing asphait pavement on Runway 13R-31L is nearing the 
end of its service iife. A Constructabiiity and Life Cycle Analysis was 
performed by the Port Authority. This anaiysis supported and justified the 
decision to reconstruct the existing asphalt runway surface with concrete. 
A concrete runway is anticipated to have a service iife of approximately 40 
years. In comparison, an asphait surface for this runway with this ievel of 
utiiization is projected to have an eight-year service life. 

The use of concrete wili resuit in an estimated savings of $500 miilion in 
life cycle costs (maintenance and rehabilitation) over the 40-year design iife 
of the pavement. This is the first time that concrete wiil be used to surface 
a runway at one of the Port Authority's airports. The materials and 
methods proposed for this project have been used successfully at other 
major airports that have environmentai conditions and aircraft operations 
similar to JFK. Upgrading of lighting and eiectricai infrastructure as weil as 
restoring the grading associated with the RSA wiii also be performed under 
this contract. 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Is justification adequate? YES [ ] NO [ 
b. Comments: 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ](goto8) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 

airports go to 7, aii others go to 8) 
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7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
A999rOing t9 Alrp9rt8 C9un9ll I9t8r99ti9n9l, JFK i8 #6 n9ti99wi09 f9r t9t9l 
U.S. P98899g9r 89pl999m9nt8 990 18 #13 W9rl0wl09 f9r t9t9l P9889ng9r 
99pl999m9nt8. In 2008, thi8 Airp9rt 9xp9ri9n990 9V9r 441,000 9ir9r9ft 
m9vem8nt8 fr9m S9h90ul90 p9889ng9r, 9h9rt8r, p9SS8ng9r, 99rg9 gnO 
99mmut9r 9p9r9ti9n8, r98ulting in 47.8 miMl9n t9t9l pgssenggrs U8lng th9 
Alrp9rt in 2008. Ac99rOing t9 FAA 8t9ti8ti98, in 2008 JFK W98 th9 6^^ m98t 
09l9y90 9irp9rt in th9 99099, with 9 i9ng98t gvgrggg delgy tim9 9f 86 
minut8s. Du9 t9 the neture 9f girline 99tivity et JFK, Oeleys tend t9 
prepgggte threugheut the entire NAS. 

Fereeests fer peeeenger grewth et JFK indieete thet the Airpert wili grew 
f98ter then the natienel average. AeperOing te the 2009 Terminal Area 
Fereeaet, the FAA antieipatee a 1.7% natienal average grewth rate fer 
paesenger enplanemente. Hewever, based en Pert Autherity prejeetiens, 
JFK is exp99teO te experienee an average 2.4% grewth rate. By 2018, the 
Airpert is expeeted te serve 89.2 millien annual passengers threugh tetal 
aircraft eperatiens ef 800,143. 

Altheugh there is currently a 81 -flights-per-heur cap en scheduled aircraft 
eperatiens at JFK, shert- and ieng-term delay reductien initiatives wili 
Ii8ely reduce delays and facilitate grewth at JFK. in additien te the delay 
reductiens asseciated with this preject, initiatives include: use ef fanned 
headings and the intreductien by 2018 ef a significant number ef Next 
Generatien Air Transpertatien System (NextGen) technelegical, 
eperatienal, and precedural imprevements, which will increase capacity te 
handle an additienal 9.1% annual IFR eperatiens accerding te a FAA/RTCA 
NextGen Tas8 Ferce study. These initiatives will result in increased aircraft 
eperatienal capacity, underscering the need fer this preject. 

In erder tc suppert this level ef activity, all runways at JFK must be fully 
eperatienal and net subject tc lead restrictiens that weuld censtrain the 
types ef aircraft er number ef eperatiens that eccur en any ef the runways. 
A censtraint en any runway weuld have a ripple effect that weuld impact 
ether airperts in the New Yerk Regien and airperts thrcugheut the natien. 

This preject is critical te ensure the centinued unrestricted utilizatien ef 
R/W 13R-31L. This runway currently measures 14,872 feet by 180 feet and 
is equipped with a Categery I ILS. R/W 13R-31L, aleng with R/W 13L-31R, 
are the primary use runways at JFK. The runway width expansien will 
enable the runway te accemmcdate the A 380 and ether Grcup VI aircraft. 
There are eight passenger air carriers and air carge carriers currently 
eperating at JFK whe have taken er will be taking delivery ef the A380. In 
erder te accemmcdate the A380 and the airlines that will eperate the 
aircraft, it is imperative te cemplete this preject te ensure that the Airpert is 
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capable of meeting the required demands of the airlines and the traveling 
pubiic. 

The existing asphalt pavement on Runway 13R-31L is nearing the end of its 
service life. This project seeks to minimize deiays resuiting from 
worsening runway conditions. Parts of the project wiil be conducted 
during off-peak hours, while aspects will be conducted during peak hours 
Much of the work wiil be conducted while the runway is compietely shut 
down. The traffic that occurs during these times of construction wiil be 
routed to other available runways. If the project is not performed, the 
wearing surface of the pavement will continue to degrade, resulting in more 
frequent and costly repairs, and a more compiex and iengthy 
reconstruction that wiii seriousiy impact the airlines and the NAS. 

The proposed pavement overiay not only preserves the surface pavement 
but will also prevent deterioration and subsequent damage to the pavement 
sub-grade. The concrete overlay will ensure the continued use of this 
runway. Faiiure to implement this rehabiiitation at this time couid result in 
a much more costly and disruptive fuil-depth reconstruction resulting in 
the loss of significant capacity during inclement weather conditions, not 
only for JFK but also for LGA and EWR as well. 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Air safety. Pad 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 LDN [ ] Other (explain) 

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

b. Comnients: 

8. RFC OBJECTIVE; 
The objective of this project is to reconstruct the pavement of Runway 13R-
31L in order to maintain operational efficiency and to accommodate Group 
VI aircraft at JFK. The project will also upgrade the lighting and electricai 
infrastructure, and restore the grading associated with the RSA. 

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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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 AIR criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL ); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AlP 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 RFC eligibility (explain), 
b. Comments: 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 
June 2009 

ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2011 

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. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 

Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
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R609P of Di899reennents: 
Publio Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Comments; 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS:, Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $285,000,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $15,000,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $300,000,000 
If the amount of PFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instructions. 

EXISTING AlP FUNDS: 
Grant #N/A Grant Funds In Project $0 

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

ANTICIPATED AlP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: 2010 Entitlement: $0 Discretionary: $3,824,000 Total: $3,824,000 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AlP FUNDS: $3,824,000 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $0 
Local Funds $0 
Other: American Recovery and Reinvestment Act: $15,000,000 

Port Authority Capital Funds: $17,768,000 
Letter of Intent: $89,100,000 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $121,868,000 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $ 425,692,000 

*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING PFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: the public agency provided detailed basis of cost Information. This 
detailed Information should, at a minimum, provide detail regarding the cost of 
each major project component. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

***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 AlP funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

Page 6 of 7 FAA Form Revised 03/28/2007 



John F. Kennedy International Airport Reconstniction of Runway 13R-31L 

b. If the FAA determine8 th9t the projeot may qualify for AlP funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match to be 
collected at a $4.50 RFC level [ X ] OR the entire reque8ted amount at a $3.00 
RFC level [ ]. 

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

d. Comments. 

FOR FAA USE, 
a. The amount of PFC recommended for approval will not result In revenue that exceeds the 

amount necessary to finance this project. 
b. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 

YES [ ] NO [ ]. If YES, list the schedule for Implementation: 
c. For any proposed AlP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support? YES [ ] NO [ ] 
d. For any proposed AlP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
CIP? YES [ ] NO [ ] 
e. 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 AlP 
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 [ ] 

f. Comments. 

15. BACK-UF FINANCING FLAN: 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 [ ] 

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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 Security Enhancements 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

FOR FAA USE 
PRC 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): 
Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical Protection of Terminal 
Building Frontages 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
The Port Authority has developed a multi-layered approach to mitigate the 
threat of vehicle borne improvised explosive devices (VBIED) along the 
terminal frontage areas. This multi-layered approach includes policy, 
operational, and physical hardening initiatives. The use of security 
bollards is one physical hardening initiative designed to maintain and 
fortify existing standoff distances and provide vehicle anti-ram protection 
along the public roadways in front of the terminals. 

The purpose of the security bollard installation is to disable a vehicle that 
could potentially be used to transport explosives inside the terminal 
building. This protective measure would include crash-rated, concrete-
filled steel pipes with covers spaced at appropriate intervals along the 
terminal frontages and along other landside terminal areas that can be 
accessed by a vehicle. These physical barriers would supplement 
operational and other security measures already in place or to be added at 
the terminal frontages. 

The project has been coordinated with the Federal Security Director (FSD) 
at LGA and is consistent with Transportation Security Administration (TSA) 
guidelines for airport security. It is anticipated that installation of 
protective measures will occur along the terminal frontages on the arrivals 
and departures levels of each terminal at LGA. Security bollards have 
already been installed at the Marine Air Terminal and installation is 
currently underway at the Central Terminal Building. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters N/A. gates N/A, and 
baggage facilities N/A. 
2. Number of ticket counters N/A, gates N/A, and baggage facilities 
to be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters N/A. gates and baggage 
facilities N/A. 
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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: 
• O 

5. 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 vehicle access to the terminal and operational 
areas. Port Authority's security program involves several objectives, 
strategies, and initiatives that provide a roadmap for implementation of 
security programs at Port Authority Aviation facilities. These initiatives 
were developed following a threat, vulnerability, and risk assessment 
process the Port Authority conducted to assess the security risk and 
evaluate risk mitigation initiatives. 

The protection of terminal frontages is critical where public roadways 
provide vehicular access to the terminal. This interface between the public 
roadway and the terminal is vulnerable to a VBIED. Law enforcement and 
intelligence assessments continue to indicate that the threat to U.S. civil 
aviation remains significant, and that a VBIED is a threat to our airports. 
The Port Authority has developed a multi-layered approach to mitigate 
VBIED threats along the terminal frontage areas. This multi-layered 
approach includes policy, operational, and physical hardening initiatives. 
One physical hardening initiative, the use of security bollards, is designed 
to maintain and fortify existing standoff distances and provide vehicle anti-
ram protection along the terminal frontage public roadways. 

The purpose of the security bollard installation is to disable a vehicle that 
could potentially be used to transport explosives inside the terminal 
building. This protective measure would include crash-rated, concrete-
filled steel pipes with covers spaced at appropriate intervals along the 

-terminal frontages and along other landside terminal areas that can be 
accessed by a vehicle. The scope of work would also include, where 
applicable, the installation of crash-rated gates and barriers at points 
providing vehicle access to terminal loading areas, as well as other 
associated measures. 

The project has been coordinated with the PSD at LGA and is consistent 
with TSA guideiines for airport security and with the Airport security 
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program. It is anticipated that bollards will be installed along the terminal 
frontages on the arrivals and departures levels of each terminal on the 
Airport. 

The FSD has certified that this project is consistent with the Airport 
Security Program for LGA. 

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

b. Comments; 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to 8) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 

airports go to 7, all others go to 8) 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
In 2008, this Airport experienced over 379,000 aircraft movements from 
scheduled passenger, charter, passenger, cargo and commuter operations, 
resulting in over 23 million total passengers using the Airport in 2008. This 
places LGA as #22 in the nation and #26 #26 worldwide for commercial 
passenger enplanements, according to Airports Council International. 
According to the 2009 Terminal Area Forecast, the FAA anticipates a 1.7 
percent national average growth rate for passenger enplanements. 
However, based on Port Authority projections, LGA's passenger base is 
expected to grow over the next ten years at an average annual growth rate 
of 2.2 percent. This growth will result in the Airport serving 27.5 million 
annual passengers by 2018. 

This project is vitally important to enhance the security posture of LGA. 
New technologies will also enable staff to more quickly evaluate incidents 
and to concentrate their efforts in areas most prone to intrusion. The 
addition of security bollards to the terminal frontage areas will supplement 
the existing security measures used to protect passengers on the Airport. 

As part of ongoing security improvements at LGA, a perimeter security 
project was implemented by the Port Authority within the past three years. 
Perimeter security is currently being enhanced 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 installation of the security bollards provides a physical 
barrier between the public roadways and the terminal buildings. 

The purpose of the security bollard installation is to disable a vehicle that 
could potentially be used to transport explosives inside the terminal 
building. This protective measure would include crash-rated, concrete-
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filled steel pipes with covers spaced at appropriate intervals along the 
terminal frontages and along other landside terminal areas that can be 
accessed by a vehicle. The scope of work would also include, where 
applicable, the installation of crash-rated gates and barriers at points 
providing vehicle access to terminal loading areas, as well as other 
associated measures. 

The FSD has certified that this project is consistent with the Airport 
Security Program for LGA. 

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 LDN [ ] 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. RFC OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of the project is to increase passenger safety and enhance 
the security of the Airport by minimizing the exposure of airline and airport 
operations to VBIED. 

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 AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL J; 
[ ] Planning eligible under AlP 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; 
[ j Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. Check one of the 
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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 PRC eligibility (explain). 

b. Comments: 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE; 
October 2007 

ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2014 

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. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 

Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Comments: 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 
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PFC FUNDS: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $26,220,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $1,380,000 

SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $27,600,000 
If the amount of PFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instructions. 

EXISTING AlP FUNDS: 
Grant # LGA-3-36-0068-125-08 Phase I ($2,260,000) 

LGA 3-36-0068-128-09 Phase II ($1,262,767) 
LGA 3-36-0068-129-09 Phase II ($2,627,206) 

Grant Funds in Project $6,149,973 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AlP FUNDS: $ 6,149,973 
ANTICIPATED AlP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $0 Discretionary $0 Total $0 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AlP FUNDS: $6,149,973 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $0 
Local Funds $0 
Other (please specify) $0 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $0 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $33,749,973 

*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING PFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: the public agency provided detailed basis of cost information. This 
detailed information should, at a minimum, provide detail regarding the cost of 
each major project component. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

"^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 AlP funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AlP 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 ] 
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d. Comments. 

FOR FAA USE 
a. The amount of RFC recomrnended for approval will not result in revenue that exceeds the 

amount necessary to finance this project. 

b. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 
YES[ ] N0[ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation; 

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

d. For any proposed AIR funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
CIR? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

e. For project requesting RFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Rroject costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AIR 
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 [ ] 

f. 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 [ ] Rartially Approve [ ] Disapprove [ ] 

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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 Rehabilitation of Runway 4-22 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

FOR FAA USE 
RFC Applicgtion 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): 
Rehabilitation of Runway 4-22 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
The purpose of this project is to rehabilitate the non-deck portion of the 
asphalt pavement on Runway 4-22 and its associated taxiways. 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 sub-grade, and to accommodate the loads from 
aircraft currently serving LGA and from aircraft projected to operate at the 
Airport in the future. 

The project will also include replacement of the runway in-pavement 
centerline lights, touchdown zone lights, and edge lights; the installation of 
in-pavement runway guard lights on all aircraft holding bays; and the 
installation of taxiway centerline lights up to the hold lines for each exit 
taxiway. Along with the new fixtures, the lighting improvements include 
new conduit, cable and regulators; associated improvements to the airfield 
lighting vault; and an upgraded airfield lighting control panel. The project 
will also update marking and signage and improvements to the airfield 
drainage system. 

The cost breakdown for the major components of the Rehabilitation of 
Runway 4-22 is estimated to be: 

• Runway and Taxiway Pavement: $16,000,000 
• Airfield Lighting and Electrical Distribution System: $28,500,000 
• Storm Drainage: $1,025,000 
• Marking and Signage: , $1,025,000 
• Total Project: $46,550,000 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters N/A, gates N/A, and 
baggage facilities N/A. 
2. Number of ticket counters N/A, gates N/A. and baggage facilities N/A 
to be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters N/A. gates and baggage 
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facilities N/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. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
This project Is critical to ensure the continued utilization of Runway 4-22 
and its associated taxiways. Runway 4-22 measures 7,000 feet by 150 feet 
and is paved with asphalt for approximately 5,000 feet. The remaining 
2,000 feet is concrete that is part of the deck which extends into Flushing 
Bay. The concrete portion of the runway is not included with this project. 
The runway is equipped with a Category IILS approach. 

The asphalt concrete on Runway 4-22 was paved in 1994 and the keel 
section was overlaid in 2000. The runway is routinely inspected and crack 
sealed as required in accordance with LGA's Pavement Management Plan. 
However, routine maintenance is becoming more frequent as recent 
inspections have shown the pavement to be exhibiting age related stress 
and associated deterioration. It is apparent that routine maintenance will 
no longer be sufficient to sustain the pavement in a safe condition. 

As a result, pavement rehabilitation is required that will replace the existing 
wearing course with revitalized asphalt pavement to preserve the structural 
section of the runway pavement and permit safe and efficient aircraft 
operations. By rehabilitating the runway 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 needed basis, but an 
overall pavement reconstruction is not required at this time. 

While the runway and associated taxiway pavements are closed for 
construction, the airfield lighting systems will be upgraded with modern 
lighting system components. This includes replacement of the runway in-
pavement centerline lights, touchdown zone lights and edge lights; the 
installation of in-pavement runway guard lights on all aircraft holding bays; 
and the installation of taxiway centerline lights up to the hold lines for each 
exit taxiway. Runway guard lights will be installed at key runway/taxi way 
intersections in support of the future establishment of a Surface Movement 
Guidance and Control System (SMGCS) Plan. By expanding the centerline 
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9nd t9xiw9y 9dg9 lighting 9y8tem9, 9irfl9ld 99f9ty 9nd 9ffl9l9n9y will b9 
9nh9n99d by pr9viding 9dditi9n9i l9w-vi9ibility t9xiw9y r9ut99 t9 th9 9ir 
99rri9r8 during SMGC8 9p9r9ti9h8 t9 reduoe th9 p9t9nti9l 9f runwgy 
in9ur8i9n9. 

Th9 lighting impr9V9m9nts 9l99 in9lude n9w 99nduit, 99bl9 gnd r9gul9t9rs; 
98S99iat9d impr9V9m9nt8 t9 the airfield lighting vault; and the airfield 
lighting 99ntr9l panel will be upgraded with medern eempenente. The 
pr9je9t will ai89 update marking and signage and inelude imprevements t9 
the airfield drainage system. 

Witheut this pr9je9t, the runway pavement will 99ntinue t9 degrade and 
subsequently deterierate the pavement subgrade. If this 999urs, the 
pavement will require a full-depth re99n9tru9ti9n that will require 
signifi9antly more time and expense than would be required for the 
rehabilitation. Furthermore, a full-depth reeonstruetion will result in 
extended runway 9losures and major 9ongestion impiieations for the New 
York Airport 8ystem as well as the National Air9pa9e 8ystem (NA8). 

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

b. Comments: 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (goto8) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 

airports goto 7, ail others go to 8) 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
A99ording to Airports Couneil International, in 2008 LGA was ranked #22 
nationwide for total U.S. passenger enplanements and is #26 worldwide for 
total passenger enplanements. in 2008, this Airport experieneed over 
379,000 aireraft movements from seheduled passenger, eharter, passenger, 
eargo and 9ommuter operations, resulting in over 23 million total 
passengers using the Airport in 2008. On average, approximately 600 
aireraft operations 099ur on Runway 4-22 eaeh day. At present, LGA is a 
slot eontroiled Airport with over 1,250 aireraft operations per day. 

A99ording to FAA statisties, LGA is the 3"^" most delayed airport in the 
nation, with a longest average delay time of 56 minutes. Due to the nature 
of airline aetivity at LGA, delays tend to propagate throughout the entire 
NA8. As a result, any projeet undertaken at LGA that prevents or reduees 
delay benefits the entire NA8. 
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With only two intersecting runways, the options for pavement rehabilitation 
at the Airport are very limited. Taking a runway out of service would result 
in flight delays and added congestion affecting air travel nationwide. This 
effect has been demonstrated at a national level on several occasions in 
the past when unavoidable construction/repairs, aircraft incidents, or 
periods of extreme weather required closure of LGA runways. 

This project is designed to avoid any such nationwide system delays. The 
pavement is structurally sound and can be rehabilitated without a lengthy 
construction period. 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 FAA USE 
a. Air safety. Pad 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 LDN [ ] 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. PFC OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of this project is preserve the pavement on Runway 4-22 and 
its associated taxiways in order to avoid a more lengthy and costly 
pavement reconstruction that would result in significant operational 
impacts at LGA, other airports in the New York/New Jersey Region, and in 
the entire NAS. The project will also improve associated airfield lighting, 
drainage, marking, and signage improving safety. 

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: 
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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 AIR criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL ): 
[ ] Planning eligible under AlP 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); 
[ j 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 RFC eligibility (explain). 

b. Comments: 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 
February 2009 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2011 

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. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Recap of Disagreements: 
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Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Comments: 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $46,550,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $2,450,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $49,000,000 
if the amount of PFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instructions. 

EXISTING AlP FUNDS: 
Grant #N/A Grant Funds in Project $N/A 

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

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

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AlP 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: $49,000,000 

*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING PFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: the public agency provided detailed basis of cost information. This 
detailed information should, at a minimum, provide detail regarding the cost of 
each major project component. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

***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 AlP funding. YES[X]NO[] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AlP 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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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. The amount of PRC recommended for approval will not result in revenue that exceeds the 

amount necessary to finance this project. 

b. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 
YES[ ] N0[ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

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

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

e. For project requesting PRC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AlP 
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 [ ] 

f. 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 [ ] 

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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P99senger Facility Ch9rge Application TOE HHtT AlflMOBnY OF NY& NJ 

SECTION 3 

Crisis Command Center/Police & Airfield Rescue and 
Firefighting Facility (ARFF) - Amended 

LaGuardia Airport Section 3 - Crisis Command Center/Police & ARFF - Amended 



LaGuardia Airport Crisis Command Center/Police and ARFF Facility - Amended 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

FOR FAA USE 
RFC 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): 
Crisis Command Center/Police & Airfield Rescue and Firefighting Facility 
(ARFF) - Amended 

4.3. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

ORIGINAL PROJECT DESCRIPTION FROM 2006 APPLICATION 

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 and construction is estimated to 
begin in early 2007. 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: 

• ARFF 6,200 sq. ft. 
• Police 14,500 sq. ft. 
• Lockers 10,700 sq.ft. 
• Bays 12,000 sq. ft. 
• Building Service 1.900 so. ft. 
• TOTAL 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 
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futor9 9xp908i9n. Th9 F99ility will 9l89 h9089 Alrp9rt m9olt9rlng 9nd 
990imool99tl9ns 9qolpm90t n999SS9ry t9 sopp9rt 9ll m9on9r 9f S99orlty 
9od 9m9rg9n9y slto9tl9ns. 

Th9 F99lllty will h90S9 th9 P9II99 99mm9od 9t LGA, th9 ARFF f9r th8 
9lrp9rt, 9 Crisis C90im9od Csntsr f9r th9 999rdln9tl9o 9od msnsgsmsnt 9f 
responses t9 9lrp9rt 8m8rg909les. Ths f99lllty pr9vld9s a p9ll98 dssk f9r 
publl9 mt8rf999 with ths P9II98, m9nlt9rlng 9f S99urlty sod 8merg8n9y 
respooss systsms, dete9tlve's 9ffl9es, juvsnlls sod sdult d8tentl90 99lls, K-
9 f99llltl9S, bl9y9l8 P9tr9l f99llltl9S, I99k9rs, SOd 9th9r 099988917 st9r9g8 
god 9fflc8 grggs supp9rtlng p9ll98 fun9tl9ns. 

Th9 ARFF fuo9tl9n Is 9999mm9d9t8d by ggrsgs bsys f9r 9m9rgen9y 
r9sp9nse vehl9l8S, ARFF p9rs9nn8i equlpoisot st9r9g9, 99mm9nd sod 
99ntr9i f99lllty, p9rs9no8l l99kers, physl99l 99ndltl9nlng f99lllty, 
m89h9nl99l sod 8l89trl99l utility r99ms; 9m9rg9n9y g9n8r9t9r, god, 
99mput8r r99m. 

10 t9rms 9f fun9tl909llty, th9 ARFF 9m9rg809y resp9n88 fun9tl9ns srs 
pr9vld8d by ths P9rt Auth9rlty's P9ll9e Dspsrtmsnt, with 9ffl98rs bslog 
9r98s-tr9ln8d t9 hsndls th9S8 sp89l9llz9d nssds. Ths 09w ARFF Is l999t9d 
9l9S8r t9 th9 Int8rs89tl90 9f th9 Alrp9rt's tw9 runwsys thgn th9 9xlstlng 
f99lllty, thus redu9log r9sp90S8 timss t9 must 9f th9 slrflsld. Ths 08w 
f99lllty Is l999ted 9t 9 rsmuts area of tho Airport, with llmltsd publl9 9098ss 
to 9V9ld 9onfll9ts with pgsssngsr opsrstlons. On tho publlo sido of tho 
Fsolllty, vohloulsr soooss Is provldod by a two-lone, bl-dlrectlonsi rosdwgy 
whieh 990 be esslly monitored sod eontrolled to further protoot the Fsolllty. 
The fgolllty Is served by severs I Isyers of redundsnt servlees so thst It csn 
eontlnue unimpeded operstlons throughout emergeneles, Inoluding loss of 
normsl power god 99mmunlo9tlons. 

NEW PROJECT DESCRIPTION FOR THE 2009 APPLICATION 

The Port Authority is seeking an amendment of $24,900,000 to this 
appiication due to increased projects costs resuiting from the introduction 
of new project elements and time-inflated changes in cost estimates since 
the original budget allocation. 

Since the 2006 PFC application, new project elements have introduced 
unanticipated costs. Specificaiiy the construction of the ARFF facility has 
required aeronautical improvements to the areas surrounding the Facility, 
including the realignment of west side taxiways and the restricted vehicular 
service road adjacent to the new Facility will need to be implemented. The 
construction work and footprint of the new Crisis Command Center and 
ARFF Facility has impacted these aeronautical areas. The work will allow 
the airport to meet Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) standards and 
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improve the overall airfield functionality. In addition, the planned Interior 
area for the facility has Increased from 45,300 square feet to 47,000 square 
feet, resulting In greater costs for construction. The facility also needed to 
meet significantly heightened security requirements, resulting In Increases 
In police staffing and accommodation of additional federal agencies and 
equipment. As a result, designs were adjusted to expand the size of the 
facility. 

The project also has a high degree of cost risk and complexity due to the 
required collocation and unified function of 24 technology systems 
Including White House Communications, Fire Fighting, Policing Systems 
such as Live Scan and Online Booking, Building Support Systems Radio 
Systems such as 800MHZ and UHF and VHF Bands, and Security Systems, 
such as Computerized Access Control, and Perimeter Intrusion Detection, 
and CCTV Surveillance. 

In addition to these new project elements, project costs have Increased 
since the original budget estimates due to Inflation and the natural trend 
for Increasing construction costs. The original budget and construction 
bids were developed In 2003: over the past six years construction costs 
have Increased due to Inflation and from a nationally-recognized trend of 
Increased costs of materials and labor. From 2006-2008 the region was 
experiencing a significant Increase In construction activity and there was a 
worldwide Increase In costs for construction materials. As a result, many 
of the agency's construction contract bids resulted In bids that were higher 
than engineer's estimates. The same was true of the ARFF building 
contract. 

Project authorization Is being sought for realignment of west side taxiways 
and restricted vehicular service road adjacent to the new facility. The 
footprint of the PCCC and ARFF building Impacted these aeronautical 
areas. In addition to the replacement of the portion of T/W Y; the FAA, as 
part of a request for modification of standard ("MOS"), also requested 
modification to T/W D, F, Y, WY, AA and BB and the restricted vehicle 
service road ("RVSR"). 

8. If 9pplio98l6 fo7 terming! project5, 
1. Prior to thi5 project, num8er of ticl(et counters 8/A, getes 8/A, and 
baggage facilities 8/A. 
2. Num8er of ticket counters 8/A, gates 8/A, and baggage facilities 8/A 
to 86 constructed or rehadilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters 8/A. gates 8/A, and baggage 
facilities 8/A. 
FOR FAA USE 

a. Description adequate [ ] not adequate [ ] (indicate deficiencies below) 
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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[ ] 
N0[ ]. 

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. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
Port Authority statistics for 2003 indicate that over 375,000 international 
and domestic aircraft operations occurred at LGA, accounting for over 22.5 
million annual 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 TSA 
Security requirements demand a facility that is sized to house the staff and 
equipment needed by ARFF and security staff. 

Security and ARFF staff are housed in the existing ARFF Facility that is 
located on the west side of the Airport, near the threshold of RA/V 4. In 
accordance with FAA standards, the existing ARFF Facility was designed 
to accommodate FAR Par 139 ARFF Index equipment requirements for the 
largest aircraft operating at LGA. In addition to the ARFF staff and 
equipment, there was a limited airport security staff presence. This facility 
is currently undersized to accommodate existing functions. Some 
personnel and activities are housed in adjoining trailers and other 
buildings, leading to inefficiencies in operations. 

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. 

With the TSA security regulations established in response to the events of 
September 11^% 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 
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provid9 th9 m9nd9ted cle9r9nc98 for th9 V9hicl9s, 99d to pr9vid9 st9r9g9 
for nec9ss9ry equipm9nt in close proximity to the vehicles. As a short-
term me9S9re, the Port Authority h9s pieced edditionel temporery treilers 
9dj9cent to the existing ARFF Fecility to eccommodste the edded steff end 
equipment. 

The Federel Security Director (FSD) hes endorsed this project es a pert of 
the security requirements for the eirport. 

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

b. Comments: 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ](goto8) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 

airports go to 7, all others go to 8) 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
In response to mendeted security requirements thet were estsblished in the 
months efter September 11*", the Port Authority mede significent 
9ccomplishments in sccommodsting TSA, police end fire/rescue needs. As 
9 result, the existing fecilities housing security, police, end ARFF ere 
temporery in neture, with edditionel treilers provided for locker rooms, 
offices 9nd equipment storsge. In order to provide the most efficient 
fecilities thet security, police end fire/rescue forces need, a consolideted 
police end ARFF fecility hes been conceived thet locetes commend steff, 
emergency crews end required equipment in a single fecility. The fecility 
will be designed to eccommodete specific security requirements es defined 
by the FSD responsible for LGA. 

Incorporsted into the design of the new Fecility will be vehicle beys 
expressly configured for emergency end security vehicles. These vehicle 
beys will be sized to sccommodste the ARFF vehicles end security 
response vehicles essigned to the Airport. The beys will be designed with 
quick-ecting roll-up doors elong with weter/foem dispenser system end 
electricel connection points to support the emergency response 
equipment. 

In eddition to housing steff end equipment, the new Fecility will elso 
function es a Crisis Commend Center. This center will ect 9s a focel point 
for ell emergency end security efforts end will tie together ell 
communicetions during incidents involving the eirfield end terminels. The 
Crisis Commend Center will be responsible for dispetching end 
coordineting ell emergency end security steff in eddition to cpordineting 
the ectivities of off-eirport respondents, such es the U.S. Coest Guerd 
during weter-releted incidents involving the Airport. The Crisis Commend 
Center will be en integrel pert of the new Fecility. 
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The general types of emergencies that the Crisis Command Center/Police & 
Airfield Rescue and Firefighting Facility ARFF Facility will respond to and 
coordinate include aircraft incidents; security breaches within the terminal 
and the Airport Operations Area (ADA); and on-airport traffic incidents. 
The anticipated location of the Facility will also improve 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 consistent with LGA's Airport Security Plan. 

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 LDN [ ] 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. PRC 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. 

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 AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or 

POL ); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or POL ); 
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[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 (J 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 PRC eligibility (explain). 

b. Comments: 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 
July 2005 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2012 Amended 

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. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 

Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 
ORIGINAL 2006 APPLICATION: Six (6) air carriers certified agreement with 
this project. All six were conditional agreements. Please refer to 
Attachment H Response to Air Carrier Comments. 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
ORIGINAL 2006 APPLICATION: Two (2) air carriers certified disagreement 
with this project. Please refer to Attachment H Response to Air Carrier 
Comments. 

Recap of Disagreements: 
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Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 
FOR FAA USE 1 

a. Comments: 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $23.655.000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $1.245.000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $24.900.000 
If the amount of PFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instructions. 

EXISTING AlP FUNDS: 
Grant #N/A Grant Funds in Project $N/A 

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

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

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

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $N/A 
Local Funds $N/A 
Other (Total 2006 PFC Application) $40.000.000 
Other (Port Authority Capital Funds) $17.600.000 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $57.600.000 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $82.500.000 

*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING PFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: the public agency provided detailed basis of cost information. This 
detailed information should, at a minimum, provide detail regarding the cost of 
each major project component. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

***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 AlP funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AlP 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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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. The amount of RFC recommended for approval will not result in revenue that exceeds the 
amount necessary to finance this project. 

b. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 
YES[ ] N0[ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

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

d. For any proposed AIR funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
CIR? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

e. For project requesting RFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Rroject costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AIR 
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 [ ] 

f. 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 [ ] Rartially Approve [ ] Disapprove [ ] 

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based oh the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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Stewart International Airport Snow Removai and Safety Equipment Procurement 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

FOR FAA USE 
RFC Application number; 

1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
Stewart International Airport (SWF), Newburgh, New York 

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

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Snow Removal and Safety Equipment Procurement 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
The purpose of this project Is to procure equipment to support the snow 
removal and safety functions at Stewart International Airport In accordance 
with the Airport's FAR Part 139 certification. This equipment will be used 
to remove snow and Ice from alrslde and landslde pavement areas and for 
airfield lighting system support for Instrument operations. This equipment 
Includes: 

• Snow Removal Equipment 
o Airfield Plows or Multi-function Equipment - 6 Total 
o Airfield Delcer Truck - 1 Total 
o Combination Plow and Sander -1 Total 
o Backhoe and Front End Loader -1 Total 
o Snow Removal Equipment Support Vehicle - 1 Total 
o High Speed Blower -1 Total 

• Airfield Lighting System 
o Airfield Lighting System Support Vehicle - 1 Total 
o Portable Airfield Generator -1 Total 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters N/A, gates N/A, and 
baggage facilities N/A. 
2. Number of ticket counters N/A, gates N/A, and baggage facilities N/A 
to be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters N/A, gates N/A, and baggage 
facilities N/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[ ] 
Kir^ r 1 NOi ]. 
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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. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
The Port Authority negotiated a long-term lease of 93 years with the State 
of New York to operate and maintain Stewart International Airport. The 
Airport has two runways with the primary runway measuring 11,818 feet in 
length and the secondary runway measuring 6,006 feet in length. The 
Airport currently accommodates a total of three Part 121 scheduled air 
carriers. According to data from the Department of Transportation, Bureau 
of Transportation Statistics (BTS), the Airport served nearly 400,000 total 
passengers and over 72,000 total aircraft operations in 2008. 

Over the past three years, SWF has experienced significant growth in 
operations and total passengers. Although the current economic downturn 
has resulted in fewer aircraft operations than in recent years, the Airport is 
expected to experience significant long-term growth. Furthermore, SWF is 
periodically used as a diversionary airport during period of inclement 
weather for flights destined to EWR, JFK and LGA. Maintaining Stewart's 
ability to serve in this capacity provides airlines with a viable alternative 
during reduced visibility conditions and to ensure the efficient operation of 
the National Airspace System. 

With this rapid increase in activity, the Port Authority has been improving 
the Airport's capabilities to ensure reliable service for all weather 
conditions and maintain compliance with Part 139 standards for air carrier 
airports. In accordance with SWF's FAA-Approved Airport Certification 
Manual (ACM), snow removal operations are to be initiated when snow 
begins to accumulate on runways, taxiways and aprons. If the runway is 
allowed to accumulate more than 1/2 inch of slush or 2 inches of dry snow, 
it is to be closed for aircraft operations. Several storms occur each year 
resulting in significant accumulations of snow, ice and slush that build up 
to these limits and threaten runway closure. Based on recent experience, 
snow and ice events have occurred twice as frequently at SWF than at JFK^ 
LGA, or EWR. 

Presently, SWF primarily uses snow removal equipment that is not 
specifically designed for airfield snow removal operations. Most of the 
equipment currently available on the Airport consists of maintenance 
vehicles and trucks retrofitted with snow plow blades and all of these 
vehicles are at least 20 years old. Although the Airport does have some 
specialized equipment, SWF operates on only one runway. The Airport's 
goal is to occupy this runway for the least amount of time possible while 
providing a safe environmental for all aircraft to operate. The current fleet 
of snow removal equipment is not suitable to achieve this level of snow 
removal efficiency required to maintain safe operations at the Airport. 
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SWF experiences more snow and ice events than other Port Authority 
Airports. This forces the Port Authority to employ its inadequate and 
outdated snow removal equipment on the airfield areas. Currently, as a 
contingency measure during snow events, Port Authority staff suspends 
snow removal work on other areas of the Airport and focus snow removal 
efforts on the airfield in order to keep the Airport open. However, the 
currently available equipment cannot remove snow and slush 
accumulation in a rapid manner as needed for airfield operations. This 
results in the runway and taxiways being closed for longer periods then 
would be necessary if the appropriate equipment were available. 

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

b. Comments: 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ](gotoa) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 

airports go to 7, ail others go to 8) 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
The equipment listed in this application is fundamental to maintain the 
functionality of the Airport for all-weather conditions. The existing 
equipment used for snow removal consists of 20 year old vehicles 
retrofitted with plow blade attachments that are not specifically designed 
for airfield snow removal. As a result, snow removal of runway, taxiway 
and ramp areas takes considerably more time compared with similar sized 
areas at LGA, JFK or EWR. 

Prior to 2007, the Airport experienced limited operations and the time 
required to clear airside areas to support operations was not an issue. 
Although there has been a drop in the Airport's operations since 2008, Port 
Authority forecasts indicate that passenger activity levels will increase 
within the next five years, and continue to grow beyond the levels 
experienced prior to 2007. With these more frequent operations the 
retrofitted snow removal equipment is inadequate to maintain the airside 
pavements clear of snow and ice to a standard required under Part 139 
regulations. This is particularly of concern as SWF is periodically used as 
a diversionary airport during periods of inclement weather for flights 
destined to EWR, JFK and LGA. 

FOR FAA USE 
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a. Air safety. Pad 139 [] Other (explain). 
Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date ' 

Air security. Parti 07 [ ] 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 LDN [ ] 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. RFC OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of this project is to acquire snow removal and airfield 
lighting equipment that will: 

• Prevent aircraft operational delays due to snow removal 
• Increase customer level of service during and after a snow event 
• Strive to never close the airport as a result of inadequate snow 

removal operations 
• Maintain a safe and highly efficient snow removal plan that meets or 

exceeds FAA standards 
• Support air carrier operations at SWF and to ensure SWF is able to 

accommodate diversions from EWR, JFK, and LGA and other 
airports during snow storm events. 

' This project will contribute toward preserving the capacity of the 
Airport during winter conditions while adhering to the Part 139 
certification requirements for the Airport. 

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 AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL ); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or PGL ); 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 47110(d); 
[ j Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
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[ ] 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 PRC eligibility (explain). 

b. Comments: 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 
February 2009 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2011 

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. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 

Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Comments: 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

Page 5 of 7 FAA Form Revised 03/28/2007 



Stewart International Airport Snow Removal and Safety Equipment Procurement 

PFC FUNDS: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $5,512,375 
Bond Financing & Interest: $290,125 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $5,802,500 
If the amount of PFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instructions. 

EXISTING AlP FUNDS: 
Grant #N/A Grant Funds in Project $N/A 

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

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

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AlP 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: $5,802,500 

*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING PFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: the public agency provided detailed basis of cost information. This 
detailed information should, at a minimum, provide detail regarding the cost of 
each major project component. YES [ ] NO [ ] 

***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 AlP funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AlP 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. 
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FOR FAA USE 
a. The amount of RFC recommended for approval will not result in revenue that exceeds the 

amount necessary to finance this project. 

b. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 
YES[ ] N0[ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

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

d. For any proposed AIR funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
CIR? YES [ ] NO [ 1 

e. For project requesting RFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Rroject costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AIR 
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 [ ] 

f. 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 [ ] Radially Approve [ ] Disapprove [ ] 

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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2009 PFC Application PFC Planning and Program Administration 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

FOR FAA USE 
PFC Application number: 

1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
2009 PFC Application for John F. Kennedy, La Guardia, Newark Liberty, 
and Stewart Airports 

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

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
PFC Planning and Program Administration 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey (Port Authority) Capital 
Plan and Budget includes a host of eligible projects that the Port Authority 
is seeking to finance using PFC revenues that are subject to the 
preparation and FAA approval of a PFC application. Under FAA guidelines, 
an application and consultation with air carriers is required, and the FAA 
must approve the completed application. The Port Authority has retained 
Frasca and Associates, LLC, and VHB Engineering, Surveying and 
Landscape Architecture, P.C. (VHB), to prepare the financial plan based on 
enplaned passenger and associated PFC revenue projections, as well as to 
provide an advisory role for the development of the information necessary 
for the PFC application. 

In addition, the Port Authority is required to perform ongoing oversight of 
the PFC program, including filing quarterly reports, managing PFC 
collection, reporting and other administrative tasks. Frasca and 
Associates, LLC and VHB, will assist the Port Authority Aviation with the 
application documentation and administration of the approved PFC 
projects. The costs associated with the above described items are 
included in this project. 

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

FOR FAA USE 
a. Description adequate [ ] not adequate [ ] (indicate deficiencies below) 
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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[ ] 
N0[ ]. 

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. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
The FAA guidelines require development of an application concerning 
projects proposed under the PFC program. This project provides for 
development of the PFC application, the preparation of financial plans and 
provision of specialized consulting services, the consultation with air 
carriers, PFC collection and reporting, and administration of the PFC 
funded projects included in this application. The services performed under 
the PFC Programming and Administration project provide necessary 
support to the PFC collection and reporting process as well as to the 
administration and management of other projects in the PFC application, 
which collectively improve safety and security, increase the competition 
among air carriers, improve passenger flow, and enhance operations and 
reduce delays at Port Authority's Airports, which are integral to the 
national airspace system. 

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

b. Comments: 

6. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ](goto8) 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 

airports go to 7, all others go to 8) 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
This project supports the implementation of PFC-funded projects included 
in this application. These projects collectively improve safety and security, 
increase the competition among air carriers, improve passenger flow, and 
enhance operations and reduce delays at Port Authority's airports, which 
are integral to the national airspace system. The project is considered 
eligible under FAA 5500.1 ~ Passenger Facility Charge Program. 
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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 LDN [ ] 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. PFC OBJECTIVE: 
This project will assure compliance and monitoring of the proposed PFC 
projects included in 2009 PFC Application. The proposed projects included 
in this PFC application, in turn promote safety of operations and provide 
improvements in security and overall operational efficiency of Port 
Authority's Airports, consistent with ongoing requirements and 
developments in the aviation industry as well as FAA standards and federal 
regulations. 

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 AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL ); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AlP 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 studyj ]. 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)(3j(F) (air carrier , 

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

b. Comments: 
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10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 
September 2009 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 
2013 

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. a. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

b. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 

Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

13. a. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING PUBLIC NOTICE AGREEMENT: 

b. LIST RESPONDENTS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

FOR FAA USE 
a. Comments: 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: Pay-as-you-go $1,500,000 
Bond Capital: $N/A 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ N/A 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $1,600,000 
If the amount of PFC requested is over $10,000,000, follow directions found in the 
attached instructions. 
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EXISTING AlP FUNDS: 
Grant #N/A Grant Funds in Project $N/A 

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

ANTICIPATED AlP 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: $1,500,000 

*** FOR EACH PROJECT PROPOSING PFC FUNDING IN EXCESS OF 
$10,000,000: the public agency provided detailed basis of cost information. This 
detailed information should, at a minimum, provide detail regarding the cost of 
each major project component. YES [ ] NO [ ] 

***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. The amount of PFC recommended for approval will not result in revenue that exceeds the 

amount necessary to finance this project. 

b. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 
YES[ ] N0[ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation; 

c. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support? YES [ ] NO [ ] 
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d. For any proposed AlP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
CIP? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

e. 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 AlP 
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 [ ] 

f. 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 [ ] 

I have examined the cost estimates provided by the public agency for this project within the 
confines of the project's purpose and in relation to the project's scope and find that based on the 
FAA's past experience with similar projects, the estimated amount for this project is [ ] is not [ ] 
reasonable. 

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

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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PFC Consultation 
Meeting with Domestic 
Air Carriers and Foreign 

Air Carriers 

December 14,16 and 17,2009 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 



IBEPDHTIHnHMIYOF NY&NJ Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

Requirement to Consult 

Prior to submitting a RFC Application to the FAA, the public agency is 
required to consult with all Air Carriers operating at the airport. 

In accordance with this requirement, the Port Authority is holding Airline 
Consultation meetings on: 

December 14, 2009, 1:00 pm at EWR 
December 16, 2009, 12:00 pm at JFK 
December 17, 2009, 1:00 pm at SWF 

The information provided at each meeting will be identical. 

Source: FAA Order 5500.1 Passenger Facility Charge, August 9, 2001 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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Important 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 10003 
E-mail: passenqerfacilitvcharae@Danvni.qov 

Airline Comments Due back to Port Authority - January 19, 2010 
Anticipated PFC Application Submittal to FAA by Port Authority - February 15, 2010 
Anticipated PFC Application Approval - June 2010 
Anticipated PFC Collection Begins - August 2010 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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Passenger Facility Charge (RFC) 

Imposed by a public agency on passengers enplaned at a commercial 
service airport it controls. 

PFC revenues finance eligible airport projects to be carried out at the 
commercial service airport or any other airport vi/hich the public agency 
controls. 

Similar project eligibility requirements as Airport Improvement Program; 
however, the FAA allows more latitude in allocating PFC funds to 
projects. 

Source: FAA Order 5500.1 Passenger Facility Charge, August 9, 2001 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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PFC Program and its Relationship to AlP 

PFC Revenue can be used for: 
- Local matching share of AlP 
- Financing and debt service 

PFC's can fund projects not normally eligible under AlP: 
- Gates and Related Areas 
- Concessions Areas 

PFC projects must meet the following criteria: 
1) Preserve safety, security or enhance capacity 
2) Reduce or mitigate noise impacts from airport 

operations 
3) Furnish opportunities for enhanced competition 

Source: FAA Order 5500.1 Passenger Facility Charge, August 9. 2001 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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PFC Collection Schedule 

Collection is estimated to begin in August 2010 and will end in the fourth quarter 
of 2013. 

This application amends two projects contained in the 2006 PFC Application: 

1. EWR - Modernization of Terminal B 
2. LGA- Crisis Command Center/Police & Airfield Rescue and 

Firefighting Facility (ARFF) 

Total PFC collection during this period: 

$572,302,000 - 2009 Draft PFC Application 
$ 55.400.000- Amendments to 2006 PFC Application 
$627,702,000-Total 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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1. Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical 
Protection of Terminal Building Frontages 

Project Description: 
This project involves the installation of security 
bollards with the purpose of disabling vehicles that 
could potentially be used to transport explosives 
inside the terminal buildings. 

Project Justification: 
The protection of terminal frontages is critical 
where public roadways provide vehicular access to 
the terminal. Law enforcement and intelligence 
assessments continue to indicate that a threat to 
U.S. civil aviation remains significant and that 
vehicle borne improvised explosive devices 
(VBIED) is a threat to our airports. This project has 
been coordinated with the Federal Security Director 
(PSD) at EWR and is consistent with the 
Transportation Security Administration (TSA) 
guidelines for airport security. 

Project Objective: 
The objective of the project is to increase 
passenger safety and enhance the security of the 
Airport by minimizing the exposure of airline and 
airport operations to VBEID. 

TOTAL PROJECT COST = $37.4 Mil. 

EWR, JFK. LGA and SWF Airports 
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2. Multiple Taxiway Entrance Construction 

TOTAL PROJECT COST = $45 Mil. 

Project Description: 
This project will create new Taxiway entry 
points to Runway 22R and an additional 950 
linear feet of queuing space for aircraft 
departures. 

Project Justification: 
Creating multiple entrances to the departure 
end of Runway 22R will support up to four 
additional operations per hour at Runway 22R, 
or 64 flights per day over a 16-hour day. 

Project Objective: 
This project will serve as the first initiative of a 
Delay Reduction Program that will be 
implemented throughout the next five years at 
EWR. The project will enhance departure 
capability and reduce delays through an 
improved and efficient intersection at Runway 
22R. 

EWR. JFK. LGA and SWF Airports 
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3. Terminal A Redevelopment - Phase II 
Planning Program 

Project Description: 
This project involves the planning to completely 
redevelop Terminal A in order to provide a state-
of-the-art facility that will be sized appropriately 
to accommodate the future aircraft fleet mix and 
forecasted passenger demand. Phase II 
Planning includes Financial and Business Tasks, 
Program Scope Tasks and Program 
Management Services. 

Project Justification: 
Phase II Planning will include additional gates 
and ticket counter space, providing opportunities 
for new airlines to accommodate larger aircraft to 
meet anticipated passenger demand. Terminal 
planning will also ensure compliance with the 
Competition plan. 

Project Objective: 
The objective of this project is to advance 
conceptual planning for the Terminal A 
Redevelopment Program. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 

TOTAL PROJECT COST = $30 Mil. 
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4. Modernization of Terminal B-Amended 

ORIGINAL PROJECT COST = $294.1 Mil. (2006 Application) 
AMENDED COST = $30.5 Mil. (2009 Amendment) 
TOTAL PROJECT COST = $324.6 Mil. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 

Project Description: 
Port Authority is seeking an amendment to the 
2006 RFC Application. Program costs are higher 
than originally forecast, mainly due to higher than 
anticipated contract bid prices, scope changes 
implemented during construction and an increase 
in planning and engineering costs. 

Project Justification: 
There is significant passenger congestion 
throughout the terminal complex that can only be 
remedied through extensive reconfiguration of the 
existing floor plan. Engineering and planning costs 
increased largely due to the scope changes of the 
project. 

Project Objective: 
The objectives of the project are to enhance 
security procedures, reduce passenger congestion, 
increase interior circulation space, and 
accommodate new carriers to promote competition. 

D 
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1. Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical 
Protection of Terminal Building Frontages 

Project Description: 
This project involves the installation of security 
bollards with the purpose of disabling vehicles that 
could potentially be used to transport explosives 
inside the terminal buildings. 

Project Justification: 
The protection of terminal frontages is critical 
where public roadways provide vehicular access to 
the terminal. Law enforcement and intelligence 
assessments continue to indicate that a threat to 
U.S. civil aviation remains significant and that 
vehicle borne improvised explosive devices 
(VBIED) is a threat to our airports. This project has 
been coordinated with the Federal Security Director 
(PSD) at JFK and is consistent with the 
Transportation Security Administration (TSA) 
guidelines for airport security. 

Project Objective: 
The objective of the project is to increase 
passenger safety and enhance the security of the 
Airport by minimizing the exposure of airline and 
airport operations to VBEID. 

TOTAL PROJECT COST = $60 Mil. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 



flEPORTAUIHOHITYOF NY&NJ Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

2. Planning for a Centralized Aircraft Deicing Facility 

Project Description: 
This project conslste of a study to examine the operations and infrastructure feasibility of constructing a 
centralized deicing facility at JFK. In addition, this project will assess impacts to the airport infrastructure, 
roadway network, aircraft operations and avoidance in delays. 

Project Justification: 
Aircraft deicing is a critical flight safety issue. Centralizing the aircraft deicing would enable a more efficient 
deicing process at JFK and would contribute toward meeting the EPA's anticipated technology-based standard for 
collection and treatment of aircraft deicing fluid. 

Project Objective: 
The objective of this project is to advance the planning for a new centralized deicing facility at JFK that will 
enhance safety and operational efficiency of the Airport while improving the Port Authority's ability to manage 
deicing fluid effluent. 

TOTAL PROJECT COST = $1 Mil. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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3. Aircraft Ramp Expansion and Hangar Demolition 
Project Description: 
This project consists of the demolition of 
Hangar 12 and Building 94, which have 
been vacant for several years, and to 
construct a new aircraft parking ramp on the 
southwest quadrant of JFK. 

Project Justification: 
This project will serve to demolish the 
hangars for safety considerations. The 
space will then enable the aircraft ramp to 
be expanded to allow delayed aircraft a safe 
place to hold, allowing aircraft that are not 
delayed to continue to taxi to the runway for 
their scheduled departures. 

Project Objective: 
The primary object is to construct an aircraft 
ramp, that will be utilized by FAA Air Traffic 
Controllers for delay reduction. Another 
objective is to demolish the existing 
Hangars due to safety concerns over aging 
infrastructure. 

TOTAL PROJECT COST = $15 Mil. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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4. Reconstruction of Runway 13R-31L 
Project Description: 
This project will repave the existing asphalt 
runway with concrete and widen the runway 
from 150 feet to 200 feet to meet Group VI 
standards. Taxiway improvements will include 
modifications and construction of multiple 
taxiways, as indicated in the shaded areas. 

Project Justification: 
This project is critical to increase operational 
efficiency and meet the needs of aircraft 
currently operating and projected to operate at 
JFK. Upgrading of lighting and electrical 
infrastructure throughout the runway and 
runway safety area (RSA) will also be 
conducted. 

Project Objective: 
The objective of this project is to reconstruct 
the pavement of Runway 13R-31L in order to 
maintain operational efficiency and to 
accommodate Group VI aircraft at JFK, in 
addition to upgrading the lighting and electrical 
infrastructure. 

TOTAL PRC FUNDS 
TOTAL AIR* GRANT 
TOTAL ARRA** FUNDS 
TOTAL PACAP*** 
LETTER OF INTENT 
TOTAL PROJECT COST 

= $300 Mil. 
= $3.8 Mil. (Anticipated) 
= $15 Mil. 
= $17,768 Mil. 
= $89.1 Mil. 
= $426 Mil. 

EWR, JFK. LGA and SWF Airports 

AlP - Airport Improvement Program; 
' PACAP - Port Authority Capital Funds 

ARRA - American Recovery and Reinvestment Act 
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1. Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical 
Protection of Terminal Building Frontages 

Project Description: 
This project involves the installation of security 
bollards with the purpose of disabling vehicles that 
could potentially be used to transport explosives 
inside the terminal buildings. 

Project Justification: 
The protection of terminal frontages is critical where 
public roadways provide vehicular access to the 
terminal. Law enforcement and intelligence 
assessments continue to indicate that a threat to 
U.S. civil aviation remains significant and that 
vehicle borne improvised explosive devices (VBIED) 
is a threat to our airports. This project has been 
coordinated with the Federal Security Director (PSD) 
at LGA and is consistent with the Transportation 
Security Administration (TSA) guidelines for airport 
security. 

Project Objective: 
The objective of the project is to increase 
passenger safety and enhance the security of the 
Airport by minimizing the exposure of airline and 
airport operations to VBEID. n ^ 

TOTAL AlP* GRANTS 
TOTAL RFC FUNDS 
TOTAL PROJECT COST 

$6.1 Mil. 
$27.6 Mil. 
$33.7 Mil. 

EWR. JFK. LGA and SWF Airports 

* AlP - Airport Improvement Program 
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2. Rehabilitation of Runway 4-22 

TOTAL PROJECT COST = $49 Mil. 

EWR. JFK. LGA and SWF Airports 

Project Description: 
The purpose of this project Is to rehabilitate the 
non-deck portions of the asphalt pavement on 
Runway 4-22 and associated taxiways. The 
project will also include replacement of the 
runway in-pavement centerllne lights, edge lights 
and the installation of guard lights on all aircraft 
holding bays and taxiway centerllne lights. 

Project Justification: 
By rehabilitating the runway before more 
extensive pavement degradation occurs, the 
structural section will not deteriorate, thereby 
eliminating the need for more extensive pavement 
reconstruction. Moreover, the project will replace 
the entire runway lighting system. 

Project Objective: 
The objective of this project is to preserve 
pavement on Runway 4-22 in order to avoid a 
more lengthy and costly pavement reconstruction 
that would result In significant operational impacts 
at LGA. _ _ 
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3. Crisis Command Center/Police & Airfield Rescue 
and Firefighting Facility (ARFF) - Amended 

ORIGINAL PROJECT COST = $57.6 Mil. (2006 Application) 
AMENDED COST = $24.9 Mil. (2009 Amendment) 
TOTAL PROJECT COST = $82.5 Mil. 

EWR. JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 

Project Description: 
The Port Authority is seeking an amendment to this 
application due to the increased project costs 
resulting from the introduction of new project 
elements and time-inflated changes in cost 
estimates since the original budget allocation. 
New elements include the realignment of the west 
side taxiway and the restricted vehicular service 
road adjacent to the new facility. 

Project Justification: 
The current facility is undersized to accommodate 
existing functions. Some personnel activities are 
housed in adjoining trailers and other temporary 
buildings, leading to inefficiencies in operations. 

Project Objective: 
To construct a new Crisis Command Center/Police 
& ARFF Facility that will accommodate all security, 
police and ARFF personnel and equipment 
dedicated to providing security and emergency 
services to the Airport. 
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Snow Remov9l 9nd Sgfety Equipment Procurement 

Project Description: 
This purpose of this project is to procure equipment to support the snow removal and safety functions at SWF 
in accordance with the Airport's FAR Part 139 Certification. This equipment will be used to remove snow and 
ice from airside and landside pavement areas and for airfield lighting system support for instrument operations. 

Project Justification: 
The Port Authority has been improving the Airport's capabilities to ensure reliable service for all weather 
conditions and maintain compliance with Part 139 Standards for air carrier airports. Presently SWF primarily 
uses snow removal equipment that is not specifically designed for airfield snow removal operations. The 
Airport's goal is to occupy the runway for the least amount of time possible while providing a safe environment 
for all aircraft to operate. 

Project Objective: 
The objective of this project is to maintain a safe and highly efficient snow removal plan that meets or exceeds 
FAA standards to prevent aircraft operational delays due to snow removal and to increase customer level of 
service during and after a snow event. 

TOTAL PROJECT COST = $5.8 Mil. 

EWR. JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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2009 RFC Application for John F. Kennedy, 
LaGuardia, Newark Liberty and Stewart Airports 
Project Description: 
The Port Authority's Capital Plan and Budget includes a host of eligible projects that the Port Authority is 
seeking to finance using PFC revenues that are subject to the preparation and FAA approval of a PFC 
Application. Port Authority staff and consultants will prepare the financial plan based on enplaned passenger 
and associated PFC revenue projects. In addition, the Port Authority is required to perform ongoing oversight 
of the PFC program. Costs associated with developing an application and administering the Port Authority's 
PFC Program are included in this project. 

Project Justification: 
The FAA guidelines require development of an application concerning projects proposed under the PFC 
program. The services performed under the PFC Programming and Administration project provide necessary 
support to the PFC collection and reporting process as well as to the administration and management of other 
projects in the PFC application. 

Project Objective: 
This project will assure compliance and monitoring of the proposed PFC projects included in the 2009 PFC 
Application. The proposed projects included in this PFC application, in turn promote safety of operations and 
provide improvements in security and overall operations efficiency of Port Authority's Airports. 

TOTAL PROJECT COST = $1.5 Mil. 

EWR. JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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Question and Answer Session 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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Reminder: Important Dates 

All Air Carriers have 30 days from the 
RFC 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 10003 
E-mail: passengerfacilitycharge@panynj.gov 

Airline Comments Due back to Port Authority - January 19, 2010 
Anticipated RFC Application Submittal to FAAby Port Authority - February 15, 2010 
Anticipated RFC Application Approval - June 2010 
Anticipated RFC Collection Begins - August 2010 
EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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Newark Liberty International Airport 
D6C6onb60 14, 2009,1:00 pro 

Meetiog Notes 

On November 11, 2009, in accordance owith 14 888 8art 158 Section 158.23, the Port Authority sent notices to ail 

domestic air carriers and foreign air carriers operating at J8K, EW8, LGA and SW8 airports notifying them of the Port 

Authority's intention to submit an application to the FAA requesting authority to impose and use 888 revenue to fund 

airfield, landside and security capital development projects at EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF. Attached to the notice were the 

descriptions of the proposed 888 projects, the air carriers that are proposed be excluded from collecting the PF8s, 

anticipated 888 revenue, and the Airport 8apitai Improvement Plan and potential alternative use projects. 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 1:00 pm, December 14, 2009, Port Authority staff met with the two airlines that elected to attend the consultation 

meeting in the General Manager's 8onference Room, Building 1 at EWR. An FAA representative was in attendance and 

participated in this meeting. Ms. Patty Glark (Port Authority) opened the meeting by welcoming the airline 

representatives and other participants. Ms. Clark explained the format of the presentation and provided information on 

the 888 Program requirements and relationship to AiP, as well as on the 888 collection schedule. Copies of the slides 

were distributed to the meeting attendees to follow along with the presentation. Mr. James Heltman (Port Authority) 

then presented a detailed overview of the projects included in the RFC Application. 

The following provides a paraphrased version of the questions and comments of the airline representatives as well as 

the Port Authority's responses. 

1. Airline Representative Question 
Continental Airlines 

• Is the RFC program and administration to be considered as a project in and of itself? 

Port Authority Response 

" Yes, eligibility has changed and administration is required to be a separate project. In the past it was imbedded 

within the projects. 

2. Airline Representative Question 
American Airlines 

• Only 90% of the cost of the new TSA in-line baggage screening area at the multi-tenant terminal is covered. Can 

the remaining 10% be funded by PFCs? 

• A number of inline baggage screening projects are already underway; however, the airline does not want to 

commit to provide project funding prior to understanding if this project is eligible for PFCs. 

EWR Airport Attachment C - Air Carrier Consultation Information 
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FAA Response 

• Modification to the existing infrastructure of the security screening system is eligible in common areas (multi-

tenant); however, the purchase of new equipment is not. 

Port Authority Response 

• The 90% that the ISA is covering is for equipment acquisition; the remaining 10% is for physical building 

modifications. 

• Modification to the belts are not covered by the 90%. 

• Eligibility for reimbursement from ISA is still being explored. Once this has been determined the Port Authority 

will look into eligibility to receive funding through PFCs. However, due to the time-sensitive nature of this PFC 

application, this project would only be considered for a subsequent PFC application. 

3. Airline Representative Question 
American Airlines 

• How is the bollards project going to work, realistically? Is the Port Authority going to stay within the budget? 

Are there going to be any out-of-pocket expenses for the airlines? Have there been any bids for Terminal A or C 
at EWR? 

Port Authority Response 

• Mike Moran and Jim Steven are prepared to talk about this issue on Wednesday. 

• For the work at EWR, Terminal B, the project was under budget and ahead of schedule (this is the only project to 

date that has been completed). Since Terminal A, B, and C have similar building construction, it is likely that 

Terminal A and Terminal C costs will be similar to that of Terminal B. 

• There have been no bids for installation of Bollards in Terminal A and C. 

4. Airline Representative Question 
Continental Airlines 

• How would the total project dollars be allocated between the terminals? 

• Will the Port Authority be submitting design and construction documents for all the terminals? 

Port Authority Response 

? This project is not on a terminal-specific basis, but rather for the entire system, airport wide. If the project 

comes in under budget, the Port Authority can amend the project. 

• Yes, the Port Authority will be submitting design and construction documents for all the terminals. 

5. Airline Representative Question 
Continental Airlines 

• Could you provide a broad description of the Port Authority's larger intentions with respect to PFC use? 

EWR Airport Attachment C - Air Carrier Consultation Information 
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Port Aothority R69poo96 

• The Port Authority has been referring to this project as the "Interim Applioation", because the Port Authority is 

preparing it for the purpose of extending the current collection authority that would otherwise be lapsing in the 

third quarter of 2010. The Port Authority's intent was therefore to put together a larger application of critical, 

non-controversial projects in order to ensure continuity in its collections while assembling the next application. 

The Bollards project was required by the Airport Security Plan and requested by the airlines. Other projects 

requested by airlines (such as the Runway Rehabilitation at LGA) and by both the FAA and the airlines (such as 

delay mitigation projects) are also included in this application. This application would also initiate collection of 

PFCs at SWF, so that Port Authority would be collecting PFCs at all four airports. With regards to Planning for a 

Centralized Aircraft Deicing Facility, the project was included in this application as a result of upcoming EPA 

regulations and was also requested by the Airport General Manager. This project will benefit the airport 

because on bad weather days deicing will be conducted closer to the runway. Hangar 12 demolition will provide 

the airport with much needed ramp space. The Port Authority had requested the Airport Managers to submit 

their most important projects for this application. The Port Authority plans to use PFCs differently than in the 

past, when the Port Authority has advanced project costs with their own money and then waited for 

reimbursement from PFCs. Now, the Port Authority is not in the financial position to do this and is seeking to 

obtain more value out of the PFC Program to benefit the Port Authority, Airlines, and the traveling public. The 

Port Authority is looking to leverage PFCs most effectively and wisely. 

6. Airline Representative Questions 
American Airlines 

• When will future applications be submitted? 

• The in-line baggage project timeline is limited; it does not mesh with the long-term PFC application. The airline 

has a concern that it does not match TSAs timeline. 

Port Authority Response 

• The long-term application will be initiated this summer, but will take time until the application is formulated and 

submitted to the airlines. A number of steps are required between now and then (e.g. Airline input. Board 

Approval, Collecting project information). Not all airports use PFCs in the same way. 

• The in-line baggage screening equipment itself is not eligible; modifications to existing infrastructure, however, 

are eligible, but only in terminals of shared use. The latest projects indicate that the Port Authority's ability to 

collect PFCs will expire in August 2010. Because the timeframe for extending the Port Authority's collection 

authority is limited and the application process has already been initiated, it will not be possible to include in

line baggage projects in this application. It is conceivable, however, that the Port Authority may prepare an 

"Interim-Interim" application, in which inclusion of the in-line baggage screening project will be considered. 

7. Airline Representative Question 
Continental Airlines 

• What is the small print under Attachment B, EWR Bollards Project, item 6 on page 3 of 7 in the application? The 

print relates to specifying requirements for public agencies. 

EWR Airport Attachment C - Air Carrier Consultation Information 
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FAA Response 

This instruction, that is part of the FAA form to be completed for the application, directs the Airport to complete 
the significant contribution portion of the application (Item 7). A significant contribution test applies only to 
large hub and medium hub airlines. 

8. Airline Representative Question 
Continental Airlines 

• What is the total project cost for Terminal A? Is it congruent with estimates included in the RFC Application? 

Port Authority Response 

• The total project cost is between $2.2 - $2.7 Billion. 

9. Airline Representative Question 
Continental Airlines 

• As for the amendment to the Modernization of Terminal B project, this application is for $30 million. The 

project costs were known as $45 million. Where is the difference of $15 million coming from? 

Port Authority Response 

• Yes, the $15 million is due to rate increases. The scope changes were primarily new TSA requirements for 

managing construction sites, as well as changes in the electrical substations. The largest component of the 

project increase was the escalating project construction costs in the period from 2004 through 2007. The 
original estimate was developed in 2003. 

FAA Response 

• The FAA will provide information regarding eligibility of the funds the Port Authority is applying for. 

10. Airline Representative Question 
Continental Airlines 

• Can the Port Authority do an Amendment to add projects to this application? 

FAA Response 

• The Port Authority cannot add more projects in as an Amendment at this time. 

Port Authority Response 

• The Authority for Collecting PFCs cannot lapse, so the Port Authority will have to consider additional projects in 
an interim-interim application. The carriers agree that allowing a lapse in the RFC collection is not prudent. 
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11. Ai6li06 R6p6e960t9tiV6 Qo69tiOO 

C00ti060t9l Ai6li069 

• Regarriing the Terminal A Re(Jevelopment projeet: What was the objeetive of Phase 1 planning (i.e. the 

deliverables of the study); what will be the deliverables for the second phase of the study and will this second 

phase advance the project to 30% design? 

Port Authority Response 

• The first phase was intended to evaluate five alternatives to expand the existing terminal to meet forecast 

needs. An airfield analysis and a capacity analysis of the airfield needed to also be completed. The purpose of 

Phase 1 was to select an alternative, develop a cost estimate and demand forecast, and evaluate the project's 

impacts to airside operations. As the cost estimate was developed, it was determined to be too high; the study 

also identified aircraft limitations. 

• Deliverables for Phase 1: 

• Condition survey 

• Demand forecast 

• Model airside operations 

• Modellandside operations 

• Develop cost associated with all these deliverables 

• The need for Phase II planning was one of the outcomes of the Phase 1 planning. The first step of Phase II 

planning is to reach out to the airlines to validate program planning assumptions. The Port Authority needs to 

further explore business models and financing opportunities for the terminal. This will allow the Port Authority 

to move into Stage 1 design. Once the Port Authority validates the program and planning requirements, they 

will complete a more specific design criterion. This criterion will include a road and parking program for 

landside, an airside program and terminal development. 

• Phase I analyzed two alternatives for Terminal A; modernization or replacement. The conclusion of this phase 

was that modernization was more cost-effective and appropriate for what the airport needed. 

• At the end of Phase II, the Port Authority will undertake Stage II planning, which will advance terminal design. 

12. Airline Representative Question 
Continental Airlines 

• Will there be any concurrent planning for a 45-gate terminal? 

Port Authority-Response 

• Design for 36 gates will be completed in order to support future growth, allowing for future expansion, if 

needed. The terminal will have 36 gates to meet projected demand, but the design will include flexibility for 

additional gates. 
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13. Airline Represent9tive Comment 
Continentel Airlines 

• None of the EWR projects included in the RFC application were unexpected, from Continental Airline's 

perspective. The new information discussed today is that of the airfield development and facility planning. 

14. Airline Representative Question 
Continental Airlines 

• What projects are not within this application? When looking at the overall projects, the RFC funds allocated to 

EWR is not in balance with the other Airports. Historically, EWR has received 34% of the total application 

amount; this application, however, only allocates 32%, which is estimated at $90 million less than the historic 

rate. When the extension to the city of Newark was facilitated, language was included in the lease extension 

that expressed the Rort Authority and city's intentions of trying to maintain a balance in the allocation of funds 

across all airports. Continental would like every application to maintain that balance instead of the "pendulum 

swinging" through time. Continental would like the Rort Authority to consider this at a high level. 

Port Authority Response 

• The Rort Authority attempts to keep harmony in fund allocations to all three airports. Although there is a 2% 

difference in fund allocation for EWR in this application, it is still very close. The Rort Authority has made serious 

attempts to keep everything even. There will be amendments to the current application that will increase funds 

allocated to EWR. These amendment applications take less time to be approved than a RFC application for new 

projects. There are projects that are scheduled at EWR that will further restore balance and may be included in 

the "interim-interim" or the "long-term" RFC application. Maintaining even financing of all three airports is 

difficult because of the complexity of the financing and applications processes and timing. The Rort Authority 

will continue to strive to maintain a balance between all three airports. 

FAA Response 

• There is a provision that in order to collect a RFC of $4.50, all airfield requirements must be met. With regard to 

EWR, the Rort Authority would have to address their airside needs first. If they do not, the $3.00 collection level 
will be required. These items are all outlined in FAA order 5500.01. 

15. Airline Representative Question 
Continental Airlines 

• Are you looking at the possibility of bonds to finance these projects? 

Port Authority Response 

• The Rort Authority is looking at all methods of financing. 
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16. Airline Representative Question 
Continental Airlines 

• The final project In the application is for PFC Planning and Program Administration. Why does the Port Authority 

need outside consultation? 

Port Authority Response 

• A large component of the funds the PFCs would cover is the Port Authority's administration and ongoing 

oversight of the PFC program, which involves multiple different departments at Port Authority. The Port 

Authority currently has retained an expert who understands the needs of the airport. The PFC application is 

resource intensive, requiring a large amount of documentation and coordination, including sending this 

application out to 184 air carriers. Due to the time-intensive nature of the application, the Port Authority 

utilizes consulting services. In addition to these services, there are other financial aspects involved including 

monitoring and quarterly reporting. The Port Authority is reducing staff right now making this application even 

more challenging to conduct in-house. There is only one Port Authority staff member assigned to administer the 

development of this program. The application process has been very difficult for the Port Authority in the past 

and the outside help has eased this process. 

The Consultation Meeting concluded at 2:30 pm. 
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John F. Kennedy International Airport 
D6660Tib6r 16, 2009,1:00 port 

M66tiog Not69 

On November 11, 2009, in accordance vooith 14 CFR Part 158 Section 158.23, the Port Authority sent notices to all 

domestic air carriers and foreign air carriers operating at JFK, EWR, LGA and SWF 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, LGA and SWF. Attached to the notice were the 

descriptions of the proposed PFC projects, the air carriers that are proposed to be excluded from collecting the PFCs, 

anticipated PFC revenue, and the Airport Capital Improvement Plan and potential alternative use projects. At the 

meetings the Port Authority provided project justifications, detailed financial plans, and other presentation materials to 

the airline representatives. 7he following is an account of the proceedings of the airline consultation meeting held at 

EWR. 

At 1:00 pm, December 16, 2009, Port Authority staff met with the airlines that elected to attend the consultation 

meeting in the 2"'' Floor Main Conference Room, Building 14 at JFK. FAA representatives were in attendance and 

participated in this meeting. Ms. Patty Clark (Port Authority) opened the meeting by welcoming the airline 

representatives and other participants. Ms. Clark further explained the format of the presentation and provided 

information on the PFC Program requirements and relationship to AlP, as well as on the PFC collection schedule. Copies 

of the slides were distributed to the meeting attendees to follow along with the presentation. Mr. James Heitman (Port 

Authority) then presented a detailed overview of the projects included in the PFC Application. 

7he following provides a paraphrased version of the questions and comments of the airline representatives as well as 

the Port Authority's responses. 

1. Airline Representative Question 

American Airlines 

• Does the $37.4 Million for the EWR Bollards project include the amount that the Port Authority has spent on 

7erminal A and C in addition to 7ermlnal B7 

Port Authority Response 

• Yes, the amount is for all terminals. However, only bollards at 7erminal B have been installed to date. 

2. Airline Representative Question 

American Airlines 

• What were the scope changes to the Modernization of 7erminal B project? 

Port Authority Response 

• 7he scope changes were primarily new 7SA requirements for managing construction sites, as well as changes in 

the electrical substations. 7he largest component of the project increase was the escalating project construction 

costs in the period from 2004 through 2007. 7he original estimate was developed in 2003. 
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3. Airline Representative Question 

American Airlines 

• What were the terms of the changes in TSA requirements? 

Port Authority Response 

• The terms of the changes in TSA requirements regarded badging and how contractors could get to and from the 

site. This complicated the phasing of construction. 

4. Airline Representative Question 

New York Airline Liaison Office (NYALO) 

• What is the scope of work for the Deicing Project at JFK? Will simulation modeling be included? 

Port Authority Response 

• The scope includes the study of the site. The Port Authority anticipates that some modeling will be included. 

5. Airline Representative Question 

American Airlines 

• Will the Port Authority be cooperating with the airlines through the process for the JFK Deicing project? Will the 

Port Authority look at requirements as well as consult with the airlines? 

Port Authority Response 

• Consultants will be working with the Port Authority and airlines to ensure the project meets the interests of all 

parties involved. They'll be looking at schedules, cost/benefit operations, etc. This will be a collaborative effort. 

6. Airline Representative Question 

NYALO 

• What is Building 94 and why is it being demolished during the Ramp Expansion and Hangar Demolition project at 

JFK? 

Port Authority Response 

• Building 94 is a small building off to the side of Hangar 12 that is not currently in use. It is being demolished due 
to safety concerns resulting from its age and poor condition. 

7. Airline Representative Question 

NYALO 

• Is all the AlP Grant and stimulus funding in place for the Bay Runway project? 
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Port Authority Respoose 

• Yes, all the AIR Grant and stimulus funding has been approved. 

8. Airline Representative Question 

FedEx 

• How will the three-month reauthorization requirement affect the timing of these projects? How does the Port 

Authority fund the projects if they do not get another reauthorization? 

Port Authority Response 

• Projects would be funded by the Port Authority reserves. The Port Authority pays for the costs of the project 

first, and then is reimbursed at a later date. There will not be a timing issue. 

9. Airline Representative Question 

American Airlines 

• Is LGA the only bollard project without grants? Are there future possible AlP grants for the other airports? 

Port Authority Response 

• This one project is the only one for which an AlP grant was authorized. The Port Authority has submitted an 

extensive list of projects eligible for AlP grants. 

10. Airline Representative Question 

American Airlines 

• Are there any AlP Grants for the Runway 4-22 project? 

Port Authority Response 

• The intention is to use PRCs for this project. The Port Authority has identified all the projects in which they are 

seeking AlP Grant funding. This is not one of them. 

11. Airline Representative Question 

NYALO 

Would it be possible to fund inline baggage screening equipment with PRCs? 

RAA Response 

• The in-line baggage screening equipment itself is not eligible; modifications to existing infrastructure, however, 

are eligible, but only in terminals of shared use. The latest projects indicate that the Port Authority's ability to 

collect PRC's will expire in August 2010. Because the timeframe for extending the Port Authority's collection 

authority is limited and the application process has already been initiated, it will not be possible to include in

line baggage projects in this application. The Port Authority will look into including this project in future PRC 

applications. 

JFK Airport Attachment C - Air Carrier Consultation Information 



Passenger Facility Charge Application (y THEPOHTfllfTHOBnYOFNY& NJ 

12. Airline Representative Question 

NYALO 

• What happens if the FAA does not approve a project in time? 

Port Authority Response 

• The Port Authority will withdraw any project that threatens to impede the approval of the application. The Port 

Authority is facing a deadline for approving a new RFC application in order to maintain collection authority. If 

any projects could potentially delay PFC approval, the Port Authority will withdraw it from the application and 
include it in a future application. 

13. Airline Representative Question 

NYALO 

• Would the Port Authority be agreeable to including the in-line baggage screening costs in a future PFC 
application? 

Port Authority Response 

• For a future application, the Port Authority would consider this project or any other eligible project. Any project 

can be proposed for inclusion in future applications. The primary purpose of this "interim" application is to 

extend the collection authority. 

The Consultation Meeting concluded at 2:30 pm. 
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Stewart International Airport 
D6660ib60 17, 2009,1:00 pon 

7V7e677og NO769 

On November 11, 2009, in aeebrdanee vw7h 14 CFR Part 158 See7ion 158.23, tTie Por7 Au77iori7y 9en7 no7iee9 7o all 

domestle air carriers and 7orelgn air carriers opera7lng a7 JFK, EWR, LGA and 5WF alrpor7s no7l7ylng 77iem o7 77oe Por7 

Au77oorl7y's ln7en7lon 7o subml7 an appllca7lon 7o 7he FAA reques7lng au7harl7y 7o Impose and use PFC revenue 7o 7und 

alr7leld, landslde and securl7y capl7al developmen7 projec7s a7 EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF. A77ached 7o 7he no7lce owere 7he 

descriptions o7t7ie proposed PFC projects, the air carriers that are proposed be excluded 7rom collecting the PFCs, 

anticipated PFC revenue, and 7toe Airport Capital Improvement Plan and potential alternative use projects. At the 

meetings the Port Authority provided project justl7lcatlons, detailed Financial plans, and other presentation materials to 

the airline representatives. The Following Is an account oFthe proceedings oFthe airline consultation meeting held at 

EWR. 

At 1:00 pm, December 17, 2009, Port Authority staFF met with the one airline that elected to attend the consultation 

meeting In the Airport Administration ConFerence Room at SWF. An FAA representative was In attendance and 

participated In this meeting. Ms. Patty Clark (Port Authority) opened the meeting by welcoming the airline 

representative and other participants. Ms. Clark explained the Format oFthe presentation and provided InFormatlon on 

the PFC Program requirements and relationship to AlP, as well as on the PFC collection schedule. Copies oF the slides 

were distributed to the meeting attendees to Follow along with the presentation. Mr. James Heltman (Port Authority) 

then presented a detailed overview oFthe projects Included In the PFC Application. 

The Following provides a paraphrased version oFthe questions and comments oFthe airline representative as well as the 

Port Authority's responses. 

1. Airline Representative Question 
JetBlue Airlines 

• Would the snow removal equipment covered In the PFC application he available For the 2010 season? 

Port Authority Response 

• The snow removal equipment will not he acquired until approximately two snow seasons From now, as It takes 

time For the equipment to he manuFactured, delivered and staFF trained. 

2. Airline Representative Question 
JetBlue Airlines 

• When will the Port Authority begin collecting the passenger Facility charge at SWF? 
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Port Authority Response 

• The Port Authority is anticipating having the application approved by the FAA by June 2010. As soon as the 

collection authority for RFC projects and amendments to the previous application expire, the collections for the 

projects included in this application will take effect, at which point passengers at SWF will begin to pay the RFC. 

This date is projected to be August 2010. 

3. Airline Representative Question 
JetBlue Airlines 

• Once the Port Authority collects all the money to pay for the SWF project included in the application, will the 

customers continue to pay the passenger facility charge? 

Port Authority Response 

• Right now, the Port Authority collects PFCs as a system. Once SWF is approved as part of the package of Port 

Authority airports collecting PFCs, passengers at all four airports will continue to pay PFCs until the entire charge 

is collected. 

FAA Response 

• Regarding continuance of RFC collection, once the collection is met, the Port Authority will likely submit another 

application to increase the collection amount and extend the expiration of the charge. If the Port Authority 

collects faster than projected in the application, then the expiration date is pushed forward. Currently, the Port 

Authority is collecting its PFCs faster than anticipated and therefore is looking to submit this new RFC application 

in order to extend the charge expiration date. The FAA will process the Amendments first, which will 

incrementally extend the collection. Once the Amendment project amounts are collected, the new project 

collections will take effect, at which point passengers at SWF will begin to pay the RFC. 

The Consultation Meeting concluded at 1:30 pm. 
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Response to Air Carrier Comments 
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Response to Air Carrier Comments 

In accordance with 14 CFR Part 158.23, the Port Authority distributed draft PFC applications to each of the 184 air 
carriers and foreign air carriers currently operating at EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF, on November ll'\ 2009. The draft 
application notified each airline of the Port Authority's intent to submit an application to the FAA requesting authority to 
impose and use PRC's to fund capital development at the Airports. The notification packages included the date, time 
and locations of the meetings at which the Port Authority would consult with the airlines about the proposed PFC 
funded projects. The letter included: 

• Description of the proposed projects; 

• PFC dollar level; 

• Charge effective date; 

• Estimated charge expiration date; 

• Estimated PFC revenue; and 

• List of exempted air carriers and explanation for exemptions. 

Consultation meetings with domestic and foreign air carriers were held on December 14th, 16th and 17th, 2009. A total 
of one airline provided a comment letter with responses that included agreements and conditional agreement with the 
projects included in the application. 

Continental Airlines (CO) provided the letter with comments on projects at EWR and LGA only. CO unconditionally 
agreed with the two projects at LGA and unconditionally agreed with three of the four EWR projects contained in the 
draft application. For the third EWR project. Terminal A Redevelopment, CO "conditionally agreed" to the project. The 
conditional agreement for the EWR Terminal A Redevelopment project included CO's request to review detailed cost 
estimates to ensure the continued structural integrity, life safety, and critical passenger service operational functions at 
Terminal A for the next 10-15 years. 

In response to this request, the Port Authority will make available to CO, and the other airlines operating at EWR, the 
cost estimates for the continued operation of Terminal A. 

CO's letter is included in this section. 
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Continental 
Airlines 

Post Office Box 4607 HQSPF 
Houston TX 77210-4607 

Via Electronic & U.S. Mail Tel 713 324 5139 
conllhentaf.com 

January 18, 2010 

Ms. Patty Clark 
Senior Advisor - Aviation Department 
Port Authority of New York and New Jersey 
225 Park Avenue South, 9"* Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Re: Draft Application for Authority to Impose and Use Passenger Facility Charge Revenue for; 
Airside and Landside Development Projects at JFK, EWR, LGA and SWF 

Dear Ms. Clark: 

Pursuant to 14 CFR Part 158, "Passenger Facility Charges," Section 158.23, please accept this letter 
and the enclosure hereto as Continental Airlines ' written Certification of Agreement/Disagreement 
with respect to the Port Authority's intent to apply to the FAA to impose and use PFC revenues for 
additional projects within the Port Authority of New York and New Jersey's airport system. 

Continental hereby submits its written Certification of Agreement/Disagreement as to those 
proposed projects referenced in the Port Authority's notice of November 11, 2009 as presented and 
discussed at the consultation meeting on December 14, 2009. 

With respect to the proposed PFC application as a whole, we respectfully call to your attention the 
Port Au&ority's commitment to maintain a balance between PFC collections and approved PFC 
projects at its major airport at EWR as compared to JFK/LGA. This policy statement was 
memorialized in an October 2002 Agreement between the Port Authority and the City of New^k 
which contains the following language with respect to PFCs: 

"The Passenger Facility Charges received by the Port Authority to date from the three major 
airports operated by the Port Authority, as well as any increased passenger facility charges 
authorized and imposed in the future, shall be invested hi Newark Airport in an amount equal 
to the proportion which the passenger facility charges originating at Newark Airport bear to 
all such Passenger Facility charges collected by the Port Authority..." 

This draft application tilts that balance. Historical PFC collections at EWR represent 34% of the total 
between the three major airports. Approved project dollars also represent 34% of total. This 
application, however, apportions only 23% of project dollars for EWR which has the effect of 
reducing EWR's historical share of approved PFC dollars to 32%. , On a percentage basis the change 

A STAR ALLIANCE MEMBER 



Ms. Patty Cl9rk 
January 18, 2010 
Page 2 of2 

appears small. In terms of project dollars, however, it represents a PFC investment shortfall to the 
tune of $90 million; That is significant. Accordingly, we encourage the Port Authority to submit a 
supplemental PFC application in the very near term with additional EWR impose and use projects so 
as to restore the desired balance and to maintain that balance on a going-forward basis and with each 
and every subsequent PFC application. 

As to the type of additional projects to be submitted, we highly encourage the prioritization of PFC 
funding on airfield delay reduction initiatives over terminal development. 

In the event that specific elements of a proposed project or projects are eliminated or changed prior 
to or after the filing by the Airport of the PFC application with the FAA, it is requested that the Port 
Authority provide notification to the undersigned and the respective air carrier of such changes. It is 
also requested that the Port Authority provide the section of the application that sununarizes the 
carriers' responses to the proposed PFC projects, 

Please feel free to contact me at 713-324-6972 with any questions regarding our response. 

Sincerely, 

Duane M.I. Siguenza 
Director, Corporate Real Estate 

Enclosure (1) 



CONTINENTAL AIRLINES, INC. - : 
RESPONSE TO APPLICATION TO IMPOSE AND USE PFC REVENUES 

TOR ADDITIONAL PROJECTS AT 
JFK, EWR,LGA AND SWF AIRPORTS 

January 18, 2010 

NEWARK LIBERTY INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT (EWRJ 

Project; 

Position: 

Comments: 

Project: 

Position: 

Comments: 

Project: 

Position: 

Comments: 

Project: 

Position: 

Comments: 

No. 1 - Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical Protection of 
Terminal Building Frontages 

Certification of Agreement 

None 

No. 2 - Multiple Taxiway Entrance Construction 

Certification of: Agreement 

None 

No. 3 - Terminal A Redevelopment - Phase 11 Planning Program 

Certification of Conditional Agreement 

The cost estimates for the option to rehabilitate the existing Terminal A were 
not sufficiently justified or detailed during the course of the Phase I Planning 
studies and airline presentation meetings. Accordingly, it is strongly 
recommended that the first order of business for any Phase n Planning studies 
include the detailed review of the required costs to ensure the continued 
structural integrity, life-safety and critical passenger service operational 
functions (e.g. security checlqjoint screening areas) at Terminal A for the next 
10-15 years! This is an important juncture in any future decisions over 
whether to invest significantly in the construction of a new terminal. 

No. 4 - Modernization of Terminal B -Amended 

Certification of Agreement 

As discussed during the airline consultation meeting at Newark Liberty on 
December 14, 2009, it is requested that the additional PFC amount for this 
project reflect the maximum value for eligible project elements so as to 
eliminate any overspill of the net project requirement into the international 
facility airline rate base. 
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CONTINENTAL AIRLINES, INC. 
RESPONSE TO APPLICATION TO IMPOSE AND USE PFC REVENUES 

FOR ADDITIONAL PROJECTS AT 
JFK, EWR, LGA AND SWF AIRPORTS 

January 18, 2010 

JOHN F. KENNEDY INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT (JFKl 

Project: No. 1 - Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical Protection of 
Terminal Building Frontages 

Position: No comment as Continental does not presently schedule into JFK. 

Comments: None 

Project: No. 2- Planning for a Centralized Aircraft Deicing Facility 

Position: No comment as Continental does not presently schedule into JFK. 

Comments: None 

Project: No. 3 - Aircraft Ramp Expansion and Hangar Demolition 

Position: No comment as Continental does not presently schedule into JFK. 

Comments: None 

Project: No. 4 -Reconstruction of Runway 13R-31L 

Position: No comment as Continental does not presently schedule into JFK. 

Comments: None 

LAGUARDIA AmPORT fLGAl 

Project: No. 1 - Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical Protection of 
Terminal Building Frontages 

Position: Certification of Agreement 

Comments: None 

Project: No. 2 - Rehabilitation of Runway 4-22 

Position: Certification of Agreement 
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; CONTINENTAL AIRLINES, INC. 
RESPONSE TO APPLICATION TO IMPOSE AND USE PFC REVENUES 

FOR ADDITIONAL PROJECTS AT 
JFK, EWR, LGA AND SWF AIRPORTS 

January 18, 2010 

Comments; None 

Project: No. 3- Crisis Commaod Center/Police & Airfield Rescue and 
Firefightiog Facility (ARFF) - Amended 

Position: Certification of Agreement 

Comments: None 

STEWART INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT fSWFl 

Project: No. 1 - Snow Removal and Safety Equipment Procurement 

Position: No coinment as Continental does not presently schedule into SWF. 

Comments: None 

PFC PLANNING AND PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION 

Project: No. 1 - PFC Planning and Program Administration 

Position: Certification of Agreement 

Comments: None 

This concludes Continental Airlines' comments and certification of agreement/disagreement 
regarding the Airport's application. 
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PFC Application Public Notice 
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IHE PORrAUTHORITYOF NY&NJ 
Passenger Facility Charge Application 

Public Notice of 
Passenger Facility Charge Application 

The Public Notice for the RFC Application was posted on the Port Authority's website at the following 
link: 

• General Airport Link: http://www.panvni.gov/airports/general-information.html 

The notice was posted on the above website on December 7'*^, 2009. The notice provided a brief 
description of each project, brief justification, associated cost estimates and RFC level, estimated total 
RFC level, the proposed charge effective date and charge expiration date, estimated total RFC revenue 
to be collected, and name and contact information for the person to whom comments should be sent. 
The notice specified that comments would be received until December IA"*, 2009. 

A copy of the public notice is provided in the following section. 
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Public Notice of 
Passenger Facility Charge Draft Application for 

impose & Use Authority Application 
December 2009 

T6e Port Authority of New York 99d New Jersey (Port Authority), hereby provides 
notice of its intent to file an application to the Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) to impose and use Passenger Facility Charges (PFCs) at Newark Liberty 
International Airport (EWR), John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), 
LaGuardia Airport (LGA) and Stewart International Airport (SWF) for various 
airside and landside development projects. The application will address two sets 
of projects: two (2) projects which will be the subject of an application to amend 
the 2006 PFC Application; and eleven (11) new projects, which will be the 
subject of a PFC application for the first time. These projects are described 
below. 

Amended Projects for the 2006 Application 

Newark Liberty International Airport 

Modernization of Terminal B - Amended 

Description: The Port Authority is seeking an amendment to the 2006 PFC 
application for the Modernization of Terminal B project. During the construction 
period, several changes have occurred that have increased the construction 
costs, including escalations in the construction cost index and planning and 
engineering work, as well as changes to the scope of work identified during 
construction to enhance the functionality and capacity of the terminal. Scope 
changes included the following: 

• The Lower Level ticket counters were made permanent due to increasing 
airline demand and TSA requirements for baggage screening. By 
constructing these permanent counters, the international check-in process 
can now be spread along these counters to decrease some of the demand 
on the upper level. 

• Emergency power was significantly increased to address growing 
concerns with electrical service reliability. The increase in emergency 
electrical distribution caused changes to the electrical substation designs 
and required significantly increased feeder service between the generator 
and substations. 

Justification: Since Terminal 8 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 



th9t roquirod gdditiooal 8taff aod pass9og6r ser96niog 6quipoi9ot that th9 
Tarminal was not originally dasignod to aooommodata. 

PFC L6V6I: $4.50 
Eatimated Co8t: $30,500,000 Amondmont 

LaGuardia Airport 

Cri8i8 Command Center/Polioe & Airfiold Reaoue and Firofighting Faoility 
(ARFF) - Amended 

Deeoription: The Port Authority is seeking an amendment to the 2006 PFC 
applioation for the Crisis Command Center/Polioe & Airfield Reseue and 
Firefighting Faoility project due to increased projects costs resulting from the 
introduction of new project elements and time-inflated changes in cost estimates 
since the original budget allocation. 

Since the 2006 PFC application, new project elements have introduced 
unanticipated costs, such as aeronautical improvements to the areas surrounding 
the Facility will allow the airport to meet Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 
standards and improve the overall airfield functionality. The project also has a 
high degree of cost risk and complexity due to the integration of 24 technology 
systems including White House Communications, Fire Fighting, Policing Systems 
such as Live Scan and Online Booking, Building Support Systems Radio 
Systems such as 800MHZ and UHF and VHP Bands, and Security Systems, 
such as Computerized Access Control, and Perimeter Intrusion Detection, and 
CCTV Surveillance. In addition to these new project elements, project costs have 
increased since the original budget estimates due to inflation and the natural 
trend for increasing construction costs. 

Justification: The existing ARFF facility is currently undersized to accommodate 
existing functions. Some personnel and activities are housed in adjoining trailers 
and other buildings, leading to inefficiencies in operations. 

PFC Level: $4.50 
Estimated Cost: $24,900,000 

New Projects for the 2009 Application 

Newark Liberty International Airport 

Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical Protection of Terminal 
Building Frontages 



De8cri9tioo: T9e im9rovement8 9e8cribe9 9erein will en99nce passenger ssfety 
909 incregse t9e security of t9e Alr9ort by minimizing the exposure of girline an9 
airport operations to vehicle borne improvise9 explosive 9evice8 (VBIED). 

The Port Authority has 9evelope9 a multi-layere9 approach to mitigate the threat 
of VBIED along the terminal frontage areas. This multi-layere9 approach 
inclu9os policy, operational, an9 physical har9ening initiatives. The use of 
security bollar9s is one physical har9ening initiative 9esigne9 to maintain an9 
fortify an existing stan9off 9istances an9 provi9e vehicle anti-ram protection 
along the public roa9ways in front of the terminals at EWR. 

The purpose of the security bollar9 installation is to 9isable a vehicle that coul9 
potentially be used to transport explosives insi9e the terminal buil9lng. This 
protective measure woul9 inclu9e crash-rate9, concrete-fille9 steel pipes with 
covers space9 at appropriate intervals along the terminal frontages an9 along 
other Ian9si9e terminal areas that can be acce8se9 by a vehicle. These physical 
barriers woul9 supplement operational an9 other security measures alrea9y in 
place or to be a99e9 at the terminal frontages. 

Justification: This project is vitally important to enhance the security posture of 
EWR. These security improvements will a 19 airport security personnel in 
thwarting unauthorize9 vehicle access to the terminal an9 operational areas. 
Port Authority's security program involves several objectives, strategies, an9 
Initiatives that provi9e a roa9map for implementation of security programs at Port 
Authority Aviation facilities. These initiatives were 9evelope9 following a threat, 
vulnerability, an9 risk assessment process the Port Authority con9ucte9 to 
assess the security risk an9 evaluate risk mitigation initiatives. 

PFC Level: $4.50 
Estimate9 Cost: $37,400,000 

Multiple Taxiway Entrance Construction 

Description: This project will create a multiple entrance taxiway at the en9 of R/W 
22R to enhance 9eparture capability an9 re9uce 9elays through an improve9 an9 
efficient intersection at R/W 22R. Moreover, this project will serve as the first 
initiative of a Delay Re9uction Program that will be implemente9 throughout the 
next five years at EWR. 

The project will enhance access to the 9eparture en9 of Runway (R/W) 22R. A 
new 950-foot taxiway imme9iately south of Taxiway W is propose9 to connect 
Taxiways S an9 R to R/W 22R on the west si9e. By un9ertaking this work, the 
Airport will achieve enhance9 9eparture capability an9 9elay re9uction with an 
improve9 an9 efficient intersection 9eparture at R/W 22R. A new entry point to 
R/W 22R an9 an a99itional 950 linear feet of queuing space for aircraft 
9epartures will be create9. The preliminary simulation results of initial TAAM 



modeling indl69te8 thgt the projeet will support up to four additional operations 
per hour at R/W 22R, or 64 flights per day over the 16-hour day. 

Justifioation: The Port Authority, working with the FAA and airlines, identified 
the addition of multiple aooess points to the existing runway ends as an effeotive 
measure to reduoe delays. 

RFC Level: $4.50 
Estimated Cost: $45,000,000 

Terminal A Redevelopment - Phase II Planning Program 

Desoription: This projeet will advanee the eoneeptual planning for the Terminal 
A Redevelopment Program, defined in the Phase 1 Planning Program report, in 
order to meet projeeted growth and antioipated passenger demand at EWR, 
thereby satisfying the airport's approved Competition Plan. The Phase I effort 
olarified the Port Authority's approaoh to aooommodating passenger growth at 
EWR and identified the need to oompletely redevelop Terminal A rather than 
attempt to modernize or expand the existing Terminal. 

The Phase II Planning Program is designed to: improve the effieienoy of 
passenger prooessing and seourity soreening, provide additional gates and 
spaee for new entrant airlines, and create holdroom areas to meet ariticipated 
passenger demand. The overall goal of the Terminal A Redevelopment Program 
is to provide a state-of-the-art facility that will be sized appropriately to 
accommodate the future aircraft fleet mix and forecasted passenger demand. 
Passenger demand for the Terminal is projected to be 11 Million Annual Air 
Passengers (MAAP) in 2018. It is anticipated that the Terminal A 
Redevelopment will include the construction of 33 gates configured to 
accommodate Group IV and V aircraft. The existing Terminal A has a total of 28 
gates originally designed for Group III and IV aircraft. 

Justification: Since its completion in 1973, Terminal A upgrades have been 
limited to code compliance and other safety and corrective repair projects, such 
as fire alarm upgrades and vertical circulation improvements. 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 by providing a larger and differently configured terminal building 
footprint. 

PRC Level: $4.50 
Estimated Cost: $30,000,000 



John F. Keooedv Iotero9tion9l Airport (JFK). New York. NY 

Seoority 5nh9noement Projeot8 for the Phy8io9l Proteotion of Teroolnol 
Bonding Frontegeo 

Desori9tlon: The im9rov6ments de8cribed herein will enhance passenger safety 
and increase the security of the Alr9ort by minimizing the ex90sure of airline and 
air9ort 09eratlons to vehicle borne lm9rovised ex9io8lve devices (VBiED). 

The Port Authority has deveio9ed a multi-layered approach to mitigate the threat 
of VBiED along the terminal frontage areas. This multi-layered approach 
includes policy, operational, and physical hardening initiatives. The use of 
security bollards is one physical hardening initiative designed to maintain and 
fortify an existing standoff distances and provide vehicle anti-ram protection 
along the public roadways in front of the terminals at JFK. 

The purpose of the security bollard installation is to disable a vehicle that could 
potentially be used to transport explosives inside the terminal building. This 
protective measure would Include crash-rated, concrete-filled steel pipes with 
covers spaced at appropriate intervals along the terminal frontages and along 
other iandslde terminal areas that can be accessed by a vehicle. These physical 
barriers would supplement operational and other security measures already In 
place or to be added at the terminal frontages. 

Justification: This project is vitally important to enhance the security posture of 
JFK. These security improvements will aid airport security personnel in thwarting 
unauthorized vehicle access to the terminal and operational areas. Port 
Authority's security program involves several objectives, strategies, and 
initiatives that provide a roadmap for Implementation of security programs at Port 
Authority Aviation facilities. These Initiatives were developed following a threat, 
vulnerability, and risk assessment process the Port Authority conducted to 
assess the security risk and evaluate risk mitigation initiatives. 

PFC Level: $4.50 
Estimated Cost: $60,000,000 

Planning for a Centralized Aircraft Deicing Facility 

Description: This project will advance the planning for a new centralized deicing 
facility at JFK that will enhance safety and operational efficiency of the Airport 
while improving the Port Authority's ability to manage deicing fluid effluent. 

This project consists of a study to examine the operational and infrastructure 
feasibility of constructing a centralized deicing facility at JFK. Specifically, the 
study will consider sizing, siting, design, aircraft access, and vehicle service road 
considerations. This study is necessary to ensure that the centralized deicing 



f9oility 099 b9 con8truot9(J with an giroraft d9loi99 flul9l oollaotion sy8t9m that 
malntai98 096rational safaty and affloiancy whiia oomplying with propo86d 
fadaral (EPA) r6g9lations and the State Dept. of Environmental Conservation 
Stormwater Pollution Disoharge Elimination System permit requirements and 
providing capability for the Port Authority to address future regulatory 
requirements. 

Justification: Aircraft deicing is a critical flight safety issue. Although deicing 
activities at JFK meet all current safety standards, deicing operations are 
currently fragmented, resulting in reduced operational efficiencies as well as 
difficulty in managing spent deicing fluids. 

PRC Level: $4.50 
Estimated Cost: $1,000,000 

Reconstruction of Runway 13R-31L 

Description: This project consists of the reconstruction of Runway 13R-31L and 
the construction of related aeronautical infrastructure improvements that will 
increase operational efficiencies and reduce air traffic delays at JFK. The project 
will also upgrade the lighting and electrical infrastructure, and restore the grading 
associated with the runway safety area. 

This project will repave the existing asphalt runway with concrete and widen the 
runway from 150 feet to 200 feet to meet Group VI standards. In addition, 
improvements to the entirety of Runway 13R-31L include: new runway lighting 
and electrical infrastructure; new electrical feeds; associated modification to the 
switch houses; widening of taxiway intersections; shoulder overlays; new 
navigational aids; accommodations for future navigation aids, and regrading of 
runway safety areas. Taxiway improvements will include construction of new 
Taxiway KG, the extension of Taxiways KK and KD, modifications to Taxiways 
PF, PE and K, and construction of new Taxiways PD, JA, JB and Z. 

Justification: This project is essential to maintain the operational efficiency of 
this Runway. The existing asphalt pavement on Runway 13R-31L is nearing the 
end of its service life. 

RFC Level: $4.50 
Estimated Cost: $300,000,000 

Aircraft Ramp Expansion and Hangar Demolition 

Description: This project will demolish the existing Hangar 12 and Building 94 
due to safety concerns over the ageing infrastructure and thus create additional 
aircraft ramp that will be utilized by FAA Air Traffic Controllers for delay reduction 



9od oth6r 9eriod8 of ooogestioo 9t JFK. This new ram9 area may also be 
considered as a potential site for a new centralized aircraft deioing facility. 

This project will be condocted in two phases. The first phase will consist of the 
demolition of Hangar 12 and Boilding 94. Hangar 12 and Building 94 are former 
aircraft maintenance facilities located in the southwest quadrant of JFK. These 
hangars have been vacant for several years and in recent months, safety has 
become a concern, as the buildings are beginning to decay. This project will also 
serve to demolish the hangars so that the aircraft ramp can be expanded and a 
centralized deicing facility can eventually be constructed, should a separate 
study identify this as an appropriate site. 

Justification: Hangar 12 and Building 94 have been vacant for several years 
and in recent months, the buildings have begun to decay, causing a safety 
concern that must be addressed. This project will serve to demolish the hangars 
for safety considerations. The demolished space will then enable the aircraft 
ramp to be expanded for aircraft to be used by air traffic controllers for delay 
reduction purposes. Also the site may be considered for the location of a 
centralized deicing facility, should a separate study identify this as an appropriate 
site. 

PFC Level: $4.50 
Estimated Cost: $15,000,000 

LaGuardia Airport (LGA), New York. NY 

Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical Protection of Terminal 
Building Frontages 

Description: The improvements described herein will enhance passenger safety 
and increase the security of the Airport by minimizing the exposure of airline and 
airport operations to vehicle borne improvised explosive devices (VBIED). 

The Port Authority has developed a multi-layered approach to mitigate the threat 
of VBIED along the terminal frontage areas. This multi-layered approach 
includes policy, operational, and physical hardening initiatives. The use of 
security bollards is one physical hardening initiative designed to maintain and 
fortify an existing standoff distances and provide vehicle anti-ram protection 
along the public roadways in front of the terminals at LGA. 

The purpose of the security bollard installation is to disable a vehicle that could 
potentially be used to transport explosives inside the terminal building. This 
protective measure would include crash-rated, concrete-filled steel pipes with 
covers spaced at appropriate intervals along the terminal frontages and along 
other landside terminal areas that can be accessed by a vehicle. These physical 



09rri6rs woulO 8099l6m9nt 099r9tion9l gnO oth6r S6eority m99Sor6S gIrgaOy i9 
91966 or to 06 90060 at tha tarminal frontagas. 

Jo8tifi69tion: This 9roj9et is vitaiiy im90rta9t to snhanea tha saourity 90store of 
LGA. Those seoorlty im9rovement8 wiii aiO air9ort seeorlty 9ersonnei in 
thwarting onaothorlzeO vehieie aeeess to the terminai anO 09erationai areas. 
Port Authority's seeorlty 9rogram involves several oOjeetives, strategies, anO 
initiatives that 9rovi0e a roa0ma9 for im9iementation of seeorlty 9rograms at Port 
Authority Aviation faeiilties. These Initiatives were deveiogeO following a threat, 
vulnerability, and risk assessment 9roeess the Port Authority eondueted to 
assess the seeorlty risk and evaluate risk mitigation initiatives. 

RFC Level: $4.50 
Estimated Cost: $27,600,000 

Rehabilitation of Runway 4-22 

Des6ri9tio9: The purpose of this 9rojeet is to rehabilitate the non-deek 9ortion of 
the 9S9halt 9avement on Runway 4-22 and its assoeiated taxiways. In order to 
9revent further 99vem9nt degradation and subsequent damage to the 9avement 
sub-grade, 99vem9nt rehabilitation is needed to extend the life of the 9avement, 
9reserve the sub-grade, and to aeeommodate the loads from airoraft ourrentiy 
serving LGA and from airoraft projeeted to operate at the Airport in the future. 

The projeot will also inelude repiaeement of the runway in-pavement eenterline 
lights, touehdown zone lights, and edge lights; the installation of in-pavement 
runway guard lights on all airoraft holding bays; and the installation of taxiway 
oenterline lights up to the hold lines for eaoh exit taxiway. Along with the new 
fixtures, the lighting improvements inelude new eonduit, eable and regulators; 
assoeiated improvements to the airfield lighting vault; and an upgraded airfield 
lighting oontroi panel. The projeot wiii also update marking and signage and 
improvements to the airfield drainage system. 

Justifioation: Routine maintenanee is beeoming more frequent as reeent 
inspeetions have shown the pavement to be exhibiting age related stress and 
assooiated deterioration. It is apparent that routine maintenanee will no longer be 
suffieient to sustain the pavement in a safe eondition. As a result, pavement 
rehabilitation is required that will repiaee the existing wearing eourse with 
revitalized asphalt pavement to preserve the strueturai seotion of the runway 
pavement and permit safe and effioient airoraft operations. 

RFC Level: $4.50 
Estimated Cost: $49,000,000 



St6W9rt lotero9tioo9l Airport (SWF). Newburah. New York 

Soow Removel 9o3 Sefety Equipoieot Prooureoieot 

Desoriptioo: The purpo8e of this project Is to procure equipment to support the 
snow removal and safety functions at Stewart International Airport In accordance 
with the Airport's FAR Part 139 certification. This equipment will be used to 
remove snow and ice from airslde and landside pavement areas and for airfield 
lighting system support for instrument operations. 

Justification: SWF primarily uses snow removal equipment that Is not 
specifically designed for airfield snow removal operations. Most of the equipment 
currently available on the Airport consists of maintenance vehicles and trucks 
retrofitted with snow plow blades and all of these vehicles are at least 20 years 
old. 

RFC Level: $4.50 
Estimated Cost: $5,802,000 

2009 RFC Application for John F. Kennedy. La Guardia. Newark Liberty, 
and Stewart Airports 

RFC Planning and Program Administration 

Description: The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey (Port Authority) 
Capital Plan and Budget includes a host of eligible projects that the Port Authority 
Is seeking to finance using RFC revenues that are subject to the preparation and 
FAA approval of a RFC application. Under FAA guidelines, an application and 
consultation with air carriers Is required, and the FAA must approve the 
completed application. The Port Authority has retained Frasca and Associates, 
LLC, and VHB Engineering, Surveying and Landscape Architecture, P.O. (VHB), 
to prepare the financial plan based on enplaned passenger and associated RFC 
revenue projections, as well as to provide an advisory role for the development of 
the information necessary for the RFC application, as well as amendments to 
prior applications. 

In addition, the Port Authority is required to perform ongoing oversight of the RFC 
program, including filing quarterly reports, managing RFC collection, reporting 
and other administrative tasks. The costs associated with the above described 
Items are Included In this project. 

Justification: The FAA guidelines require development of an application 
concerning projects proposed under the RFC program. This project provides for 
development of the RFC application, the preparation of financial plans and 
provision of specialized consulting services, the consultation with air carriers. 



PFC collection 9nd reporting, end edministretion of the PFC funded projects 
included in this epplicetion. 

PFC Level: $4.50 
Estlmeted Cost: $1,500,000 

Egch of the foregoing projects is included with the draft application, submitted to 
the airlines for consultation on November 11, 2009. 

Total estimated PFC revenue is approximately $627,702,500, which captures 
revenues from both the new (2009) PFC application and the amended projects 
(2006 application). The charge effective date is August 2010 and the charge 
expiration date is projected to occur during the 4'^ Quarter of 2013. 

The period for public comment will expire at 5 p.m. on December 14th, 
2009. 

All requests for the full draft application and any associated comments are to be 
submitted in writing to the following email address; 

Port Authority of New York and New Jersey: 
passenaerfacilitvcharqe@panvni.qov 
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Pgssenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AllfHORITY OF NY& NJ 

Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers from the Passenger Facility 

Charge Collection 
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 category known as, "Non-Scheduled / On-Demand Carriers" (ATCO). The airlines 
in this category represent a very small portion of the total passenger enplanements for each airport. It is believed that 
the minimal PRC revenues to be collected from these carriers do not justify the administrative burden which would be 
imposed on the carriers and the airport in collection and accounting for the revenues. The FAA ACAIS database gives 
total enplanements for each carrier operating at EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF. The carriers included in this class described 
above represent passenger enplanements of less than 1% of the total passenger enplanements for each airport. 

The names of the carriers, to the extent known, and their estimated annual enplanements are shown in the following 
tables; 

EWR 
Air Carriers 

Annual 
Enplanements 

Chantilly Air, Inc. 2 
Degol Aviation, Inc. 2 
East Coast Jets, Inc. 12 
ElanAir, Inc. 4 
Executive Air Charter 
of Boca Raton 9 

Executive Jet 
Management, Inc. 25 

Flight Services Group, 
Inc. 12 

Flying M Aviation, Inc. 3 
Helicopter Flight 
Services, Inc. 40 

Jet Charter, Inc. 2 
Jet Solutions LLC 36 
Pro Airways LLC 2 
Twin Cities Air Service 
LLC 4 

Winner Aviation Corp 4 
Total Enplanements 
Percent of Total 
Airport Enplanements 

157 

.00001% 

LGA 
Air Carriers 

Annual 
Enplanements 

Aero Jet Services LLC 11 

Air Lexington, Inc. 2 

Blue Bell Air LLC 3 

Chantilly Air, Inc. , 5 

ElanAir, Inc. 22 
Executive Air Charter 
of Boca Raton 7 

Executive Jet 
Management, Inc. 100 

Flight Services Group, 
Inc. 

29 

Florida Jet Service, 
Inc. 19 

Helicopter Flight 
Services, Inc. 

25 

Jet Charter, Inc. 1 

Jet Solutions LLC 116 

Jetchoice 1 LLC 1 
Maine Instrument 
Flight 7 

Pro Airways LLC 39 

Wall Street Helicopters 21 

Total Enplanements 
Percent of Total 
Airport Enplanements 

408 

.00004% 

JFK 
Air Carriers 

Annual 
Enplanements 

Air Lexington, Inc. 8 

BD Aeroworks Ltd 2 

Chantilly Air, Inc. 1 

ElanAir, Inc. 82 
Executive Air Charter 
of Boca Raton 4 

Executive Jet 
Management, Inc. 28 

Flight Services Group, 
Inc. 9 

Florida Jet Service, 
Inc. 

1 

Helicopter Flight 
Services, Inc. 

35 

Jet Charter, Inc. 3 

Jet Solutions LLC 48 

Jetchoice 1 LLC 2 
Meridian Air Group, 
Inc. 4 . 

Pro Airways LLC 7 
Twin Cities Air Service 
LLC 4 

Wall Street Helicopters 23 

Total Enplanements 
Percent of Total 
Airport Enplanements 

261 

.00001% 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Exhibit D -Request to Exclude Glassies) of Carriers 



Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY& NJ 

SWF 
Air Carriers 

Annual 
Enplanements 

Aero Jet Services LLC 7 
DAE Aviation 
Enterprises Corp 15 

ElanAir, Inc. 3 
Executive Jet 
Management, inc. 12 

Flight Services Group, 
Inc. 1 

Jet Solutions LLC 10 
Pro Airways LLC 11 
Wellsville Flying 
Service, Inc. 15 

Total Enplanements 
Percent of Total 
Airport Enplanements 

74 

.0002% 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Exhibit D -Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 
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Passenger Facility Charge Appiication THE PORT AUTHORflYOF NY& NJ 

Alternative Uses/Projects 

Presently, this draft application contains only "Impose and Use" projects. Projects with a request to "Impose and Use" 
RFC funds do not require the identification of Alternative Use projects. Projects that are "Impose Only" require the 
identification of alternative use projects in the event that any or all of the "Impose Only" projects contained in the 
application are ultimately abandoned or disapproved. 

Although this draft application contains only "Impose and Use" projects, in the event that a request for a particular 
project is modified from "Impose and Use" to "Impose Only", the Port Authority has identified potential projects that 
may be used as Alternative projects if needed. The table below includes the potential Alternative use projects from the 
ACIP, which is within Attachment A of this application. All of these projects listed below have been consulted with the 
air carriers. 

Airport Project Description Estimated Cost 

EWR REHAB RUNWAY 11-29 - PHASE IV 5,776.00 
EWR CONSTRUCT HARDSTAND AT BLDG. 1 9,381.00 
EWR RSA 11-29 EMAS - PLANNING 7,000.00 
EWR SECURITY - ELEC. SUBSTATION ENHANCEMENTS 7,100.00 
EWR SECURITY-BIOMETRICS 3,871.00 
EWR SECURITY - PROTECTION OF TERM. BLDG. GLASS 14,850.00 
EWR REHAB T/W B from RA to RB 2,500.00 
EWR REHAB T/WS D, B, & PA 4,923.00 
EWR REHAB T/W Yfrom RMtoS 5,268.00 
EWR CONSTRUCT RENEWABLE ENERGY FACILITIES 18,222.00 
EWR REHAB TW P, Y, L & A, Bet RA&RC 10,000.00 
EWR REHAB TWW 4,900.00 
EWR SECURITY - GUARD POST TECH. ENHANCEMENTS 3,057.00 
EWR INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM 7,117.00 
EWR SECURITY-FUEL FARM PERIMETER STRENGTHENING 3,500.00 
JFK TAXIWAY YA EXTENSION, KA HOLDING PAD - PHASE 1 6,362.00 
JFK EXTEND TAXIWAY KK - PHASE 1 2,544.00 
JFK R/W 31L TAXIWAY ACCESS IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE 1 2,544.00 
JFK SW QUADRANT TAXIWAY IMPROVEMENTS (PF, PE, PD bet TW Q & RW 13R) - PHASE 1 2,206.00 
JFK HIGH SPEED EXIT TAXI WAYS PA, N & L - PHASE 1 12,000.00 
JFK TAXIWAY PC, MB & M FILLET IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE 1 3,800.00 
JFK REHAB T/W's S, SC, SD & SR - PHASE III 8,043.00 
JFK REHAB T/W Y & PORTIONS OF T/Ws F, H, G - PHASE 1 9,764.00 
JFK REHAB T/W Z from R/W 22R to turn 1,200.00 
JFK SECURITY-AOA GUARD POST ENHANCEMENTS 19,228.00 
JFK TAXIWAY YA EXTENSION, KA HOLDING PAD - PHASE II 6,362.00 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Attachment E -Alternative Uses/Projects 



Pgssenger Facility Charge Application TOE PORTAirmORirY OF NY&NJ 

Airport Project Description Estimated Cost 

JFK EXTEND TAXIWAY KK - PHASE II 2,544.00 

JFK R/W 31L TAXIWAY ACCESS IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE II 2,544.00 

JFK SW QUADRANT TAXIWAY IMPROVEMENTS (PF, PE, PD bet TW Q & RW 13R) - PHASE II 2,290.00 

JFK HIGH SPEED EXIT TAXIWAYS PA, N & L - PHASE II 12,000.00 

JFK TAXIWAY PC, MB & M FILLET IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE II 4,200.00 

JFK REHAB TAXIWAY C 6,193.00 

JFK REHAB TAXIWAY F 4,265.00 

JFK REHAB TAXIWAYS R, SC & SD 4,637.00 

JFK REHAB R/W 4L-22R 31,649.00 

JFK UPGRADE GUARD POST ANTI-RAM VEHICLE 1,400.00 

JFK TAXIWAY YA EXTENSION, KA HOLDING PAD - PHASE III 13,230.00 

JFK EXTEND TAXIWAY KK - PHASE III 2,544.00 

JFK R/W 31L TAXIWAY ACCESS IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE III 2,544.00 

JFK SW QUADRANT TAXIWAY IMPROVEMENTS (PF, PE, PD bet TW Q & RW 13R) - PHASE III 2,544.00 

JFK RSA IMPROVEMENTS - 4L-22R 19,200.00 

JFK TAXIWAY YA EXTENSION, KA HOLDING PAD - PHASE IV 13,990.00 

JFK EXTEND TAXIWAY KK - PHASE IV 5,088.00 

JFK R/W 31L TAXIWAY ACCESS IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE IV 7,886.00 

JFK SW QUADRANT TAXIWAY IMPRQVEMENTS (PF, PE, PD bet TW Q & RW 13R) - PHASE IV 8,268.00 
JFK RSA ENHANCEMENTS 13L - 31R QVERRUN 25,333.00 

JFK REHAB T/Ws FA & FB 5,800.00 
JFK TAXIWAY YA EXTENSIQN, KA HOLDING PAD - PHASE V 4,053.00 

JFK EXTEND TAXIWAY KK - PHASE V 3,975.00 

JFK R/W 31L TAXIWAY ACCESS IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE V 4,833.00 

JFK SW QUADRANT TAXIWAY IMPROVEMENTS (PF, PE, PD bet TW Q & RW 13R) - PHASE V 7,632.00 

JFK NEW TAXIWAY SOUTH OF RW 31L (EAST OF RW 4L) - PHASE 1 10,800.00 

JFK NEW TAXIWAY SOUTH OF RW 31L (WEST OF RW 4L) - PHASE 1 7,200.00 

JFK REPLACE 4R ALS PIER 21,768.00 

JFK REHAB TAXIWAY Q&QC 6,222.00 

JFK REHAB RW 4R.22L (2017) 2,885.00 

JFK REHAB T/W W (N OF RW 13L) (2018) 2,753.00 

LGA TAXIWAYS R, S, P, G 5,644.00 

LGA PUMP HOUSE 4 & 6 UPGRADE 14,723.00 

LGA AIRFIELD LIGHTING UPGRADE 9,068.00 

LGA SECURITY - PROTECTION OF TERM. BLDG. GLASS 14,850.00 

LGA RSA ENHANCEMENTS 4 & 31, PHASE II 33,000.00 

LGA RW DECK REHAB STAGE III 42,889.00 

LGA TW PAVING & LIGHTING REHAB. - PHASE 1 14,980.00 

LGA ILS PIERS 6,410.00 

LGA REHAB. EXPANSION JOINTS, RW DECK REHAB 8,609.00 

LGA TRANSFER CIRCUIT TO EXTERNAL CONDUITS & DECOMMISSION EMBED., RW DECK REHAB 5,256.00 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Attachment E -Alternative Uses/Projects 
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Airport Project Description Estimated Cost 

LGA REPLACE DECK EPOXY WEARING COURSE ON RW SURFACE, RW DECK REHAB 7,066.00 

LGA RSA ENHANCEMENTS 4 & 31, PHASE III 33,000.00 

LGA TW PAVING & LIGHTING REHAB. - PHASE II 14,980.00 

LGA RSA ENHANCEMENTS 4 & 31, PHASE IV 33,000.00 

LGA RSA ENHANCEMENTS 4 & 31, PHASE IV 33,000.00 

LGA . REHAB OF DIKE WALL 4,419.00 

LGA SECURITY-REPLACE BARRIERS AT 9 LOCATIONS 4,267.00 

LGA SECURITY-FUEL FARM PERIMETER STRENGTHENING 1200.00 

SWF REPLACE R/W 9-27 RVR & AIRPORT WIP CIRCUIT - CONST - PHASE III 7,220.00 

SWF REHABILITATE TAXIWAY EDGE LIGHTING - PHASE II 6,509.00 

SWF APPROACH LIGHTING, FIXTURES & CABLES (D&B) 1,954.00 

SWF RUNWAY INCURSION MITIGATION 12,240.00 

SWF REPLACEMENT OF AIRFIELD SIGNS 2,700.00 

SWF OVERLAY AIRCRAFT PARKING RAMP 1,200.00 

SWF REHAB R/W 16-34 EDGE LIGHTING 6,880.00 

SWF T/W C REHAB & WIDENING 12,853.00 

SWF SOUTH RAMP PAVEMENT REPLACEMENT - PHASE 1 7,431.00 

SWF SOUTH RAMP PAVEMENT REPLACEMENT - PHASE II 7,431.00 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Attachment E -Alternative Uses/Projects 
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ATTACHMENT F 

Competition Plan/Update 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports Attachment F - Competition Pian/Update 
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Not Applicable 

The Port Authority was required to submit a Competition Plan for EWR. The original plan was submitted to the FAA in 
December of 2000. Competition plan updates were submitted in July 2001, March 2002 and February 2004. 

The latest Program Guidance Letter (PGL-04-08) dated September 30, 2004 amends the requirements for further 
submission. PGL 04-08 requires that a covered airport with an approved competition plan and two approved plan 
updates does not have to submit additional updates unless one of the following conditions applies: (1) an airport files a 
competitive access report as required by 49 U.S.C. Section 47107 stating it had denied access to an air carrier for gates 
or facilities within the last six months or (2) an airport executes a new master lease and use agreement, or significantly 
amends a lease and use agreement, including an amendment due to use of PFC financing for gates. It additionally states 
that the FAA may periodically review plans and may conduct site visits. The FAA will send written notification letters by 
September 30 of each year to airports that will be required to file competition plans or plan updates. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports Attachment F - Competition Plan/Update 
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ATTACHMENT G 

ALP/Airspace/Environmental 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports Attachment G - ALP/Airspace/Environmental 



Newark Liberty 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. 

TOR FAA USE* 
RFC Application Number; 

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

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

I. ALP Findings 
1. Current ALP approval date: 

List proposed project(s) shown on this ALP: 
Multiple Taxiway Entrance Construction 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to be shown on an ALP: 
Security Enhancement Project for the Physical Protection of 
Terminal Building Frontages; and 
Terminal A Redevelopment - Phase II Planning Program 

***«*p0^ FAA ***************************** ****************************** 
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: See Below (repeat as necessary) 

List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 
Security Enhancement Project for the Physical Protection of 
Terminal Building Frontages: 2010-AEA-77-NRA (December 2009) 
Multiple Taxiway Entrance Construction: 2009-AEA-912-NRA 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to have an airspace determination: 
Terminal A Redevelopment - Phase II Planning Program 

*****pQj^ FAA ******************** 
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. 
******************************************************************************************************************* 

III. Environmental Findings 

1. List proposed project(s) which are categorically excluded from the 
requirement for formal environmental review: 
Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical Protection of 
Terminal Building Frontages 10/14/09 
Multiple Taxiway Entrance Construction 11/18/09 

2. Date of FAA Finding of No Significant Impact: N/A 
(repeat as necessary) 

List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 

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



Newark Liberty International Airport Attachment G 

3. Date of FAA environmental record of decision: N/A 
(repeat as necessary) 

List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 

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. 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 

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



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. 

************************** FORFAAUSE 
RFC Application Number; ******************************************************************************************************** 

I. ALP Findings 
1. Current ALP approval date: Listed Below 

List proposed project(s) shown on this ALP; 
Aircraft Ramp Expansion and Hangar Demolition 
Reconstruction of Runway 13R-31L 11/12/09 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to be shown on an ALP: 
Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical Protection of 
Terminal Building Frontages 
Planning for Centralized Aircraft Deicing Facility 

"""FOR FAAUSE""""""""*"""*"""**"""*"""" 
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: 
Aircraft Ramp Expansion and Hangar Demolition: 
2009-AEA-910-NRA and 2010-AEA-28-NRA (February 2010) 
Reconstruction of Runway 13R-31L: 09-AEA-802-NRA 
(October 2009) and 09-AEA-716-719-NRA (February 2010) 
Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical Protection of 
Terminal Building Frontages: 2010-AEA-78-NRA (February 2010) 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to have an airspace determination: 
Planning for Centralized Aircraft Deicing Facility 

*****pQp yg^********************************************************************************************** 
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. 
******************************************************************************************************************* 

III. Environmental Findings 

1. List proposed project(s) which are categorically excluded from the 
requirement for formal environmental review: 
Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical Protection of 
Terminal Building Frontages 10/14/09 
Aircraft Ramp Expansion and Hangar Demolition 12/30/08 

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



John F. Kennedy International Airport Attachment G 

2. Date of FAA Finding of No Significant Impact: Listed Below 
(repeat as necessary) 

List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 
Reconstruction of Runway 13R-31L - August 20, 2008 

3. Date of FAA environmental record of decision: N/A 
(repeat as necessary) 

List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: N/A 

FAA [J3E********************************************************************************************* 
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. 
******************************************************************************************************************* 
Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 

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



LaGuardia 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: N/A 

List proposed project(s) shown on this ALP: 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to be shown on an ALP: 
Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical Protection of 
Terminal Building Frontages 
Rehabilitation of Runway 4-22 

""*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: See Below 

(repeat as necessary) 
List proposed 'project(s) covered by this finding: 
Rehabilitation of Runway 4-22 (February 2005) 
Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical Protection of 
Terminal Building Frontages: 2010-AEA-79-NRA (February 2010) 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to have an airspace determination: 

*****pQ^ FAA U0^**** ****************************************************************************************** 
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. 

III. Environmental Findings 

1. List proposed project(s) which are categorically excluded from the 
requirement for formal environmental review: 
Security Enhancement Projects for the Physical Protection of 
Terminal Building Frontages 10/14/09 
Rehabilitation of Runway 4-22 8/31/04 

2. Date of FAA Finding of No Significant Impact: N/A 
(repeat as necessary) 

List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 
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3. Date of FAA environmental record of decision: N/A 
(repeat as necessary) 

List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: N/A 

*****FOR FAA USE******"""**"*""""***""— 
Public agency information confirmed? YES [ ] PARTIALLY [ ] NO [ ] 
For eacti project which the ADO/RO disagrees with the public agency's finding, discuss the reason(s) 
for the FAA's nonconcurrance below. . 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 

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

PFC Application Number: 

I. ALP Findings 
1. Current ALP approval date: N/A 

List proposed project(s) shown on this ALP: 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to be shown on an ALP: 
Snow Removal and Safety Equipment Procurement 

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: N/A 

(repeat as necessary) 
List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to have an airspace determination: 
Snow Removal and Safety Equipment Procurement 

""'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. 

III. Environmental Findings 

1. List proposed project(s) which are categorically excluded from the 
requirement for formal environmental review: N/A 

2. Date of FAA Finding of No Significant Impact: N/A 
(repeat as necessary) 

List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 
3. Date of FAA environmental record of decision: N/A 

(repeat as necessary) 
List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 

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. 
******•***********••***••**•**•*******•***•***********•*****••***************••*********************•#***•*•******* 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 

Page 1 of 1 FAA Form Revised 10/2/00 
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ATTACHMENT H 

Notice of Intent Project Information 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports Attachment H - Notice of Intent Project Information 
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Not Applicable 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports Attachment H - Notice of Intent Project Information 
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ATTACHMENT I 

Additional Information 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports Attachment I - Additional Information 
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ATTACHMENT I 
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 
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SECTION 1 

Port Authority Board Resolution 

Attachment I - Additional Information Section 1 - Port Authority Board Resolution 



(January 2009 Board Calendar) 

JOHN F. KENNEDY INTERNATIONAL, NEWARK LIBERTY INTERNATIONAL, 
LAGUARDIA, AND STEWART INTERNATIONAL AIRPORTS - AUTHORIZATION TO 
SUBMIT AN APPLICATION TO THE FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION TO 
EXTEND COLLECTION AND USE OF PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGES 

BOARD ITEM 

Description of Proposed 
Action and Reason for 
Action: 

Specific Authorization 
Being Requested and Total 
Cost: 

To submit an application to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 
to authorize the extension of imposition and use of a Passenger Facility 
Charge (PFC) to fund certain necessary projects at John F. Kennedy 
International (JFK), Newark Liberty International (EWR) and 
LaOuardia (LGA) Airports and incorporate Stewart International 
Airport (SWF) into the PFC collection authority to fund certain 
necessary projects. 

That the Board authorize the Executive Director to submit an 
application to the FAA: 1) to add SWF as part of the Port Authority's 
PFC collection authority; 2) to impose and use a PFC at the $4.50 level 
for new projects in a total amount up to $312.8 million that enhance 
airside capacity and reduce delays, enhance terminal capacity and 
increase competition, and improve the security at JFK, EWR, LGA and 
SWF airports; and thereby extend the collection authority through the 
third quarter 2012 and imposition of PFCs to a total amount of 
$2,892 billion. 

Contracts to be Directly 
Authorized and 
Procurement Method: 

N/A 

Background: Pursuant to the Aviation Safety and Capacity Expansion Act of 1990 
and the Wendell H. Ford Aviation Investment and Reform Action for 
the 2P' Century (AIR-21), the Port Authority has the authority to 
impose a PFC at $4.50 per departing passenger and to use the proceeds 
to fund eligible airport-related projects meeting specified criteria after 
approval of applications to the FAA. Projects funded through PFCs 
have included JFK Access/AirTrain, EWR AirTrain NEC, EWR 
Landside Access, and a variety of airside capacity, terminal capacity, 
and security projects at EWR, JFK, and LGA. 

The projects to be funded under this application include: up to 
$125 million for security enhancement projects for the physical 
protection of terminal building frontages at EWR, JFK and LGA; 
$45 million for the airside delay reduction project at EWR; $75 million 
to prepare and perform infrastructure work to accommodate the new 
aircraft de-icing facility at JFK; $62 million for the rehabilitation of 
Runway 4/22 at LGA; and $5.8 million for the purchase of airfield snow 
removal equipment for SWF. 



(January 2009 Board Calendar) 

With the acquisition of SWF, authority must be obtained for the Port 
Authority to collect PFCs at the airport. 

PFC regulations require the Port Authority to consult with the airlines 
and consider their comments prior to submitting the final application. 
Staff has discussed the proposed projects with the airlines at the Airport 
Affairs meetings, which took place earlier this month. In addition, 
during the PFC application process the carriers are given two 
opportunities to submit comments. 

Since 1992 the Port Authority has been granted FAA approval for the 
collection of PFCs totaling $2,579 billion for projects at JFK, LGA and 
EWR airports. The most recent application authorized by the Board in 
March 2003, was approved by the FAA in January 2006 for the 
implementation of PFC-eligible projects with a total value of 
approximately $820 million and an increase in the collection level to 
$4.50. 

Duration: N/A 

Prior Authorizations: 

Alternatives Considered 
and Viability of Each: 

Benefits to Port Authority 
and/or the Region: 

Environmental Impacts: 

Other Impacts: 

Confidential/Sensitive 
Information: 

Board - March 20, 2003 - 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. 

None. To complete all of the projects included in the PFC application it 
is necessary to secure an alternate source of funding to the Port 
Authority Capital Plan. These projects meet the eligibility requirements 
of the PFC program. 

At all four airports the projects will provide enhanced security; 
improved airport efficiency and a reduction in delay; thereby improving 
customer service and enabling more competition. 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

Outstanding Issues: 

FINANCIAL ANALYSIS: 
Budget Status: 

N/A 

This application includes certain projects not currently in the 2009 
Budget or the approved 10-year 2007-2016 Capital Plan. As such, the 
approval of the application by the FAA would expand the PA's capital 
capacity as intended by the enabling PFC legislation by providing 
funding for these additional projects. 



(January 2009 Board Calendar) 

Expected Cost Recovery: N/A 

Anticipated Future 
Authorizations Resulting 
from this Action: 

Authorizations for individual projects included in the PFC application 
will be submitted to the Board for consideration as those projects 
progress. 

Minority Participation: N/A 
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SECTION 2 

PFC Estimated Collection Schedule 

Attachment I - Additional Information Section 2 - PFC Estimated Collection Schedule 
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PFC Estimated Collection Schedule 

The following table describes estimated PPG 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 Collection at $4.50 

Annual Collections (in thousands) 2009(Actuals) 2010 2011 2012 2013 

Newark Liberty International Airport $67,108 $70,705 $71,862 $73,572 $75,494 

LaGuardia Airport $45,630 $44,560 $45,619 $46,669 $47,869 

John F. Kennedy International Airport $92,382 $93,746 595,828 $98,208 $100,252 

Stewart International Airport SO SO $1,232 $1,697 $1,904 

Total Annual $205,120 $209,011 $214,541 $220,146 $225,519 

Cumulative Collections (in thousands) 2009(Actuals) 2010 2011 2012 2013 

Newark Liberty International Airport $67,108 $137,813 $209,675 $283,247 $358,741 

LaGuardia Airport $45,630 $90,190 $135,809 $182,478 $230,347 

John F. Kennedy International Airport $92,382 $186,128 5281,956 $380,164 $480,416 

Stewart Internationai Airport SO SO $1,232 $2,929 $4,833 

Total Cumulative $205,120 $414,131 $628,672 $848,818 $1,074,337 

Note; 

• The above schedule allows for the collection of the remaining $289,000 on the current application, $55,400 for 

amendments to the current application and the collection of $572,302 from the Interim Application totaling $916,702. 

• Collections at Stewart are projected to start on 3/1/2011. Date the Port Authority anticipates applying PFC dollars to 

Interim Application. 

• Collection authority is projected to expire In the fourth quarter of 2013. 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Section 2 - PFC Estimated Collection Schedule 
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THE PORT AUTHORnY OF NY & NJ 

May 7, 2012 Susan M. Baer 
Director 

Mr. Otto Sur9ani 
Acting Manager 
New York Airports District Office 
Federal Aviation Administration 
600 Old Country Road, Room 446 
Garden City, NY 11530 

Dear Mr. Sudani: 

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), LaGuardia Airport (LGA) and Stewart 
International Airport (SWF) to implement critically needed airport capital improvement projects for 
various airside and landside development that will allow the Port Authority to continue its commitment to 
improve capacity and reduce delays; enhance safety and security; and facilitate airline competition. 

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, LGA 
and SWF. This application requests PFC revenue for new projects in the amount of approximately 
$822,500,000.00. A copy of the resolution adopted by the Port Authority Board of Commissioners has 

been included in the application in Attachment I. 

In accordance with 14 CFR Part 158.23, the Port Authority distributed draft PFC applications to each of 

the 265 air carriers and foreign air cairiers currently operating at EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF. The draft 
application notified each airline of the Port Authority's intent to submit an application to the FAA 
requesting authority to impose and use PFC's to fund capital development at the Airports. The 
notification also included the date, time and locations of the meetings at which the Port Authority would 

consult with the airlines about the proposed PFC funded projects. The letter included: 

• Description of the proposed projects; 
• PFC dollar level; 
• Charge effective date; 
• Estimated charge expiration date; 
• Estimated PFC revenue; and 
• List of exempted air carriers and explanation for exemptions. 

Consultation meetings with domestic and foreign air carriers were held on November 29'" at EWR and on 
December 14'" at JFK. The meeting at JFK was a combined meeting for LGA and JFK and the meeting 

was attended by representatives from airlines operating at both T.>GA and JFK. Although there are no 
SWF projects for which PFC funding is being pursued as part of this application, the three caiTiers 
serving SWF were represented at the EWR and JFK meetings. Each Consultation Meeting consisted of i 

the Port Authority providing project justifications, detailed financial plans and other presentation ; 

725 Park Avenue South | 
New York, NY 10003 • 
T: 7 97 435 3 720 F: 212 435 3833 

sbaer@panynj.gov I 
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materials to the airline representatives. Representatives of the Port Authority began each presentation 
with a brief synopsis of the PFC projects. A summary of the linancial plan for the project was provided, 
along with a forecast of the estimated PFC collections for EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF. At each of the 
meetings attended by the airlines, there was an interactive dialog between the Port Authority 
representatives and air carrier representatives. There was at least one representative of the FAA present at 

each of the consultation meetings. 

A total of four airlines provided comment letters that included agreements and disagreements with the 
projects included in the application. Port Authority response on specific comments is provided within the 

Attachment B for each project. 

During the development of this application, the Port Authority has had the pleasure of working closely 

with Andrew Brooks. His 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 his 

assistance and expertise. 

Please review the application and provide any questions or comments you may have to Ms. Patty Clark, 
Senior Advisor of External Affairs. Ms. Clark may be reached by phone at (212) 435-3731, and email at 

nclark@naiivni.gov. 

Sincerely, 

/ 
/Susan M. Baer 

Director i 
Aviation Department 

mailto:nclark@naiivni.gov
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Federal Aviation 
Administration 
U. S. Department of Transportation 

0MB Approved 2120-0557 

1. Application Type (Check all that apply) 

ISl a. Impose PFC Charges 

H b. Use PFC Revenue 

• p. Amend PFC No. 

PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE (PFC) APPLICATION 

FAA USE ONLY y:;-: 

Date Received PFC Number 

PARTI 
2. Public Agency Name, Address, and Contact Person 

Address 225 Park Avenue South. 9" Floor 

City, Stats. ZIP New York. New York. 10003 

Contact Person Ms. Pattv Clark <2121435-3731 

3. Alrport(s) to Use 
Newark Liberty International 
Airport (EWR). John F. 
Kennedy International 
Airport (JFK). LaGuardIa 
Airport (LGA). Stewart 
International Airport (SWF) 

4. Consultation Dates 
a. Date of Written Notice to Air Carriers: 

October 28*. 2011 

b. Date of Consultation Meeting with Air 
Carriers: November 29'". 2011 and 
December 14'", 2011 

c. Date of Public Notice: October 28". 2011 

PART II 
5. Charges 
a. Airport to Impose 
Newark Liberty International 
Airport (EWR). John F. 
Kennedy international Airport 
(JFK), LaGuardIa Airport 
(LGA), Stewart international 
Airport (SWF) 

I b. Level 

• $1.00 •$2.00 •$3.00 

• $4.00 B $4^50 

c. Total Estimated PFC 
Revenue by Level 

Impose 

Use 
Impose; $822,500,000 

Use: $462,500,000 

d. Proposed Effective 
Date: 

2012 

e. Estimated Expiration 
Date: 

2017 

PART III 
6. Attachments (Check all that Apply) 

Attached 
a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
g. 
h. 
I. 

• 

Submitted with Application Number 
• 

• 
• : 

• 

Document 
Airport Capital Improvement Plan 
Project Infonhation (Attachment B) 
Air Carrier Consultation and Public Notice Information 
Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 
Alternative Uses/Projects 
Competition Plan/Update 
ALP/Alrspace/Environmental 
Notice of Intent Project Information 
Additional Information 

PART IV 
7. With respect to this PFC application 1 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 assurances (Appendix A to Part 158) 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 alrslde needs, Including runways, taxiways, aprons, and gates, has 
been made by the public agency. 

a. Typed Name of Authorized Representative 

Susan M. Baer 

f. Signature of Authorized Representa 

b. Title 
Director 
d. E-mail Address 
sbaeF@panyn}.gov 

c. Telephone Number 
212-435-3720 
Fax Number 
212-435-3833 

g. Date Sig 

ferwork Reduction Act Statefnont: This form Is the FAA's primary source for Sedliig IntomXn for the authority to collect Pl^ revenue'foraV|x:rt^ 
/mis Information Is used to determine the eligibility and JusUflcallon of airport development projects regarding safety, sMunty, or capad^ of the natiOTal air trarjs^rtetipn 

associated with this collection of information Is 2120-0557. Comments concerning the accuracy of this burden and suggesUtjns tor reducing the burden should be 
directed to the FAA at: BOO Independence Ave. SW, Washington, DC, 20591, Attn: Information Collections Clearance Officer, AIO-20. 

FAA Form 6500-1 (8-10) Supersedes Previous Edition 
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Passenger Facility Charge Application ™E PORT AUTHORrTY OF NY & N J 
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ACIP for LaGuardia Airport 

Attachment A - Airport Capital Improvement Plan Section 1 - ACIP for LaGuardia Airport 





Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in 
orioritv order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 
5. Project Description & year (By funding year in 
orioritv order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 

FY 2012 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 18,400 4,600 23,000 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 

REHAB TWS R, S, P & G 4,699 0 1,566 6,265 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-12 

UPGRADE PUMPS IN PUMP HOUSE # 4 13,219 0 4,406 17,625 To be initiated Mar-12 Dec-12 

REHAB TWs A, M, ZA & B-PLANNING 750 0 250 1,000 N/A Jan-12 Dec-13 

REHAB RW DECK STRUCTURAL ITEMS 13,662 4,554 18,216 To be initiated Jun-12 Dec-14 

TW PAVING & LIGHTING REHAB. - PHASE 1 6,385 2,128 8,513 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 

AIR TERMINAL HIGHWAY REHAB 9,009 3,003 12,011 To be initiated Jun-11 Dec-16 

MODERNIZE AERO. INSTRUMENTS 3,861 1,287 5,148 To be initiated Jun-11 Dec-14 

REHAB OF DIKE WALL 3,282 1,094 4,376 To be initiated Apr-13 Mar-15 

REHAB EAST END ROAD PAVEMENT 758 253 1,010 To be initiated Dec-11 Oct-13 

NY AO INVENTORY & PROJECTIONS & SIP 
COORDINATION 300 100 400 To be initiated Jun-12 Jun-13 

NY FLOODPLAIN DEFINITION & PROJECTION 375 125 500 To be initiated Jun-12 Jun-13 

NY ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE BASELINE 19 6 25 To be initiated Jun-12 Jun-13 

NY HISTORIC PROPERTIES FOCUSED 
CONDITIONS ASSESSMENT 23 8 30 To be initiated Jun-12 Jun-13 

NY RECREATIONAL FACILITY INVENTORY 113 38 150 To be initiated Jun-12 Jun-13 

RW 4 & 31 RSA PLANNING, ENG. & ENV. - PFC 24,000 24,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 

PERIMETER INTRUSION DETECTION SYSTEM 
(PIDS)-Amended PFC 28,000 28,000 Cat Ex 4/4/06 Oct-05 Dec-11 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 120501 (2) LGA 5/1/2012 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1. Airport: LaGuardia 2. State: New York 3. NPIASNo.: 3-36-0068 4. LOCID: LI 3A 

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

Environmental: 
status Start Date 

Completion 
Date 5. Project Description Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status Start Date 
Completion 

Date 

FY 2013 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 18,400 4,600 23,000 N/A Jan-11 Dec-11 

REHAB TWs A, M, ZA & B 11,597 0 3,866 15,463 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-14 

RW DECK STRUCTURAL REHAB STAGE III 7,781 2,594 10,374 To be initiated Apr-13 Dec-17 

REHAB OF RUNWAYDECK WEARING SURFACE, 
RW DECK REHAB 3,263 1,088 4,351 To be initiated Dec-12 Dec-14 

TW PAVING & LIGHTING REHAB. - PHASE II 6,385 2,128 8,513 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 

REHAB RUNWAY DRIVE PAVEMENT 6,161 2,054 8,214 To be initiated Oct-12 Dec-15 

ILS PIERS 3,823 1,274 5,098 To be initiated Jun-13 Dec-15 

REHAB EAST END ROADWAY PAVEMENT 3,240 1,080 4,320 To be initiated Jun-12 Dec-13 

FOD DETECTION SYSTEM 2,963 988 3,950 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-13 

SURFACE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 5,270 1,757 7,026 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-13 

RW 4 & 31 RSA CONSTRUCTION - PFC 149,000 149,000 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-15 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1. Airport: LaGuardia 2. State: New York 3. NPIASNo.: 3-36-0068 4. LOCID: LI 3A 

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

Environmental: 
status Start Date 

Completion 
Date 5. Project Description Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status Start Date 
Completion 

Date 

! FY 2014 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 18,400 4,600 23,000 N/A Jan-11 Dec-11 

SECURITY - PROTECTION OF TERM. BLDG. 
GLASS 10,629 0 3,543 14,172 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 

REHABILITATE TAXIWAY ZA 1,812 604 2,416 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-17 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 120501 (2) LGA 5/1/2012 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1. Airport: LaGuardia 2. State: New York 3. NPIASNo.: 3-36-0068 4. LOCID: U GA 

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

Environmental: 
status Start Date 

Completion 
Date 5. Project Description Sponsor Discretionary RFC Other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status Start Date 
Completion 

Date 

FY 2015 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 18,400 4,600 23,000 N/A Jan-11 Dec-11 

REHAB TAXIWAYS WEST OF RW 4-22 3,739 0 1,246 4,985 To be initiated Jan-15 Dec-15 

SECURITY-VEHICLE ALERT AT ACCESS RDS 4,690 1,563 6,253 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 

REPLACE BARRIERS AT NINE LOCATIONS 3,200 1,067 4,267 To be initiated Jan-17 • Dec-17 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1. Airport: LaGuardia 2. State: New York 3. NPIASNo.: 3-36-0068 4. LOCID: U GA 

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

Environmental: 
status Start Date 

Completion 
Date 5. Project Description Sponsor Discretionary RFC Other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status Start Date 
Completion 

Date 

FY 2016 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 18,400 4,600 23,000 N/A Jan-11 Dec-11 

DE-ICING PRODUCT RECOVERY 3,708 0 1,236 4,944 To be initiated Dec-16 Dec-19 

SECURITY-VEHICLE ALERT AT ACCESS RDS 4,690 1,563 6,253 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 

REPLACE BARRIERS AT NINE LOCATIONS 3,200 1,067 4,267 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 120501 (2) LGA 5/1/2012 





Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY& NJ 

SECTION 2 

ACIP for John F. Kennedy International Airport 

Attachment A - Airport Capital Improvement Plan Section 2 - ACIP for John F. Kennedy International Airport 





Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
vear in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ Environmental: 
status 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
vear in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ Environmental: 
status 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

FY 2012 
LOI - DELAY REDUCTION PROJECTS, 
PAYMENT 4 14,800 4,933 19,733 Approved Oct-03 Dec-14 

Taxiway YA Extension, KA Holding 
Pad Cat Ex Approved Oct-08 May-09 

Extend Taxiway KK (TWs KC, KK, 
KC&K intersection, KD, K north) FONSI Apr-09 Dec-09 

Runway 31L Taxiway Access 
Improvements (East Apron, TWs JA, 
JB, Z north, J & Z intersection) FONSI Sep-10 Dec-11 
SW Quadrant Taxiway Improvements 
(West Apron, TWs PF, PE, PD bet 
TWQ&RW13R) FONSI Sep-10 Sep-11 

High Speed Exit Taxiways (MD & L) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 

Taxiway Fillet Improvements (PC, 
PA, MC, MB & M) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 

New Taxiway South of Runway 31L 
(East of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-11 Dec-11 

New Taxiway South of Runway 31L 
(West of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-12 Dec-12 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 34,449 8,612 43,061 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 

REHAB TW P - PHASE 1 30,875 0 3,430 34,305 Cat Ex 11/3/11 Oct-11 Mar-12 

REHAB TW R- PHASE 1 5,940 660 6,600 To be initiated Apr-12 Dec-12 

REHAB TAXIWAY C 9,289 3,096 12,385 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 

REHAB T/Ws FA & FB (4R-22L TO Y) 11,825 3,942 15,766 To be initiated Jul-12 Apr-14 

NORTH BOUNDARY ROAD 
REALIGNMENT 16,099 5,366 21,465 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-13 

SECURITY - GUARD POST ANTI-RAM 
VEHICLE BARRIERS 1,146 382 1,528 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-11 
SECURITY - UNMANNED GATES 8,702 2,901 11,603 To be initiated Jun-12 Dec-14 

NY AO INVENTORY & PROJECTIONS 
& SIP COORDINATION 300 100 400 To be initiated Jun-12 Jun-13 
JAMAICA BAY EFH MONITORING 225 75 300 To be initiated Jun-12 Jun-13 
JAMAICA BAY WQ MODELING 750 250 1,000 To be initiated Jun-12 Jun-13 

JFK TERRESTRIAL & T&E SPECIES 38 13 50 To be initiated Jun-12 Jun-13 
JFK WETLAND DELINEATION 38 13 50 To be initiated Jun-12 Jun-13 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 120501 (2) JFK 5/1/2012 



NY FLOODPLAIN DEFINITION & 
PROJECTION 375 125 500 To be initiated Jun-12 Jun-13 
JAMAICA BAY HYDRODYNAMICS 750 250 1,000 To be initiated Jun-12 Jun-13 
NY ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 
BASELINE 19 6 25 To be initiated Jun-12 Jun-13 
NY HISTORIC PROPERTIES FOCUSED 
CONDITIONS ASSESSMENT 23 8 30 To be initiated Jun-12 Jun-13 
NY RECREATIONAL FACILITY 
INVENTORY 113 33 150 To be initiated Jun-12 Jun-13 
REHAB RW 4L/22R - RFC 150,000 150,000 To be initiated Jun-12 Dec-15 
REHAB TW P PLANNING - PFC 2,000 2,000 To be initiated Jun-11 Dec-12 
TERM 3 REDEVELOPMENT - PFC 215,000 215,000 FONSI 7/21/10 Oct-10 May-15 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 120501 (2) JFK 5/1/2012 



1.Airport: Jotin F. Kennedy International 2.State: New York 3.NPIAS No.: 3-36-0066 4. LOCID: J FK 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 
5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 

FY 2013 
LOI - DELAY REDUCTION PROJECTS, 
PAYMENT 5 11,800 3,933 15,733 Approved Oct-08 Dec-14 

Taxiway YA Extension, KA Holding 
Pad 

• 
Cat Ex Approved Oct-08 May-09 

Extend Taxiway KK (TWs KC, KK, 
KC&K intersection, KD, K nortti) FONSI Apr-09 Dec-09 

Runway 31L Taxiway Access 
Improvements (East Apron, TWs JA, 
JB, Z north, J & Z intersection) FONSI Sep-10 Dec-11 

SW Quadrant Taxiway Improvements 
(West Apron, TWs PF, PE, PD bet 
TWQ&RW13R) FONSI Sep-10 Sep-11 

High Speed Exit Taxiways (MD & L) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 

Taxiway Fillet Improvements (PC, 
PA, MC, MB & M) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 

New Taxiway South of Runway 31L 
(East of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-11 Dec-11 

New Taxiway South of Runway 31L 
(West of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-12 Dec-12 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 34,449 8,612 43,061 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 

RW 4L RSA IMPROVEMENTS 16,571 0 5,524 22,095 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-14 

RW4LHIGH SPEED EXITS 16,569 0 5,523 22,092 To be initiated Mar-13 Dec-17 

REHAB N. BOUNDARY ROAD 7,156 2,385 9,541 To be initiated Jan-13 Jan-14 

REHAB TW P - PHASE II 33,750 11,250 45,000 Cat Ex 11/3/11 Oct-11 Dec-12 

REHAB TWs Q 33,750 11,250 45,000 To be initiated Sep-13 Dec-17 

REHAB TW U (FROM B TO CB) 4,159 1,386 5,545 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-13 

REHAB TW G (RW 4L TO TW Y) 6,588 2,196 8,784 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-13 

REHAB TW B (TW N TO TW TB) 35,924 11,975 47,898 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-14 

REHAB TW H & PORTIONS OF TW Z 22,624 7,541 30,165 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-13 
RVSR ALONG TW B WEST SIDE & 
ENTRANCE ROAD 3,675 1,225 4,900 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-14 

RVSR AT TWs Q & B 6,148 2,049 8,197 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-14 

REHAB TW Z (RW 4L TO TW Y) 7,562 2,521 10,082 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-14 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 120501 (2) JFK 5/1/2012 



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

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 
5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 

FY 2014 
LOI: DEU\Y REDUCTION PROJECTS, 
PAYMENT 6 10,900 3,633 14,533 Approved Oct-08 Dec-14 

Taxiway YA Extension, KA Holding 
Pad Cat Ex Approved Oct-08 May-09 

Extend Taxiway KK (TWs KC, KK, 
KC&K intersection, KD, K north) FONSI Apr-09 Dec-09 

Runway 31L Taxiway Access 
Improvements (East Apron, TWs JA, 
JB, Z north, J & Z intersection) FONSI Sep-10 Dec-11 

SW Quadrant Taxiway Improvements 
(West Apron, TWs PF, PE, PD bet 
TWQ&RW13R) FONSI Sep-10 Sep-11 

High Speed Exit Taxiways (MD & L) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 

Taxiway Fillet Improvements (PC, 
PA, MC, MB & M) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 

New Taxiway South of Runway 31L 
(East of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-11 Dec-11 

New Taxiway South of Runway 31L 
(West of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-12 Dec-12 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 34,449 8,612 43,061 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 

RW 13L RSA IMPROVEMENTS 16,596 0 5,532 22,128 To be initiated Jan-14 Dec-17 

REHAB TW QG 2,768 923 3,690 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-13 

REHAB TW Z & PORTIONS OF F, H, G, 
J 16,500 5,500 22,000 To be initiated Jan-14 Dec-15 

REHAB TW S & PORTIONS OF SB, SC 2,262 754 3,016 To be initiated Jan-14 Dec-14 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 120501 (2) JFK 5/1/2012 



Ffiripral Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 
1.Airport: John F. Kennedy International 2.State: New York 3.NPIAS No.: 3-36-0066 4. LOCID: JFK 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 
5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 

FY 2015 
LOI - DELAY REDUCTION PROJECTS, 
PAYMENT 7 7,000 2,333 9,333 Approved Oct-08 Dec-14 

Taxiway YA Extension, KA Holding 
Pad Cat Ex Approved Oct-08 May-09 

Extend Taxiway KK (TWs KC, KK, 
KC&K intersection, KD, K north) FONSI Apr-09 Dec-09 

Runway 31L Taxiway Access 
Improvements (East Apron, TWs JA, 
JB, Z north, J & Z intersection) FONSI Sep-10 Dec-11 

SW Quadrant Taxiway Improvements 
(West Apron, TWs PF, PE, PD bet 
TWQ&RW13R) FONSI Sep-10 Sep-11 

High Speed Exit Taxiways (MD & L) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 

Taxiway Fillet Improvements (PC, 
PA, MC, MB & M) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 

New Taxiway South of Runway 31L 
(East of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-11 Dec-11 

New Taxiway South of Runway 31L 
(West of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-12 Dec-12 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 34,449 8,612 43,061 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 

REPLACE 4R ALS PIER - PHASE 1 18,522 0 6,174 24,696 To be initiated Nov-14 Dec-17 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 120501 (2) JFK 5/1/2012 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Program 
1.Airport: John F. Kennedy International 2.State: New York 3.NPIAS No.: 3-36-0066 4. LOCID: JFK 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 
5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 

FY 2016 
LOI - DELAY REDUCTION PROJECTS, 
PAYMENT 8 7,000 2,333 9,333 Approved Oct-08 Dec-14 

Taxi way YA Extension, KA Holding 
Pad Cat Ex Approved Oct-08 May-09 

Extend Taxiway KK (TWs KC, KK, 
KC & K intersection, KD, K north) FONSI Apr-09 Dec-09 

Runway 31L Taxiway Access 
Improvements (East Apron, TWs JA, 
JB, Z north, J & Z intersection) FONSI Sep-10 Dec-11 

SW Quadrant Taxiway Improvements 
(West Apron, TWs PF, PE, PD bet 
TWQ&RW13R) FONSI Sep-10 Sep-11 

High Speed Exit Taxiways (MD & L) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 

Taxiway Fillet Improvements (PC, 
PA, MC, MB & M) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 

New Taxiway South of Runway 31L 
(East of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-11 Dec-11 

New Taxiway South of Runway 31L 
(West of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-12 Dec-12 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 34,449 8,612 43,061 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 

REHAB RUNWAY 4R-22L - PLANNING 4,361 1,454 5,815 To be initiated Apr-16 Dec-16 

REPLACE 4R ALS PIER - PHASE II 18,522 0 6,174 24,696 To be initiated Nov-14 Dec-17 

REHAB CB (RW 13L-31R TO NORTH 
END) PLANNING 600 200 800 To be initiated Jan-16 Dec-16 

REHAB TW CE (TW C TO LEASE LINE) 
PLANNING 563 188 750 To be initiated Jan-16 Dec-16 

REHAB RW 13L/31R 55,171 18,390 73,561 To be initiated Jan-16 Dec-18 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 120501 (2) JFK 5/1/2012 



Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORTAITTHORITYOF NY&NJ 

SECTION 3 

ACIP for Newark Liberty International Airport 

Attachment A - Airport Capital improvement Plan Section 3 - ACIP for Newark Liberty International Airport 





Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in 
priority order) 

Federal Funds State Fund Local Funds Total $ Environmental: 
status 

Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in 
priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ Environmental: 
status 

Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

FY 2012 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 16,120 4,030 20,150 N/A Jan-10 Dec-13 

REHAB TWs A, D, B (from RA to R) & PA 6,750 0 2,250 9,000 Cat Ex 11/3/11 Mar-12 Mar-14 

NJ AG INVENTORY & PROJECTIONS & SIP 
COORDINATION 300 100 400 To be initiated Jun-12 Jun-13 

FLOODPLAIN DEFINITION & PROJECTION 188 63 250 To be initiated Jun-12 Jun-13 

EWR TERRESTRIAL & T&E SPECIES 38 13 50 To be initiated Jun-12 Jun-13 

EWR WETLAND DELINEATION 38 13 50 To be initiated Jun-12 Jun-13 

NJ ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE BASELINE 19 6 25 To be initiated Jun-12 Jun-13 

NJ HISTORIC PROPERTIES FOCUSED 
CONDITIONS ASSESSMENT 23 8 30 To be initiated Jun-12 Jun-13 

NJ RECREATIONAL FACILITY INVENTORY 113 38 150 To be initiated Jun-12 Jun-13 

DELAY REDUCTION - PHASE II, ENVIR & BCA -
PFC 5,000 5,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 

REHAB RW 4R-22L - PFC 46,250 46,250 Cat Ex 2/13/12 Jan-12 Dec-13 

IMPROVE 11-29 RSA & RELOCATION OF 
BREWSTER ROAD - PFC 25,000 25,000 Cat Ex 1/15/09 Jan-12 Dec-15 

ELECTRICAL DISTRIBUTION & SUBSTATION 
IMPROVEMENTS -PFC 70,000 70,000 Cat Ex 2/21/12 Jan-12 Dec-16 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 120501 (2) EWR 5/1/2012 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in 
priority order) 

Federal Funds State Fund Local Funds Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in 
priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

FY 2013 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 16,120 4,030 20,150 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 

REHAB BRIDGES N19, N21 & MISC. BRIDGES 4,688 1,563 6,250 To be initiated Jan-13 Jan-15 

SECURITY - PROTECTION OF TERM. BLDG. 
GLASS 10,260 3,420 13,680 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-15 

MCCLELLAN STREET OVERPASS 46,047 0 15,349 61,396 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-16 

DELAY REDUCTION - PHASE II, 
CONSTRUCTION - PFC 61,000 61,000 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-15 

T/\XIWAY P REHAB WITH HI-SPEED TWS - PFC 27,500 27,500 Cat Ex 2/13/12 Jan-13 Dec-14 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 120501 (2) EWR 5/1/2012 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in Federal Funds State Fund Local Funds Total $ 
Environmental: Start Completion 

orioritv order) Sponsor Discretionary t PFC other 
Total $ 

status Date Date 

FY 2014 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 16,120 4,030 20,150 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 

REHAB TW Y FROM RM TO S 5,462 0 1,821 7,283 To be initiated Mar-14 Dec-15 

SECURITY-PHYSICAL ENHANCEMENT OF AOA 
PERIMETER 3,470 1,157 4,627 To be initiated Mar-07 Dec-14 

REHAB 4L-22R - RFC 46,250 46,250 Cat Ex 2/13/12 Jan-14 Dec-15 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 120501 (2) EWR 5/1/2012 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in Federal Funds State Fund Local Funds Total $ Environmental: Start Completion 

oriority order) Sponsor discretionary PFC Other 
Total $ 

status Date Date 
FY 2015 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 16,120 4,030 20,150 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 

REHAB TW Z (From RW to UA) 1,276 425 1,701 To be initiated Jan-15 Dec-15 

REPLACEMENT OF BRIDGE N20 , 13.768 0 .. , , 4,589 18,357 To be initiated Jan-15 Dec-18 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 120501 (2) EWR 5/1/2012 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in Federal Funds State Fund Local Funds Total $ Environmental: Start Completion 

priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 
Total $ 

status Date Date 
FY 2016 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 16,120 4,030 20,150 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 

REHAB TW Z (FROM P TO RW) 2,627 876 3,503 To be initiated Jan-16 Dec-17 

REHAB TWS B&R . 6,7.13 0 2,237 8,950 To be initiated Jan-16 Dec-17 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 120501 (2) EWR 5/1/2012 





Passenger Facility Charge Application TOE PORTAUTOORITYOF NY & NJ 

SECTION 4 

ACIP for Stewart International Airport 

Attachment A - Airport Capital Improvement Plan Section 4 - ACIP for Stewart International Airport 





Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1 .Airport: Stewart International 2.State: New York 3.NPIAS No.: 3-36-0085 4. LOCID: 5 SWF 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
vear in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 
5. Project Description & year (By funding 
vear in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary MAP PFC Other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 

FY 2012 
MILL & OVERLAY TAXIWAY M 1,043 0 55 1,098 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-12 

INSTALL FILLETS AT TWS M & N 1,171 0 62 1,233 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-13 

RUNWAY WEATHER INFORMATION 
SYSTEM 561 30 590 To be initiated Feb-11 Dec-11 

SNOW REMOVAL & SAFETY 
EQUIPMENT PROCUREMENT - PFC 5,802 5,802 To be initiated Feb-09 Dec-11 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1.Airport: Stewart international 2.State: New York 3.NPIAS No. : 3-36-0085 4. LOCID: 1 SWF 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 
5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary MAP PFC Other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 

FY 2013 
RECONSTRUCTION OF RUNWAYS 9-27 
& 16-34-PHASE 1 34,675 0 1,825 36,500 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-14 

TAXIWAY C REHAB & WIDENING 17,699 932 18,630 To be initiated Jul-13 Oct-15 

REHAB PORTION OF TAXIWAY A 9,310 490 9,800 To be initiated Dec-12 Nov-13 

REHAB TAXIWAY B 3,444 181 3,625 To be initiated May-12 Dec-13 

RUNWAY INCURSION MITIGATION 
PHASE IB 9,595 505 10,100 3/16/2011 Aug-12 Dec-13 

OVERLAY RAMP FOR AIRCRAFT 
PARKING 1,725 91 1,816 To be initiated Dec-12 Dec-13 

REHAB TAXIWAY F 3,129 165 3,294 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 

REHAB OF RAMP DE-ICING PAD 1,425 75 1,500 To be initiated Apr-12 Nov-13 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 120501 (2) SWF 5/1/2012 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1 .Airport: Stewart International 2.State: New York 3.NPIAS No.: 3-36-0085 4. LOCID: : SWF 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ 

Environmental: 
status 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary MAP 

PFC Other 
Total $ 

Environmental: 
status 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

FY 2014 
RECONSTRUCTION OF RUNWAYS 9-27 
& 16-34-PHASE II 34,675 0 1,825 36,500 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-14 

REHAB GLYCOL RECOVERY SYSTEM 2,382 125 2,507 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-14 

TAXIWAY C OBJECT FREE AREA 2,563 135 2,698 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-14 

REHAB TAXIWAYS C&F 22,649 1,192 23,841 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-14 

REPLACE AIRFIELD SIGNS 5,688 299 5,987 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-14 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1 .Airport; Stewart International 2.State: New York 3.NPIAS No.: 3-36-0085 4. LOCID: ! SWF 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ 

Environmental: 
status 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary MAP 

PFC Other 
Total $ 

Environmental: 
status 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

FY 2015 
RECONSTRUCTION OF RUNWAYS 9-27 
& 16-34-PHASE III 34,675 0 1,825 36,500 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-14 

REHAB TAXIWAY L 2,618 138 2,756 To be initiated Jan-14 Dec-15 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1 Airport: Stewart International 2.State: New York 3.NPIAS No. : 3-36-0085 4. LOCID: ! SWF 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ 

Environmental: Start Date Completion 5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary MAP PFC Other 

Total $ 
status Date 

FY 2016 
RECONSTRUCTION OF RUNWAYS 9-27 
& 16-34-PHASE IV 34,675 0 1,825 36,500 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-14 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 120501 (2) SWF 5/1/2012 
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Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORIAUIHORrTYOF NY& NJ 
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Pgssenger Facility Charge Application THE PORTAinHORrrVOF NY& NJ 

SECTION 1 

Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Planning, Environmental, & Engineering 

LaGuardia Airport Section 1 - Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Planning, Environmental, & Engineering 





PFC APPLICATION NUMBER: 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: EGA Runway 4 and Runway 31 Runway Safety Area (RSA) 
Planning, Environmental and Engineering 

2. Project Number: 

3. Use Airport of Project: LaGuardia Airport (EGA), New York, New York 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $ 22,800,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 1,200,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 24,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP Funds: N/A 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ 0 Discretionary $ 0 Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

Other Funds: 
State Grants $ N/A 
Local Funds $ N/A 

Revised 8/31/2010 



Other (please specify) $ N/A 

Subtotal Other Funds: $ N/A 

Total Project Cost: $ 24,000,000 

For FAA Use 
a. Does the project incline a proposed LOT? 
[ ]YEf : 
[ ] NO : 
If Y8S, does the Region support7 
[ ]Y8S 
[ ] NOj ^ 
If Y8S, list the schedule for implementation; 

b. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Regiorunten^q support^ 
[ ] Y8S 
[ ] NO 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's 
five year CIP7 
[ ]Y8S 
[ ] NO 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50:^ 
Is there an expectation that AIP funding will be available to pay^the projeat^qst^ 
[ ] Y8S 
[ ] NcC 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded through AIP? 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding. 

6. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.0Q 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside; 
needs of the airport, [ncluding run^ys, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates J 
[ ] Y8S • ' 
[ ] NO; : 
[ ] N/A 
List the source(s) of data used to rnake this finding^ 

8 Reasonableness of cost. 
Project Totaf Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysis 

7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 

Revised 8/31/2010 
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This overall cost breakdown of the elements contained in this project includes the 
following and addresses planning, engineering and environmental for both runway 
ends: 

R/W4-22 RAV 13-31 TOTAL 

• Conceptual Design and Alternatives 
Analysis 

S 2,250,000 $ 2,250,000 $ 4,500,000 

• Planning and Phasing $ 2,250,000 S 2,250,000 $ 4,500,000 

• Final Design and Engineering $ 2,250,000 $ 2,250,000 S 4,500,000 

• Environmental Documentation Permitting S 5,000,000 $ 5,000,000 $ 10,000,000 

• Financial Analysis $ 250,000 $ 250,000 $ 500,000 

TOTAL $ 24,000,000 

With the environmental documentation complete, the Port Authority will develop 
plans and specifications to support construction of the approved RSA alternative. 
As needed and as defined by the approved alternative, the plans and specifications 
will include designs for pilings and/or fill, deck extensions as needed, EMAS beds, as 
needed, pavement cross-sections, utilities (electrical, communications, drainage, 
etc.), marking, lighting, and signage. The construction of the RSAs will be 
completed as a separate project that is also included in this application: LGA 
Runway 4 and Runway 31 Runway Safety Area Construction). 

Due to the complexity of this project, the Port Authority will complete the planning, 
environmental and engineering tasks for this project in close coordination with the 
FAA. 

If applicable for terminal projects 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters; N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of biggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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. 
[ JYES 
[ ]N0 
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[X] N/A 

FOR FA A USE _ ^ 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Include^ource citatio^n^if clarifiedod 
information is not from PFC application. 

if project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been 
met7 If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is therejj 
likelihood the requirements will be met, or should the project be disapproved^ 

if the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters^ 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been 
completed. 

Tennlnal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including runways, taxi waysj 
aprons, and aircraft gates. 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 
[ J N/A; 

9. Significant Contribution: 
LaGuardia Airport has two runways and four terminals, with a total of 74 gates. 
Although the Airport only has two short and intersecting runways, its operational 
activity is similar to surrounding, larger airports. In 2011, the Airport served 
24.1 million passengers and experienced 365,870 aircraft movements. According to 
the Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), LGA 
passenger usage is forecasted to increase an average 2.3 percent annually. In 
addition to its regional significance. Airports Council International's latest ranking 
placed LGA as #20 nationwide and #55 worldwide for total passengers. Operations 
were almost entirely from commercial aviation, with slightly less than 1 percent 
from general aviation. 

This project would advance planning and design, and perform environmental 
analysis for runway safety areas that would conform to FAA Standards. After 
NEPA compliance is addressed, the Port Authority would prepare construction 
documents and specifications for the bid and award of contracts for the construction 
of the RSAs. Failure to comply with the FAA standards could result in measures 
that could result in reduced capacity and further increased delays at the airport. 

In addition, the FAA requires that the Port Authority abide by explicit AIP and 
PFC assurances. Among compliance with relevant federal, state, and local 
regulations, AIP Grant and PFC Assurances require that Airport sponsors (the Port 
Authority) comply with FAA airport design, construction standards and 
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specifications contained in Advisory Circulars current on the date of project 
approval in order to be awarded AIP Grants and collect PFC funds. Failure to 
comply with AIP Grant and PFC Assurances could hinder the Port Authority's 
ability to fund capital projects. 

FORFAAUSE 
' Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explajn) 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
I Air security. Part 107 [ ] P^ j08 [ j^ther (^plajn) 

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
: Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain) 

Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
LOT [ ] FAABCA[ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ ] 

Other (explain) ! 
Noise. 65 LDN [ ] Other (explajn) 

Project does not qualify under "signifjcant contribution " rulesJ 

(Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list jhe source(s] 
'of data and attach the relevant docurnentation used to rnakejhis finding] 

How does this project address the deficiency sited by the pubHc agency? 

If competition is the chosen option, provide jhe FAA's analysis of any barriers t^ 
competition at the airport.; 

10. Project Objective: 
The Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA study will contribute to the following PFC 
objectives: • 

1. Enhance Safety: The project will enhance airfield safety at EGA by enabling the 
construction projects that will bring the RSAs for Runway 4 and Runway 31 
into compliance with FAA RSA standards. 

2. Preserve Capacity: By meeting the congressional mandate to have standard 
RSAs by 2015, the airport will not face the possibility of the FAA imposing 
additional operational restrictions at EGA for non-compliance that could result 
in capacity reductions on air carrier activities and further contribute to airport 
delays. 

FOR FAA USE 
Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
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Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Furnish opportunity for enhanced competjUon^between or among air carriers at the 

airport _ 
Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operatjons at the airport 
Project does not me^ any PEG objectives (explain) 

Finding 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to make this finding if it is not a part 
of the PFC applicationJ 

Address adequacy of issues. 

11. Project Justification: 
This project includes the planning, engineering design, and environmental 
compliance documentation required to enhance the RSAs on the departure ends of 
Runway 4 and Runway 31 for compliance with FAA standards. 

During the planning phase, design alternatives will be explored that will enhance the 
existing RSAs to achieve conformance with current FAA standards. A full-range of 
alternatives will be considered in the planning and environmental analysis. This 
project will require the FAA to approve a change to LGA's Airport Layout Plan 
(ALP) and is therefore a federal action, which requires compliance with the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA). Based on the planning analysis 
findings, the Port Authority will initiate the environmental analysis in order to 
comply with NEPA requirements. An Environmental Assessment or an 
Environmental Impact Statement may be required to be completed and submitted 
to the FAA for determination. 

When the environmental documentation is completed and approved by the FAA, 
the Port Authority will develop plans and specifications to support construction of 
the approved RSA alternative. 

FOR FAA USE 
Define how the project accomplishes PFC Objectiye(s^ 

Explain how project is cost-effective compared to other reasonable and timely means to! 
accomplish this objective(s) 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of^thq 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the project. Include jitation for any documents that are not a par^ 
of this PFC application. 
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If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make th[s fmdjngJ 

Discuss any non-economical benefits which are no^ captured above: 

Project Eligibility: _ 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Ord^rlI 0038_ oi] 
! PGL )f ' _ " ~ Z 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or PGL! 
; 7.. T, Z ^ _ T \ L _ . ^ _ 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. 
[ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan; 
Title and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local study. 
Title and Date of local study: 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 40117(aj(3)(C); 
[ ] Shell of a gate as described in 49 U.S.C 40117(a)(3)(F) (air carrier 

percentage of annual boardings ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter i 
[ ] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain). 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the squrce(s) of d^d 
and attach the relevant documentation used to rnake this finding. 

Are anywqrk elements or portions of the overall project ineligible? Provide associated 
costs. 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): January 2012 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): December 2013 

ForFAAUse 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, will the project begin within 2 years of PFC 
application Due date (120-day)? 
[ ] Yes" 1 
[ ] No ; 

ForTmpos^nly project, will the project begin within 5 years ofthe charge effe^i^ 
or PFC application Due date, whichever is first? 
[ ] Yes Z 
[ ] No 

Is this project dependent upon another action to occur before its implementation oi; 
completion. Explain. 
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If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issuesjais^ed. (M 
the commetils frorn the consultation are state that.) 

AbO/^d Recommendation: ^ 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/Rd 
use comparable projects to make this finding? If so, Hst projects.; 

If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identi^ 
eligible ani^ineligible costs^Summarize ineligible costs.) 

Is the duration of collection adequate for the amount requested"^ 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION-
[ ] Approve. 

i ] Partially Approve. Summarize Endings &orn^aHigjn the AttachmenTBj^scus^ 
issues that lead to determination. 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize fmdings from earliei^in^thej^ttachrne^nt^^discussing i^ues 
that lead to determination. 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name 
Item(s) reviewed. 

Routing Symbol Date 

Name 
Item(s) reviewed 

Routing Symbol Date 
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THE PORT AUTHORfrY OF NY & NJ 

LaGu9rdi9 Airport 

Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Planning, Environmental, & Engineering 





pgssenger Fgcility Charge Application THE PORT AIITHORrTY OF NY & N J 

SECTION 2 

Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Construction 

LaGuardia Airport Section 2 - Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Construction 





PFC APPLICATION NUMBER: 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: EGA Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Construction 

2. Project Number: 

3. Use Airport of Project: LaGuardia Airport (EGA), New York, New York 

4. Project Type 
[X] Impose Only: 
[ ] Concurrent: 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $ 141,550,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 7,450,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 149,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP Funds: N/A 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ 0 Discretionary $ 0 Total $0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

Other Funds: 
State Grants $ N/A 
Local Funds $ N/A 
Other (please specify) $ N/A 
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Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[ ]N0 
[X] N/A 

FORFAAUSE ^ 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Descripfton. Include^ource citatiorLif clanfi^ 
information is not from PFC application. 

If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been^ 
met7 If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
HkeUhood^the requirernents will be met, orjhould the project be disapproyedJ 

if the project invokes terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters,) 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been 
completed J 

femninai and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the aftside needs of Chejiirpqrt,JticIudjng runmyM 
aprons, and aircraft gates. 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO . 
[ ] N/A ' 

9. Significant Contribution: 
LaGuardia Airport has two runways and four terminals, with a total of 74 gates. 
Although the Airport only has two short, intersecting runways, its operational 
activity is similar to surrounding, larger airports. In 2011, the Airport served 24.1 
million passengers and experienced 365,870 aircraft movements. According to the 
Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), LGA 
passenger usage is forecasted to increase an average 2.3 percent annually. In 
addition to its regional significance, the Airports Council International's latest 
ranking placed LGA as #20 nationwide and #55 worldwide for total passengers. 
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Oper9tiofls 9t LGA 9re 9loiost eotirely from commercial aviatioo, with slightly less 
thao 1 perceot from geoeral aviation. 

This project will bring the RSAs for Runway 4 and Runway 31 into compliance with 
FAA RSA standards, and will ultimately serve to comply with the congressional 
mandate to have standard RSAs by 2015. Failure to comply with the FAA mandate 
by 2015 could result in the FAA imposing other operational restrictions at LGA that 
could result in capacity reductions on air carrier activities and further contribute to 
airport delays. 

In addition, the FAA requires that the Port Authority abide by explicit AIP and 
PFC assurances. Among compliance with relevant federal, state, and local 
regulations,; AIP Grant and PFC Assurances require that Airport sponsors (the Port 
Authority) comply with FAA airport design, construction standards and 
specifications contained in advisory circulars current on the date of project 
approval in order to be awarded AIP Grants and collect PFC funds. Failure to 
comply with AIP Grant and PFC Assurances could hinder the Port Authority's 
ability to fund capital projects. 

FAA statistics for 2011 ranked LGA as the 2nd most delayed airport in the nation in 
terms of average delay per aircraft operation. Although the airport has been under 
operating limitations during peak-hours, delays persist at LGA under moderate and 
severe weather conditions. Due to the nature of airline activity at LGA, these delays 
tend to propagate throughout the entire NAS. Therefore, the Port Authority seeks to 
provide RSAs that are fully compliant with FAA standards, and that preserve the 
operational capability of LGA and enable the NAS to operate as efficiently as 
possible. 

FOR FAA USE 
! Air safety. Partl39[] Other (explain)' 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date | 
_ Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ ] Other (exp^lain)' 

: CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
Competition. Competition Plan [ 1 Other (explain) 

Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
1 L01[ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ ] 

Other (explain) 
Noise. 65 LDN [ J Other (explain) 

Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rule^; 
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Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(sj 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this findingj 

How does this project address the deficiency ^ted by the public agency^ 

If competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis of any barriers to, 
competition at the airportj 

10. Project Objective: 
The Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Construction project will contribute to the 
following PFC objectives: 

1. Enhance Safety: The project will enhance airfield safety at LGA by bringing the 
RSAs for Runway 4 and Runway 31 into compliance with FAA RSA standards. 

2. Preserve Capacity: By meeting the congressional mandate to have standard 
RSAs by 2015, the airport will not face the possibility of the FAA imposing 
additional operational restrictions at LGA for non-compliance that could result 
in capacity reductions on air carrier activities and further contribute to airport 
delays. 

FOR FAA USE 
! Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
' Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] ^ 
I _ Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition between or among air carriers at the 
airport , 
I Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations aUhe airport 

Project does rmtjpeet any PFC objectives (explain) 

Finding ^ 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to make this finding jfjt is no^ 
of the PFC application. 

Address adequacy of issues. 

11. Project Justification: 
Through a Congressional mandate, all airports certificated under 14 Code of 
Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 139 must comply with the FAA's Runway Safety 
Area Program by 2015. In compliance with that mandate, the RSAs for Runway 4 
and Runway 31 will be modified in accordance with the project's final design, 
bringing the RSAs into compliance with FAA standards. 

FOR FAA USE 
Define how tiie project accomplishes PFC ObJectiye(s)| 
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Explain how projeet is eost-effective eompared to other reasonable and timely means toj 
aecomplish this objective(s) 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the project. Include citation for any documents that are not a part 
of this ITC application: 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(sj of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

Discuss any non-economical benefits which are not captured above. 

Project Eligibility; 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ of 

PGL X V , 
[ ] Planning eligible underj4IP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or PGL 

[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47565;' 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. 
[ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan; 

Title and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local study. 
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 ); 

[ ] PFC Program Update Letter : 
[ ] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain)J 

if analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) ofdata 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this findingJ 

Are any worl: elements or portions of the overall project ineligible? Provide associated 
costs. 

\ 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): January 2013 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): December 2015 

For FAA Use 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, will the project begin within 2 years of PFQ 
application Due date (120-day)? 
[ ] Yes" 
[ J No 
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Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Use 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the publicJ 
Provide citations for any documents not included injth^PFC application that are relied on 
by the FAA for its analysis.' 

if a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any rievv issues rmsed.J[if 
the comments from the consultation are repeaited, state that.) 

ADO/RO Recommendation: ^ 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RO' 
use comparable projects to make this finding? Tf so, list projects. 

If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to i dentil^ 
eligible and ineligible costs. Summarize ineligible costs; 

Is the duration of collection adequate for the amount requested? 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION:' 
[ ] Approve. 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize finding^om earligrjn the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination. 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findjngs from earlier in the Attachirient B di^ussing issues 
that lead to determination. 

Applicatjqn Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Syrr^ql Date 
lte^m(3) reviewed. 

Name 
Rem(s)jeviewed 

Routing Symbol Date 
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Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORTAirTHORITYOF NY& NJ 

SECTION 1 

Rehabilitation of Runway 4L-22R 

John F. Kennedy Airport Section 1 - Rehabilitation of Runway 4L-22R 





^ PFC APPLICATION NUM 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: JFK Reh2biIitation of Ranway 4L-22R 

2. Project Number; 

3. Use Airport of Project: John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), New York, 
New York 

4. Project Type 
[X] Impose Only: 
[ ] Concurrent: 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 . [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $142,500,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $7,500,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $150,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AlP Funds: $0 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project: $0 

Subtotal Existing AlP Funds: $0 

Anticipated AlP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $0 Discretionary $0 Total $0 

Subtotal Anticipated AlP Funds: $0 

Other Funds: 
State Grants $0 
Local Funds $0 
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Other: $0 

Subtotal Other Funds: $ N/A 

Total Project Cost: $150,000,000 

ForFAA Use 
a. Does the project include a proposed LOI? 
[ ]Y8S 
[ ] NO 
If Y8S, does the Region support?; 
[ ]Y8S 
[ ] N0[ 
If Y8S, list the schedule for Irnplementation: 

h. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support?) 
'[ ] Y8S • 
[ ] NO 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels fqrj^he Region's 
five year CIP? 
[ ] Y8S 
[ ] NO; -

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and S4.50: 
Is there an expectation that AIP funding will he avaiiahie to pay the project costs.' 
[ ] Y8S 
[ ] NO _ 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded through AfP^ 
List the source(s) of data used to make this fmdmg: 

e. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.6Q 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside 
needs of thejirport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gatesJ 
[ ] Y8S" ^ 
[ ] NO ; 
[ ] N/A • 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding. 

f Reasonableness of cost. 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysis 

Revised 8/31/2010 



7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 

If proposed AIP discretionary funds or a proposed LOl are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use , 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFCduration 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any 
discussion from previous itern regarding likelihood of public agency qbtajmngjl^ 
funding h proposes. 

8. Project Description: 

This project includes the planning, design, and construction of pavement 
rehabilitation of Runway 4L-22R, as well as associated improvements to drainage, 
airfield lighting and signage, and marking. This runway is the second longest at 
JFK, measuring 11,351 feet long and 150 feet wide and approximately 100,000 
annual aircraft operations occur on this runway. The runway pavement 
rehabilitation and associated improvements are the subject of this application and, 
are referred to in this application as the Runway 4L-22R Pavement Rehabilitation 
Project. 

The Runway 4L-22R Pavement Rehabilitation Project is part of a larger overall 
program of improvements on Runway 4L-22R planned by the Port Authority. 
Other project elements associated with the overall program include the construction 
of a Runway Safety Area (RSA), runway pavement widening and high-speed 
taxiways. These project elements will not be funded with PFC revenue. 

The project elements associated with the Runway 4L-22R Pavement Rehabilitation 
Project include: 

Pavement Rehabilitation {Proposedfor PFC Funding) 
This project element includes repaving along the entire existing runway surface 
(11,351 feet). The anticipated project cost assumes the utilization of concrete. The 
use of concrete provides an extended useful life of the pavement along with reduced 
life-cycle costs when compared with asphalt. However, rehabilitating the runway 
with concrete results in higher up-front costs when compared to asphalt. These 
higher costs are related to subsurface preparation, forming, dowel-bar and 
reinforcing rod installation, contraction joint cutting, etc. Although the cost 
estimate does assume the higher costs related to concrete construction, the Port 
Authority is examining the use of asphalt or concrete for use on this project. 
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Lighting/Signage/Marking Improvements {Proposedfor PFC Funding) 
This project element includes a number of upgrades to the existing lighting system 
components, including runway centerline and touchdown zone lighting, edge lights, 
and signs. Xlong with the pavement lighting, runway guard lights will be installed at 
key runway/taxiway intersections in support of the future establishment of a 
SMGCS Plan. 

The RSA, runway pavement widening and high-speed taxiway construction will 
occur simultaneously to the 4L-22R Pavement Rehabilitation Project in order to 
limit impacts to airport operations and minimize airline and passenger delays 
during construction. The Port Authority will apply many of the practices and 
management controls used successfully during the Bay Runway Project completed 
at JFK in 2010 to limit impacts to airline schedules and to deliver the project within 
budgetary limits. 

The cost breakdown for the Runway 4L-22R Pavement Rehabilitation Project, 
which includes lighting, signage and marking improvements, is estimated as follows: 

• Planning and Design: $ 17,100,000 
• RAV4L-22R Rehabilitation-Construction: $ 125,400,000 

Total Project: $ 142,500,000* 

*This estimate does not include costs related to non-PFC funded elements of the 
overall program, such as the RSA, runway pavement widening and high-speed 
taxiways. ' 

If applicable for terminal projects 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
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if project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been 
'met7 If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requirements will be met, or should the project be disapproved.^ 

if the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters,! 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been 
completed. " 

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

9. Significant Contribution: 
John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK) is the largest airport in the New York 
Region. The airport has four runways and eight operating terminals with more 
than 123 gates. The majority of operations are from commercial aircraft, with 
approximately two percent of operations by cargo and less than one percent general 
aviation. In 2011, almost two-thirds of the region's international passengers flew 
out of JFK. The Port Authority reports that 47.7 million passengers used the 
Airport in 2011, which is a 2.5 percent increase in passengers from 2010. According 
to the Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), JFK 
passenger usage is forecasted to increase an average 2.1 percent annually. The 
Airports Council International's latest ranking places JFK as #6 nationwide and 
#14 worldwide for total passengers. 

FAA statistics ranked JFK as the 3"* most delayed airport in the nation in terms of 
average delay per aircraft operation. In 2008, in an attempt to limit delays, the U.S. 
Department of Transportation capped operations to 81-flights-per-hour, per-16-
hour period each day. Due to the nature of airline activity at JFK, delays tend to 
propagate throughout the entire National Aerospace System (NAS). 
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This project is vitally ioiportaat to easare the coatiaaed safe aad efficieat operatioa 
of aircraft at JFK aad to accoaiaiodate fata re operatioas. As with aiaay large-hab 
airports, dae to the operatioaal freqaeocies (laadiags aad takeoffs) of large aircraft, 
the roBway.paveaieats at JFK typically reqaire rehabilitatioa approximately every 
eight to tea years. Accordiag to the Port Aathority's 2009-2015 Pavemeat 
Maaagemeat Plaa, the raaway is aoted to be ia fair coaditioa with a Pavemeat 
Coaditioa ladex (PCI) of 65. However, at its carreat rate of aircraft arrivals aad 
departares, it is aaticipated that pavemeat rehabilitatioa woald be reqaired withia 
the aext two to three years. If the pavemeat is aot rehabilitated, the stractaral 
sectioa of the raaway pavemeat will farther degrade, precipitatiag aa erosioa of the 
pavemeat stractaral sectioas. 

If the repairs are aot made aad the pavemeat stractare deteriorates beyoad a 
simple rehabilitatioa, the raaway will have to be closed for a loag period of time for 
a major recoastractioa to be performed ia order to briag the pavemeat streagth ap 
to the reqaired load beariag capabilities for Groap VI aircraft. A fall-depth 
pavemeat recoastractioa will result ia exteaded raaway closares aad major 
coagestioa implicatioas for the Port Aathority Airport System as well as the NAS. 

Ia additioa to the pavemeat improvemeats, this project will apgrade the existiag 
raaway ceaterliae aad edge lightiag system. Raaway gaard lights will be iastalled 
at key raaway aad taxiway iatersectioas to farther redace the likelihood of raaway 
iacarsioas aad to sapport the fatare establishmeot of a SMCGS Plaa. 

FOR FAA USE 
_ Air safety. Part l39[] Other (explain) 

i 

I 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 [ ] 
! LOl [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ J 

Other (explain) 
_ Noise. 65 LDN [ ] Otheii(explain) 

_ Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules. 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(sj 
qf data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding.' 

How does this project address the deficiency sited by the public agency? 

Revised 8/31/2010 



If competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis of any barriers to| 
competition at the airport; 

10. Project Objective: 
The rehabilitation of Runway 4L-22R will contribute to two PFC objectives: 

1, Preserve Capacity: The project preserves capacity as it undertakes necessary 
state-of-good-repair improvements to the runway surface. These improvements 
will prevent the pavement structure from deteriorating to a state requiring a 
major reconstruction that would result in extended runway closures and 
significant congestion implications for the New York Airport System and the 
NAS. ; 

2. Enhance Safety: The project will enhance airfield safety at JFK by upgrading 
and modernizing the existing runway centerline and edge lighting systems, 
signage and markings. The project will also install runway guard lights at key 
runway and taxiway intersections to reduce the likelihood of runway incursions. 

FOR FA A USE 
! Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
; Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
1 Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] ^ 

Furni^ opp^un[ty for enhanced competition between qi^rnong air carries aUhe 
airport _ ^ 

Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
i Project does not meet any PFC objectives (expjain) 

Finding ' , 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to make this finding if it is not a part 
of the PFC amplication. 

Address adequacy of issues. 

11. Project Justification: 
Although the asphalt pavement for the runway is structurally sound, the wearing 
course is beginning to exhibit signs of age-related stress cracking and the pavement 
has reached the end of it useful life. As with many large-hub airports, due to the 
operational frequencies (landings and takeoffs) of large aircraft, the runway 
pavements at JFK typically require rehabilitation approximately every eight to ten 
years. According to the Port Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement Management Plan, 
the runway is noted to he in fair condition with a Pavement Condition Index (PCI) 
of 65. However, at its current rate of aircraft arrivals and departures, it was 
anticipated that pavement rehabilitation would he required this year. 

As a result, pavement rehabilitation is required that will replace the existing 
wearing course with revitalized pavement to preserve the structural sections of the 
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r99W9y pave9ie9t 99d per9iit safe aad efficieat aircraft operatio9S. 8y 
rehabilitatiag the r99way before more exteasive pavemeat degradation occars, the 
stractaral section will not deteriorate, thereby eliminating the need for more 
extensive pavement reconstraction. The Port Aothority anticipates that limited 
stractaral repairs may need to be made in select areas, bat an overall pavement 
reconstraction is not reqaired at this time. As part of its planning for the project, 
the Port Aathority is analyzing the life cycle costs and benefits of repaving the 
ranway in asphalt or concrete. 

While the runway pavement is closed for construction, the lighting systems will be 
upgraded with modern lighting system components. This will include runway 
centerline and touchdown zone lighting, edge lights, and signs. Along with the 
pavement lighting, runway guard lights will be installed at key runway/taxiway 
intersections in support of the future establishment of a SMGCS Plan. By 
enhancing the centerline and edge lighting systems, airfield safety and efficiency will 
be enhanced by providing the air carriers with additional runways for use during 
low-visibility conditions. 

FORFAAUSE; 
Define how the project accomplishes PFC Objcctive(s) 

Explain how?project is cost-effective compared to other reasonable and tirnely nieansJg 
accomplish this objective(s) 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition] 
benefits attributable to the project. Include citation for any documents that are not a part 
of this PFC application. 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make thi^finding.; 

Discuss any iion-economical benefits which are not capfered above.; 

Project Eligibility;' 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below.' 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 510038_ or 

PGL )• / V 1 . , 
[ ] Pfenning eligible under AX? criterfe (paragraph of QrderS 100.3 8_ orPGL 

[ ] Noise compatibility pfenning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504.; 
' [ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility p]^n; 
Title and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local study.; 
Title and Date of local study; 
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[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 40117(a)(3)(C); 
[ ] Shell of a gate as described in 49 U.S.C 4(M 17(a)(3)(F) (air carrier } 
percentage of annual boardings ); 

[ ] PFC Program Update Letter : 
[ ] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain). 

If analysis is based on alource other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach^the relevant documentation used to make this findmg; 

Are anyjvnrk elernentso^pqrtions oftheav^alLproiect ineligible? Provide associated 
costs. 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year); June 2012 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): December 2015 

ForFAAUse 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, w|ll the project begm with^ 
application Due date (120-day)? 
[ ] Ye^ 
[ ] N o: 

iFor Impose Only project, will the project begin within 5 years ofthe charge effective date 
or PFC application Due date, whichever is first? 
[ ] Yes 
LI No 

Is this project dependent upon another action to occur bej^ejts implementation oi; 
Cornpletjon. Explain] 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): October 2012 

ForFAAUse _ , _ , 
Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective dat^or approval date, 
whichever is sooner J 
[ ] Yes 
[_ ] Ng ; 

Which actiohis are needed before the use apglication^can be spbrniMe^ Whatjs t@ 
estimated schedule for eachpction? 

14. Project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
AIP funding. 
[ ] YES 
[X] NO 
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b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AlP funding, would the public 
agency prefer that the FAA approve 
[X] the amount of the local match to be collected at a $4.50 PFC level, 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, taxi ways, 
aprons, and aircraft gates. 
[ ] YES ! 
[ ] NO 
[X] N/A . 

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: Delta, United/Continental 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: None 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: None 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Use _ 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the public 
Provide citations for any documents not included in the PFC application tha^are r^ie^n 
by the FAA for its analysis^ 

If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any jiewjssues raised^Tf 
the comrnents from the cqnsujtation are repeated, state that.) 

ADO/RO Recommendation: ^ 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RO' 
use comparable projects to make this finding? If so, list projects! 

If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identjfy 
eligible and ineligible eosts. Summarize ineligible costs. 

Is the duration of collection adequate for the amount requested? 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: 
[ ] Approve. 
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[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination J 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to determination: 

ApplicationJleviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
Ttem(s) reviewed. 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
Item(s) reviewed 
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^ 

Legend 

IHE PORTAimiORrrYOF NY&NJ 

Rehabilate Runway 4L-22R (RFC Funding) 

Widen/Improve Runway (Non-RFC Funding) 

Constmct Access/High Speed Taxiways (Non-RFC Funding) 

John F. Kennedy International Airport 

Rehabilitation of Runway 4L-22R 





Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORTAiriHORmrOF NY& NJ 

SECTION 2 

Taxiway P Rehabilitation Planning 

John F. Kennedy Airport Section 2 - Taxiway P Rehabilitation Planning 





8FC A88L3CATION N^MER: 

ATTACHMENT B: 8ROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: JFK Toxlwoy 8 Relia8i333o33oo 83aoo3og aod Fogioeeriog 

2. 8roJect Number: 

3. U9e Airport of 8roJeet: Joho F. Keooedy loteroatiooal Airport (JFK), New Yorli, 
New Yorli 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Linlc to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 , [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. financing Plan 

PPG Funds: Pay-as-you-go: $ 
Bond Capital: $ 1,900,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 100,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $2,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing A IP: Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AlP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AlP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ 0 Discretionary S 0 Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AlP Funds: $ N/A 

Other Funds: 
State Grants $ 0 
Local Funds $ 0 
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Other (please specify) $0 

Subtotal Other Funds: $ 0 

Total Project Cost: S 2,000,000 

For FAA Use 
a. Does the project Include a proposed LOI? 
[ ] Y8S 
[ ] NO ^ 
18 Y8S, does the Region support7, 
[ ]Y8S 
[ ] NO ^ 
I8Y8S, list the schedule for implementatiqn: '1 

b. For any^proposed ATP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support? 
[ ] Y8S 
[ ] NO 

c. For any proposed ATP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's 
five year CT87 
[ ]YBS ' 
[]N0 , 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
is there an expectation that ATP funding will he available to pay the project costs.; 
'[ ] Y8S 
[ ] NO 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded through AJP?; 
List tlie source(s) of data used to rnakejhis finding. 

e. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.00, 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside 
needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gat^J 
[ ] Y8S ' 
[ ] NO 
[ ] N/A ' 
List the souree(s) of data used to make this finding. 

8. Reasonableness of cost.^ 
Project Total[Cost Analysis 

PFC Share ofjotal Cost Analysis 

7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 
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If proposed AIP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining the' 
funding it proposes. 

8. Project Description: 
This project will analyze the rehabilitation and widening of Taxiway P at JFK by 
examining alternatives for the repair of the taxiway's pavement surface as well as 
examining the widening of Taxiway P and its shoulders to meet Group VI 
standards. 

Taxiway P is the main feeder for Runway 13R-31L, and that runway handles 
approximately 30 percent of the Airport's annual departures and 35 percent of the 
Airport's annual total operations. The taxiway is critical to the runway's use and 
the taxiway is exhibiting signs of distress and requires rehabilitation. Due to the 
current condition of the taxiway pavement, it is anticipated that between eight and 
12 inches of asphalt surface along 5,500 feet of taxiway would need to be removed 
and replaced. Although the Port Authority has performed several temporary 
repairs on the taxiway over the past three years, the taxiway's condition continues 
to deteriorate and reconstruction is the best long-term solution. This study will 
consider the use of concrete or asphalt to repave the taxiway and asphalt to repave 
the taxiway's shoulders. Along with planning for the rehabilitation of the taxiway 
pavement, the study will examine designs that would increase the operational 
efficiency of the Airport and maintain a safe, usable taxiway surface. The study will 
also include engineering designs for associated drainage, airfield lighting, signage, 
and marking improvements. 

This project will include preliminary designs and engineering specifieations for the 
pavement widening and rehabilitation. In addition to the rehabilitation, this project 
will also consider the widening of the taxiway from 75 to 82 feet, and the associated 
shoulders from 25 to 40 feet. The turning radii on the north side of Taxiway P at the 
intersections of Taxiways PC, PA, and MC are too narrow to aecommodate Group 
VI aircraft. It is anticipated that the pavement overlay would require 18 inches of 
pavement across the widened width of the taxiway and four inches of pavement for 
the shouldeFs. As with all airside projects, the Port Authority will identify methods 
of construction that will minimize operational impacts to the airlines. 

I 
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If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of eates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of eates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of eates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[ ]N0 
[X] N/A 

FOR FA A USE 
pomment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Include source citat|OT[fdarificat^ 
information is not from PFC application.; 

If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requirements will be met, or should the project be disapproved.} 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters,) 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been) 
completed. ) 

Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate) 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, 
bprons, and aircraft gate^ 
[ ] YES ' 
[ ] NO) 
[ ] N/A 

9. Significant Contribution: 
John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK) is the largest airport in the New York 
Region. The airport has four runways and eight terminals, with more than 123 
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air99aft gates serving the terminals. The majority of operations are from 
eommereial aircraft, with only approximately two percent of operations by cargo 
and less than one percent general aviation. In 2011, almost two-thirds of the 
region's international passengers flew out of JFK. The Port Authority reports that 
over 400,000 aircraft operations occurred at the Airport and 47.7 million passengers 
used the Airport in 2011. According to the Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-Range 
Forecast (Moderate Scenario), JFK passenger enplanements are expected to 
increase an average 2.1 percent annually. The Airports Council International's 
latest ranking places JFK as #6 nationwide and #14 worldwide for total passengers. 

FAA statistics ranked JFK as the 3rd most delayed airport in the nation in terms of 
average delay per aircraft operation. In 2008, in an attempt to limit delays, the U.S. 
Department of Transportation capped operations to 81-flights-per-hour per-16-
hour period each day. Due to the nature of airline activity at JFK, delays tend to 
propagate throughout the entire MAS. 

The Taxiway P Rehabilitation Planning Study will analyze and identify pavement 
rehabilitation and widening alternatives that would enhance the safety and 
efficiency of aircraft operations and that would accommodate future operations. If 
the repairs are not made and the pavement structure deteriorates beyond a simple 
rehabilitation, the taxiway will have to be closed for extended periods of time to 
allow for a major reconstruction to be performed in order to bring the pavement 
strength up to the required load bearing capabilities. 

In addition ^o the pavement improvements, the study includes an examination of the 
widening of Taxiway P and its shoulders to meet Group VI standards. Widening 
these areas would increase the operational efficiencies and enable larger aircraft to 
use the taxiway. In addition, plans will include designs for an infiltration trench, 
airfield signage, and marking improvements. 

Taxiway P is the primary taxiway used by aircraft operating on Runway 13R-31L. 
Approximately 30 percent of the Airport's annual departures and 35 percent of the 
Airport's annual total operations occur on this runway. As such, the taxiway 
pavement is subject to rutting by aircraft queuing for departure. This condition is 
exacerbated during high summer temperatures. To address this, the study will 
evaluate the use of concrete or asphalt for the taxiway rehabilitation in an effort to 
reduce the rutting potential and provide a long-life pavement wearing surface. 

FOR FAA USE 
; Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain] 

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

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ J Date 
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Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain) 

Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
LOI[ ] FAABCA[ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ J 

I Other (explain) 
Noise. 65 LDN [ ] Other (explain) 

: Project does not qualify ur[der "^gniEcant contribution " rujes. 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list^he source(s^ 
pf data and attach the relevant documentation used to rnake this finding. 

How does this project address the deficiency sited by the public agency? 

If competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis of any barrjers to 
competition at the airport. 

10. Project Objective: 
The objective of this project is to conduct a planning and engineering study for the 
rehabilitation and widening of Taxiway P. The taxiway is the primary access to 
Runway 13k-31L and approximately 35 percent of the total airport operations 
occur on Taxiway P. This project will examine alternatives for pavement 
rehabilitation and widening that would enhance airfield efficiency, reduce delays, 
and provide a rehabilitated pavement surface needed to accommodate the existing 
and future aircraft fleet mix at JFK. The Taxiway P Rehabilitation Study will 
contribute to the following PFC objectives: 

1. Preserve Capacity: The project preserves capacity as the engineering study will 
identify the optimal methods and materials to utilize when undertaking 
necessary state-of-good-repair improvements to the taxiway surface. These 
improvements will prevent the pavement structure from deteriorating to a state 
requiring a major reconstruction that would result in extended taxiway closures 
and significantly reduced airfield efficiency. 

2. Enhance Capacity: The project will enhance capacity at JFK by establishing 
design alternatives for the widening of Taxiway P and its shoulders to meet 
Group VI standards, increasing the operational efficiency on the airfield and 
enabling larger aircraft to use the taxiway. 

FOR FAA USE 
Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] ^ 
Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition between or among air carriers^ the 

airport ^ 
Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airjjqrt 
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11. Project Justification: 
Taxiway P is the primary taxi way for Runway 13R - 31L at JFK. Since 2008, 
Taxiway P has been recommended for repaying and has been temporarily repaired 
to keep the taxiway's pavement surface safe for aircraft operations. Pavement 
inspections performed by the Port Authority revealed that the pavement has 
deteriorated eight to 12 inches in depth and temporary repairs are no longer 
sufficient to ensure continued service and safety. This project will plan for the 
rehabilitation and widening of the taxiway pavement to accommodate Group VI 
aircraft that use Airport. 

The Port Authority's Pavement Management Plan notes that the taxiway is 
reaching the end of its useful life. The Pavement Management Plan supports the 
decision to develop a plan to rehabilitate the taxiway surface. Pavement 
rehabilitation is required to replace the existing wearing course with revitalized 
pavement to improve the structural surface of the taxiway pavement and permit 
safe and efficient aircraft operations. Besides taxiway pavement rehabilitation, 
associated drainage, airfield signage and marking improvements will also be 
analyzed. Designs for the the lighting systems will include modern upgrades for the 
edge lights, centerline lighting and lighted signage. By enhancing the centerline and 
taxiway edge lighting systems, airfield safety and efficiency will be enhanced by 
providing additional low-visibility taxiway routes to the air carriers during Surface 
Movement Guidance and Control System (SMGCS) operations. 

The Port Authority will consider paving in concrete or asphalt. The taxiway is the 
main feed to Runway 13R - 31L and aircraft queue for a long time in that area. 
The long queue times in conjunction with jet blast heat and summertime 
temperatures contribute to asphalt pavement rutting. In these conditions, concrete 
may provide better performance when compared with asphalt and this will be 
examined in the study. 

FORFAAUSE 
Deflnejiow the project accornplishes PFC Objective(s) 

Explain how project is cost-effective compared to otl^r reasonable and timely means to 
accompHsh this objective(s) 
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Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition' 
benefits attributable to the project. Include citation for any documents thaf are not a pa^rt 
of this PFC application. 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list th^e source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this findingJ 

Discuss any non-economical benefits which are not captured aboyeJ 

Project Eligibility: 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below; 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or 
;PGL )C " . ^ _ , 
[ ] Planriing eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.3 8_ or PGL 

, / zr r . 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. 
[ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan; 
Title and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local study. 
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 ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter I 
[ ] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain). 

if analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding.; 

Are any work elements or portions of the overall project jneligible? Provide associated 
costs. 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): June 2011 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): December 2012 

For FAA Use _ , 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, will the project begin within 2 ye^rs of^PF'C 
application Due date (120-day)? 
[ ] Yes r 
L]_No: : 

For Impose Only project, will the project begin within 5 years of the charge effective date 
or PFC application Due date, whichever is first? 
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^^^85 



^ 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATIOISI:: 
[ ] Approve.' 

[ ] Partially Approve. Surnrnarize findings from earlier in the Attaichment ^discus^g 
issues that lead to determination. 

[ ] Disapprove! Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to determination. 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name 
Item(s) reviewed! 

Routing Symbol Date 

Name 
Item(s) reviewed 

Routing Symbol Date 
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IHE PORTAIfTHORirYOF NY&NJ 

John F. Kennedy Internetionel Airport 

Taxiwey P Rehebllitatlon Planning and Engineering 





Pgssenger Facility Charge Application TOE PORTAIfTOORITYOF NY& NJ 

SECTION 3 

Terminal 3 Site Redeveiopment & Capacity improvements Project 

John F. Kennedy Airport Section 3 - Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment & Capacity 
Improvements Project 





PFC APPLfCATJON 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title; JFK Teroiiool 3 Site Redevelopoieot & Copacity loiproveoieots 
Project 

2. Project Number: 

3. Use Airport of Project: Joho F. Keooedy loteroatiooal Airport (JFK), New York, 
New York 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 , [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 • 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go: $215,000,000 
Bond Capital: $0 
Bond Financing & Interest: $0 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $215,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AlP Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project: $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): N/A 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement: $ 0 Discretionary: $ 0 Total: $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 
i 

Other Funds: N/A 
State Grants: $0 
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Local Funds: $0 
Other (please specify): $0 

Subtotal Other Funds: $0 

Total Project Cost: $215,000,000 

ForFAAUse 
a. Does the project include a proposed LOl?, 
'[ ]Y8S \ 
[ ] NO „ , ^ ^ , 
If Y8S, does the Region support? 
[ ] Y8S 
[ ] NO 
If Y8S, list the schedule for implementation: 

b. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Region mtend to support? 
[ ] Y8S 
[ ] NO 

b For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's: 

ns'"' ^ " 
[ LNo; . 

id. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: ^ 
Is there an expectation that AIP funding will be available to pay the project costs.; 
[ ] Y8S 
[ ] NC) : 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded through AFP? 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding. 

e. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.00, 
and $4.50. 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 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding. 

8. Reasonableness of cost. 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysis 
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7. Back-up Financing Plan: 

If proposed AIP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use _ _ . _ _ , 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
pf collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any^ ^ 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining the 
funding it proposes. 

8. Project Description: 

The Port Authority has recogriized a91 acute need to i9iiprove the efficiency of 
operations in the existing Terminal 3 facility at John F. Kennedy International 
Airport (JFK), which currently serves as an international hub for Delta Air Lines. 
Terminal 3 was built in 1960 and is located in the southeast quadrant of JFK, one of 
the most congested areas of the Central Terminal Area (CTA). The terminal's 
facilities arc; outdated and functionally obsolete. The building's irregular shape and 
aging infrastructure limit modernization efforts, which are needed to accommodate 
Transportation Security Administration (TSA) functions and staff, and U.S. 
Customs and Border Protection facilities. Furthermore, the terminal's obsolete 
design inhibits the movement of connecting passengers and the positioning of 
modern aircraft, which in many cases are twice the size of the 707 and DC-8 aircraft 
that the terminal was originally designed to accommodate. 

In order to address the joint need for a modern terminal, the Port Authority and 
Delta have developed a modernization and redevelopment program for Terminals 3 
and 4 that would provide the necessary infrastructure to efficiently move passengers 
through the national air transportation system, accommodate future demand, 
improve the efficiency of the airfield at JFK, and offer passengers a traveling 
experience that is consistent with the experience passengers have at the other 
terminals at JFK. The Terminal 3 and Terminal 4 Modernization and 
Redevelopment Program includes the following elements: 

1. Expand Concourse B of Terminal 4 by nine gates; 
2. Develop additional passenger processing facilities at Terminal 4 to 

accoihmodate the additional passengers; 
3. Exteiid a secure pedestrian walkway/bridge from Terminal 2 to Terminal 4; 
4. Remediate and demolish Terminal 3 and redevelop the Terminal 3 site to 

accommodate aircraft parking; 
5. Install associated water quality treatment devices and modify drainage and 

utilities as necessary; 
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6. Relocate and improve airfield taxiway connections between the taxiways and 
the aircraft parking areas 

The Terminal 3 and airfield project elements referenced above are the subject of 
this application and, hereafter are referred to as the Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment 
& Capacity Improvements Project (T3 Airfield Project). Speeificaiiy, these project 
elements include: 

Terminal 3 Remediation (Proposed for PFC Funding) 
This project element includes the abatement, containment, and removal of asbestos, 
lead, mercury, and other hazardous materials prior to demolition activities at the 
site. The remediation work will follow all Federal, State and local regulations for 
removal and disposal of the hazardous waste. The cost for the Terminal 3 
Remediation work is estimated to he $11 million. 

Terminal 3 Airside and Building Demolition (Proposed for PFC Funding) 
This project element will demolish the terminal building and elevated roadway 
structure fronting the terminal. This would require all tenants he removed from the 
facility and relocated to other terminals. The unique cable-supported roof structure 
of Terminal 3 will require additional scaffolding and temporary work structures to 
safely dismantle the eantilevered roof piece by piece. Demolition waste will he 
hauled off site for disposal. An eight-foot tall barbed wire fence will he installed 
around the work site's perimeter to secure the area in accordance with TSA 
regulations, and demolition work will he performed in accordance with federal and 
state regulations. The cost for the Terminal 3 Airside and Building Demolition is 
estimated to he $45 million. 

Terminal 3 Site Work & Paving {Proposed for PFC Funding) 
This project element includes the design and construction of apron pavement 
capable of accommodating up to 16 hardstand aircraft parking positions (seven 
Group IV and nine Group V aircraft positions) that will he used for temporary 
parking, overnight parking, swing space, or as a hold area during ground metering. 
Severe Weather Avoidance Plan (SWAP) days. Irregular Operations (IROPs), and 
other period|s of congestion. The project scope includes filling in the basement of the 
Terminal 3 building footprint, constructing the necessary stormwater drainage 
infrastructure, and installing new high mast lighting, signage, and pavement 
markings in accordance with FAA standards. The cost for the Terminal Site Work 
and Paving is estimated to be $101 million. 
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Taxi lanes. Throats an8 Throat Extensions (Proposedfor PFC Funding) 
This project element consists of the relocation of the entrance an8 exit taxi lanes on 
the public use airHeld between Terminals 3 and 4 further to the northwest along 
Taxiways A and B. The new taxiway configuration includes dual Group V capable 
taxi lanes KG and K8, which will provide improved ingress and egress from the 
Terminal 3 and 4 sites and will relieve traffic congestion for all carriers using the 
southeast portion of the J8K airfield. 

This element includes a new taxi lane HB to provide access to the Terminal 4 
aircraft parking areas from Taxiways A and B, and the widening and strengthening 
of pavement fillets alongside portions of Taxiway A along the Terminal 4 leasehold 
in order to accommodate larger Group VI aircraft. The cost for the Taxi lanes, 
Throats and Throat Extensions is estimated to be $36 million. 

Terminal 3 Utilities (Proposedfor PFC Funding) 
The utility infrastructure on the Terminal 3 site is over 50 years old, some of which 
will need to be capped, rebuilt, or relocated during construction. It is also 
anticipated that certain utilities will need to remain in service during construction. 
These utilities will require protection to prevent damage due to construction 
activities which could result in disruptions to airport operations and passenger 
service. 8otentially, new utility infrastructure may need to be constructed to 
accommodate the new aircraft parking area. 

This work also includes the reconstruction and installation of Terminal 3 
stormwater and drainage infrastructure, water and sewer infrastructure, and 
electrical diictbanks. Drainage systems will be designed and installed consistent 
with the 8ort Authority's State follution Discharge Elimination System (S8DES) 
Permit and Best Management Practices (BMPs). The cost for the Terminal 3 
Utilities is estimated to be $22 million. 

The portion of the Program proposed for PFC funding includes the non-exclusive 
use areas of the apron associated with Terminal 3 and the previously described 
work related to the public use taxiway system. PFC funds are not being applied to 
any other portion of the Program. 

The following figure presents the proposed configuration of the parking ramp after 
project implementation. 

Revised 8/31/2010 



If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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. 
[X] YES 
[ ] NO , 
[ ] N/A ' 

FOR FAA USE 
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Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Inciude source citation if ciarlfjcatiori 
information is not from PFC appiication. 

If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requirements will be met, or should the project be disapproved. 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters, 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehab!iitation above has been 
completed, 

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 

9. Significant Contribution: 

John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK) is the largest airport in the New York 
Region, with a reported 47.7 million passengers using the Airport in 2011. The 
Airport Council International's latest ranking places JFK as #6 nationwide and #14 
worldwide for total passengers. Commercial aircraft operations for passenger 
service represented approximately 97 percent of activity at the Airport, cargo 
operations were two percent of activity, and general aviation operations were less 
than one percent of the activity. 

The Airport has four air carrier runways, one of which is the longest in the Region 
at 14,572 feet, and can accommodate the largest aircraft in the fleet serving long-
haul destinations throughout the world. The Airport has seven terminals with more 
than 123 aircraft gates serving the terminals. JFK serves almost two-thirds of the 
region's international passengers and approximately 135 airlines operate at the 
Airport. 

The Port Authority's forecast used in the Environmental Assessment Terminals 3 and 
4 Redevelopment Project John F. Kennedy International Airport, projects that the 
New York/New Jersey Region will experience 2.7 percent annual growth in aircraft 
movements through 2019, with JFK experiencing 2.8 percent annual growth in 
aircraft movements. Passenger levels at JFK are expected to reach approximately 
62.1 million by 2019. Aircraft operations at JFK are expected to increase to 569,597 
in 2019. This growth is forecast to occur with or without the T3 Airfield Project or 
the larger Modernization and Redevelopment program. To some degree, JFK's 
forecast growth may be attributable to capacity limitations at other airports in the 
Region, in particular LaGnardia Airport (LGA). LGA has a perimeter rule 
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constoaining non-stop flights to no more than 1,500 miles and does not have the 
facilities to process international flights. These limitations at LGA create a uniqne 
demand for long-haul and international passenger demand that must be served by 
JFK. 

The T3 Airfield Project makes a Significant Contribution in the following 
categories: 

1. Reduce Congestion/Enhance Capacity: 

The new parking positions and improved taxi lanes and throats associated with the 
T3 Airfield Project will enable carriers at JFK to handle increased passenger 
demand more efficiently. It will provide new remote aircraft parking positions that 
are both closer to contact gate positions and capable of handling larger aircraft. 
This will enhance capacity, reduce congestion on the airfield, and decrease delays. 

The aprons associated with Terminal 3 and 4 are currently congested during peak 
periods. This congestion causes delays and increases controller workload. 
Moreover, as passenger levels and aircraft movements increase over time (as is 
projected by the Port Authority and the FAA), periods of congestion will increase in 
duration and severity, further exacerbating delays and putting greater stress on the 
safe and efficient operation of the Airport. 

The expanded ramp and aircraft parking positions resulting from the demolition of 
Terminal 3 may be used to hold aircraft for metered taxi and take-off, and to give 
delayed aircraft a safe and convenient place to hold that does not obstruct taxiways. 
This allows other aircraft that are not delayed to continue to taxi to the runway for 
scheduled departures, thereby reducing airside delays/taxi times and associated 
costs while enhancing operational efficiency. The new aircraft parking positions 
will provide airlines at the Airport with more centrally located hardstand parking 
positions, which reduces the need for extended aircraft towing operations and 
taxiing from remote hardstands between Terminal 1, Terminal 2, Terminal 3, and 
Terminal 4 to parking positions closer to where passenger loading occurs. The T3 
Airfield Project will allow for more efficient aircraft ground operations, translating 
into less terminal area congestion, less apron congestion, and greater operational 
flexibility. 

The growth in passenger demand expected by the Port Authority and the FAA for 
the NY Region and at JFK, specifically, will occur with or without the T3 Airfield 
Project. The Port Authority needs to meet the demand with improved infrastructure 
to maximize safety and efficiency, reduce congestion, and improve customer service 
levels. The current Terminal 3 airside layout is limited by the terminal building 
layout and infrastructure that was designed in 1960 for first generation, narrow-
body (707, DC-8) jet aircraft operating at that time. Based on its outmoded design. 
Terminal 3 is significantly deficient in all aspects necessary to serve modern wide-
body aircraft. The current building and available ramp space does not provide the 
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flexibility to park aircraft of varying size in the same area to support the current 
flight schedule. As a result, space becomes a restriction that significantly affects the 
use of gates and wide-body aircraft access, which reduces the operational efficiency 
of the Terminal 3 apron. 

The Terminal 3 Airfield Project will provide the infrastructure capable of handling 
varying aircraft types in the current JFK fleet, which cannot be accommodated at 
the existing site. The Project will support Group IV and Group V aircraft 
operations as needed and will provide for less congestion on the taxi lanes and 
taxiways around the Terminal 3 site. It is anticipated that the apron will be 
configured for seven Group IV and nine Group V aircraft, for a total of 16 
hardstand positions. As part of the 16 hardstand positions, three positions will be 
designated as metering positions capable of accommodating Group V aircraft. 
These three positions will function similar to the existing metering positions 
currently in use at JFK. The three positions allow departing and arriving aircraft a 
place to temporarily park while waiting for a departure slot or waiting for a gate 
position. This allows aircraft to exit the taxiway system and allow non-delayed 
aircraft to access the runways or terminal area. The benefits of the three new 
metering positions on the Terminal 3 apron are: 

• Reduction in arrival delays and taxi distances for arrivals without an 
available gate; 

• Increase in operational efficiency of the airfield as arrivals without an 
available gate can access the terminal area and do not have to be staged 
somewhere on the taxiway or runway system. This can be particularly 
beneficial during severe weather conditions, when FAA ATCT has to switch 
between runway operating configurations in order to adapt to the weather 
changes; and 

• Reduction in FAA ATCT controller workload as a result of the ability for 
arrivals without an open gate to access the terminal area more quickly, thus 
enhancing overall efficiency at the airport. 

In order to accurately project the effect the T3 Airfield Project will have on the 
Airport once completed, an airfield simulation modeling analysis was constructed. 
The analysis was performed using Jeppesen's Total Airspace and Airport Modeler 
(TAAM, Version V2011.2.0, Release 16). Nine different scenarios were produced, 
representative of different runway operating configurations and weather conditions. 
These configurations represent approximately 90 percent of all activity at JFK 
during a typical year. Validation of the models and throughput numbers was done 
through meetings with JFK ATC, Port Authority Aviation Planning, JFK 
operations, and local FAA staff. FAA Aviation System Performance Metrics 
(ASPM) data was used for the purposes of calibrating the model. 

The TAAM results show that the airfield improvements of the T3 Airfield project 
are expected to contribute to a reduction of arrival and departure delays at the 
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airport, particularly during conditions of limited visibility or high winds when 
delays are more severe. The TAAM results demonstrate that these improvements 
will result in a benefit to all carriers as the project mainly contributes to reduced 
gate hold delays because of the new parking spots at the T3 site. 

All Carrier Travel Times (minutes per flight) 
Travel Times 

(in minutes per flight) 

Configurations Existing With Project Configurations 
Project Benefit 

VFR 31L/31R switch to4L/4R/31L 
Average Departure Time 30.3 28.98 1.32 

Average Arrival Time 6.46 5.87 0.58 

VFR3IL/3IR AII Dav 
Average Departure Time 44.63 38.35 6.29 

Average Arrival Time 5.84 5.49 0.35 

VFR31L/31R, IFR31L/31R Evening 
Average Departure Time 49.39 43.63 5.76 

Average Arrival Time 6.23 5.96 0.26 

VFR31L/31R All Day - With Metering 
Average Departure Time 43.07 40.10 2.97 

Average Arrival Time 5.97 5.56 0.40 

VFR31L/31R, IFR 31L/31R Evening-With Metering 
t Average Departure Time 50.15 43.85 6.3 

Average Arrival Time 6.26 5.72 0.55 

2. Improve Safety: 

The current number and loeation of hardstand parking positions in the central 
terminal area is limited and therefore requires a significant amount of aircraft taxi 
and tow operations between contact gates and remote parking positions. The T3 
Airfield Project improves safety by reducing excess aircraft towing operations on 
the airfield and reducing the level of ground vehicle activity across and on aprons, 
taxiways, and taxi lanes around Terminal 4. The project will also allow for more 
efficient aircraft operations airport-wide since it provides additional parking 
positions off the active taxiways and taxi lanes closer to the terminals, resulting in 
improved safety. 

The additional aircraft parking positions at Terminal 3 will be eloser to most of 
JFK's terminals than some of the current remote parking positions, allowing for a 
significant reduction in average tow/taxi time and increasing safety by reducing the 
chance of an airfield incursion. A reduction in FAA ATCT controller workload is 
also anticipated as a result of the ability for arrivals without an open gate to access 
the terminal area more quickly, thus enhancing overall safety at the airport. 

The project would reduce the number of towing operations due to the reduction in 
departure gate hold delays. Gates availability would increase, reducing the need to 
tow aircraft off the gates and to remote parking areas. The total reduction of daily 
towing operations for all carriers after project implementation ranges from 6 to 40, 
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depending oo airfield configuration. Total daily towing times for all carriers 
demonstrate a savings of six to over nine hours a day. 

Towing Counts per Day for All Carriers 
Configurations Existing With Project Project Benefit 

VFR 31L/31R switch to4L/4R/31L 160 120 40 

VFR31L/31Rall Day 160 146 14 

VFR3IL/31R. IFR 31L/31R Evening 152 146 6 

VFR31L/31R All Day - With Metering 162 148 14 

VFR 31L/31 R; IFR 31L/31R Evening - With Metering 152 146 6 

Total Dailv Towing Time for All Carriers (minutes) 
Configurations Existing With Project Project Benefit 

VFR 31L/31R switch to4L/4R/31L 1,843.2 1,254.45 588.75 

VFR31L/31Rall Day 1,502.6 1,115.13 387.47 

VFR 31 L/31 R, IFR 31 L/31 R Evening 1,639.05 1,123.03 516.02 

VFR 31 L/31 RAN Day - With Metering 1,650.72 1,123.45 527.27 

VFR 31 L/31 R, IFR 31 L/31 R Evening - With Metering 1,696.98 1,125.92 571.06 

3. E9ha9ce Co9ipetitio9: 

The T3 Airfield Project provides all carriers with the opportuoity to access 
additiooal hardstaods, thus eohaociog competitioo aoioog JFK airlioes. The T3 Site 
will be available to Delta Air Lioes aod its affiliate carriers 09 a prefereotial use 
basis 19 accorda9ce with the terms of the T3 Site Permit betweeo Delta Air Lioes 
aod the Port Authority. The Permit requires that aoy positioos oot beiog used by 
Delta Air Lioes or its affiliate carriers uoder its prefereotial rights will be made 
available to other carriers by the Termioal 3 Hardstaod Maoager (first to Termioal 
4 carriers due to proximity of their operatioos to the site, theo to all other carriers). 
The Project results io a oet iocrease io the total oumber of parkiog positioos 
available to carriers oo commoo or prefereotial use basis. Io fact the project will 
provide for three hardstaod positioos that are available for use by all carriers aod 
ATC as oeeded duriog SWAP days aod IROP. 

FOR FAA USE 
Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (expjain)^ 

i 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date _ 
_ Air security. Parti 07 [ ] Part 108 [] Other (explain) 

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
, Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain) 

I Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] _ _ ^ 
; J L01[ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ ] 
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Other (explain) 
|_ Nojse^ 65 LDN [ ] Othe^r (explain) 

Projectdoesjiqt^qu^airfy under_"significant contr|b^ 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

How does this pmject address the deficienc)^sited by^th^pubjic^genc^ 

if competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA' s analysis of any barriers tq 
competition at the airport. 

10. Project Objective; 

As noted in the Significant Contribution section, the T3 Airfield Project will 
contribute to three PFC objectives: 

1. Enhance Capacity: TAAM results show that the new parking positions and 
improved taxi lanes and throats associated with the T3 Airfield Project will 
enable carriers at JFK to handle increased passenger demand as the project will 
contribute to reducing of arrival and departure delays at the airport, 
particularly during conditions of limited visibility or high winds when delays are 
more severe. The improvements will result in a benefit to all carriers as the new 
parking spots at the T3 site contribute to reducing gate hold delays across the 
airport. 

2. Enhance Safety: The T3 Airfield Project will improve safety by reducing excess 
aircraft movements on the airfield and reducing the level of ground vehicle 
activity across and on aprons, taxiways, and taxi lanes around Terminal 4. The 
project will also enhance safety provide additional parking positions off of active 
taxiways. 

3. Furnish Opportunity for Enhanced Competition: The T3 Airfield Project will 
provide all carriers with the opportunity to access additional hardstands (subject 
to the preferential use provisions in the T3 Site Permit). The project results in a 
net increase in the total number of parking positions available to carriers on 
common or preferential use basis, thus enhancing competition among JFK 
airlines. 

FORFAAUiE 
Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
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Furnish opportunity for enhanced cornpetidon 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 (expiajn); 

Finding „ _ ^ 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to make this finding if it is not a part 
of the PFC application. 

Address adequacy of issues. 

11. Project Justification: 

FAA statistics for 2011 ranked JFK as the 3rd most delayed airport in the nation in 
terms of average delay per aircraft operation. Due to the nature of airline activity 
at JFK, delays originating here tend to propagate throughout the entire NAS. In 
2008, as an attempt to limit delays, the U.S. Department of Transportation imposed 
an hourly operational limitation on operations at JFK to 81-flights-per-hour per 16-
hour period. However, as demonstrated above, even with the operational caps, the 
level of delay at JFK remains significant by all measures. These delay figures show 
there is significant need to modernize and optimize the Airport, and this project 
aims to modernize the Terminal 3/Terminal 4 envelope. Terminal 3 has a 
functionally obsolete layout and the aircraft apron within the envelope is not 
adequate to meet the demands of the passengers and airlines at JFK. 

Terminal 3 at JFK, formerly known as the Pan Am Terminal, was built in 1960 and 
is functionally obsolete from modern aircraft operation, security, access, and 
passenger service perspectives. Terminal 3 has 16 aircraft gates and currently serves 
as a principal international gateway for Delta Air Lines. 

Due to its aged infrastructure. Terminal 3 is expensive and difficult to maintain and 
lacks cheek-in, security, and other facilities capable of efficiently handling an 
international hub operation or adequately meeting passenger needs. Local and 
connecting passengers are inconvenienced by the inefficient layout and dated 
facilities of (he terminal. In order for Terminal 3 to operate at an efficient level and 
provide adequate capacity, facilities would need to be modernized to increase 
passenger handling capacity, enhance security and safety, improve passenger level 
of convenience, and reduce congestion. 

Over the years, several attempts have been made to refurbish and modernize 
Terminal 3. Since 2008, $17 million has been invested on repairs and renovations to 
maintain Terminal 3 in its current condition. However, because of the building's 
age, irregular shape, and site constraints, these efforts have only resulted in modest 
improvements and have largely not been successful in providing the passenger 
processing capacity or providing the level of customer service expected in a modern 
international terminal. 
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Similar to th9 pass9ng9r t9rminal, Terminal 3's airside layout is constrained by the 
terminal's apron configuration. The layout was designed in 1960 for the aircraft 
operating at that time. The apron layout has a gate design intended to accommodate 
early-generation, narrow-hody (707, DC-8) jet aircraft. The existing gates are 
limited to fewer types of aircraft, with only a few gates capable of handling Group V 
aircraft. The remaining gates can only serve Group III and smaller Group IV 
aircraft. This restriction severely limits the airline's ability to match aircraft gauge 
with passenger demands for a particular route and when larger aircraft are 
introduced at the terminal, some gates are unusable due to space limitations. 

The Terminal 3 apron layout cannot efficiently accommodate modern wide-body 
aircraft and handling the current demands of the TSA and Customs and Border 
Patrol without severely compromising passenger circulation through the terminal. 
Also, the apron between Terminal 3 and Terminal 4 is not adequately sized for 
simultaneous operation of aircraft and ground vehicle movements. This contributes 
to ground delays that affect all aircraft movements at the Airport. 

As previously described, TAAM analysis was conducted in order to model the effect 
the T3 Airfeld Project will have on the Airport once the project is completed. A 
summary of the TAAM analysis results are shown in the table below (TAAM 
analysis utilized Peak Month Average Weekday): 

Total Dailv Savings tin Hours) 
t Delta 1 lAT Other Total 

Without Metering 
VFR 31L/31R switch to4L/4R/3IL 15.83 7.22 9.05 32.11 

. VFR31L/31RAlIDay 50.64 12.96 18.05 81.65 

VFR 1L/31R, IFR31L/31R Evening 50.56 -1.66 28.70 77.61 

With Metering 
VFR31L/31RAII Day 39.09 1.56 6.88 47.53 

VFR31L/31R, IFR 31L/31R Evening 34.64 6.76 48.10 89.50 

These results demonstrate the total daily savings in hours of travel time and towing 
times. It demonstrates that the benefits of the T3 Airfield Project will he realized by 
all carriers at JFK. The TAAM analysis shows that the project achieves these 
reductions in overall congestion at the Airport by reducing aircraft congestion on 
taxiways and ramps, providing more closely located and easily accessible remote 
parking positions for long ground time aircraft, providing a large aircraft holding 
apron for inbound aircraft that do not have an available gate, and providing a more 
closely located and easily accessible holding apron for outbound aircraft that incur a 
metering dday off the gate. The T3 Airfield Project also provides additional 
benefits not quantified by the TAAM analysis. The T3 Airfield Project enhances 
capacity by- creating new aircraft parking positions capable of handling larger 
aircraft (Group IV and Group V) than T3 can currently accommodate. 

1 
The proposed airfield and taxi lane reconfiguration, in addition to improving 
airfield efficiency and capacity, provides additional safety by eliminating the narrow 
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taxi lane and apron areas present in the current Terminal 3/Terminal 4 envelope. 
The reduction in average time of aircraft on the airfield and the addition of extra 
parking positions and metering positions off of active taxiways will again increase 
overall airport safety levels by reducing the workload of air traffic control. 

FORFAAUSE 
Define how the project accomplishes PFC Objective(sj 

Explain how'project is cost-effective compared to other reasonable and tjmdy means td 
accomplish this objective(s) 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, speeify how the cost of the! 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the project. Incjude citation for any documents that are not a part 
of this PFC application. 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC applieation, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding, 

Discuss any non-economical benefits whj^h are not captured abqveJ 

Project Eligibility: ^ 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category belowj ^ 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 oi] 

PGL ); . 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or PGL 

); ; ^ , / . , 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504j 
[ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan; 

Title and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local study. 
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 ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter ; 
[ ] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain).; 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this findingj 

Are any work elements or portions of the qyeral] project ineligible? Provide associated 
costs. 
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For Impose And Use or Use Only projects, wiM the project begin within 2 years of PFQ 
application Due date (1^0-day)7 
[ ] Yer : 
LJNq • 

F^r Impose Only project, will the project begin within 5 years of the charge effective date 
or PFC application Due date,^hiche^er is first?! 
M Yes 
[ ] N ci 

Is this project dependent upon another action to occur before it^s implementation or 
completion. Explain. 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 

For FAA Use _ ^ 
is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date, 
whichever is sooner. 
[ ] Yes' : 
[ ] No: 

Which actions are needed before the use application can be submjtted? What is tho 
estimated schedule for each action? 

14. Project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs 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, would the public 
agency prefer that the FAA approve 
[X] the amount of the local match to be collected at a $4.50 PFC level, 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. 
[X] YES 
[ ] NO 
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[ ] N/A 

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: Delta, UniteB/Continental 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: Japan Aiolines (JAL) onB Lufthansa 

Recap of Disagreements: Lufthansa auB JAL disagoeoB on the grounds that 
Terminal 3 is currently subject to an exclusive long-term lease by Delta Air Lines. 

JAL also disagreed that the project achieves the objective of enhancing competition 
since the 16 new hard stand positions will be available only when Delta Air Lines 
(and its affiliates) are not using them. JAL feels the claim is invalid because there is 
no specific provision allocating the three hard stand positions identified in the 
application for use by other airlines during SWAP and IROP situations. 

Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

The disagreements certified by the submitting airlines do not disprove any of the 
Port Authority's claims regarding the PFC objectives the T3 Airfield project will 
achieve, nor do they counter the results of the analysis performed in support of 
these claims. As mentioned above, the Project will satisfy three PFC objectives: 

1. Enhance Capacity: TAAM results show that the new parking positions and 
improved taxi lanes and throats associated with the T3 Airfield Project will 
enable carriers at JFK to handle increased passenger demand as the project 
will contribute to reducing of arrival and departure delays at the airport, 
particularly during conditions of limited visibility or high winds when delays 
are more severe. The improvements will result in a Benefit to all carriers as 
the new parking spots at the T3 site contribute to reducing gate hold delays 
across the airport. 

2. Enha.nce Safety: The T3 Airfield Project will improve safety by reducing 
excess aircraft movements on the airfield and reducing the level of ground 
vehicle activity across and on aprons, taxiways, and taxi lanes around 
Terminal 4. The project will also enhance safety provide additional parking 
positions off of active taxiways. 

3. Furnish Opportunity for Enhanced Competition: The T3 Airfield Project 
win provide all carriers with the opportunity to access additional hardstands 
(subject to the preferential use provisions in the T3 Site Permit). The project 
results in a net increase in the total number of parking positions available to 
carriers on common or preferential use basis, thus enhancing competition 
among JFK airlines. 

As discussed in the draft Attachment B provided to the carriers as well as at the air 
carrier consultation meetings on November 29"" at EWR and December 14"* at JFK, 
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the hardstands on the T3 Site will be available to Delta Air Lines and its affiliate 
carriers on a preferential use basis in accordance with the terms of the T3 Site 
Permit between Delta Air Lines and the Port Authority. The Permit requires that 
any positions not being used by Delta Air Lines or its affiliate carriers under its 
preferential rights will be made available to other carriers by the Terminal 3 
Hardstand Manager (first to Terminal 4 carriers due to proximity of their 
operations to the site, then to all other carriers). Since neither the T3 Site (nor the 
hardstand positions thereon) will be "subject to an exclusive long-term lease or use 
agreement"! funding for the Project meets the eligibility requirements found in 
49usc40117 and the PFC Program Assurances pertaining to use and lease 
agreements. 

Of the 16 hardstand positions on the T3 site, three positions capable of 
accommodating Group V aircraft will be designated for common use when the 
metering program is in effect and during SWAP days or IROPS situations. These 
three positions will function similar to the existing metering positions currently in 
use at JFK. The three positions allow departing and arriving aircraft a place to 
temporarily park while waiting for a departure slot or waiting for a gate position. 
This allows aircraft to exit the taxiway system and allow non-delayed aircraft to 
access the runways or terminal area. 

The allocatibn and use of the three hardstand positions will be determined by the T3 
Hardstand Manager in cooperation with ATC and airline operations staff at JFK. 
The Port Authority, the appointed T3 Hardstand Manager and Delta Air Lines are 
currently developing a management plan that will dictate the specific procedures to 
he followed in determining how each position will he utilized; as mentioned at the 
consultation meetings, the working group will provide regular updates to and solicit 
input from the air carriers on the management plan as it advances. 

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: None 

List of PaBies CeBifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Use ^ 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the public. 
Provide citations for any documerits riot incited in the PFC application that are relied on 
by the FAA for its analysis. 

If a Federal F.egister notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issue^raised^j(I( 
the comments from the consultation are repeated, state that.) 

ADO/RO Recommendation: 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RO 
use comparable projects to make this finding? If so, list projects. 
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if the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identify 
eligible and inehgible cqsts^ Summarize ineligible costsj 

isjhe duradon of^coUection ad^u^e foLtjie^amqunt 

ADO/RO RECOMMENpATIONl 
[ ] Apprqve, 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize findmgs from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination. 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings frorn earlier in the Attachment^ discussing issues 
that lead to determination. 

Applicatiqn Reviewed by: 

Name 
Item(s) reviewedj 

Routing Symbol Datq 

Name 
Item(s) reviewed 

Rqutjng Symbol Date 
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Pgssenger Facility Charge Application THE PORTAinHORITYOF NY& NJ 

SECTION 1 

Delay Reduction Phase II - Planning and Engineering 

Newark Liberty International Airport Section 1 — Delay Reduction Phase II - Planning and Engineering 





PFC APPyCATION NUMBER: 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: EWR Delay Reduction Phase II - Planning and Engineering 

2. Project Number: 

3. Use Airport of Project: Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), 
Newark, New Jersey 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 ' [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

I 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $ 4,750,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 250,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 5,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AlP Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AlP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AlP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $0 

Subtotal Anticipated AlP Funds: $ 0 

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

Subtotal Other Funds: $ N/A 

Total Project Cost: $ 5,000,000 

For FAA Use 
a. Does the project include a proposed LOl? 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NQ 
If YES, doesjhe Region^support? 
[ ]YES" 
[ ] NOJ 
If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

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

c For any proposed A IP funds, is the request within jhe planning jeyejs&r the Region/s 
five year CIP? 
'[ ]YES 
[ ] N O' 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50:' 
Is there an expectation that A IP funding will be available to pay Jhe project costs] 
[ ] YES , 
[ ] NO , 
IWhat percentage of the total project cost is funded thrqughjMP? 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding. 

e. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.00 
and $4.50. T^he 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 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding. 

f. Reasonableness of cost. 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysis 
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7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 
If proposed AIP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency^obtaining th§ 
funding it proposes. 

8. Project Description: 

This project is Phase II of the Port Authority's Delay Reduction Program at EWR 
that is designed to enhance capacity and reduce delays. The Delay Reduction 
Program was initiated with the construction of the Multiple Entrance Taxiway 
project approved as part of the 2010 PFC application. The primary goal of this 
Phase II project is to complete preliminary engineering, airfield modeling and 
benefit/cost analysis for the proposed construction of End Around Taxiways (EAT) 
that will serve Runways 22L and 22R. 

In a conventional taxiway system at a parallel runway airport, aircraft may be 
required to cross active runways when entering or exiting a runway. This requires 
runways to be closed to arriving and departing aircraft while aircraft are taxiing 
across the active runway. The EAT project will construct taxiways that go around 
the ends of the runways and are intended to allow aircraft to taxi between runways 
without interfering with adjacent runway operations. This project will study the 
feasibility of constructing EAT at EWR. The main elements of this study include: 

• Preliminary design, engineering, and cost estimates; 

• Capacity and Flow Improvement Analysis; 

• Benefit/Cost Analysis; 

• Environmental Review and Permitting. 

This project will include preliminary design and engineering for pavement 
construction. It is anticipated that the EAT will include approximately 10,000 linear 
feet of pavement and paved shoulders. The preliminary engineering and design will 
include drainage, pavement markings, signage, and lighting. 

The outcome of the study will determine the benefit and feasibility of moving 
forward with the EAT construction and will support potential future designs and 
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construction. The beneflt cost analysis will be performed in accordance with FAA 
criteria. The environmental permitting will only be initiated should the study 
demonstrate that an acceptable delay reduction benefit would be realized. 

If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of tipket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change cue to this proiect: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[X] N/A 

FOR FAA USE . _ , . _ 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Incjude source citafton if cjajifi^^^^ 
information is not from PFC application. 

If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, havd the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas beeti' 
met? If not, ;s the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is ther^ 
likelihood the requirements will be met, or should the project ^ disapproved. 

If the project'involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters,) 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation ^oye has been 
completed: 

Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport. Including runways, taxjwaysj 
aprons, and aircraft gates. 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 
[ ] N/A 
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9. Significant Contribution: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region. In 20II, the Airport served 33.7 million passengers through its 
three Terminals, and experienced 410,013 aircraft movements on its three runways. 
The Airports Council International's latest ranking places EWR as #14 nationwide 
and #34 worldwide for total passengers. Operations consist of approximately 
93 percent commercial, 5.5 percent cargo, and 1.5 percent general aviation. 

The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), 
estimates that EWR passenger usage will increase by 2.1 percent annually. Along 
with growth, average delay per aircraft operation has also increased. FAA statistics 
for 2011 indicate that EWR is the most delayed airport in the nation in terms of 
average delay per aircraft operation. In response to the delay situation at EWR, the 
Port Authority convened a Flight Delay Task Force. The Task Force was comprised 
of stakeholders from the Airlines, the FAA, State and local officials. The 
operational recommendations determined by the Flight Delay Task Force were 
incorporated into the Airport's operational procedures. One of the key 
recommendations resulting from the Task Force's work is to improve aircraft 
ground movements on the EWR taxiway system. The Task Force developed an 
overall Delay Reduction Program that was initiated in 2010 with the Multiple 
Entrance Taxiway project. 

Although there is currently an 81-flights-per-hour cap on scheduled aircraft 
operations at EWR, short- and long-term delay reduction initiatives identified in the 
Delay Reduction Program will likely reduce delays and facilitate growth at EWR. 
In addition! to the delay reductions associated with this project, other delay 
reduction initiatives that will contribute to increased aircraft operational capacity at 
EWR include: the introduction of the Ground Based Augmentation System 
(GBAS); use of fanned headings; and, by 2018, the introduction of a significant 
number of Next Generation Air Transportation System (NextGen) technological, 
operational, and procedural improvements, which will increase capacity to handle 
an additional 20,000 annual IFR operations, according to a FAA/RTCA NextGen 
Task Force study. 

The EAT Planning and Engineering project will provide preliminary engineering 
and design in support of determining the costs and returns of the project. The 
project will address key feasibility issues designed to determine the capacity benefits 
of this proposed project. 

FOR FAA USE 
Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain)' 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes[ ] No [ ] Date 
^ Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ J^theL(explain) 

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
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I Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explajn) 

^ Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
i L01[ ] FAA BCA [ J F^LA Airport Capacity Enhancement Pi^ 
t ] Z 7 7 7 77777; 
I Other (explain) I 
_ Noise. 65 LDN [ ] Other (explain) i 

^ Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules] 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public^ 
'agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(sj, 
of data and attach the relevant docurnentat[qn us^ to make^thjs findj^^ 

How does this project address the deficiency sited by the public agency^ 

If competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis of any barriers td 
competition at the airport] 

10. Project Objective: 
The EWR Delay Reduction Phase II - Planning & Engineering project will 
contribute to the following PFC objective: 

• Enhance Capacity: The project enhances airfield capacity and reduce delays at 
EWR by performing the design, planning and engineering work to support 
construction of the EAT on Runways 22R and 22L, which will allow aircraft to 
taxi between runways without interfering with runway operations. 

FOR FAA US^: 
Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

' Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
! Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
I 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) 

Finding , , 
Current deficiency. List the squrce(s) of data used to make_this finding if it is not a part 
of the PFC application. 

Address adequacy of issues' 
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11. Project Justification: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region. In 2011, the Airport served 33.7 million passengers through its 
three Terminals, and 403,339 aircraft movements on its three runways. The 
Airports Council International's latest ranking places EWR as #14 nationwide and 
#34 worldwide for total passengers. Operations consist of approximately 93 percent 
commercial, 5.5 percent cargo, and 1.5 percent general aviation. 

The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), 
estimates that EWR passenger usage will increase by 2.1 percent annually. Along 
with growth, average delay per aircraft operation has also increased. FAA statistics 
for 2011 indicate that EWR is the most delayed airport in the nation in terms of 
average delay per aircraft operation. In 2008, as an attempt to limit delays, the U.S. 
Department of Transportation implemented an 81 flights-per-hour cap on 
scheduled aircraft operations at EWR. 

In response to the delay situation at EWR, the Port Authority will undertake this 
study to further serve its goals of reducing delays at EWR. This planning and 
engineering study will address key issues associated with the expected benefits of 
constructing EAT on Runways 22L and 22R. 

FOR FAA USE 
Define how the project accomplishes PFC Objective(s) 

Explain how'project is cost-effective compared to other r^sonable and timely rneansj^ 
accomplish tnis objective(s) 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the _ 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the project. Include atati^ for any documents that are not a part 
pf this PFC application J 

If analysis is tased on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of dad 
and attach thd rejevant documGntation used to^m^e this finding.; 

Discuss any non-economical benefits which are not captured above, 

Project Eligibility: , ^ 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. 
[ ] Development eligible under A IP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or, 

PGL );• . 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.3 8_ or PGL 
^ ); t ^ ^ . . . . 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. 
[ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility pl_an; 
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14. Project requesting RFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50; 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
AlP funding. 
[ ] YES ' 
[X] NO 

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

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

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: Delta, United/Continental 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: N/A 

Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: None 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Use 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the public.] 
Provide citations for any documents not included in the PFC application that are relied on' 
by the FAA for its analysis] 

if a Federai Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (If 
the comrrienik from the co^n^Wigi arej;epe^^, sMejtl^)] 

ADO/RO Recommendation: 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RO 
use comparable projects to make this finding? If so, list projectsJ 

if the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detan sufficienf tq^ identify 
eligible and ineligible costs. Summarize ineligible costs] 
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Isjhe duratim of collection adequate for the amount requested?! 

ADO/RO RECbj^ENDATIOT^ 
[ 1 Approve] 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings frqni earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to determination. 

Application Reviewed by:; 

Name 
Item(s) reviewed.' 

Routing Symbol D^ate 

Name 
lterri^(s) reyjewed 

Routing Symbol Date 

Revised 8/31/2010 



IHE PORTAirraORIIYOF NY&NJ 

Newgrk Liberty International Airport 
Delay Reduction Phase II - Planning and Engineering 





Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORTAinHORrTYOF NY& NJ 

SECTION 2 

Delay Reduction Phase II - Construction 

Newark Liberty International Airport Section 2 - Delay Reduction Phase II - Construction 





PFC APPLICATION NUMBER: 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Projeet Title: EWR Delay Re8uc8oo Phase II - Coostruc8oo 

2. 8rojeet Number: 

3. Use Airport of Projeet: Newark Liberty loteroatiooal Airport (EWR), 
Newark, New Jersey 

4. Project Type 
[X] loipose Ooly: 
[ ] Concurrent: 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

8FC Fun8s: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $ 57,950,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 3,050,000 

Subtotal 8FC Funds*: $ 61,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, Include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing A18 Funds: N/A 
Grant'# N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AiP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): N/A 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AiP Funds: $ 0 

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

Subtotal Other Funds: $ N/A 

Total Project Cost: $ 61,000,000 

For FAA Use 
a. Does the project include a proposed LOI?, 
[ ] YES: " 
[ ] NO ; 
If YES, doesjhe Region support? 
[ jYES 
[ 1 NOl _ _ 
If YES, listthe schedule for jmplementation: 

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

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the pjanningje\^s for the Regi^^ 
five year CIP? 
[ 1 YES' 
[ ] NO: . 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50:^ ^ 
Is there an expectation that AIP funding will be available to pay the project costs. 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO : _ _ , 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded through AIP? 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding.; 

e. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.00, 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing theair^de 
needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, and^ircraft gates/ 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 
[ ] N/A! ^ _ . _ ^ 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding: 

f. Reasonableness of cost. 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysis 
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7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 
If proposed AIP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Usq 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
bf collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any 
discussion from previous it^ regar^ng likdihood of public agency obtaining the 
funding |t proposes. 

8. Project Description: 

This project is Phase II of the Port Authority's Delay Reduction Program at EWR 
that is designed to enhance capacity and reduce delays. The Delay Reduction 
Program was initiated with the construction of the Multiple Entrance Taxiway 
project approved as part of the 2010 PFC application. The primary goal of this 
Phase II project is to construct End Around Taxiways (EAT) that will serve 
Runways 22L and 22R. 

In a conventional taxiway system at a parallel runway airport, aircraft may be 
required to cross active runways when entering or exiting a runway. This requires 
runways to be closed to arriving and departing aircraft while aircraft are taxiing 
across the active runway. The EAT project will construct taxiways that go around 
the ends of the runways that allow aircraft to taxi between runways without 
interfering with runway operations. 

This is a companion project to the EWR Delay Reduction Phase II - Planning and 
Engineering', contained in this application. Implementation of this construction 
project is dependent upon completion of the planning and engineering project. The 
findings of the Planning and Engineering study will inform the decision to move 
forward with EAT construction. Anticipating that the results of the Delay Reduction 
Planning and Engineering study will find that the construction of the EAT would 
generate a delay reduction benefit worthy of the cost to construct the taxiways, the 
Port Authority will subsequently move forward with advancing the design as well as 
conduct engineering and construction of this project. 

This project will construct EAT consistent with the findings of the Planning and 
Engineering study. This project will advance the project beyond preliminary 
planning and will include all required final designs and construction activities. 

The EAT taxiways will be designed and constructed to accommodate aircraft 
currently operating at EWR. It is anticipated that the EAT will include 
approximately 10,000 linear feet of pavement, paved shoulders, drainage, pavement 
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markings, signing, and lighting. The taxiway pavement will have load bearing 
capabilities and adequate separation required for Design Group V aircraft, like the 
747-400 and A340-500/600, while allowing enhanced runway access for arriving and 
departing aircraft. 

if applicable; for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters; N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 . 
[X] N/A 

FORFAAUSE , 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. TncjiWe source utationjfcjarj^^^^ 
information is not from PEC application. 

if project Involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been^ 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requirements will be met, or should the project be disapproved.] 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters,, 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilita.tion above has been 
completed; 

^ermlnaland surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate]^ 
provision for financing the airsidejieeds of the airport, including runways, taxiways, 
aprons, and aircraft gates.; 
[ ] YES 
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[ ] NO 
[ ] N/A 

9. Significant Contribution: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the seeonB largest airport in the 
New York Region. In 2011, the Airport serveB 33.7 million passengers through its 
three Terminals, and experienceB 410,013 aircraft movements on its three runways. 
Airports Council International's latest ranking places EWR as #14 nationwiBe anB 
#34 worlBwide for total passengers. Operations eonsist of approximately 93 percent 
commercial, 5.5 percent cargo, and 1.5 percent general aviation. 

The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), 
estimates that EWR passenger usage will increase by 2.1 percent annually. Along 
with growth, average delay per aircraft operation has also increased. FAA statistics 
for 2011 indicate that EWR is the most delayed airport in the nation in terms of 
average delay per aircraft operation. 

In response to the delay situation at EWR, the Port Authority convened a Flight 
Delay Task Force. The Task Force was comprised of stakeholders from the Airlines, 
the FAA, State and local officials. The operational recommendations determined by 
the Flight Delay Task Force were incorporated into the Airport's operational 
procedures. One of the key recommendations resulting from the Task Force's work 
is to improve aircraft ground movements on the EWR taxiway system. The Task 
Force developed an overall Delay Reduction Program that was initiated in 2010 with 
the Multiple Entrance Taxiway project. 

Although there is currently an 81-flights-per-hour cap on scheduled aircraft 
operations at EWR, short- and long-term delay reduction initiatives identified in the 
Delay Reduction Program will likely reduce delays and facilitate growth at EWR. 
In addition to the delay reductions associated with this project, other delay 
reduction initiatives that will contribute to increased aircraft operational capacity at 
EWR include: the introduction of the Ground Based Augmentation System 
(GBAS); use of fanned headings; and, by 2018, the introduction of a significant 
number of Next Generation Air Transportation System (NextGen) technological, 
operational, and procedural improvements, which will increase capacity to handle 
an additional 20,000 annual IFR operations, according to a FAA/RTCA NextGen 
Task Force study. 

This project is a companion project to the Delay Reduction Planning and 
Engineering study. Anticipating that the results of the Delay Reduction Planning 
and Engineering study will find that the construction of the EAT would generate a 
delay reduction benefit worthy of the cost to construct the taxiways, the Port 
Authority iVill subsequently move forward with advancing the design and 
conducting the engineering and construction of this project. 

This project will construct EAT consistent with the findings of the Planning and 
Engineering study. This project will advance the project beyond preliminary 
planning and will include all required final designs and construction activities. 
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FOR FAA USE 
j Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (expjam) 
; ' I 
' Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
^ Air security. Part 107 [ ] PartJ 08 [. ] Other (explain^ 

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
; Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain) 

: Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
I ! LOI[ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ ] 

Other (explain) 
Noise. 65 LDN [ ] Othpr (explain) 

^ Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rulesJ 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public^ 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
of data and attach jhe relevant documentation used tojnake this findingj 

How does this project address the deficiency sited by the public agency? 
If competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysi^of any bankers tp 
cpmpetitipn^thealrpprt.: 

10. Project Objective: 
The EWR Delay Reduction Phase II - Construction project will contribute to the 
following PFC objective: 

• Enhance Capacity: The project enhances airfield capacity and reduce delays at 
EWR by constructing the EAT on Runways 22R and 22L, which will allow 
aircraft to taxi between runways without interfering with runway operations. 

FORFAAUSE 
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) 

Finding 
CurrentTellci^cy7Llstth^ource(s) of data used tp^rnak^thjs finding jfitjs 
of the PFC application. 
Addressj-dequacy of issues: 
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^ 



^ ^ 

^ 



^ 



If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identify 
eligible and ineligible costs. Summarize ineligible costs.; 

Is the duration of col lectio n adequate for the aniqunt requested? 

ADd/RORECpMMENDATIp 
[ J Approve. 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize fmdmgs from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination.; 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment^ discussing issues 
that lead to deterrninatiqn. 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name 
Item(s) reviewed. 

Routing Symbol Date 

Name 
Item(s) reviewed 

Routing Symbol Date 
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IHE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY& NJ 

Newark Liberty International Airport 

Delay Reduction Ptiase II - Construction 





Passenger Facility Charge Application TOE PORTAITTOORITYOF NY & NJ 

SECTION 3 

Runway 4R-22L Rehabilitation 

Newark Liberty International Airport Section 3 - Runway 4R-22L Rehabilitation 





PFC APPLICATION NUMBER; 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: EWR Ruoway 4R-22L RehabilitaUoo 

2. Project Number: 

3. Use Airport of Project: Newark Liberty loteroatiooal Airport (EWR), 
Newark, New Jersey 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $44,250,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 2,000,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 46,250,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

Other Funds: 
State Grants $ N/A 
Local Funds $ N/A 
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e. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level ofW.^ 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing th^ajrside 
needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. 
[ ] YES , 
[ ] NQ 
[ ] N/A 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding: 

f. Reasonableness of cost] 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of total Cost Analyses 

7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 
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If proposed AlP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional^ 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining the 
funding it proposes. 

8. Project Description: 
This project includes the planning, design, and construction of pavement 
rehabilitation and stub improvements to R/W 4R-22L. The dimensions of the 
runway are 9,980 feet by 150 feet. 

Runwav Rehabilitation: 
This project includes pavement rehabilitation of the entire runway. The pavement 
rehabilitation will be conducted using asphalt in order to avoid time-consuming 
reconstruction of the subbase as would be required with concrete. Using asphalt 
allows the runway to be put back in service within the shortest possible time. 
Runway rehabilitation also includes 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. The system 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. 

Runwav Improvements: 
In addition to the runway rehabilitation, this project will include the planning, 
design, and construction of the stubs and intersections of taxiway exits associated 
with the proposed new high-speed taxiways, including new high-speed taxiway exits 
on RAV 4R-!Z2L that will ultimately connect with Taxiway P. 

Note that ihe planning, design and construction of the high-speed taxiways 
themselves is a separate PFC project included in this application (EWR Taxiway P 
Rehabilitation including High-Speed Taxiways). These high-speed taxiways will 
facilitate the efficient movement of landing aircraft, reducing delays at EWR. While 
separate projects, the planning, design, and construetion efforts for both the 
Runway 4R-22L Rehabilitation and the EWR Taxiway P Rehabilitation including 
High-Speed Taxiways will be coordinated. 

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

• Planiiing and Design $ 4,000,000 
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• R/W 4R-22L Rehabilitation - Construction: $ 32,250,000 
• High-Speed Taxiways (Stubs) - Construction: $ 8,000,000* 

Total Project: $ 44,250,000 
* This project cost includes planning, design and construction for the runway 
rehabilitation, and for the stubs, intersections and exits associated with the high
speed taxiway project; it does not include costs associated with the taxiways 
themselves. 

If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[X] N/A 

FOR FA A USE 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Inc[ude source citation if clarification 
information is not from PFC application. 

If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihqod^therequirements will be met, or shWd th^rojecfbe disapproyeck 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters^ 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction arid/qr rehabilitation above has been 
completed. 
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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 J 
[ ] YES^ 
[ ] NO , 
[ ] N/A 

9. Significant Contribution: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region with three runways and three terminals with 104 gates. In 2011, 
the Airport served 33.7 million passengers and experienced 410,013 aircraft 
movements. Operations consisted of approximately 93 percent commercial, 
5.5 percent cargo, and the remaining as general aviation. 

The Airports Council International's latest ranking places EWR as #14 nationwide 
and #34 worldwide for total passengers. The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-
Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), estimates that EWR passenger usage will 
increase by 2.1 percent annually. Along with growth, average delay per aircraft 
operation has also increased. FAA statistics for 2011 indicate that EWR is the most 
delayed airport in the nation in terms of average delay per aircraft operations. In 
2008, as an attempt to limit delays, the U.S. Department of Transportation 
implemented an 81 flights-per-hour cap on scheduled aircraft operations at EWR. 

This project is vitally important to ensure the continued safe and efficient operation 
of aircraft at EWR and to accommodate future operations. The pavement for 
Runway 4R-22L was previously rehabilitated in 2004. As with many large-hub 
airports, due to the operational frequencies (landings and takeoffs) of large aircraft, 
the runway pavements at EWR typically require rehabilitation approximately every 
eight to ten years. According to the Port Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement 
Management Plan, the runway is noted to be in fair condition with a Pavement 
Condition Index (PCI) of 69. This indicates that the runway pavement requires 
rehabilitation before major structural repairs would be necessary. 

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 that would require reconstruction of the pavement subgrade. 
Reconstruction would require the runways and taxiways to be closed for a long 
period of time for construction, in order to bring the pavement strength up to the 
required load bearing capabilities. A full-depth pavement reconstruction will result 
in extended runway closures and major congestion implications for the Port 
Authority Airport System as well as the National Aerospace System (NAS). 

In addition to the pavement improvements, this project will expand the existing 
runway and taxiway centerline and edge lighting system. 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 to expand low-visibility operations. 
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The high-speeB taxiways component of this project is to conBuct intersection/ stub 
work as a complimentary project anB in coorBination with the High-SpeeB Taxiway 
anB Rehabilitation of Taxiway P project. High speeB taxiways are essentia! to 
enhancing airfielB efficiency and rcBucing Belays at EWR by allowing arriving 
aircraft to leave the runway at higher speeds, thereby vacating the runway more 
quickly and permitting another aircraft to land or depart in a shorter space of time. 
If not implemented, aircraft operation delays will remain and will increase as traffic 
continues to recover and grow. 

FORFAAUSE 
Air safety. Partl39[] 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 [ ] 
LOl [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity EnhancerrientPlan 

[ rz T 
Other (explain) I 

^ Noise. 6^5 LDN [ ] Other (explain) ! 

_ Project does not qualify under '(significant contribution "rules, 

puantitati ve and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public^ 
'agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, Ust the source(s) 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

How does this project address the deficiency sUedJiy the puWic agency? 

if competition is the chosen option, provide the F AA's analysis of any barriers to 
competition at the airport. 

10. Project Objective: 
The rehabilitation of Runway 4R-22L will contribute to three PFC objectives: 

1. Preserve Capacity: The project preserves capacity as it undertakes necessary 
state-of-good-repair improvements to the runway surface. These improvements 
will prevent the pavement structure from deteriorating to a state requiring a 
major reconstruction that would result in extended runway closures and 
significant congestion implications for the New York-New Jersey Airport System 
and the NAS. 

2. Enhance! Capacity: The project enhances capacity as it enables the high-speed 
taxiway project, which will allow arriving aircraft to leave the runway at higher 
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sp9eds, th99eby vocating th9 9unway more quickly and pe9mitting anothe9 
ai9craft to land 09 depart in a sho9ter space of time. 

3. Enhance Safety: The p9oject enhances airfield safety at EWR hy upgrading and 
modernizing the existing runway centerline and edge lighting systems, signage 
and markings. The project will also install runway stop hars at key runway and 
taxiway intersections to reduce the likelihood of runway incursions. 

FORFA^AUSE 
Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

' Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition between or^among^ir^arriers at the 

airport , 
Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 

! Project does not meet any PFC objectiw^ (explain) 

Finding _ ,. , 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to makejhis finding if it jsjiot a part 
of the PFC application. 

Address adequacy of Issues .; 

11. Project Justification: 
Runway 4R-22L is one of primary runways at EWR. Over the past several years, 
approximately 600 daily aircraft operations are conducted on 4R-22L hy aircraft 
that vary in size from the largest variants of the Boeing 747 to smaller Regional Jet 
aircraft. The asphalt pavement for the runway and taxiway intersections is 
structurally sound. However, the wearing course is beginning to exhibit signs of 
age-related ^ress cracking. 

This project is vitally important to ensure the continued safe and efficient operation 
of aircraft at EWR and to accommodate future operations. The pavement for 
Runway 4R 22L was previously rehabilitated in 2004. As with many large-hub 
airports, due to the operational frequencies (landings and takeoffs) of large aircraft, 
the runway pavements at EWR typically require rehabilitation approximately every 
eight to ten years. According to the Port Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement 
Management Plan, the runway is noted to he in fair condition with a Pavement 
Condition Index (PCI) of 69. This indicates that the runway pavement requires 
rehabilitation before major structural repairs would he necessary. 

As a result, pavement rehabilitation is required to replace the existing wearing 
course with revitalized asphalt pavement to preserve the structural sections of the 
runway pavement and permit safe and efficient aircraft operations. By 
rehabilitating the runway before more extensive pavement degradation occurs, the 
structural section will not deteriorate, thereby eliminating the need for more 
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extensive pavement reconstruction. Some selective structural repairs will be made 
on an as-needed basis, but an overall pavement reconstruction is not required at this 
time. 

While the riinway pavement is closed for rehabilitation, the lighting systems will be 
upgraded with modern lighting system components. This will include runway 
centerline and touchdown zone lighting, edge lights, taxiway centerline and edge 
light fixtures. Along with the pavement lighting, runway guard lights will be 
installed at key runway/taxiway intersections. By expanding the centerline and 
taxiway edge lighting systems, airfield safety and efficiency will be enhanced by 
providing additional low-visibility taxiway routes to the air carriers during low-
visibility conditions. 

TORFAA USE 
Define how the project accomplishes PFC^bjective(sj 

Explain how project is cost-effecti^ compare^to other reasonable^nd tin^yjTnie^sJo 
accomplish this qbjective(sj 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost ofthq ^ 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the project. Include citation for any documents that^enoj a p^rt 
of this PFC application, 

if analysis isibased on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s)j)fdatd 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this findingJ 

Discuss any non-economical benefits which are not captured above.' 

Project Eligibiiity: _ , 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 qri 

PGL ); _ 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or PGL 

[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 4750^ 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. 
[ ] Project approved in an approved Part JSO noise cqmpatilfilhy plaji; 
Title and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local study: 
Title and Date of local study: 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 40 n 7(a)(3)(C); 
[ ] Shell of a gate as described in 49 U.S.C JO 117(a)(3)(F) (air carrier 
: percentage of annual boardings ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter i 

'1 
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[ ] 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 
[X] N/A .. 

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: Delta, United/Continental 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: None 

Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: None 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Use 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the public; 
Provide citations for any documents not included in the PFC^ppI icatj^n Aa^rerehed ̂  
by the FAA for its analysis. 

If a Federal Register noticels published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (If 
the comments from the consultation are repeated, state that.) 

ADO/RO Recommendation: , 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RO 
use comparable projects to make this finding? If so, list projects.' 

If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level ofdetail sufficient to identify 
eligible and ineligible costs. Summarize ineligible costsJ 

Is the^uration of collection adequate for th^amqunt requested^ 

'ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION:: 
[ ] Approve. 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination. 
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[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussinglssu^ 
^hat lead to determination.^ 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol 
It em (s) re V i e wedj 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
Item(s) reviewed 
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Newgrk Liberty International Airport 
Runway 4R-22L Rehabilitation 

IHE PORTAIfTHORmrOF NY&NJ 





Pgssenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AinHORITY OF NY & N J 

SECTION 4 

Taxiway P Rehabilitation including High-Speed Taxi ways 

Newark Liberty International Airport Section 4 - Taxiway P Rehabilitation including High-Speed Taxiways 





8FC ^8L1€ATI0N NUMBER: 

ATTACHMENT B: 8ROJECT INFORMATION 

1. 8roject Title: EWR T9xiw9y 8 Rehabilit9tion incl98ing High-Spee8 Taxiways 

2. Project Number: 

3. Use Airport of Project: Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), 
Newark, New Jersey 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 , [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 ' 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $ 25,500,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 2,000,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 27,500,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AlP Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AlP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AlP Funds: $ 0 

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

Subtotal Other Funds: $ N/A 

Total Project Cost: $ 27,500,000 

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 implernentation: 

b. For any proposed A IP discretionary ftmds, does die Region intend to support?; 
[ ] YES 
[ ] .N0: 

71 
c. For any proposed AIP Rinds, 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? 
Is there an expectation that ATP fundmg will be avaijabje tqpay the projecJ^o^tsj 
[ ] YES 
[ ] No; : _ 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded thrqughAIP? 
List the squrce(s) of data used to make this finding. 

e. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.00 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside 
needs of the airport, including runways, taxi ways, aprons, and aircraft gates.; 
[ ] YES ' 
[ ] NO; ' 
[ ] N/A 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding, 

f. Reasonableness of cost? 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysis 

7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 
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If proposed AIP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency objaining th^ 
funding it proposes/ 

8. Project Description: 
This project includes the planning, design, and construction of pavement 
rehabilitation of Taxiway P, as well high-speed taxiways that will connect Taxiway P 
to RAV 4L-22R and RAV 4R-22L. 

Taxiway Rehabilitation: 

This project includes the planning, design, and construction of pavement 
rehabilitation on Taxiway P. The dimensions of the taxiway impacted by this 
project are 10,000 feet long by 75 feet wide. The project will also 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 system 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. 

High Speed Taxiwavs: 

In addition to the taxiway rehabilitation, plans will be developed for two new 
proposed high-speed taxiways. These high-speed taxiways will facilitate the efficient 
aircraft movement and delay reduction at EWR. The project also includes 
installing new taxiway, shoulder, and erosion pavement on three existing taxiways. 
As typical with taxiways, work cannot occur to the exact limits of a particular 
taxiway because that could interfere with connecting runway operations. Therefore, 
while the bu'Ik of the high-speed taxiway planning, design, and construction will be 
completed in this project, this work will be coordinated with, and would connect to, 
the high-speed taxiway stubs, intersections and exits constructed as part of the RAV 
4R-22L and R/W 4L-22R Rehabilitation Projects (included as separate PFC 
projects). 
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The cost for design and construction of the High-Speed Taxiways and Rehabilitation 
of Taxiway P is estimated to be: 

• Planning and Design: $ 2,000,000 
• High-Speed TAV Construction: $ 19,500,000 
• T/W P Construction: $ 4,000,000 

Total Project: $ 25,500,000 

If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters; N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this proiect: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 . 
[X] N/A 

FOR FAA USE ^ 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Include^ource^tg^ioii^i^ 
information is not from PFC application. 

If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requirements will be met, or should the project be disapproved. 

Ff the project involves terminafwork, confirm information regarding ticket counters,; 
gates, and baggage facilities for construcjiqn and/or rehabilitation aboyejias beenj 
completed. ' 
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Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the ansjde needs of the airport, including runways, taxiwaysj 
aprons, and aircraft gates. 
[ 1 YES^ 
[ ] NO; 
[ ] N/Aj 

9. Significant Contribution: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region with three runways and three terminals with 104 gates. In 2011, 
33.7 million passengers used the Airport through 410,013 aircraft movements. 
Operations consisted of approximately 93 percent commercial, 5.5 percent cargo, 
and the remaining as general aviation. 

The Airports Council International's latest ranking placed EWR as #14 nationwide 
and #34 worldwide for total passengers. The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-
Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), estimates that EWR passenger usage will 
increase hy 2.1 percent annually. Along with growth, average delay per aircraft 
operation has also increased. FAA statistics for 2011 indicate that EWR is the most 
delayed airport in the nation in terms of average delay per aircraft movement. In 
response to the delay situation at EWR, the Port Authority convened a Flight Delay 
Task Force. The Task Force was comprised of stakeholders from the Airlines, the 
FAA, State and local officials. The operational recommendations determined hy the 
Flight Delay Task Force were incorporated into the Airport's operational 
procedures. One of the key recommendations resulting from the Task Force's work 
is to improve aircraft ground movements on the EWR taxiway system. The Task 
Force developed an overall Delay Reduction Program that was initiated in 2010 with 
the Multiple Entrance Taxiway project. 

Although there is currently an 81-flights-per-hour cap on scheduled aircraft 
operations at EWR, short- and long-term delay reduction initiatives identified in the 
Delay Reduction Program will likely reduce delays and facilitate growth at EWR. 
In addition to the delay reductions associated with this project, other delay 
reduction initiatives that will contribute to increased aircraft operational capacity at 
EWR include: the introduction of the Ground Based Augmentation System 
(GBAS); use of fanned headings; and, hy 2018, the introduction of a significant 
number of Next Generation Air Transportation System (NextGen) technological, 
operational, and procedural improvements, which will increase capacity to handle 
an additional 20,000 annual IFR operations, according to a FAA/RTCA NextGen 
Task Force study. 

The Port Authority has completed and is undertaking a variety of projects that are 
designed to improve the overall efficiency of EWR. These include navigational aids 
improvements, apron reconfiguration, gate relocation, and taxiway relocation. The 
High-Speed Taxiways and Rehabilitation of Taxiway P Project is part of the Port 
Authority's overall Delay Reduction Program. The primary goal of this project is to 
reduce delays hy creating opportunities for airfield efficiencies. This project is 
vitally important to enhancing airfield efficiency and reducing delays at EWR. 
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High-speed taxiways will allow a99iving ai9craft to leave the 9unway at highe9 
speeds, thereby vacating the runway more quickly and permitting another aircraft 
to land or depart in a shorter span of time. If not implemented, aircraft delays will 
continue to increase as aircraft operations recover and grow. 

Current average runway occupancy times (ROTs) at EWR are approximately 
60 seconds for northeast and southwest flows. High-speed taxiways at EWR are 
estimated to reduce the arrival ROTs by approximately 8 seconds and 
approximately 6 seconds per use, respectively. This results in approximately 
18 hours of ROT savings per day and 6,570 hours of ROT savings a year, which 
increases capacity and reduces delay at the Airport. 

In addition to delay reduction, the rehabilitation of Taxiway P will ensure the 
continued safe and efficient operation of aircraft at EWR that will accommodate 
future operations. If the pavement is not rehabilitated, the structural section of the 
pavement will further degrade contributing to pavement failure. Deterioration 
beyond a simple rehabilitation will require closure of the taxiway to allow for a 
major reconstruction to be performed that will bring the pavement strength up to 
the required load bearing capabilities. 

This project is vitally important to ensure the continued safe and efficient operation 
of aircraft at EWR and to accommodate future operations. According to the Port 
Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement Management Plan, the taxiway is determined to be 
in fair condition. However, at the current level of operations, it is anticipated that 
pavement rehabilitation would be required within the next three years. If the 
pavement is not rehabilitated, the structural section of the taxiway pavement will 
further degrade, precipitating an erosion of the pavement structural sections. 

This project'is vitally important to ensure the continued safe and efficient operation 
of aircraft at EWR and to accommodate future operations. The TAV P pavement 
was previously rehabilitated in 2004. As with many large-hub airports, due to the 
operational frequencies of large aircraft, the taxiway pavements at EWR typically 
require rehabilitation approximately every eight to ten years. According to the Port 
Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement Management Plan, the taxiway is noted to he in 
fair condition with a Pavement Condition Index (PCI) of 68. This indicates that the 
pavement requires rehabilitation before major structural repairs would he 
necessary. 

If the repairs are not made and the pavement structure deteriorates beyond a 
simple rehabilitation, the taxiway will have to he closed for a long period of time for 
a major reconstruction to he performed in order to bring the pavement strength up 
to the required load bearing capabilities. A full-depth pavement reconstruction will 
result in extended taxiway closures and rerouting of surface traffic that would result 
in congestion implications for the Port Authority Airport System as well as the 
National Aerospace System (NAS). 

This project will also result in safety improvements from the expansion of the 
existing taxiway centerline and edge lighting system. This will provide additional 
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taxiway routes to be designated for use during low visibility conditions that occur 
during CAT II and CAT III 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 Surface Movement 
Guidance and Control System (SMCGS) Plan. 

FGRFAAUSB 
i _ Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (ejy)]ain) 

I Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date ^ 
i_ Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ ] Other (explain) 

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ]'Date 
_ Competition. Competition PlarL[ ] Other (explain) 

_ Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] ^ 
LOl [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan 

[ ] : . , 
Other (explain) ! 

^ Noise. 65 LDN [ ] Other (explain) ! 

Project does not qualify under ''sign^ificant contribution " ridMJ 

Quantitative and quaiitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public,^ 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

How does this project address the deficiency sited by the public agency?j 

If competition Is the chosen option, provide the FAIVS analysis of any barriers to; 
competitioiyat the airport: 

10. Project Objective: 
The Rehabilitation of Taxiway P and the High-Speed Taxiways project will 
contribute to the following PFC objectives: 

1. Preserve Capacity: The project preserves capacity as it undertakes necessary 
state-of-good-repair improvements to the taxiway surface. These 
improvements will prevent the pavement structure from deteriorating to a 
state requiring a major reconstruction that would result in extended airfield 
closures and significant congestion implications for the Port Authority 
Airport System and the NAS. 

2. Enhance Capacity: The project enhances capacity as the high-speed taxiway 
will allow arriving aircraft to leave the runway at higher speeds, thereby 
vacating the runway more quickly and permitting another aircraft to land or 
depart in a shorter space of time. 
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3. EBha8ce Safety: The project will eahaace airfield safety at EWR by 
upgradiag aad moderaiziag the existiag taxiway lightiag systems, sigaage 
aad markiags. The project will also iastall ruaway stop bars at key ruaway 
aad taxiway iatersectioas to reduce the likelihood of ruaway iacursioas. 

FOR FAA USE 
Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

_ Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition between or among air carriers at thp 
airport _ _ 

Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
: Project does not meet any PFC objectives (exp^lain) 

iFinding 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to make this fmding if J^is not a p^rt 
of the PFC appl ication. 

i^dress adequacy of issues^ 

11. Project Justification: 
The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), 
estimates that EWR passenger usage will increase by 2.1 percent annually. Along 
with growth, average delay per aircraft operation has also increased. FAA statistics 
for 2011 indicate that EWR is the most delayed airport in the nation in terms of 
average delay per aircraft operation. In 2008, as an attempt to limit delays, the U.S. 
Department of Transportation implemented an 81 fiights-per-hour cap on 
scheduled aircraft operations at EWR. 

By creating and improving existing high-speed taxiways, the Airport will achieve 
enhanced arrival capability and delay reduction with an improved and efficient 
intersection arrival at R/W 4R and 4L. Constructing high-speed taxiways will allow 
arriving aircraft to leave the runway at higher speeds and vacate the runway for 
other aircraft to land or depart in a shorter span of time. If not implemented, 
aircraft operation delays will remain constant and/or increase as traffic continues to 
recover and grow. These delays would continue to be detrimental to the NAS in 
addition to: resulting in loss of revenue to the Port Authority and its airline 
customers, as well as increasing emissions associated with longer idling of delayed 
aircraft. This project is integral to mitigating flight delays within the region. 

In addition to delay reduction, the rehabilitation of Taxiway P will ensure the 
continued safe and efficient operation of aircraft at EWR and will accommodate 
future operations. If the pavement is not rehabilitated, the structural section of the 
taxiway will continue to degrade, precipitating an erosion of the pavement 
structural sections. With excessive deterioration, repairs would require the taxiway 
to be closed for significant periods of time to allow for major reconstruction to be 
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performed in order to bring the pavement strength up to the required load bearing 
capabilities. 

This project will also result in safety improvements resulting from the expansion of 
the existing taxiway centerline and edge lighting system. This will provide 
additional taxiway routes to be designated for use during low visibility conditions 
that occur during CAT II and CAT III operations. Furthermore, runway guard 
lights will bfe 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 FAA USE _ ^ 
Defin^how the project accomplishes PFC Objective(s)' 

1 
Explain how project is cost-effective compar^ to other reasonabl^and timdy jTi^s_tq 
accomplish this objective(s) 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost ofthe^ 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the project. Include citation for any documents that are not a part 
of this RFC application. 

If analysis is based on a source other than this RFC application, list the source(s) of^data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this findingj 

Discuss any non-economical benefits which are not captured abpve. 

Project Eligibility:'. , , 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below J 
[ ] Development eligible under AIR criteria (paragraph of Order 5160.38_ or 

RGL ){ " „ 1 1 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIR criteria (paragraph of OrderJ 100.38_ or PGE 

[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504J 
[ ] Project approved in an approved Part foO noj^ conipat[W]ty plan; 
Title and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local study: 
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 ); 
[ ] RFC Program Update Letter 
[ ] Project does not meet RFC eligibility (expjain): 
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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 : 
[X] N/A 

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: Delta, United/Continental 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: None 

Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: None 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Use _ 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the public.| 
Provide citations for any dncuments not included in the PFC application that are relied ori 
by the FAA for its artalysis: 

Ifa Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues rai^d. (If 
the comments from the consultation are repeated, state that.) 

ADO/RO Recommendation: , _ n 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RO 
use comparable projects to make this finding? If so, Est projects] 

If the amount, requested if over $10 million, was the level of detmj sufficie^nt jo idenUfy 
eligible and ineligible costs. Summarize ineligible costsJ 

Is the^uration of col lection adequate for the arnount requested? 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION; 
[ ] Approve. 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination. 
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[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to determination.^ 

Application Reviewed by: 

L %me Routing Symbol Date 
I^rn(s) reviewed.; 

Name « Routing Symbol Date 
Item(s) reviewed 
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THE PORTAIfTHORrTYOF NY& NJ 

Newark Liberty International Airport 

Taxiway P Rehabilitation Including High-Speed Taxiways 





Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY & N J 

SECTION 5 

Runway 4L-22R Rehabilitation 

Newark Liberty International Airport Section 5 - Runway 4L-22R Rehabilitation 





PFC APPLICATION NUMBER-

ATTACHMENT B; PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: EWR Runway 4L-22R Rehabilitation 

2. Project Number: 

3. Use Airport of Project: Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), 
Newark, New Jersey 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $ 44,250,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 2,000,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 46,250,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIR Funds: 
Grant;# N/A . Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

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

Subtotal Other Funds: $ N/A 

Total Project Cost: $ 46,250,000 

For FAA Use 
a. Does the project include a proposed Lbl7 
[ ] YES 
[ ] Nd 
If YES, does the Region support7 
[ ]YES 
[ ] NO; _ 
If YES, list the schedule for implementation; 

b. For any proposed AIP discretionary fujnds, does the Regionjntend to su 
'[ ] YES 
L]_No: 

c^ For any propo^ AIP funds, is the request mthin the planning leyel^Ibr toe Region's 
five year OTP? 
[ ] YES • 
[ ] NP 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Is there an expectation that AIP funding will be available to pay the project costs.; 
'[ ] YES • ^ 
[ ] NO: 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded through AIP^ 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding. 

e. terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.00, 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside 
heeds of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, and a.ircraft gates; 
[ ] YES 
[ ] Nb ^ 
[ ] N/A 
List the squrce(s) of data used to make thi^findingJ 

f. Reasonableness of cost; 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Tqta^l Cost Analysis 

7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 
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If proposed AIP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use , 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional^ 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any^ 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining the 
Rinding i^prqposes; 

8. Project Description: 
This project includes the planning, design, and construction of pavement 
rehabilitation and stub improvements on R/W 4L-22R. The dimensions of the 
runway are 11,000 feet by 150 feet. 

Runwav Rehabilitation: 
The project will include pavement rehabilitation of the entire length of the runway. 
The pavement rehabilitation will be conducted using asphalt in order to avoid time-
consuming reconstruction of the subbase as would be required with concrete. Using 
asphalt allows the runway to be put back in service within the shortest possible time. 
Runway rehabilitation will also 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, which 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. 

Runwav Improvements: 
In addition to the runway rehabilitation, this project will include the planning, 
design, and construction of the stubs and intersections of taxiway exits associated 
with the proposed new high-speed taxiways, including new high-speed taxiway exits 
on RAV 4L-22R that will ultimately connect with Taxiway P. 

Note that the planning, design and construction of the high-speed taxiways 
themselves is a separate PFC project included in this application (EWR Taxiway P 
Rehabilitation including High-Speed Taxiways). These high-speed taxiways will 
facilitate the efficient movement of landing aircraft, reducing delays at EWR. While 
separate projects, the planning, design, and construction efforts for both the 
Runway 4L-22R Rehabilitation and the EWR Taxiway P Rehabilitation including 
High-Speed Taxiways will be coordinated. 
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The cost for design and construction of the Runway/Taxiway Pavement 
Rehabilitation Project is estimated to be: 

• Planning and Design: $ 4,000,000 
• RAV 4L-22R Rehabilitation - Construction: $32,250,000 
• High-Speed Taxiways (Stubs)- Construction: $ 8,000,000* 

Total Project: $ 44,250,000 

* This project cost includes planning, design and construction for the runway 
rehabilitation, and for the stubs, intersections and exits associated with the high
speed taxiway project; it does not include costs associated with the taxiways 
themselves. 

If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this proiect: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[X] N/A 

FORFAA USE ^ 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description^ Incliu^e source citation if clarification 
information is not frqm^PFC application J 

If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, hav^the requirements of Girder 5200.8, vvith regardjq^runy^y^sakty areas been 
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met7 If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is ther^ 
likelihood the requirements will be met, or shouldjhe project be disapproved! 

If the pr^ect involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters, 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been 
completedJ 

Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including runways, taj^aysJ 
aprons, and aircraft gates. 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 
[. ] _N/A • 

9. Significant Contribution: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region with three runways and three terminals with 104 gates. In 2011, 
the Airport served 33,7 million passengers and experienced 410,013 aircraft 
movements. Operations consisted of approximately 93 percent commercial, 
5.5 percent cargo, and the remaining as general aviation. 

The Airports Council International's latest ranking placed EWR as #14 nationwide 
and #34 worldwide for total passengers. The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-
Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), estimates that EWR passenger usage will 
increase by 2.1 percent annually. Along with growth, average delay per aircraft 
operation has also increased. FAA statistics for 2011 indicate that EWR is the most 
delayed airport in the nation in terms of average delay per aircraft operation. In 
2008, as an attempt to limit delays, the U.S. Department of Transportation 
implemented an 81 flights-per-hour cap on scheduled aircraft operations at EWR. 

This project is vitally important to ensure the continued safe and efficient operation 
of aircraft ^t EWR and to accommodate future operations. The pavement for 
Runway 4L-22R was previously rehabilitated in 2003. As with many large-hub 
airports, due to the operational frequencies (landings and takeoffs) of large aircraft, 
the runway pavements at EWR typically require rehabilitation approximately every 
eight to ten years. According to the Port Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement 
Management Plan, the runway is noted to be in fair condition with a Pavement 
Condition Index (PCI) of 65. This indicates that the runway pavement requires 
rehabilitatio|n before major structural repairs would be necessary. 

At its current rate of aircraft arrivals and departures, it is anticipated that 
pavement rehabilitation would be required within the next two to three years. 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 a long 
period of time for a major reconstruction to be performed in order to bring the 
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pavement strength up to the required load bearing capabilities. A full-depth 
pavement reconstruction will result in extended runway closures and major 
congestion implications for the Port Authority Airport System as well as the 
National Aerospace System (NAS). 

In addition to the pavement improvements, this project will expand the existing 
runway centerline and edge lighting system. 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. 

The high-speed taxiways component of this project is to conduct the 
intersection/stub work as a complimentary project to the High-Speed Taxiway and 
Rehabilitation of Taxiway P project. High speed taxiways are essential to enhancing 
airfield efficiency and reducing delays at EWR by allowing arriving aircraft to leave 
the runway at higher speeds, thereby vacating the runway more quickly and 
permitting another aircraft to land or depart in a shorter space of time. If not 
implemented, aircraft operation delays will remain and/or expand as traffic 
continues to recover and grow. 

FOR FAA U,SE^ 
; _ Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain) 

i Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
I Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ J^ther (explain) 

; CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date ] 
: Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Otl^r (explain/ 

: Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated f ] _ 
LOl [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ J 

Other (explain) f 
: Nojse. 65 LDN [ ] Other (explain) 1 

^ Projectdoes not qualify under "significant contribution " rules j 

Quantitativ^and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public^ 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

How does this project address the deficiency s public agency? 

If competition is the chosen option, pr^ovjde the FAA'S analysis of any barriers to 
competition eit the airport.; 
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10. Project Objective: 
The reh9bilit9tio9 of Ru9way 4L-22R will contribute to the following PFC 
objectives: 

1. Preserve Capacity: The project preserves capacity as it undertakes necessary 
state-of-good-repair improvements to the runway surface. These improvements 
will prevent the pavement structure from deteriorating to a state requiring a 
major reconstruction that would result in extended runway closures and 
significant congestion implications for the New York-New Jersey Airport System 
and the NAS. 

2. Enhance Capacity: The project enhances capacity as it enables the high-speed 
taxiway project, which will allow arriving aircraft to leave the runway at higher 
speeds, thereby vacating the runway more quickly and permitting another 
aircraft to land or depart in a shorter space of time. 

3. Enhance Safety: The project enhances airfield safety at EWR by upgrading and 
modernizing the existing runway centerline and edge lighting systems, signage 
and markings. The project will also install runway stop bars at key runway and 
taxiway intersections to reduce the likelihood of runway incursions. 

FORFAAUSE 
Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

: Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] , ^ 

I _ Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition betweenjir among^k carn^rs^yhe 
airport 

Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
I Project does not meet any PFC objectives (explain) 

Finding ; _ . ^ 
Current de&iency. List the^ource(s) of data us^jo^mal^thi^findingjfitjsnp^pa^ 
of the PFC application: 

Address adequacy of issues.; 
I 

11. Project Justification: 
Runway 4L-22R is one of primary runways at EWR. Over the past several years, 
approximately 600 daily aircraft operations are conducted on RAY 4L-22R by 
aircraft that vary in size from the largest variants of the Boeing 747 to Regional Jet 
aircraft. The asphalt pavement for the runway and taxiway intersections is 
structurally sound. However, the wearing course is beginning to exhibit signs of 
age-related stress cracking. 

This project is vitally important to ensure the continued safe and efficient operation 
of aircraft at EWR and to accommodate future operations. The pavement for 
Runway 4L-22R was previously rehabilitated in 2003. As with many large-hub 
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airports, du9 to th9 operatiooal frequeocies (laodiogs aod tak9offs) of Iarg9 aircraft, 
the ru9way pave99e9ts at EWR typically require reha8i!itatio9 approxioiately every 
eight to teo years. Accordiog to the Port Authority's 2009-2015 Pave99eot 
Manage99e9it Plau, the runway is noted to be in fair condition with a Pave9nent 
Condition Index (PCI) of 65. This indicates that the runway pavement requires 
rehabilitation before major structural repairs would be necessary. 

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 pavement and permit safe and efficient aircraft operations. By 
rehabilitating the runway 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 needed basis, but an overall pavement reconstruction is not required at this 
time. 

While the runway pavement is closed for construction, the lighting systems will be 
upgraded with modern lighting system components. This will include runway 
centerline and touchdown zone lighting, edge lights, taxiway centerline and edge 
light fixtures. Along with the pavement lighting, runway guard lights will be 
installed at key runway/taxiway intersections in support of the future establishment 
of a SMGCS Plan. By expanding the centerline and taxiway edge lighting systems, 
airfield safety and efficiency will be enhanced by providing additional low-visibility 
taxiway routes to the air carriers. 

FORFAAUSB 
Define how the project accomplishes PFC Objectiye(s) 

Explain how'project is cost-effective compared to oth^reasonable and timely means jo 
accomplish this objective(s) 

Based onTnfbrmed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost ofthe^ 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the project. Include chation for any documents that are not a part 
of this PFC application! 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s)ofdatji 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make thjs finding. 

Discuss any non-economical benefits which are not captured ab^oye^ 

Project Eligibility:; _ 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or 

POL ); 
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[ ] Pj^anning eligible under AlP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 orPGL 
i )[Z . 7 \ I ' , 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505;; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504j 
[ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 nojse compatiNljt)^plan; 
Title and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local study. 
Title and Date of local study: ^ 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 40117(a)(3)(C); 
[ ] Shell ofja gate as described in 49 U.S.C 40117(a)(3)(F) (air carrier J 
I percentage pf annual boardings ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter | 
[ ] Project does not meet PFC eligibilityiexplain)J 

ffanalysis is based on a source other than this PFC applicationjjstthe source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this fjndingj 

Are any work elements or portions of the overall proiect ineligible? Provide associated 
costs. 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): January 2014 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): December 2015 

For FAA Use 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, w]ll the project beginwithin^ye^^^ 
application Due date (120-day)?! 
[ ] Yes' 
[ J No 

For impose^nly project, will the project begin within 5 years of the charge effective date 
or PFC application Due date, whichever is first? 
[ ] Yes ' 
[_]_Ng ; 

Is this project dependent upon another act^ion to occur^before its implementation oi; 
completion. Explain. 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 

For FAA Use 
Is the date within 3 years of the jestimated ch^ge effect 
whichever is sooner. 
[ ] Yes 
[ ] No! 
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Which actions are needed before the use application can be submitted? What is the; 
estimated schedule for each action? 

14. Project requesting RFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
AlP funding; 
[ ] YES 
[X] NO 

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

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: Delta, United/Continental 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: None 

Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: None 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Use 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the publicj 
Provide citations for any documents not included in the RFC application that are relied on 
by the FAA for its analysis.' 

If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze anyjiewjssue^rai^d. (If 
the comments from the consultatjon are repeated, state that.) 

ADO/RO Recommendation: ^ 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RO 
use comparable projects to make this finding? If so, list projectsJ 
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If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identify 
eligjblejnd ineligible costs. Summarize i nehgible costs J 

Is the duratioii of collection adequate for th^amqunt requested?. 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: 
] ApproveJ 

] Partially Approve. Summarize^Findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
ssues that lead to determination.' 

] Disapprove. Summarize Endings Wrr^arlier iri^the /Wa^chm^ent iscu^mg^^es 
that lead to determination. 

^Application Reviewed by: 

J^ame 
Item(s) reviewed.^ 

Routing Symbol Date 

Name 
Item(s) reviewed 

Routing Symbol Date 
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THEPORTAIflHORITYOF NY& NJ 

Newgrk Liberty Internetional Airport 
Runway 4L-22R Rehabilitation 





Passenger Facility Charge Appiication THE PORTAinHORUYOF NY& NJ 

SECTION 6 

Runway 11 RSA & Relocation of Brewster Road 

Newark Liberty International Airport Section 6 - Runway 11 RSA & Relocation of Brewster Road 





8FCA88LICATION NUMBER: 

ATTACHMENT B: 8ROJECT INFORMATION 

1. 8roject Title: EWR Runway 11 RSA & Relocation of Brewster Road 

2. Project Number: 

3. Use Airport of Project: Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), 
Newark, New Jersey 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 , [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 ' 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $23,750,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 1,250,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 25,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

8xisting AIP Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Bxisting AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

Other Funds: 
State Grants $ N/A 
Local Funds $ N/A 
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7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 
If proposed A IP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAAUse 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
of collection-required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any! 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining the 
funding it proposes. 

8. Project Description: 
The FAA requires commercial service airports to maintain a Runway Safety Area 
(RSA) at each runway end to provide a measure of safety in the event that an 
aircraft overruns (lands long) or undershoots (lands short) the runway. RSAs must 
comply with specific FAA dimensional and performance standards as regulated 
under 14 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 139, Certification of Airports. In 
November 2005, Congress mandated that RSAs at all commercial service airports 
be FAA conipliant by 2015. 

Runway 11-29, the cross-wind runway at EWR, is 6,800 feet in length and presently 
has an Engineered Material Arresting System (EMAS) at the Runway 29 Departure 
overrun area. The Runway is oriented in an approximate east-west direction and is 
bound on the east (11 Departure) end by Brewster Road, which is the sole access 
road to EWR Public Parking Lot "P-7", Guard Post I, as well as other maintenance 
and operational facilities located to the south. Taxiway "Z" connects to the north 
side and Taxiway "CC" connects to the south side of the Runway, at right angles, 
approximately 150 feet from the runway end. 

To comply with the mandate, an EMAS will be installed in the RSA of the 
Runway 11 departure overrun at EWR. Construction of an acceptable EMAS 
requires relocating Brewster Road onto NJ Turnpike property, realigning the 
existing Blast Fence, and modifying Taxiways "Z" and "CC" at the end of Runway 
11-29. Initially, planning focused on developing a compliant RSA within the 
existing property limits of the Airport. This would have resulted in a reduction of 
the runway length. Shortening the runway would reduce the utility of the runway, 
and limits to its utility would result in more congestion on Runways 4R-22L and 4L-
22R. To avoid exacerbating the existing congestion problem, the Port Authority 
proposes to shift the EMAS to the east. This would require the relocation of 
Brewster Road onto Turnpike Authority property. 

The proposed EMAS is designed to be 182 feet long by 170 foot wide, and will have 
a 35-foot long lead-in ramp, which meets the design criteria of 40 knot arresting 
speed for B757-200 aircraft, with maximum takeoff weight of 255,000 lbs. To 
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accommodate t4e 40 knot EMAS bed, the right-hand corner of the EMAS bed will 
be tapered back on a diagonal, thereby limiting the runway length reduction to 
74 feet. 

Taxiways Z and CC will be relocated to align with the 74-foot shortening of the end 
of the Runway. Since relocation of Taxiway Z will require filling and paving the 
existing turf infield, environmental permits will be required. In order to equalize 
the proposed amount of fill in the floodplain and additional pervious paved surfaces, 
it is proposed to construct grass areas on both sides of the Arresting Bed. These turf 
areas, equal in area to the new pavement, would he pervious, slightly depressed, and 
act as a buffer to discourage errant motor vehicles and aircraft from encroaching on 
the EMAS.i The grass areas will support emergency vehicles and meet the New 
Jersey Department of Environmental Protection (NJDEP) requirements for a 
Stream Encroachment Permit (Fill in Floodplain) and a Storm Water Management 
Permit. 

After relocating a 2-inch electrical conduit, permanent steel sheeting would he 
installed to protect the existing fiber-optic cable and maintain the embankment. A 
combination retaining wall and Screen/Crash Barrier will he installed. Then, 
Brewster Road and a 10-inch water main would he relocated, and a new storm 
drain system, lighting, and signing would he constructed and installed. Afterwards, 
a concrete harrier aeronautical security fence and blast fence would he installed. 

Once the road is relocated, airside construction will occur, including the removal of 
the existing Brewster Road, storm drainage facilities, artificial turf, electrical work, 
guidance signs, paving, and line striping. After the site work is complete, the 
Design-Build Contractor would install the EMAS, including base pavement, 
deflector grade beam, lead-in ramp pavement, and the Arrestor Bed. 

Traffic designs are in accordance with the latest editions of the FHWA Manual on 
Uniform Traffic Control Devices, the American Association of State Highway and 
Transportation Officials' (AASHTO) A Policy of Geometric Design of Highways 
and Streets, and AASHTO's Roadside Design Guide. 
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If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters:N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change djue to this proiect: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[X] N/A 

FORFAAUSE _ _ , 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Include source citat^ion if^clarification 
information is not from PFC application J 
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If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been 
met7 If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or js there^ 
likelihood the requirements will be met, or^hould the project be disapproved) 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters, 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/orjehabHitation above has b^h 
completed. 

[Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airsjde needs of the airpc^, including runways, ta^uvvaysj 
aprons, and aircraft gates. 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO: • 
[ ] N/A 

9. Significant Contribution: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region with three runways and three terminals with 104 gates. In 2011, 
the Airport served 33.7 million passengers and experienced 410,013 aircraft 
movements. Operations consisted of approximately 93 percent commercial, 
5.5 percent cargo, and the remaining as general aviation. 

The Airports Council International's latest ranking places EWR as #14 nationwide 
and #34 worldwide for total passengers. The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-
Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), estimates that EWR passenger usage will 
increase by 2.1 percent annually. Along with growth, average delay per aircraft 
operation has also increased. FAA statistics for 2011 indicate that EWR is the most 
delayed airport in the nation in terms of average delay per aircraft operation. In 
2008, as an attempt to limit delays, the U.S. Department of Transportation 
implemented an 81 flights-per-hour cap on scheduled aircraft operations at EWR. 

This project will bring the Runway 11 departure RSA into compliance with the 
Congressional mandate and FAA standards by 2015. This project will also preserve 
the operational capability of R/W 11-29 and EWR as a whole by limiting the 
runway length reduction needed to accommodate the EMAS. 

FOR FAA USE 
_ Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain) 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
_ Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part i 08 [ ] Other (explain) 

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain) 
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Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
LOI[ ] FAABCA[ ] FAA Airpqr^ Capacity Enhancement Plan 

I , Other (explain) 
[_ Noise. 65 LDN [ j^ther jexpjain) 

{_ Project does not qualify under^'significant contribution " rules] 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(sj 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to rnaketfyis finding.' 

How does this project address the deficiency sited by the public agency?! 

If competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis of any barriers tq 
competition at the airport. 

10. Project Objective: 
The Runway 11 RSA construction project will contribute to the following PFC 
objectives: 

1. Enhance Safety: The project will enhance airfield safety at EWR by enabling the 
construction projects that will bring the RSA for Runway 11 into compliance 
with FAA RSA standards. 

2. Preserve Capacity: By meeting the congressional mandate to have standard 
RSAs by 2015, the airport will not face the possibility of the FAA imposing 
additional operational restrictions at EWR for non-compliance that could result 
in capacity reductions on air carrier activities and further contribute to airport 
delays. ' 

FOR FAA USE 
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) 

Finding „ 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used[to makeJ:his finding if jfyfynqt a part 
of the PFC application. 

Address adequacy of issues] 
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11. Project Justification: 
Th90ugh a Cong9essional mandate, all ai9po9ts certificated under 14 Code of 
Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 139 must comply with the FAA's Runway Safety 
Area Program by 2015. In compliance with that mandate, the Port Authority 
examined a variety of methods of achieving an FAA compliant RSA. The most 
viable alternative is the installation of an EMAS in the RSA of the Runway 11 
departure overrun at EWR. Developing an RSA system within the existing 
property limits of the Airport would require excessive runway length reduction that 
would negatively impact the Airport's operational capability. Shortening the 
runway would reduce the utility of the runway, and result in a greater utilization of 
the already congested Runways 4R-22L and 4L-22R. 

A planning study conducted by the Port Authority considered this, determined 
reducing the runway's utility was not prudent, and recommended that the proposed 
EMAS be moved eastward and Brewster Road be relocated on property of the NJ 
Turnpike Authority. This approach allows for the installation of a 40-knot EMAS 
bed capable of accommodating a B-757-200 aircraft at maximum takeoff weight of 
255,000 lbs. The design results in a minimum runway length reduction of 74 feet, 
thereby preserving the operational capability of the runway. 

FOR FAA 
Define how the project accornpHshes PFC Obj^tiye(sj 

Explain how project is cost-effect[ve compared to oth^ reasonable an^timejyme^ 
accomplish this objcctivc(s) 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the^ 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the project^ Include dtation for any documents that are not a part 
of this PFC application. 

if analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

Discus^any non-economical benefits which are not captured above. 

Project Eligibility: 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category belowJ 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or 

PGL ); I . I 7 7 . , 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criterja (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or PGLl 
: ); 
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[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505;; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504j 
[ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plany 
^itle and Date of Part 150^ 
[ ] Project included in a local study. 
Title and Daie 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 
j percentage of annual boardings J; 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter I 
[ LProject does not meet PFC eligibility (explajn). 

n 

if analysis is. based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant do^mentatiqn u^ed to make this findmgJ 

Are any work elements or portions of the overall project ineligible? Provide associated 
costs. 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): January 2012 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): December 2015 

ForFAAUse 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, will the project begin within 2 years of PFC; 
application Due date (120-day)? 
[ ] Yes T ' 
[]No 

For Impose Only project, will the project begin witlun 5 years of the charge effective date 
or PFC application Due date, whichever is first? 
[ ] Yes ' 
L] No 

Is this project dependent upon another action to occur before its implementation or 
completion^ ExplaiiL 

13. For an lijipose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FA A (Month and Year): N/A 

For FAA Use 
Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date,! 
whichever is sooner. 
[ ] Yes 
[ ] NQ 

Which actions are needed before the use application can be submitted? What is the 
estimated schedule for each action? 
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14. Project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
AlP funding. 
[ ] YES 
[X] NO ^ 

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

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: Delta, United/Continental 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: None 

Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: None 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Use ^ ^ 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the publicJ 
Provide citations for any documents not included in the PFC application that are relied^n 
by the FAA for its analysis. 

if a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (If 
the comments frqrn the consultation are repeated, state that.) 

ADO/RO Recommendation-
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RO, 
use comparable projects to make this finding? If so, list projects.! 
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if the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detai] sufficient to identify, 
eligible and ineligible costs. Sumrnarize ineligible costs.' 

is the duration of collection adequate for the^quji^equeste^ 

'ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: 
[ 1 Approve.! 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination.; 

[" ]' Disapprove.' Siimmanze findings from^earj^ the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to determination.' 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name 
Item(s) reviewed.' 

Routing Symbol Date 

Narne 
Item(s) reviewed 

^ouUng Symbol Date 
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THE POHT AinHORmr OF NY& NJ 

Newark Liberty International Airport 

Runway 11 Runway Safety Area and Relocation of Brewster Road 





Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AUfHORrrY OF NY & N J 

SECTION 7 

Electrical Distribution & Substation Improvements 

Newark Liberty International Airport Section 7 - Electrical Distribution & Substation Improvements 





PFC APPLICATION NUMBER; 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: EWR Electrical Distribution and Substation Improvements 

2. Project Number: 

3. Use Airport of Project: Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), 
Newark, New Jersey 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 , [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 ' [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $ 66,500,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 3,500,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 70,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: "N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $ 0 

i 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

Other Funds:. 
State Grants $ N/A 
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These i9iprove9ie9ts will provide req9ired cap9city aad modera co9trol aad safety 
devices, resaltiag ia coasisteat power delivery aod redaced sargiag aod power 
oatages. The costs oatliaed ia this applicatioa are programmed for plaaaiag, desiga, 
coastractioii aad project maaagemeat of the Electrical Distribatioa aad Sabstatioa 
Improvements. 

• Plaahiag aad Desiga: $10,500,000 
• Eqaipmeat Procaremeat: $17,500,000 
• Coastractioa: $24,500,000 
• Coatiageacies: $10,500,000 
» Project Admiaistratioa; $ 7,000,000 
• Estimated Total Cost: $70,000,000 

This project is focused eatirely oa improviag the Airport's electrical iafrastracture. 
This project is aot desigaed to improve or eahaace service withia the Airport's 
laadside (termiaals, cargo baildiags, maiateaaace buildiags, etc.) facilities. 

If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this proiect: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[X] N/A 

FOR FAA USE 
Comment upbn and/or Clarify Project Descnpfton. Include source citation if clarification 
informadqn is not from PFC application J 
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If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, qrjs ther^a 
likelihood the requirements will be met, or should the project be disapproved. 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters, 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been 
completedJ 

Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airsjde needs^lthe aijpqrt, lncludingj;unways,Jaxiw^ 
aprons, and aircraft gates. 
[ 1 YES 
[ ] NO: 
[J N/A ; 

9. Significant Contribution: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region. In 2011, the Airport served 33.7 million passengers through its 
three Terminals and experienced 410,013 aircraft movements on its three runways. 
The Airports Council International's latest ranking placed EWR as #14 nationwide 
and #34 worldwide for total passengers. The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-
Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), estimates that EWR passenger usage will 
increase by 2.1 percent annually. 

The reliability of the Airport's power distribution system is critical element of the 
operation, safety, and security of the Airport. The electrical distribution system was 
originally iiistalled in the early 1970's and has exceeded its design life. The Port 
Authority and the utility provider perform routine maintenance and servicing on 
the system equipment and components to ensure safe and reliable operation. 
However, with the age of the equipment, servicing and maintenance has become 
more difficult as unscheduled outages increase in frequency and spare parts become 
difficult to procure. 

The Airport has experienced power outages of varying severity in recent years, 
raising concern regarding the reliability of the main electrical power infrastructure 
and associated substations. Some of these outages occurred during peak travel 
times and periods of severe weather, when the terminals are at capacity with 
passengers and electrical usage on the airfield is critical to support low-visibility 
aircraft operations. 

A primary cause of outages is due to demand exceeding available capacity. 
Electrical demands in the Airport are much greater than the original system was 
designed to supply. For example, the terminals currently provide preconditioned 
air and 400 hertz aircraft power at the gates and this electrical load was not 
considered y/hen the system was designed and constructed in 1973. Other additional 
loads are attributed to TSA equipment installations, in-line baggage screening, and 
facility enlargement related to passenger terminal gate and terminal concessions 
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expansion. These improvements have introduced additional electrical loads which, 
while currently accommodated, have reduced the spare capacity of the system. As a 
result, there is a narrow margin between everyday electrical demand and peak 
demand. 

A key design issue will be the capability of the distribution system to respond to 
peak loads jn a stable manner. Currently, the Airport experiences power surges 
and brownouts during peak use that has resulted in disruptions to passenger 
services and maintenance issues with computer based equipment within the 
terminals. The deficiencies of the electrical distribution system also require routine 
reliance on backup and emergency power sources. This requires emergency 
generators to be run more frequently and for longer hours. This puts greater strain 
on back-up electrical systems that are designed for limited use during emergency 
situations. 

This project will replace existing substations and install additional substations that 
are sized appropriately to accommodate existing and future demand. The 
distribution system will also be rehabilitated and modernized to accommodate the 
electrical load of a modern airfield and terminal complex, while providing 
uninterrupted power supply and required emergency generation. The project will 
include the preparation of complete contract drawings and specifications. It is 
anticipated that the project will incorporate modern control and remote monitoring 
systems, integrated protection systems, cross-connections with existing electrical 
equipment, load shedding capability, and advanced troubleshooting capabilities. 

To the greatest extent possible, the modernized distribution system will incorporate 
commercial off the shelf (COTS) components that are abundantly available on the 
market at competitive prices. The project will also include a comprehensive 
training program for the operation of the distribution system components. 

FORFAAUSE ^ 
_ Air safety. Parti 39 [ ] Other (expiainj 

: . I 

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

: ' CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ "f Date 
_ Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain) 

Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
L01[ ] FAABCA[ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ ] 

Other (explain) 
_ Noise. 65 LDN [ ] Other (explain) 

. Project does not qualjfy under "significant contribution " rules. 
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Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
of data and attach the relevant docunientatio^n used tojmake this finding j 

How does this project address the deficiency sited by the pu 

If competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis of any banriers to 
competition at the airport: 

10. Project Objective: 
The EWR Electrical Distribution and Substation Improvements project will 
contribute to the following PFC objectives: 

1. Preserve Safety: The project preserves safety as it modernizes the electrical 
distribution system in order to prevent the power outages that have plagued the 
airport in recent years. A number of these outages occurred during peak travel 
times and periods of severe weather, when the terminals are at capacity with 
passengers and electrical usage on the airfield is critical to support low-visibility 
aircraft operations, 

2. Preserve Capacity: The project preserves capacity as it increases the reliability 
of airfield lighting and guidance systems, which are critical to maintaining 
aircraft operations during severe weather and low-visibility situations. 

FORFAAUSE 
! Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ J 

Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
I Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] ^ 
; _ Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition between or arnong air carriers atjl^ 
airport _ , 

Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
! _ Project does not meet any PFC objectives (explain) 

Finding ^ 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to make this finding ifjCis not a part 
ofjhe PFC appiicatmn. 

Addre^adeouacy^qf issues? 

11. Project Justification: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region with three runways and three terminals with 104 gates. In 2011, 
the Airport accommodated 33.7 million passengers and experienced 410,013 aircraft 
movements. The Airports Council International's latest ranking placed EWR as #14 
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9atio9wide a9d #34 wo9ldwide fo9 total pa9se9ge99. Ope9atio9s C099ist9d of 
app90xi9iately 93 pe9ce9t comme9cial, 5.5 p99ce9t ca9go, aod the remaioiag as 
ge9e9a! aviatioa. The Po9t Autho9ity's 2011-2020 Long-Range Forecast (Moderate 
Scenario), estimates that EWR passeager usage will iacrease by 2.1 pe9ce9t 
aaauaiiy. 

To safely accommodate the curreat use and anticipated growth at EWR, the 
reliability of the Airport's electrical distribution system is critical element of the 
operation, safety, and security of the Airport. This project is designed to improve 
the reliability of the main electrical power distribution infrastructure in order to 
accommodate existing and future electrical demand. 

The electrical distribution system was originally installed in 1973 and has exceeded 
its design life. The Port Authority and the utility provider perform routine 
maintenance and servicing on the system equipment and components to ensure safe 
and reliable operation. However, with the age of the equipment, servicing and 
maintenance has become more difficult as unscheduled outages increase in 
frequency and spare parts become difficult to procure. In recent years, there have 
been several outages and power interruptions, with some occurring during peak 
travel times and periods of severe weather, when the terminals are at capacity with 
passengers and electrical usage on the airfield is critical to support low-visibility 
aircraft operations. 

A key design issue will be the capability of the distribution system to respond to 
peak loads in a stable manner. Currently, the Airport experiences power surges and 
brownouts during peak use that has resulted in disruptions to passenger services 
and maintenance issues with computer based equipment within the terminals. The 
deficiencies of the electrical distribution system also require routine reliance on 
back-up and emergency power sources. This requires emergency generators to be 
run more frequently and for longer hours. This puts greater strain on back-up 
electrical systems that are designed for limited use during emergency situations. 

The project to modernize the distribution system will include the preparation of 
complete contract drawings and specifications. It is anticipated that the project will 
incorporate modern control and remote monitoring systems, integrated protection 
systems, cr'oss-connections with existing electrical equipment, load shedding 
capability, atd advanced troubleshooting capabilities. 

To the greatest extent possible, the modernized distribution system will incorporate 
COTS components that are abundantly available on the market at competitive 
prices. The project will also include a comprehensive training program for the 
operation of the distribution system components. 

FORFAAUSE 
Define how the project ac^complishes PFC Objective(sji 

Explain how project is cost-effective compared to other r^sonable^d timely n^eans to 
accomplish this objective(s) 
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Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost ofthe 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the project. Include citation for any documents that are not a part! 
pfthis PFC application. 

if analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding] 

Discuss any non-economical benefits which are not captured above] 

Project Eligibility: 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below] 
[ ] Development^ligible under AIP criteria (paragraph pXOrder 5j00^38_^^ 
i PGL ~ IZl _ II 
[ ] Planing eligibje under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or PGL! 

[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505j 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504] 
' [ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan; 
[Title and Date of Part 150:[ I " 
[ ] Project included in a local study] 
[Title and Date of local study: 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 401 r7(a)(3)(C); 
[ ] Shell of a gate as described in 49 U.S.C 40117(a)(3)(F) (air carrier 
: percentage of annual boardings ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter 
[ ] Project does not meet PFC eligibility^(explain)j 

if analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
arid attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding.^ 

Are any work elements or portions of the overall project ineligible? Provide associated 
costs] 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): January 2012 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): December 2016 

For FAA Use 
For Impose and Use or Use Onl^ projects, will the^proiect begin within 2 years of PFQ 
application Due daje (120^day)? 
[ ] Ye^" : 
L]J^ 
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For Impose Only project, will the project begin within 5 years of the chargie ef%:dyejj^at^ 
or PFC application Due date, whichever is first?^ 
[ ] Yes 
[ ] No 

is this project dependent upon another action to occur before its implementation 
completion. Explain: 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year); N/A 

For FAA Use 
Is the date within 3 years of t^e estimated^harge eji^tiye date or a^^ 
whichever is sooner. 
[ ] Yes 7 
[ ] No: 

Which actions are needed before the use application can be submitted? What is the 
estimated schedule for each action? 

14. Project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs 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, would the public 
agency prefer that the FAA approve 
[X] the amount of the local match to be collected at a $4.50 PFC level, or 
[ ] the entire requested amount at a $3.00 PFC level. 

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

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: Delta, United/Continental 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: None 

Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: None 
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List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

ForFAAUse 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the publicJ 
Provide citations for any documents not included in the PFC application that are relied on 
by the FAA for its analysis: 

If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (Iff 
the comments from the consultation are repeated, state that.) 

ADO/RO Recommendation: _ 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RQ 
use comparable projects to make this finding? If so, Ijst projects. 

If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level^ of detail ^mcienfto identi^ 
Eligible and ineligible costs. Summarize ineligible costs: 

Is the duration ofjzollection adequate for the amount requested"^ 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: 
[ ] Approve. 

[ ] P^hally Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination: 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to determination: 

Appl ication Rev iewed b^: 

Name Routing Symbol Datq 
Item(s) reviewed. 

Name , Routing Symbol Date 
'ltem(s) reviewed 

Revised 8/31/2010 
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ATTACHMENT B - PROJECT INFORMATION 

PFC Planning and Program Administration 

SECTION 1 - PFC Planning and Program Administration 
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ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: PEC Planning and Program Administration 

2. Project Number: 

3. Use Airport of Project: 2012 PFC Application for John F. Kennedy International 
Airport (JFK), New York, New York; LaGuardia Airport (LGA), New York, New 
York; Stewart International Airport (SWF), New York, and Newark Liberty 
International Airport (EWR), Newark, New Jersey 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond (Capital: $1,500,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $0 

Subtotal PI^C Funds*: $1,500,000 
If amount is dver $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP;Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AlP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AlP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AlP Funds: $ 0 
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If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this proiect: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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

FORFAAUSE:: 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Descrip^n. Include source citation if clarification 
information i s not from PFC application J 

If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas beert^ 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requirements wift be met, qr^ouldjhe projecf b^jsapprqvedf 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters^ 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/qr rehabj]ftatiqn above has been 
completed. 

Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of thejirpqrt, including runways, taxiwaysj 
aprons, and aircraft gates.; 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 
[ ] N/A 
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CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain) 

: Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] ^ 
LOl [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ | 

Other (explain) _! 
i_ Noise. 65 LDN [ J Other (explain) I 

I Proj^t doe^not^u^ifyunder "significant contribution " rules; 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s)^ 
pf data and attach the relevant documentation used to make tips fmdmg. 

How does this project address the deficiency sited by the puy ic agency?^ 

if competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA^s analysis^f any barriers td 
competition at the airportJ 

10. Project Objective: 
This project will assure the preparation, compliance, and monitoring of the 
proposed PFC projects included in this 2012 PFC Application. The proposed 
projects included in this PFC application enhance safety, security and capacity at 
the Port Xuthority's Airports, consistent with ongoing requirements and 
developments in the aviation industry as well as FAA standards and federal 
regulations. 

FOR FAA USE 
Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

^ Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
! Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
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- Furnish opportunity for enhanced comperttipn between or among air carriers at the: 
airport ^ 
j Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 

Proje^c;t does not meet any PFC objectives (e^^ 

Finding^ . _ ^ 
Current defidfency. LisUhe_source(s) ofdata u^ed tojriake^is^f^^ 
|of the PFC application.; 

Address adecjuacy of issues^ 

11. Project Justification: 
The FAA guidelines require development of an application concerning projects 
proposed under the PFC program. This project provides for development/ 
preparation of the PFC application, the preparation of financial plans and provision 
of specialized consulting services, the consultation with air carriers, PFC collection 
and reporting, and administration of the PFC funded projects included in this 
application. The services performed under the PFC Programming and 
Administration project provide necessary support to the PFC collection and 
reporting process as well as to the administration and management of other projects 
in the PFC application, which collectively improve safety and security, increase the 
competition among air carriers, improve passenger flow, and enhance operations 
and reduce delays at Port Authority's Airports, which are integral to the national 
airspace system. 

FOR FAA USE 
Define how the project accomphshes PFC Objective(s) 

{ExpjairThow'project is cost-effective cornpargd to other reasonable and timely means 
accompHsh this objective(s) 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the proj^t. Include citajiqn foxany^ocumen^sjh^ arejiqt^ part 
of thjs PFC application.^ 

If" analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data' 
and attach the relevant documentation used to makeJhis findingj 

Discuss any non-economical benefits which are not captured above.; 
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For FAA Us< 
Is the date within 3 yearns of the estimated charge effective date or approval djtej 
whichever is sooner. 
[ ] Yes 
[ ] N o! 

Which actions are needed before the use application can be submitted? What is the 
estimated schedule for each action? 

14. Project requesting RFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
AIR funding. 
[ ] YES 
[X] NO 

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

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: Delta, United/Continental 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: None 

Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: None 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Use 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the publicJ 
Provide citations for any documeifts not included injfoe PFC applic^iqn t^ 
by the FAA for its analysis.' 
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if a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any nej^j^ssues raised^ (If 
the commenls from the consultation are repeated, state that.) 

|AD0/R0 Recommendation:; ^ 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RQ 
use comparabje projects to rnake this fmding? If so, list projecjt^! 

If the amount requested if over^$10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identi^, 
eligible and in^eligibie cc^ts. Surnmarize ineligible cqst^^ 

Is the deration of collection adequge jbrihe^rnqi^reqi^ste^ 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: 
[ ] Approve. 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize fmdings from earlier in the Attachrnent B discussing 
issues that lead to determination. 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings^frorn earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that l^d to determination: 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name 
Item(s) reviewed. 

Routing Symbol Date 

Name 
Item(s) reviewed 

Routing Symbol Date 

Revised 8/31/2010 
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DRAFT APPLICATION 

P9ssenger Fgcility Chgrge Application 
9nd Amendment 

J 

Nejwark Liberty International Airport 
JoHn F. Kennedy International Airport 
LaGuardia Airport 
Steyvart International Airport 

Prepared for: 
Federal Aviation Administration 

Prepared by: 
The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey 

October 2011 





THE PORT AirraORrTY OF NY & N J 

Susan M. Baer 
October 28,2011 Director 

To: Air Carriers and Foreign Air Carriers Serving: 
LaGuardia Airport (LGA), John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), Newark 

Liberty International Airport (EWR), and Stewart International Airport (SWF) 

Subject: Draft Application for Authority to Impose and Use Passenger Facility Charge Revenue 
for: Airport Capital Improvement Projects for Various Airside and Landside 

Development at LGA, JFK, and EWR 

Enclosed for your review is the draft application to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) for 
authority to impose and use Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) revenue at JFK, EWR, LGA, and SWF 
for various airside and landside development projects at JFK, EWR and LGA. The Port Authority of 
New York and New Jersey (Port Authority) will be conducting consultation meetings with air carriers 
and foreign air carriers prior to submitting this application. The airline consultation meeting will 
address the following projects, which will be the subject of a PFC application for the first time: 

• LGA Runway 4 and Runway 31 Runway Safety Area (RSA) Planning, Environmental and 

Engineering (CA02-417) 
• LGA Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Construction (CA02-417) 

• JFK Rehabilitation of Runway 4L-22R (CA03-168) 
. JFK Taxiway P Rehabilitation Planning and Engineering (CA03-172) 

• .TFK Terminal 3 Redevelopment & Capacity Improvements Project (CA03-591) 

• EWR Delay Reduction Phase II - Planning and Engineering (CA04-569) 

. EWR Delay Reduction Phase II - Construction (CA04-580/581) 

EWR Runway 4R-22L Rehabilitation (CA04-454) 
EWR Taxiway P Rehabilitation including High-Speed Taxiway (CA04-525/522) 

EWR Runway 4L-22R Rehabihtation (CA04-455) 

EWR Runway 11 RSA & Relocation of Brewster Road (CA04-512) 

EWR Electrical Distribution and Substation Improvements (CA04-528, -579, -539) 

PFC Application Administration and Amendments 

The total estimated PFC revenue is approximately $822,500,000. 

225 Park Avenue South 
New York, NY 10003 
T: 212 435 3720 F: 212 435 3833 

sbaer@panynj.gov 



TOE PORTAirTOORITYOF NY& NJ 

The estimated PFC revenue for this amendment is approximately $28,000,000. 

There will be two identical airline consultation meetings describing the PFC projects. The consultation 

meetings are scheduled as follows: 

EWR: November 29, 2011 at 1:00 pm 
Newark Liberty International Airport 
General Manager's Conference Room, Building 1 
Newark, New Jersey 

LGA/JFK: December 14, 2011 at 11:00 am 
• Building 14, 3"* Floor Conference Room E 

John F. Kennedy International Airport 
Jamaica, New York 

The Port Authority is requesting an exemption for the requirement to collect PFCs for the following 

airline classifications: 

EGA: Non-Scheduled/On-Demand Air Cairiers (ATCO) 

JFK: Non-Scheduled/On-Demand Air Carriers (ATCO) 

EWR: Non-Scheduled/On-Demand Air Carriers (ATCO) 

SWF: Non-Scheduled/On-Demand Air Carriers (ATCO) 

The individual airlines included in these classifications collectively represent less than one percent of 
the total passenger enplanements for each respective airport. The individual exempt airlines are 

identified in Exhibit "A". 

The Port Authority will be submitting an application to the FAA for authority to "Impose and Use" and 
"Impose Only" a PFC at EGA, JFK, EWR, and SWF. The charge effective date is June 2012 and the 
charge expiration date is the fourth Quarter 2016. A breakdown of the anticipated PFC Revenue is 
included in Exhibit "B". Each project in this application is included in its respective Airport's Capital 

Improvement Plan (ACIP), included as Exhibit "C". 

Since this drafl application contains both "Impose and Use" and "Impose Only" projects, the Port 

Authority has also included a list of alternative use projects, in the event that any or all of the "Impose 
Only" projects contained in the application are ultimately not implemented. This list is included as 

Exhibit "D". 



THE PORT AUIHORrTY OF NY & NJ 

The airlines are rerninded that FAR 158.23c requires tliat carriers provide written acknowledgement of 
receipt of this notice within 30 days of issuance. Furthermore, carriers have 30 days from the meeting 
date to provide written certification of agreement or disagreement with the proposed projects contained 
in the draft application. Carriers failing to provide timely acknowledgement of the notice or timely 
certification of agreement or disagreement with the proposed project are considered to have certified 

their agreement. , 

For purposes of official correspondence and notification, please send all correspondence to: 

Ms. Patty Clark 
Senior Advisor for Aviation Policy 
225 Park Avenue South, 9"" Floor 
New York, NY 10003 
pclark@,panvni.gov 

Please submit any comments to the Port Authority no later than January 17, 2012, using either the 

following email address or physical address: 

passenuerfacilitvcharge@panvni.gov 

Ms. Patty Clark j 
Senior Advisor for Aviation Policy 
225 Park Avenue South, 9th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

The draft PFC Application is provided in Exhibit "E" for each airline's review and comment. The 
projects described in the application are tailored to enhance the operational capabilities of each airport 
while resolving potential capacity issues. Further detail on these projects will be provided at each 
airport's PFC consultation meeting. Airlines are encouraged to attend the meeting to discuss pertinent 

issues with related to each project at that time. 

Thank you for your attention. 

Sincerely, ^ 

Susan M. Baer 

Director 
Aviation Department 
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Exhibit A 

PFC Exempted Airlines 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports Attachment A - PFC Exempted Airlines 
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Exhibit "A" 

Airlines Exempt from Passenger Facility Charge Collection 
The Port Authority Is requesting that certain airlines be exempt from the requirements to collect PFCs. These airlines are 

Included In the distinct operational category known as, "Non-Scheduled / On-Demand Carriers" (ATCO). The airlines In 
this category represent a very small portion of the total passenger enplanements for each airport. It Is believed that the 

minimal PFC revenues to be collected from these carriers do not justify the administrative burden that would be 

Imposed on the carriers and the airport In collection and accounting for the revenues. The Air Carrier Activity 
Information System (ACAIS) provides total enplanements for each carrier operating at EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF. This list 

has been updated using ACAIS 2010. The carriers Included In this class described above represent passenger 

enplanements of less than 1% of the total passenger enplanements for each airport, and are shown In the following 

tables: 

EWR 
Air Carriers 

Annual 
Enplanements 

LGA 
Air Carriers 

Annual 
Enplanements 

Aero Jet Services 
LLC 

1 
Aero Jet Services LLC 2 Aero Jet Services 

LLC 
1 

Fairwind Air Charter 
(formerly Executive Air 
Charter of Boca Raton) 

1 Fairwind Air Charter 
(formerly Executive 
Air Charter of Boca 
Raton) 

37 

Fairwind Air Charter 
(formerly Executive Air 
Charter of Boca Raton) 

1 Fairwind Air Charter 
(formerly Executive 
Air Charter of Boca 
Raton) 

37 
Jet Solutions LLC 70 

Fairwind Air Charter 
(formerly Executive 
Air Charter of Boca 
Raton) 

37 

L J Associates, Inc. 110 
Jet Solutions LLC 36 L J Associates, Inc. 110 

Meridian Air Group, 
Inc. 

4 
Meridian Air Group, Inc. 1 Meridian Air Group, 

Inc. 
4 

Priester Aviation, LLC 5 
Priester Aviation, LLC 8 Reliant Air Charter, Inc. 5 
Reliant Air Charter, 
Inc. 

1 Seneca Flight 
Operations 

1 

Seneca Flight 
Operations 

2 USAirports Air Charters 4 

Total Enplanements 
Percent of Total 
Airport Enplanements 

. 89 

0.0005% 

Total Enplanements 
Percent of Total Airport 
Enplanements 

199 

0.0016% 

Total Enplanements 
Percent of Total 
Airport Enplanements 

. 89 

0.0005% 

JFK 
Air Carriers 

Annual 
Enplanements 

Aero Jet Services 
LLC 

1 

Air Lexington, inc. 8 

AirDlalog LLC 7 

Averitt Air, Inc. 2 

Blue Bell Air LLC 10 

Crow Executive Air, 
Inc. 

8 

Fairwind Air Charter 
(formerly Executive 
Air Charter of Boca 
Raton) 

2 

Jet Solutions LLC 52 

Maine Instrument 
Flight 

5 

Priester Aviation, LLC 10 

Reliant Air Charter, 
Inc. 

10 

Seneca Flight 
Operations 

6 

Wall Street 
Helicopters 

11 

Wellsvllle Flying 
Service, Inc. 

3 

Total Enplanements 
Percent of Total 
Airport Enplanements 

135 

0.0005% 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Exhibit A-Airlines Exempt from Passenger Facility Charge Coiiection 
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SWF 
Air Carriers 

Annual 
Enplanements 

Aero Jet Services LLC 2 

AMAV, Inc. 9 

DAE Aviation 
Enterprises Corp 

26 

Fairwind Air Charter 
(Executive Air Charter 
of Boca Raton) 

3 

Jet Solutions LLC 2 

Reliant Air Charter, 
Inc. 

1 

Seneca Flight 
Operations 

3 

Total Enplanements 
Percent of Total 
Airport Enplanements 

46 

0.02% 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Exhibit A -Airlines Exempt from Passenger Facility Charge Collection 
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Exhibit B 

Anticipated PFC Revenue 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports Exhibit B - Anticipated PFC Revenue 
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PFC Estimated Collection Schedule 

The following table describes estimated 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 Collection at $4.50 

Annual Collections (in thousands) 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 

Newark Liberty International Airport 566,887 568,638 $70,411 $72,126 $73,815 

LaGuardia Airport $51,070 $52,635 $53,763 554,899 $56,004 

John F. Kennedy international Airport $96,237 598,437 5100,690 $102,446 $104,476 

Stewart International Airport $933 $1,048 $1,212 $1,368 $1,539 

Total Annual $215,127 $220,758 $226,076 $230,839 $235,834 

Cumulative Collections (in thousands) 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 

Newark Liberty international Airport $66,887 $135,525 $205,936 5278,062 5351,877 

LaGuardia Airport $51,070 $103,705 $157,468 $212,367 $268,371 

John F. Kennedy International Airport 596,237 $194,674 5295,364 $397,810 $502,286 

Stewart International Airport 5933 $1,981 53,193 $4,561 56,100 

Total Cumulative $215,127 $435,885 $661,961 $892,800 $1,128,634 

Notes: 

Collection authority is projected to expire in the fourth quarter of 2016. 

These collection amounts include $270 M of current collection authority. 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Exhibit B - PFC Estimated Collection Schedule 
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Exhibit C 

Airport Capital Improvement Plan (ACIP) Projects 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports Exhibit C - Airport Capital Improvement Plan Projects 





Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

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

year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 
Total $ 

status Date 

FY 2012 
LOI - DELAY REDUCTION PROJECTS, 
PAYMENT 4 14,800 4,933 19,733 Approved Oct-08 Dec-14 

Taxiway YA Extension, KA Holding Pad Cat Ex Approved Oct-08 May-09 

Extend Taxiway KK (TWs KC, KK, KC & 
K intersection, KD, K north) FONSI Apr-09 Dec-09 

Runway 31L Taxiway Access 
Improvements (East Apron, TWs JA, JB, 
Z north, J & Z intersection) FONSI Sep-10 Dec-11 

SW Quadrant Taxiway Improvements 
(West Apron, TWs PF, PE, PD bet TW Q 
&RW13R) FONSI Sep-10 Sep-11 

High Speed Exit Taxiways (MD & L) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 

Taxiway Fillet Improvements (PC, PA, 
MC, MB& M) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 

New Taxiway South of Runway 31L (East 
of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-11 Dec-11 

New Taxiway South of Runway 31L 
(West of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-12 Dec-12 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 34,449 8,612 43,061 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 

REHAB TW P- PHASE 1 30,875 3,431 34,305 To be initiated Oct-11 Mar-12 

REHAB TW R- PHASE 1 5,490 610 6,100 To be initiated Apr-12 Dec-12 

REHAB TAXIWAY C 19,255 6,418 25,673 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 

REHAB T/Ws FA & FB (4R-22L TO Y) 3,558 1,186 4,744 To be initiated Jul-12 Apr-14 

SLURRY SEAL TW A & CROSS TWS 3,708 1,236 4,944 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 

SLURRY SEAL TWs B, A, G 1,191 397 1,587 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-13 

REHAB TWQG 2,768 923 3,690 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-13 

REHAB RW4L ILS 20,470 6,823 27,293 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-13 

REHAB NORTH BOUNDARY ROAD 2,676 892 3,567 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-13 

SECURITY - GUARD POST ANTI-RAM 
VEHICLE BARRIERS 1,146 382 1,528 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-11 

REHAB TWC PLANNING 150 50 200 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls JFK 10/27/2011 



REHAB TW Q PLANNING 195 65 260 

REHAB TW QG PLANNING 525 175 700 

REHAB TWZ & PORTIONS OF F, H, G, J 
PLANNING 188 63 250 

REHAB CB (RW 13L-31R TO NORTH END) 
PLANNING 600 200 800 

REHAB TW CE (TW C TO LEASE LINE) 
PLANNING -563 188 750 

• • • 
REHAB TW FA PLANNING 975 325 1,300 

REHAB TW K PLANNING 2,625 875 3,500 

REHAB TW H & PORTIONS OF TW Z 
PLANNING 3,525 1,175 4,700 

REGIONAL PLANNING STUDY 9,200 9,200 N/A Jun-11 Dec-13 

REHAB RW4L - RFC 150,000 150,000 To be initiated Jun-12 Dec-15 

REHAB TW P PLANNING - PFC 2,000 2,000 To be initiated Jun-10 Sep-11 

TERM 3 & 4 REDEVELOPMENT - PFC 215,000 215,000 To be initiated Apr-12 Dec-15 

CONSTRUCT CENTRALIZED DE-ICING 
FACILITY - PFC 60,000 60,000 Cat Ex Approved Jan-11 Sep-12 

RELOCATE RSR BRIDGES J2&J8-PFC 24,000 24,000 To be initiated Jun-10 Jun-13 

ACIP 2012-2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls JFK 10/27/2011 



reaerai Mviauun Murniiiiaiiauun ••• 
1.Airport: John F. Kennedy International 2.State: New York 3.NPIAS No.: 3-36-0066 4. LOCID: Jl -K 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 
5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 

FY 2013 
LOI - DELAY REDUCTION PROJECTS, 
PAYMENT 5 ' ' 11,800 ••• '• 3,933 15,733 Approved Oct-08 Dec-14 

Taxiway YA Extension, KA Holding Pad Cat Ex Approved Oct-08 May-09 

Extend Taxiway KK (TWs KC, KK, KC & 
K intersection, KD, K nortti) FONSI Apr-09 Dec-09 

Runway 31L Taxiway Access 
Improvements (East Apron, TWs JA, JB, 
Z north, J & Z intersection) FONSI Sep-10 Dec-11 

SW Quadrant Taxiway Improvements 
(West Apron, TWs PF, PE, PD bet TW 0 
&RW13R) FONSI Sep-10 Sep-11 

High Speed Exit Taxiways (MD & L) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 

Taxiway Fillet Improvements (PC, PA, 
MC, MB& M) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 

New Taxiway Soutti of Runway 31L (East 
of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-11 Dec-11 

New Taxiway South of Runway 31L 
(West of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-12 Dec-12 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 8,780 2,195 10,975 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 

RECONSTRUCT RM/ 4L-22R 174,000 58,000 232,000 To be initiated Jun-13 Dec-15 

RW 4L RSA IMPROVEMENTS 16,571 5,524 22,095 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-14 

RW 4L HIGH SPEED EXITS 16,569 5,523 22,092 To be initiated Mar-13 Dec-17 

RW 31R ACCESS TAXIWAY 
IMPROVEMENTS 55,171 18,390 73,561 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-18 

REHAB N. BOUNDARY ROAD 1,526 509 2,035 To be initiated Jan-13 Jan-14 

REHAB TW P CONSTRUCTION 33,750 11,250 45,000 To be initiated Oct-11 Dec-12 

REHAB RW4L - PFC 150,000 150,000 To be initiated Jun-12 Dec-15 

REHAB TW P PLANNING - PFC 2,000 2,000 To be initiated Jun-10 Sep-11 

TERM 3 & 4 REDEVELOPMENT - PFC 215,000 215,000 To be initiated Apr-12 Dec-15 

CONSTRUCT CENTRALIZED DE-ICING 
FACILITY - PFC 60,000 60,000 Cat Ex Approved Jan-11 Sep-12 

RELOCATE RSR BRIDGES J2&J8-PFC 24,000 24,000 To be initiated Jun-10 Jun-13 

ACIP 2012-2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls JFK 10/27/2011 



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

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) -

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ 
Enyironmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 
5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) - Sponsor 

1 1 b
 PFC- Other 

Total $ 
Enyironmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 

FY 2014 
LOI - DELAY REDUCTION PROJECTS, 
PAYMENT 6 10,900 3,633 14,533 Approved Oct-08 Dec-14 

Taxiway YA Extension, KA Holding Pad Cat Ex Approved Oct-08 May-09 

Extend Taxiway KK (TWs KC, KK, KC & 
K intersection, KD, K north) FONSI Apr-09 Dec-09 

Runway 31L Taxiway Access 
Improvements (East Apron, TWs JA, JB, 
Z north, J & Z intersection) FONSI Sep-10 Dec-11 

SW Quadrant Taxiway Improvements 
(West Apron, TWs PF, PE, PD bet TW Q 
&RW13R) FONSI Sep-10 Sep-11 

High Speed Exit Taxiways (MD & L) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 

Taxiway Fillet Improvements (PC, PA, 
MC, MB& M) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 

New Taxiway South of Runway 31L (East 
of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-11 Dec-11 

New Taxiway South of Runway 31L 
fWest of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-12 Dec-12 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 

RW 13L RSA IMPROVEMENTS 16,596 5,532 22,128 To be initiated Jan-14 Dec-17 

IMPROVE TW FILLETS FOR NLA 13,086 4,362 17,447 To be initiated Jan-14 Dec-17 

REHAB RW4L - PFC 150,000 150,000 To be initiated Jun-12 Dec-15 

REHAB TW P PLANNING - PFC 2,000 2,000 To be initiated Jun-10 Sep-11 

TERM 3 & 4 REDEVELOPMENT - PFC 215,000 215,000 To be initiated Apr-12 Dec-15 

CONSTRUCT CENTRALIZED DE-ICING 60,000 60,000 Cat Ex Approved Jan-11 Sep-12 

RELOCATE RSR BRIDGES J2&J8-PFC 24,000 24,000 To be initiated Jun-10 Jun-13 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls JFK 10/27/2011 



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

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 
5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFG other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 

FY 2015 
LOI - DELAY REDUCTION PROJECTS, 
PAYMENT 7 7,000 2,333 9,333 Approved Oct-08 Dec-14 

Taxiway YA Extension, KA Holding Pad Cat Ex Approved Oct-08 May-09 

Extend Taxiway KK (TWs KG, KK, KG & 
K intersection, KD, K north) FONSI Apr-09 Dec-09 

Runway 31L Taxiway Access 
Improvements (East Apron, TWs JA, JB, 
Z north, J & Z intersection) FONSI Sep-10 Dec-11 

SW Quadrant Taxiway Improvements 
(West Apron, TWs PF, PE, PD bet TW 0 
& RW 13R) FONSI Sep-10 Sep-11 

High Speed Exit Taxiways (MD & L) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 

Taxiway Fillet Improvements (PG, PA, 
MG, MB&M) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 

New Taxiway South of Runway 31L (East 
of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-11 Dec-11 

New Taxiway South of Runway 31L 
(West of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-12 Dec-12 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 N/A Jan 09 Dec-13 

REHAB RUNWAY 4R-22L 38,111 12,704 50,815 To be initiated Apr-16 Dec-16 

REPLACE 4RALS PIER 12,522 4,174 16,696 To be initiated Nov-14 Dec-17 

RW EMAS for the 13s 13,193 4,398 17,590 To be initiated Sep-15 Dec-17 

REHAB RW4L - PFG 150,000 150,000 To be initiated Jun-12 Dec-15 

REHAB TW P PLANNING - PFG 2,000 2,000 To be initiated Jun-10 Sep-11 

TERM 3 & 4 REDEVELOPMENT - PFG 215,000 215,000 To be initiated Apr-12 Dec-15 

CONSTRUCT CENTRALIZED DE-ICING 
FACILITY - PFG 60,000 60,000 Cat Ex Approved Jan-11 Sep-12 

RELOCATE RSR BRIDGES J2&J8-PFG 24,000 24,000 To be initiated Jun-10 Jun-13 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls JFK 10/27/2011 



1.Airport: John F. Kennedy International 2.State: New Yodc 3.NPIAS No : 3-36-0066 4. LOCID: Jl -K 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
vear in orioritv order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 
5. Project Description & year (By funding 
vear in orioritv order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 

FY 2016 
LOI - DELAY REDUCTION PROJECTS, 
PAYMENT 8 7,000 2,333 9,333 Approved Oct-08 Dec-14 

Taxiway YA Extension, KA Holding Pad Cat Ex Approved Oct-08 May-09 

Extend Taxiway KK (TWs KC, KK, KC & 
K intersection, KD, K north) FONSI Apr-09 Dec-09 

Runway 31L Taxiway Access 
Improvements (East Apron, TWs JA, JB, 
Z north, J & Z intersection) FONSI Sep-10 Dec-11 

SW Quadrant Taxiway Improvements 
(West Apron, TWs PF, PE, PD bet TW 0 
&RW13R) FONSI Sep-10 Sep-11 

High Speed Exit Taxiways (MD & L) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 

Taxiway Fillet Improvements (PC, PA, 
MC. MB& M) FONSI Oct-09 May-10 

New Taxiway South of Runway 31L (East 
of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-11 Dec-11 

New Taxiway South of Runway 31L 
(West of Runway 4L) FONSI Jan-12 Dec-12 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 

REHAB RUNWAY 4R-22L 38,111 12,704 50,815 To be initiated Apr-16 Dec-16 

REPLACE 4RALS PIER 12,522 4,174 16,696 To be initiated Nov-14 Dec-17 

RW EMAS for the 13s 13,193 4,398 17,590 To be initiated Sep-15 Dec-17 

REHAB RW4L - PFC 150,000 150,000 To be initiated Jun-12 Dec-15 

REHAB TW P PLANNING - PFC 2,000 2,000 To be initiated Jun-10 Sep-11 

TERM 3 & 4 REDEVELOPMENT - PFC 215,000 215,000 To be initiated Apr-12 Dec-15 

CONSTRUCT CENTRALIZED DE-ICING 
FACILITY - PFC 60,000 60,000 Cat Ex Approved Jan-11 Sep-12 

RELOCATE RSR BRIDGES J2&J8-PFC 24,000 24,000 To be initiated Jun-10 Jun-13 

ACIP 2012-2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls JFK 10/27/2011 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in 
priority order) 

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

priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 
Total $ 

status Date 

FY 2012 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 

REHAB RUNWAY 13-31 & ASSOC WIWAYS 19,624 6,541 26,166 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 

REHAB TAXIWAYS A & B 5,128 1,709 
1 375 

6,838 
. -7,500 

To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-15 

TW B & BB PLANNING 
REHAB TWS R, S, P & G 

5,625 
4,699 1,566 6,265 To be initiated Nov-11 Dec-14 

RON PARKING & DEMO HANGAR 2 & 4 16,704 5,568 22,272 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-13 

REHAB STRUCTURAL ITEMS, RW DECK 
REHAB 4,662 1,554 6,216 To be initiated Jun-12 Dec-14 

TW PAVING & LIGHTING REHAB. - PHASE 1 6,385 2,128 8,513 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 

AIR TERMINAL HIGHWAY REHAB. - PHASE II 9,009 3,003 12,011 To be initiated Jun-11 Dec-16 

MODERNIZE AERO. INSTRUMENTS 3,861 1,287 5,148 To be initiated Jun-11 Dec-14 

ILS PIERS (Listed in 2011 in Cap. Plan) 3,823 1,274 5,098 To be initiated Jun-12 Dec-15 

REHAB OF DIKE WALL 2,564 855 3,419 To be initiated Apr-12 Mar-15 

REHAB EAST END ROAD PAVEMENT 758 253 1,010 To be initiated Dec-11 Oct-13 

CTB MODERNIZATION - ENG. PLANS & 
SPECS. - PFC 25,000 25,000 N/A Jan-13 Dec-18 

PIDS - PFC 28,000 28,000 Jan-05 Dec-12 

RW4&31 RSA PLANNING, ENG. & ENV. - PFC 24,000 24,000 Jan-12 Dec-13 

RW 31 RSA CONSTRUCTION - PFC 74,500 74,500 Jan-12 Jan-14 

DELAY REDUCTION - PFC 45,000 45,000|To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-14 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls LGA 10/27/2011 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1. Airport: LaGuardia 2. State: New York 3. NPIASNo.: 3-36-0068 4. LOCID: LC JA 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ 
Environmental: 

status Start Date 
Completion 

Date 5. Project Description Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 
Total $ 

Environmental: 
status Start Date 

Completion 
Date 

FY 2013 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 N/A Jan-11 Dec-11 

RW DECK STRUCTURAL REHAB STAGE III 7,781 2,594 10,374 To be initiated Apr-13 Dec-17 

REHAB OF RUNWAYDECK WEARING 
SURFACE, RW DECK REHAB ...3,263 1,088 4,351 To be initiated Dec-12 Dec-14 

TW PAVING & LIGHTING REHAB. - PHASE II 6,385 2,128 8,513 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 

REHAB RUNWAY DRIVE PAVEMENT (WEST 
END RDWY IMPROVE. In cap plan) 6,341 2,114 8,454 To be initiated Oct-12 Dec-15 

CTB MODERNIZATION - ENG. PLANS & 
SPECS. - PFC 25,000 25,000 N/A Jan-13 Dec-18 

PIDS - PFC 28,000 28,000 Jan-05 Dec-12 

RW4&31 RSA PLANNING, ENG. & ENV. - PFC 24,000 24,000 Jan-12 Dec-13 

RW 31 RSA CONSTRUCTION - PFC 74,500 74,500 Jan-12 Jan-14 

RW4 RSA CONSTRUCTION - PFC 74,500 74,500 Jan-13 Jan-15 

DELAY REDUCTION - PFC 45,000 45,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-14 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1. Airport: LaGuardia 2. State: New York 3. NPIASNo.: 3-36-0068 4. LOCID: LI 3A 

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

Environmental: 
status Start Date 

Completion 
Date 5. Project Description Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status Start Date 
Completion 

Date 

FY 2014 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 N/A Jan-11 Dec-11 

REHABILITATE TAXIWAY ZA 1,812 604 2,416 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-17 

REDEVELOP WEST END OF AIRPORT 138,890 46,297 185,187 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-20 

CTB MODERNIZATION - ENG. PLANS & 
SPECS. - PFC 25,000 25,000 N/A Jan-13 Dec-18 

PIDS - PFC 28,000 28,000 Jan-05 Dec-12 

RW4&31 RSA PLANNING, ENG. & ENV. - PFC 24,000 24,000 Jan-12 Dec-13 

RW 31 RSA CONSTRUCTION - PFC 74,500 74,500 Jan-12 Jan-14 

RW 4 RSA CONSTRUCTION - PFC 74,500 74,500 Jan-13 Jan-15 

DELAY REDUCTION - PFC 45,000 45,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-14 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls LGA 10/27/2011 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1. Airport: LaGuardia 2. State: Ne\w York 3. NPIASNo.: 3-36-0068 4. LOCID: L( 3A 

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

Environmental: 
status Start Date 

Completion 
Date 5. Project Description Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status Start Date 
Completion 

Date 

FY 2015 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 N/A Jan-11 Dec-11 

DE-ICING PRODUCT RECOVERY 3,708 1,236 4,944 To be initiated Dec-16 Dec-19 

SECURITY - PROTECTION OF TERM. BLDG. 
GLASS 10,629 3,543 14,172 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 

SECURITY-VEHICLE ALERT AT ACCESS RDS 4,690 1,563 6,253 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 

REPLACE BARRIERS AT NINE LOCATIONS ($0 
in incaps) not yet auttiorized 07/09/10 3,200 1,067 4,267 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 

CTB MODERNIZATION - ENG. PLANS & 
SPECS. - PFC 25,000 25,000 N/A Jan-13 Dec-18 

PIDS - PFC 28,000 28,000 Jan-05 Dec-12 

RW4 & 31 RSA PLANNING, ENG. & ENV. - PFC 24,000 24,000 Jan-12 Dec-13 

RW 31 RSA CONSTRUCTION - PFC 74,500 74,500 Jan-12 Jan-14 

RW4 RSA CONSTRUCTION - PFC 74,500 74,500 Jan-13 Jan-15 

DELAY REDUCTION - PFC 45,000 45,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-14 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1. Airport: LaGuardia 2. State: New York 3. NPIASNo.: 3-36-0068 4. LOCID: L( 3A 

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

Environmental: 
status Start Date 

Completion 
Date 5. Project Description Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status Start Date 
Completion 

Date 

FY 2016 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 N/A Jan-11 Dec-11 

DE-ICING PRODUCT RECOVERY 3,708 1,236 4,944 To be initiated Dec-16 Dec-19 

SECURITY - PROTECTION OF TERM. BLDG. 
GLASS 10,629 3,543 14,172 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 

SECURITY-VEHICLE ALERT AT ACCESS RDS 4,690 1,563 6,253 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 

REPLACE BARRIERS AT NINE LOCATIONS ($0 
in incaps) not yet authorized 07/09/10 3,200 1,067 4,267 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 

CTB MODERNIZATION - ENG. PLANS & 
SPECS. - PFC 25,000 25,000 N/A Jan-13 Dec-18 

PIDS - PFC 28,000 28,000 Jan-05 Dec-12 

RW4&31 RSA PLANNING, ENG. & ENV. - PFC 24,000 24,000 Jan-12 Dec-13 

RW 31 RSA CONSTRUCTION - PFC 74,500 74,500 Jan-12 Jan-14 

RW 4 RSA CONSTRUCTION - PFC 74,500 74,500 Jan-13 Jan-15 

DELAY REDUCTION - PFC 45,000 45,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-14 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls LGA 10/27/2011 



FedergI Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in 
priority order) 

Federal Funds State Fund Local Funds Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in 
priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

FY 2012 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 6,000 1,500 7,500 N/A Jan-10 Dec-13 

REHAB APRON off UA & UB 3,167 1,056 4,223 To be initiated Apr-13 Mar-14 

REHAB T/\XIWAY A From RC to RF 3,576 1,192 4,767 To be initiated Jamil Dec-14 

RHHABILITATETAXIWAY P (from N to K) 4,622 1,541 6,162 To be initiated Mar-13 Nov-13 

REHAB TWs D, B (from RA to R) & PA 5,071 1,690 6,761 To be initiated Mar-12 Mar-14 

REHAB TW Y FROM RM TO S - RFC 6,750 2,250 9,000 To be initiated Mar-12 Mar-14 

REHAB TWZ FROM RM EDGE TO UA - PEG 3,000 1,000 4,000 To be initiated Mar-12 Mar-14 

INSTALL FIBER OPTIC INFRASTRUCTURE 630 210 840 To be initiated May-11 May-12 

SECURITY-SUBSTATION ENHANCEMENT 5,184 1,728 6,912 To be initiated Apr-10 Apr-12 

SECURITY-PHYSICAL ENHANCEMENT OF AOA 
PERIMETER f$1900 2010-2019) 9,770 3,257 13,027 To be initiated Mar-07 Dec 12 

DELAY REDUCTION ENVIR & BCA - PFC 5,000 5,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 

DELAY REDUCTION - PHASE II - PFC 61,000 61,000 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-15 

REHAB RW4R-22L - PFC 46,250 46,250 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 

TAXIWAY P REHAB WITH HI-SPEED TWS - PFC 27,500 27,500 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-15 

REHAB 4L-22R - PFC 46,250 46,250 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-14 

IMPROVE 11-29 RSA & RELOCATION OF 
BREWSTER ROAD - PFC 25,000 25,000 

Cat Ex 
Approved-RW 
11EMAS & RW 
29 EMAS Jun-12 Jun-16 

CHRP -PFC 28,000 28,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Jan-16 

ELECTRICAL DISTRIBUTION - PHASE 1 - PFC 21,000 21,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 

4TH ELECTRICAL SUBSTATION TERM B - PFC 21,000 21,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 

SECURITY-PERIMETER (PIDS) - PFC 30,000 30,000 Approved Jan 09 Jan-12 

TERM. A MODERNIZATION & EXPANSION -
PLANNING - PFC 30,000 30,000 To be initiated Nov-09 Dec-14 

VERTICAL CIRCULATION IMPROVE. IN 
TERMINAL A - PLANNING - PFC 29,000 29,000 Approved Jan-07 Dec-11 

UPGRADE NAVIGATIONAL AIDS R/W4L, 22R & 
22L - PFC 18,000 18,000 Approved Jun-10 Dec-11 

MODERNIZATION OF TERM. B - AMENDED PFC 30,500 30,500 Initiated Jan 06 Dec-12 

BOLLARDS - TENANT TERMINAL (A & C) 37,400 37,400 Initiated Apr-08 Dec-14 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls EWR 10/27/2011 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description & year (By funding year In 
priority order) 

Federal Funds State Fund Local Funds Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year (By funding year In 
priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

FY 2013 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 5,467 1,367 6,834 N/A Jan 09 Dec-13 

REHAB TW Y (from RM to S) , 4,051 1,350 5,401 To be Initiated Mar--.14 Aprils 

DELAY REDUCTION ENVIR & BOA - PFC 5,000 5,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 

DELAY REDUCTION - PHASE II - PFC 61,000 61,000 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-15 

REHAB RW4R-22L- PFC 46,250 46,250 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 

TAXIWAY P REHAB WITH HI-SPEED TWS - PFC 27,500 27,500 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-15 

REHAB 4L-22R - PFC 46,250 46,250 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-14 

IMPROVE 11-29 RSA & RELOCATION OF 
BREWSTER ROAD - PFC 25,000 25,000 

Cat Ex 
Approved-RW 
11 EMAS&RW 
29 EMAS Jun-12 Jun-16 

CHRP-PFC 28,000 28,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Jan-16 

ELECTRICAL DISTRIBUTION - PHASE 1 - PFC 21,000 21,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 

4TH ELECTRICAL SUBSTATION TERM B - PFC 21,000 21,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 

SECURITY-PERIMETER (PIDS) - PFC 30,000 30,000 Approved Jan 09 Jan-12 

TERM. A MODERNIZATION & EXPANSION -
PLANNING - PFC 30,000 30,000 To be initiated Nov-09 Dec-14 

VERTICAL CIRCULATION IMPROVE. IN 
TERMINAL A - PLANNING - PFC 29,000 29,000 Approved Jan 07 Dec-11 

UPGRADE NAVIGATIONAL AIDS RWV4L, 22R & 
22L - PFC 18,000 18,000 Approved Jun-10 Dec-11 

MODERNIZATION OF TERM. B - AMENDED PFC 30,500 30,500 Initiated Jan 06 Dec-12 

BOLLARDS - TENANT TERMINAL (A & C) 37,400 37,400 Initiated Apr-08 Dec-14 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls EWR 10/27/2011 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in 
priority order) 

Federal Funds State Fund Local Funds Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in 
priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

FY 2014 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 N/A Jan-09 Dec-13 

REHAB TW Z (From RW to UA) 1,276 425 1,701 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-15 

INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM 7,020 2,340 9,360 Tn be initiated Aua-14 Jun-17 

DELAY REDUCTION ENVIR & BOA - PFC 5,000 5,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 

DELAY REDUCTION - PHASE II - PFC 61,000 61,000 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-15 

REHAB RW4R-22L - PFC 46,250 46,250 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 

T/VdWAY P REHAB WITH HI-SPEED TWS - PFC 27,500 27,500 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-15 

REHAB 4L-22R - PFC 46,250 46,250 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-14 

IMPROVE 11-29 RSA & RELOCATION OF 25,000 25,000 Cat Ex Jun-12 Jun-16 

CHRP-PFC 28,000 28,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Jan-16 

ELECTRICAL DISTRIBUTION - PHASE 1 - PFC 21,000 21,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 

4TH ELECTRICAL SUBSTATION TERM B - PFC 21,000 21,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 

SECURITY-PERIMETER (PIDS) - PFC 30,000 30,000 Approved Jan-09 Jan-12 

TERM. A MODERNIZATION & EXPANSION -
PLANNING - PFC 30,000 30,000 To be initiated Nov-09 Dec-14 

VERTICAL CIRCULATION IMPROVE. IN 
TERMINAL A - PLANNING - PFC 29,000 29,000 Approved Jan 07 Dec-11 

UPGRADE NAVIGATIONAL AIDS R/W4L, 22R & 
22L - PFC 18,000 18,000 Approved Jun-10 Dec-11 

MODERNIZATION OF TERM. B - AMENDED PFC 30,500 30,500 Initiated Jan-06 Dec-12 

BOLLARDS - TENANT TERMINAL (A & C) 37,400 37,400 Initiated Apr-08 Dec-14 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls EWR 10/27/2011 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in 
priority order) 

Federal Funds State Fund Local Funds Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in 
priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Ottier 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

FY 2015 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 N/A Jan 09 Dec-13 

SECURITY - GUARD POST TECH. 
ENHANCEMENTS 2,115 705 2,820 To be initiated Jan-17 . Dec-17 

SECURITY - PROTECTION OF TERM. BLDG. 
GLASS 10,260 3,420 13,680 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 

SECURITY-MONITOR VEHICLE ALERT AT 
ROADWAYS & FRONTAGES 3,627 1,209 4,836 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 

SECURITY-FUEL FARM PERIMETER 
STRENGTHENING 2,295 765 3,060 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 

DELAY REDUCTION ENVIR & BCA - RFC 5,000 5,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 

DELAY REDUCTION - PHASE II - PFC 61,000 61,000 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-15 

REHAB RW4R-22L-PFC 46,250 46,250 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 

TAXIWAY P REHAB WITH HI-SPEED TWS - PFC 27,500 27,500 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-15 

REHAB 4L-22R - PFC 46,250 46,250 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-14 

IMPROVE 11-29 RSA & RELOCATION OF 25,000 25,000 Cat Ex Jun-12 Jun-16 

CHRP -PFC 28,000 28,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Jan-16 

ELECTRICAL DISTRIBUTION - PHASE 1 - PFC 21,000 21,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 

4TH ELECTRICAL SUBSTATION TERM B - PFC 21,000 21,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 

SECURITY-PERIMETER (PIDS) - PFC 30,000 30,000 Approved Jan 09 Jan-12 

TERM. A MODERNIZATION & EXPANSION -
PLANNING - PFC 30,000 30,000 To be initiated Nov-09 Dec-14 

VERTICAL CIRCULATION IMPROVE. IN 
TERMINAL A - PLANNING - PFC 29,000 29,000 Approved Jan-07 Dec-11 

UPGRADE NAVIGATIONAL AIDS R/W4L. 22R & 
22L - PFC 18,000 18,000 Approved Jun-10 Dec-11 

MODERNIZATION OF TERM. B - AMENDED PFC 30,500 30,500 initiated Jan-06 Dec-12 

BOLLARDS - TENANT TERMINAL (A & C) 37,400 37,400 Initiated Apr-08 Dec-14 

1 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls EWR 10/27/2011 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

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

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in 
priority order) 

Federal Funds State Fund Local Funds Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year (By funding year in 
priority order) Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start 
Date 

Completion 
Date 

FY 2016 
SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 0 0 0 N/A Jan 09 Dec-13 

SECURITY - GUARD POST TECH. 
ENHANCEMENTS . . 2,115 705 2.820 To be initiated,-. J.anr-17. _. Dec-17 

SECURITY - PROTECTION OF TERM. BLDG. 
GLASS 10,260 3,420 13,680 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 

SECURITY-MONITOR VEHICLE ALERT AT 
ROADWAYS & FRONTAGES 3,627 1,209 4,836 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 

SECURITY-FUEL FARM PERIMETER 
STRENGTHENING 2,295 765 3,060 To be initiated Jan-17 Dec-17 

DELAY REDUCTION ENVIR & BOA - PFC 5,000 5,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 

DELAY REDUCTION - PHASE II - PFC 61,000 61,000 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-15 

REHAB RW4R-22L-PFC 46,250 46,250 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 

TAXIWAY P REHAB WITH HI-SPEED TWS - PFC 27,500 27,500 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-15 

REHAB 4L-22R - PFC 46,250 46,250 To be initiated Jan-13 Dec-14 

IMPROVE 11-29 RSA & RELOCATION OF 25,000 25,000 Cat Ex Jun-12 Jun-16 

CHRP -PFC 28,000 28,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Jan-16 

ELECTRICAL DISTRIBUTION - PHASE 1 - PFC 21,000 21,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 

4TH ELECTRICAL SUBSTATION TERM B - PFC 21,000 21,000 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-16 

SECURITY-PERIMETER (PIDS) - PFC 30,000 30,000 Approved Jan-09 Jan-12 

TERM. A MODERNIZATION & EXPANSION -
PLANNING - PFC 30,000 30,000 To be initiated Nov-09 Dec-14 

VERTICAL CIRCULATION IMPROVE. IN 
TERMINAL A - PLANNING - PFC 29,000 29,000 Approved Jan-07 Dec-11 

UPGRADE NAVIGATIONAL AIDS R/W 4L. 22R & 
22L - PFC 18,000 18,000 Approved Jun-10 Dec-11 

MODERNIZATION OF TERM. B - AMENDED PFC 30,500 30,500 Initiated Jan-06 Dec-12 

BOLLARDS - TENANT TERMINAL (A & C) 37,400 37,400 Initiated Apr-08 Dec-14 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls EWR 10/27/2011 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1 Airport: Stewart International 2.State: New York 3.NPIAS No.: 3-36-0085 4. LOCID: S iWF 

5. Project Description & year (By funding Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary MAP PFC Other 
Total $ 

Environmental: 
status 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

FY 2012 
RECONSTRUCTION OF RUNWAY 9-27, 
PHASE II 12,173 641 12,814 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-14 

RUNWAY INCURSION MITIGATION 
FROM TW A TO BLDG 2290 3,325 175 3,500 To be initiated May-11 Dec-13 

TAXIWAY C OBJECT FREE AREA 2,660 140 2,800 To be initiated Ju!-11 Dec-12 

TERMINAL EXPANSION (FIS), STAGE 1 -
PLANNING 2,090 110 2,200 To be initiated Jan-10 Dec-11 

APPROACH LIGHTING, FIXTURES & 
CABLES (D & B) 2,253 119 2,371 Cat Ex Approved Jun-09 Nov-10 

RUNWAY WEATHER INFORMATION 
SYSTEM 561 30 590 To be initiated Feb-11 Dec-11 

SNOW REMOVAL & SAFETY 
EQUIPMENT PROCUREMENT - PFC 5,802 5,802 To be initiated Feb-09 Dec-11 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1 Airport: Stewart International 2.State: New York 3.NPIAS No.: 3-36-0085 4. LOCID: 5 ;WF 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 
5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary MAP PFC Other 

Total $ 
Environmental: 

status 
Start Date Completion 

Date 

FY 2013 
RECONSTRUCTION OF RUNWAY 9-27, 
PHASE III 12,173 641 12,814 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-14 

TAXIWAY C REHAB 6,299 332 6,630 To be initiated Jul-13 Oct-15 

REHAB PORTION OF TAXIWAY A 9,310 490 9,800 To be initiated Dec-12 Nov-13 

REHAB TAXIWAY B 3,444 181 3,625 To be initiated May-12 Dec-13 

RUNWAY INCURSION MITIGATION 
FROM BLDG 2290 TO N/E FUEL FARM 9,595 505 10,100 To be initiated Aug-12 Dec-13 

TERMINAL EXPANSION (FIS), STAGE 1 -
CONSTRUCTION 7,695 405 8,100 To be initiated Mar-12 Jun-13 

REHAB TAXIWAY F 3,129 165 3,294 To be initiated Jan-12 Dec-13 

TERMINAL GLYCOL RECOVERY 
SYSTEM 1,520 80 1,600 To be initiated Jun-12 Nov-13 

REPLACEMENT OF AIRFIELD SIGNS 3,135 165 3,300 To be initiated Feb-12 Dec-13 

REHAB OF RAMP DE-ICING PAD 1,425 75 1,500 To be initiated Apr-12 Nov-13 

MILL & OVERLAY TAXIWAY M 1,043 55 1,098 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-12 

INSTALL FILLETS AT TWS M&N 1,171 62 1,233 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-12 

REHABILITATE TAXIWAY EDGE 
LIGHTING - PHASE III 3,341 0 176 3,517 Cat Ex Approved Jul-09 Jun-11 

RECONSTRUCTION OF RUNWAY 9-27, 
PHASE 1 12,173 641 12,814 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-14 

ACIP 2012 - 2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls SWF 10/27/2011 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1 Airport: Stewart International 2.State: New Yorit 3.NPIAS No.: 3-36-0085 4. LOCID: £ !WF 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ 

Environmental: 
status 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary MAP 

PFC Other 
Total $ 

Environmental: 
status 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

FY 2014 
RECONSTRUCTION OF RUNWAY 9-27, 
PHASE IV 12,173 641 12,814 To be initiated Jan-11 Dec-14 

SOUTH RAMP PAVEMENT 
REPLACEMENT - PHASE 1 
REHAB TAXIWAY L 

3,149 
2,618 

• ... . . ... .166 
138 

3,.?J.5 
2,756 

To be initiated 
To be initiated 

Mar-14 
Jan-14 

.. Dec-14 
Dec-15 

MILL & OVERLAY TAXIWAY A 16,914 890 17,804 To be initiated Jan-14 Dec-15 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1 Airport: Stewart International 2.State: New York 3.NPIAS No.: : 3-36-0085 4. LOCID: ; SWF 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total $ 

Environmental: 
status 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary MAP 

PFC Other 
Total $ 

Environmental: 
status 

Start Date Completion 
Date 

FY 2015 
REHAB R/W 16-34 EDGE LIGHTING 
REMOVAL OF TOWER HILL 

4,921 
114,000 

259 
6,000 

5,180 
120,000 

To be initiated 
To be initiated 

May-19 
Nov-21 

Nov-20 
Dec-25 

Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1 Airport: Stewart International 2.State: New York 3.NPIAS No.: 3-36-0085 4. LOCID: £ iWF 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) 

Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total $ 
Environmental: Start Date Completion 

5. Project Description & year (By funding 
year in priority order) Sponsor Discretionary MAP PFC Other 

Total $ 
status Date 

FY 2016 
REHAB FWV 16-34 EDGE LIGHTING 4,921 259 5,180 To be initiated May-19 Nov-20 

REMOVAL OF TOWER HILL 114,000 6,000 120,000 To be initiated Nov-21 Dec-25 

ACIP 2012-2016 FAA Sent 111014_PFC Updated.xls SWF 10/27/2011 



Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY& NJ 

Exhibit D 

Alternative Uses/Projects 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports Exhibit D - Alternative Uses/Projects 





Passenger Facility Charge Application TOE PORT AUTOORmr OF NY & NJ 

Alternative Uses/Projects 

This draft application contains both "Impose and Use" and "Impose Only" projects. Projects with a request to "Impose 
and Use" PFC funds do not require the identification of Alternative Use projects. However, projects that are "Impose 
Only" require the identification of alternative use projects in the event that any or all of the "Impose Only" projects 
contained in the application are ultimately abandoned or disapproved. 

The Port Authority identified potential projects that may be used as Alternative projects if needed. The table below 
includes the potential Alternative Use projects considered for this application. 

Airport Project Code Project Description 
Estimated Cost 

(in $000s) 

LGA CA02-197 TAXIWAY REHABILITATION 9,999 

LGA ' CAd2-226" MODERNIZE AERONAUTICAL INSTRUMENTS PH 1 6,258 

TGA" CA02-34b RUNWAY DECK STRUCTURAL REHAB PHASE III 15,748 

" LGA CA0?'-365 CENTRAL ELECTRICAL SUBSTATION 84,000 

LGA CA02-428 INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM MASTER PLAN 28,674 

CA02-431 AIR TERMINAL HIGHWAY REHAB - PHASE II 20,001 

LGA CA02-432 REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY PAVEMENT & LIGHTING 20,001 

LGA CA02-430 REHABILITATION OF RUNWAY DECKS 35,509 

LGA CA02-401 REHABILITATION OF RUNWAY 13-31 AND ASSOCIATED TAXIWAYS 35,324 

LGA CA02-X02 TAXIWAY MODIFICATIONS (A, B & RVSR BETWEEN D&L) 194,118 

LGA CA02-386 CONSOLIDATED RECEIVING WAREHOUSE DISTRIBUTION CENTER 15,173 

LGA CA02-413 SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS 1,465 

JFK CA03-543 T/W"W"(N 0FR/W13L) 6,004 

JFK CA03-X16 WATER SYSTEM REPLACEMENTS 10,000 

JFK 
------ — -

CENTRAL SUB UNITS E&F 10,000 

JFK CA03-XX6 BERGEN SUBSTATION 30,000 

"TFK CA03-XX7 FARMERS SUBSTATION 20,000 

JFK CA03-027 REHAB TAXIWAY C (Not on PC list) 19,135 

JFK CA03-519 AERONAUTICAL PAVEMENT REHAB 2013-2016 33,273 

JFK CA03-582 REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY G (R/W 4L TO T/W Y) 10,000 

JFK CA03-172 REHABILITATION OF T/W P 38,801 

JFK CA03-529 REHAB TAXIWAY'S 0 23,275 

JFK CA03-599 REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY OA (R/W 13L-31R TO END) 5,956 

JFK CA03-583 REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY QG 4,982 

JFK" CAOo-584 REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY Z & PORTIONS OF F, H, G, J 22,851 

JFK CA03-602 REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY FB 11,432 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Exhibit D-Alternative Uses/Projects 



Passenger Facility Charge Application TOE PORT AUTOORfTY OF NY 6. NJ 

Airport Project Code Project Description 
Estimated Cost 

(in $000s) 

JFK CA03-614 REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY B (T/W N - T/W TB) 53,863 

JFK CA03-600 REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY CB (R/W 13L-31R TO NORTH END) 6,191 

JFK CA03-595 DELAY REDUCTION INITIATIVES (FILLETS & SMGCS) 24,912 

JFK CA03-601 REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY CE (T/W C TO LEASE LINE) 5,979 

JFK CA03-615 REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY FA 10,531 

JFK CA03-207 REHABILITATION OF BULK FUEL FARM ROADWAY 12,123 

JFK CA03-234 REHABILITATION OF CARGO PLAZA ROAD 3,709 

GA04-041 SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING PHASE III 27,720 

EWR CA04-X15 REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY S (FROM RF TO Y) & A 4,100 

EWR CA04-466 INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM 10,763 

EWR CA04-521 REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY "Y" (FROM RM TO S) 7,292 

EWR CA04-523 REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY "A" (FROM RC TO RF) 6,436 

EWR CA04-524 REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY "Z" (FROM R/W EDGE TO UA) 2,296 

"EWR " CA04-526 EWR - AOA NEXTGEN PROGRAM 9,500 

EWR CA04-528 REPLACEMENT OF NORTH ELECTRICAL SUBSTATION AT CHRP -
BUILDING 46 

14,808 

EWR CA04-X17 REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAYS B & R (FROM E TO Y) 8,950 

EWR CA04-X18 REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY Z FROM, T/W P TO R/W 29 END 3,500 

TOTAL $ 924,652 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Exhibit D-Alternative Uses/Projects 



Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AUTMORfTV OF NY&NJ 

Exhibit E 

Draft Application 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports Exhibit E - Draft Application 





Pgssenger Facility Charge Application THE POBTAtJTHORfrY OF NY & NJ 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

LAGUARPIA AIRPORT 

SECTION 1 - Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Planning, Environmental, & Engineering 

(CA02-417) 

SECTION 2 - Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Construction (CA02-417) 

JOHN F. KENNEDY INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

SECTION 1 - Rehabilitation of Runway 4L-22R (CA03-168) 

SECTION 2 - Taxiway P Rehabilitation Planning and Engineering (CA03-172) 

SECTION 3 - Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment & Capacity Improvements Project 

(CA03-591) 

NEWARK LIBERTY INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

SECTION 1 - Delay Reduction Phase II - Planning and Engineering (CA04-569) 

SECTION 2 - Delay Reduction Phase II - Construction {CA04-580/581) 

SECTION 3 - Runway 4R-22L Rehabilitation (CA04-454) 

SECTION 4 - Taxiway P Rehabilitation including High-Speed Taxiways 

{CA04-525/522) 

SECTION 5 - Runway 4L-22R Rehabilitation (CA04-455) 

SECTION 6 - Runway 11 RSA & Relocation of Brewster Road (CA04-512) 

SECTION 7 - Electrical Distribution & Substation Improvements (CA04-528/579/539) 

PFC PLANNING AND PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION 

SECTION 1 - PFC Planning and Program Administration 

LGA, JFK, EWR, and SWF Airports Exhibit E -Table of Contents 



Passenger Facility Charge Application THE POHTAlfTHORrrV OF NY & NJ 

AMENDMENTS 

LAGUARDIA AIRPORT 

Section 1 - Perimeter Intrusion Detection System (PIDS) - Amended (CA02-231) 

LGA, JFK, EWR, and SWF Airports Exhibit E -Table of Contents 



Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORTAWWORfrY OF NY&NJ 

LAGUARDIA AIRPORT 
TABLE OF CONTENTS 

LAGUARDIA AIRPORT 

SECTION 1 - Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Planning, Environmental, & Engineering 
(CA02-417) 

SECTION 2 - Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Construction (CA02-417) 

LaGuardia Airport Exhibit E —Table of Contents 





Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AinKORrrV OF NY & NJ 

SECTION 1 

LGA Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Planning, Environmental and Engineering 
(CA02-417) 

LaGuardia Airport Exhibit E - LGA Runways 4 and 31 RSA Planning, Environmental and 
Engineering (CA02-417) 





PFC APPLICATION NUMBER: 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: EGA R22way 4 a2d Raaway 31 Raaway Safety Area (RSA) 
Pla22i2g, Enviro22ie2tal aad Eagiaeeriag (CA02-417) 

2. Project Number: CA02-417 

3. Use Airport of Project: LaGaardia Airport (EGA), New York, New York 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 , [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $ 22,800,000 
Bond ^Financing & Interest: $ 1,200,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 24,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP Funds: N/A 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ 0 Discretionary $ 0 Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

Other Funds: 
State Grants $ N/A 
Local Funds $ N/A 

Revised 8/31/2010 



Other (please specify) $ N/A 

Subtotal Other Funds: $ N/A 

Total Project Cost: $ 24,000,000 

For FAA Use 
a. Does the project include a proposed LOI?! 
[ ] YES . 
[ ] Nd A 
If YES, does the Region support? 
[ ]YES 
[ ] NO: , 
If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

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

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

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50:^ 
Is there an expectation that A IP fundmg will be available to pay the project costs.; 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO , _ . 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded through AIP?j 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding; 

e. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of$4.00, 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside 
needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, and ajrcraft gates; 
[ ] YES ' 
[ ] NO , 
[ ] N/A 
List the sourc e(s) of data used to make this finding. 

f Reasonableness of cost; 
Project Total.Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysis 

Revised 8/31/2010 
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This overall cost breakdown of the elements contained in this project includes the 
following and addresses planning, engineering and environmental for both runway 
ends: 

R/W4-22 R/W 13-31 TOTAL 
• Conceptual Design and Alternatives 

Analysis 
$ 2,250,000 S 2,250,000 S 4,500,000 

• Planning and Phasing S 2,250,000 $ 2,250,000 $ 4,500,000 
• Final Design and Engineering S 2,250,000 $ 2,250,000 $ 4,500,000 
• Environmental Documentation Permitting S 5,000,000 $ 5,000,000 $ 10,000,000 
• Financial Analysis S 250,000 S 250,000 $ 500,000 

TOTAL $ 24,000,000 

With the environmental documentation complete, the Port Authority will develop 
plans and specifications to support construction of the approved RSA alternative. 
As needed and as defined by the approved alternative, the plans and specifications 
will include designs for pilings and/or fill, deek extensions as needed, EMAS beds, as 
needed, pavement cross-sections, utilities (electrical, communications, drainage, 
etc.), marking, lighting, and signage. The construction of the RSAs will be 
completed as a separate project that is also included in this applieation: LGA 
Runway 4 and Runway 31 Runway Safety Area Construction (CA02-417). 

Due to the complexity of this project, the Port Authority will complete the planning, 
environmental and engineering tasks for this project in close coordination with the 
FAA. 

If applicable for terminal projects 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of titket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Revised 8/31/2010 



Termin9l 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 
[X] N/A 

FOR FAA USE ^ 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description^ l^clude^ourcej:itatjori^if clari^ftcaftqii 
information is not from P PC application J 

If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requirements will be met, or should the project be disapprqy^ed. 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket count^sj 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has_been 
completed.; 

Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate^ 
provision for financing the ^side need^f the airport, jncludingju^ 
aprons, and aircraft gates. 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 
[ ] N/A 

9. Significant Contribution: 
LaGuardia Airport has two runways and four terminals, with a total of 74 gates. 
Although the Airport only has two short and intersecting runways, its operational 
activity is similar to surrounding, larger airports. In 2010, 23.9 million passengers 
used the Airport, an 8.3 percent increase from the previous year. The Airport 
experienced 361,616 aircraft movements in 2010, an approximate 2 percent growth 
from the previous year. This growth is forecasted to continue. According to the Port 
Authority's 2011-2020 Long-Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), LGA passenger 
usage is forecasted to increase an average 2.3 percent annually. In addition to its 
regional significance. Airports Council International (ACI) ranked LGA as #20 
nationwide and #55 worldwide for total passengers in 2010. Operations were almost 
entirely from commercial aviation, with slightly less than 1 percent from general 
aviation. 

This project would advance planning and design, and perform environmental 
analysis for runway safety areas that would conform to FAA Standards. After 
NEPA compliance is addressed, the Port Authority would prepare construction 
documents and specifications for the bid and award of contracts for the construction 

Revised 8/31/2010 



of the RSAs. Failure to comply with the FAA standards could result in measures 
that could result in reduced capacity and further increased delays at the airport. 

In addition, the FAA requires that the Port Authority abide by explicit AIP and 
PFC assurances. Among compliance with relevant federal, state, and local 
regulations, AIP Grant and PFC Assurances require that Airport sponsors (the Port 
Authority) comply with FAA airport design, construction standards and 
specifications contained in Advisory Circulars current on the date of project 
approval in; order to be awarded AIP Grants and collect PFC funds. Failure to 
comply with AIP Grant and PFC Assurances could hinder the Port Authority's 
ability to fund capital projects. 

FOR FAA USE 
i _ Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain)' 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date _ 
, Air security. Part 107 [ ] I^rt [08 [ ] Other (explajn) 

i 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 LDN [ ] Other (explain) 

^ Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules] 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

How does this project address the deficiency sited byjhe pub lic agencyj 

if competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA' s analysis of any barrie^rsjq 
competition at the airport. 

10. Project Objective: 
The objective of this project is to complete the planning, design engineering, and 
environmental review for the construction of the RSAs of LGA's Runway 4 and 
Runway 31, in compliance with FAA standards. 

FOR FAA USE; 
! Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
; Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
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Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Furnish opportunity for e^nhanced competition between or among air carriers at the 

hirport ^ 
Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
Project does not rneet any PFC objectives (explain) 

Finding 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of dait^used to make this finding if it is not a part 
of the PFC appl icat ion J 

Address ade^juacy of issues: 

11. Project Justification: 
This project includes the planning, engineering design, and environmental 
compliance documentation required to enhance the RSAs on the departure ends of 
Runway 4 and Runway 31 for compliance with FAA standards. 

During the planning phase, design alternatives will be explored that will enhance the 
existing RSAs to achieve conformance with current FAA standards. A full-range of 
alternatives will be considered in the planning and environmental analysis. This 
project will require the FAA to approve a change to LGA's Airport Layout Plan 
(ALP) and is therefore a federal action, which requires compliance with the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA). Based on the planning analysis 
findings, the Port Authority will initiate the environmental analysis in order to 
comply with NEPA requirements. An Environmental Assessment or an 
Environmental Impact Statement may be required to be completed and submitted 
to the FAA for determination. 

When the environmental documentation completed and approved by the FAA, the 
Port Authority will develop plans and specifications to support construction of the 
approved RSA alternative. 

FOR FAA USE 
Define how the project accomplishes PFC Objective(s)| 

Explain how project is cost-effectiyg^ornpared to othei^reasonable and timely means to, 
accomplish this objective(s) 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the^ 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition^ 
benefits attributable to the project^ Include citationjor any documents that are not a part 
of this PFC application.; 

Tf analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding.; 
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Discuss any non-economical benefits which are not captured above^ 

Project Eligibility: 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below^ 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 oi] 

PGL ); ; ; ' ^ , 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 510038_ or PGL 
: );L L _ ', , 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505;; 
[ ] Noise dompatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. 
[ ] Projectiapproved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan; 
Title and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local study. 
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 4^0117(a)(3)(F) (^j^^er 

percentage of annual boardings ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter ; 
[ ] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain)] 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this Ending J 

Are any work elements or portions of the oy^ll projecUneligibje^J^oyi^ assocjated 
costs. 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): 

For FAA Use 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, wUl the project begin within 2 years of PFC; 
application Due^ate (12CFday)'^ 
[ ] Yes "r 
[jJNp; , 

For Impose Only project, will the project begin within 5 years of the charge effective date; 
or PFC application Due date, vvhichever is first^ 
[ ] Yes ; 
[ ] No 

Is this project dependent upon another action to occur before its implementation^ 
completion. Explain; 
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13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 

For FAA Use 
Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date,' 
whichever [s sooner. 
[ ] Yef T ' 
L J N^ : 

Which actions are needed before the use application can be submitted? What is the 
estirnated schedule for each acjion? 

14. Project requesting RFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
AlP funding. 
[ ] YES 
[X] NO 

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

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: N/A 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: N/A 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Use ^ 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the pubfi^ 
Provide citations for any documents not included in the RFC application that are relied on 
by the FAA kr its analysis.; 
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If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (If 
the comnienvs from the consultation are repeated, state that.) 

ADO/RO Recommendation: 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RO 
use comparable project^o make this finding? If so, list projects. 

If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identi^ 
eligible and ineligible costs. Summarize ineljgiye costs. 

Is the duration of collection adequate for the amount requested? 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION; 
[ ] Approve. 

[ I Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination. 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to d,eterminatiom 

Application Reviewed by: 

; Name Routmg Symbol Date 
Item(s) reviewed. 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
Item(s) reviewed 
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THEPtRTAimiOlinYOF NY&NJ 

CA02-417 

LaGugrdig Airport 

Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Planning, Environmental, & Engineering 





Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORTAUTMORrTY OF NY & NJ 

SECTION 2 

LGA Runway 4 and Runway 31 RSA Construction 

(CA02-417) 

LaGuardia Airport Exhibit E - LGA Runways 4 and 31 RSA Construction (CA02-417) 





PFC APPLICATION 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: EGA R99W9y 4 99d R99W9y 31 RSA Co9str9ctio9 (CA02-417) 

2. Project Number: CA02-417 

3. Use Airport of Project: LaG9ardia Airport (EGA), New York, New York 

4. Project Type 
[X] impose Only: 
[ ] Concurrent: 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: S 141,550,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 7,450,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 149,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIR Funds: N/A 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AlP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AlP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ 0 Discretionary $ 0 Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AlP Funds: $ 0 

Other Funds: 
State Grants $ N/A 
Local Funds ^ N/A 
Other (please specify) $ N/A 
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7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 

If proposed A IP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use ^ _ 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional^ 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duratjon 
of collection required if PFC s are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any^ 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency qbtajnmg the 
funding it proposes. 

8. Project Description: 
The FAA requires commercial service airports to maintain Runway Safety Areas 
(RSA) at each runway end to provide a measure of safety in the event an aircraft 
overruns (lands long) or undershoots (lands short) the runway. RSAs must comply 
with specific FAA dimensional and performance standards as regulated under 
14 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 139, Certification of Airports. In 
November 2005, Congress mandated that RSAs at all commercial service airports 
be FAA compliant by 2015. 

This project will fund the construction of FAA compliant RSAs for the departure 
end of Runway 4 and the departure end of Runway 31. The final designs of the 
RSAs will depend on the results of the planning, engineering, and environmental 
efforts described in the project titled: LGA Runways 4 and 31 RSA Planning, 
Environmental and Engineering, contained in this application. Implementation of 
this project is dependent on upon completion of that planning, environmental, and 
engineering project. 

Construction plans detailing the RSA project design have not yet been developed. 
However, for estimating purposes, it is assumed that the project may include the 
construction of an Engineered Materials Arresting System (EMAS) beds at the 
runway ends. The installation of EMAS beds allow for a reduced length RSA that 
would still meet FAA design criteria. Along with the RSA construction and 
consideration of EMAS, designs may also include alterations to the runway deck, 
shifting of the runway, relocation of Restricted Service Roads, and modifications to 
the lighting, signage, marking and storm drainage systems for both RSAs. 

If applicable for terminal projects: 
Prior to implementation of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of beiggage facilities: N/A 
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At completion of this project, 
Number of ticket counters; N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change clue to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[ ]N0 
[X] N/A 

FORFAA USE 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description, include source citation if clarification 
information is not from PFC application. 

if project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing^ 
runway, havd the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas beeii 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is thereji 
likelihood jhe requirements will be met, or should the project be disapprovedj 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters,' 
gates, and ^ggage fagilities^for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been 
completed. 

irerminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequ^ 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including runways, taxiwaysj 
aprons, an^ajrcraft gates: 
[ ] YES' 
[ ] NO 
L] N/A 

9. Significant Contribution: 
LaGuardia Airport has two runways and four terminals, with a total of 74 gates. 
Although the Airport only has two short, intersecting runways, its operational 
activity is similar to surrounding, larger airports. In 2010, 23.9 million passengers 
used the Airport, an 8.3 percent increase from the previous year. The Airport 
experienced; 361,616 aircraft movements in 2010, an approximate 2 percent growth 
from the previous year and this similar growth rate is forecasted to continue. 
According to the Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-Range Forecast (Moderate 
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Scenario), LGA p9ssenger usage is forecasted to increase an average 2.3 percent 
annually. In addition to its regional significance, the Airports Council International 
(ACI) ranked LGA as #20 nationwide and #55 worldwide for total passengers in 
2010. Operations at LGA are almost entirely from commercial aviation, with 
slightly less than I percent from general aviation. 

This project will bring the RSAs for Runway 4 and Runway 31 into compliance with 
FAA RSA standards, and will ultimately serve to comply with the congressional 
mandate to have standard RSAs by 2015. Failure to comply with the FAA mandate 
by 2015 could result in the FAA imposing other operational restrictions at LGA that 
could result in capacity reductions on air carrier activities and further contribute to 
airport delays. 

In addition, the FAA requires that the Port Authority abide by explicit AlP and 
PFC assurances. Among compliance with relevant federal, state, and local 
regulations, AlP Grant and PFC Assurances require that Airport sponsors (the Port 
Authority) comply with FAA airport design, construction standards and 
specifications contained in advisory circulars current on the date of project 
approval in order to he awarded AlP Grants and collect PFC funds. Failure to 
comply with AlP Grant and PFC Assurances could hinder the Port Authority's 
ability to fund capital projects. 

FAA statistics ranked LGA as the 16"" most delayed (total delays) airport in the 
nation, with an average delay time of approximately 46 minutes in 2010. Although 
the airport has been under operating limitations during peak-hours, delays persist 
at LGA. Due to the nature of airline activity at LGA, these delays tend to propagate 
throughout the entire NAS. Therefore, the Port Authority seeks to provide RSAs 
that are fully compliant with FAA standards, and that preserve the operational 
capability of LGA and enable the NAS to operate as efficiently as possible. 

FOR FAA USE 
! 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 
I Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain)^ 

I Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
LOI[ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [J] 

Other (explain) 
Noise. 65 LDN [ ] Other (explain) 

Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules] 
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Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s^ 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to rnake this fin^ngJ 

How does this project address the deficiency sited by the public agency"^ 

If competition is the chosen option, provide the R^^s analysis of any barriers to 
competition at the airport: 

10. Project Objective: 
The objective of this project is to enhance safety and comply with the FAA's 
Runway Safety Area Program for Runway 4 and Runway 31 at LGA. 

FOR FA A USE 
I 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)^ 

Finding ' . 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to make this finding if Uis notji part 
of the PFC application. 

Address adequacy of issues.' 

11. Project Justification: 
Through a Congressional mandate, all airports certificated under 14 Code of 
Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 139 must comply with the FAA's Runway Safety 
Area Program by 2015, In compliance with that mandate, the RSAs for Runway 4 
and Runway 31 will be modified in accordance with the project's final design, 
bringing the RSAs into compliance with FAA standards. 

FOR FA A USE 
Define how the project accomplishesJ'FC Oyective(s) 

Explain how project is cost-active compared to othei^asonaMe^d tirnely means to 
accornplish this objective(s) 

! _ 
Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the ^ 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety,^curUy, noise ^d/or^ompetitioh 
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benefits attributable to the project. Include cjtatiqn for anxdqcujnents that are not a pari 
of this PFC application. 

if analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the squrce(s) oXdata 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding.; 

Discuss any hon-economicai benefits which are not captured abojye; 

iProject Eligibility: 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below J 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP critena (paragraph qf Order 5100.38 ^ 

PGL )': ' ' 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ or PGD 

);:;J _ : I r 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. 
' [ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan; 
Title and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local study. 
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 ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter 
[ ] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain). 

If analysFs is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the releyanfdqcumentatiqn used to make this finding. 

Are anyjwork elements or portions of the overall project ineligible? Provide associated 
costs. 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): 

For FAA Use 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, will the project begin within 2 years qf PFC 
application Due date (120-day)? 
[ ] Yes 
[ ] No 

For Impose Only project, will the project begin within 5 years of the charge effective date 
or PFC application Due date, whichever is first? 
[ ] Yes ; 
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[J No 

is this project dependent upo9 another action to occur before its implementatioo oi; 
corrip letiqn.J Explain 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 

For FAA Use 
Is the date within 3 years of th^estirnated charge effective date or approval djte,; 
whichever is sooner. 
[ ] Yes 
[ ] Nq^ 

Which actions are needed before the use application can be submitted?3'hatjsjthe 
estimated schedule fqr each action? 

14. Project requesting RFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
AIR funding. 
[ ] YES 
[X] NO 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIR funding, would the public 
agency prefe^ that the FAA approve 
[X] the amount of the local match to be collected at a $4.50 RFC level, or 
[ ] the entire requested amount at a $3.00 RFC 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 
[X] N/A 

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: N/A 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: N/A 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 
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ADO/RO Recommendation: 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/Rd 
use comparable projects to make this finding? Jf so, ]is^ projects J 

If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identify 
eligible and ineligible costs. Sumrnanze ineligible costs.^ 

Is the duration of collection adequate for thejmqunt requested?; 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: 
[ ] APPLOV®! 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination: 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize fmding^frorn earlierjnjh^^a^chmen^ d|scussmgjss^ 
that lead to determination. 

Application Reviewed by: 

I Name . 
Item(s) reviewed. 

Routing Symbol Date 

I Name 
Item(s) reviewed 

Routing Symbol Da^ 
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SECTION 1 

Rehabilitation of Runway 4L-22R (CA03-168) 

John F. Kennedy Airport Exhibit E - Rehabilitation of Runway 4L-22R (CA03-168) 





A M'C APPyCATION 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: JFK Reh9bilit9tion of Runw9y 4L-22R (CA03-168) 

2. Project Number: CA03-168 

3. Use Airport of Project: John F. Kennedy InternntionnI Airport (JFK), New York, 
New York 

4. Project Type 
[X] Impose Only: 
[ ] Concurrent: 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 , [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PPG Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $142,500,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $7,500,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $150,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP Funds: $0 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project: $0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $0 Discretionary $0 Total $0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $0 

Other Funds: 
State Grants $0 
Local Funds $0 
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7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 

If proposed A IP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Uses 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional^ 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duratjon 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any 
discussion from previo^ itern regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining the 
fonding i^prpposesJ 

8. Project Description: 
This project will rehabilitate the Runway 4L-22R pavement. This runway is the 
second longest at JFK, measuring 11,351 feet long and 150 feet wide and 
approximately 100,000 annual aircraft operations occur on this runway. Runway 
rehabilitation will address pavement deterioration along the entire runway length 
with associated improvements on drainage, airfield lighting and signage, and 
marking improvements. 

The runway pavement rehabilitation is part of an overall program of improvements 
on Runway,4L-22R planned by the Port Authority. The other projects include the 
construction of a Runway Safety Area (RSA), runway pavement widening and high
speed taxiways. These project elements will not be funded with PFC revenues. 

The cost breakdown for the design and construction of the Runway 4L-22R 
Pavement Rehabilitation Project is estimated to be: 

• Planning and Design: $ 19,500,000 
• Project Management: $ 18,000,000 
• Financing: $ 7,500,000 
• RAV 4L-22R Rehabilitation - Construction: $ 105,000,000 

f 

Total Project: $ 150,000,000* 

*The above estimate is for the Runway 4L-22R pavement rehabilitation only. This 
estimate dots not include costs related to the RSA, runway pavement widening and 
high-speed taxiways. 

The RSA, runway pavement widening and high-speed taxiway construction will 
occur simultaneously in order to limit impacts to airport operations and minimize 
airline and passenger delays during construction. The Port Authority will apply 
many of the practices and management controls used successfully during the Bay 
Runway Project completed at JFK in 2010 to limit impacts to airline schedules and 
to deliver the project within budgetary limits. 
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If applicable for terminal projects 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[ ]N0 
[X] N/A 

FORFAAUSE _ , 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Include source citation if clarification 
information is not from PFC application.; 

If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas beeri^ 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requirernents wijj^be^met, or shojiId the project be disapproved.' 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters,' 
gates, and baggage facHities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been 
completed. 

Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including runvvays, taxiways,! 
aprons, and aircraft gates. 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 
[ ] N/A 
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; Air security. Part 107 [ ] Paii 108 [ J e:^(ex{)Iainj! 

; CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
Competition. Competition Plan [ 1 Other (explain)^ 

Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
LOI [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ ] 

Other (explain) I 
Noise. 65 LDN [ ] Other (explain) 

j Project does not qualify under^"significantj:qntri^don " ru[e^ 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, listjhe source(s)^ 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to rnake this finding.' 

How doe^is project address th^deficiency^sjted^yjhejjuy^ 

If competition is the chosen option, provj^ the FAA's analysisj)f^any barriersjq 
competition at the airport: 

10. Project Objective: 
This projecr will preserve the Runway 4L-22R pavement in order to avoid a more 
costly pavement reconstruction that would involve significant aircraft operational 
impacts for ^K, other airports in the New York/New Jersey Region, and the entire 
MAS. 

FOR FAA USE 
Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] ^ 
Furriish opportunit)^j^nhanced cqmp^t^ion betwe^orarnmgaircamer^t^ 

airport ^ 
Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
Project does not meet any PFC objectives (explain) 

Finding ^ 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used tq^make this finding if it is not a part 
of the PFC application: 

Address adequacy of issues: 
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if analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, Hst the squrce(s)^ d^ta 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

Discuss any Wn^economical benefits which are not captured abov^ 

Project Eligibility: 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.3 8_ or 
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^ 

^ ^ 

^ ^ 



Which actions are needed before the use application can be submitted? What is the 
estirnated schedule for each action?] 

14. Project requesting P8C funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
AlP funding. 
[ ] YES 
[X] NO 

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

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

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: N/A 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: N/A 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For PAA Use , 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the public; 
Provide citations for any documents not included in the PEG application that are relied on 
by the for its analysis.; 

If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (If 
the comments from the consultation are repeated, state that.)^ 

ADO/RO Recommendation: 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/ROj 
use comparable projects to make this finding? If so, list projects^ 
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If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identify 
eligible and meligible costs. Summarize ineligible costs, 

Is the duration of coliectjon adequate for thejrnount requested'^ 

ADO/RO REC^MENDATIONi 
[ ] Approve.! 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarizejlndings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination. 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to determination. 

Application Reviewed by: 

L_Name . 
Item (s) rev iewed: 

Routing^ ymbol Date 

Name 
Item(s) reviewed 

Routmg Symbol Date 

Revised 8/31/2010 



Legend 

IHE P0BIADI10R!TY OF NY&N J 

Rehabilate Runway 4L-22R (RFC Funding) 

Widen/Improve Runway (Non-RFC Funding) 

Construct Access/High Speed Taxiways (Non-RFC Funding) 

CA03-168 

John F. Kennedy International Airport 

Rehabilitation of Runway 4L-22R 





Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AUraOHfTV OF NY & NJ 

SECTION 2 

Taxiway P Rehabilitation Planning & Engineering (CA03-172) 

John F. Kennedy Airport Exhibit E - Taxiway P Rehabilitation Planning & Engineering (CA03-172) 





PFC APPLICATION NUMBER: 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: JFK Taxiway P Rehabilitation Planning and Engineering (CA03-
172) 

2. Project Number: CA03-172 

3. Use Airport of Project: John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), New York, 
New York 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go: $ 
Bond Capital: $ 1,900,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 100,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $2,000,000 
If amount is over $ 10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP.'Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement S 0 Discretionary $ 0 Total $ 0 

i 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ N/A 

Other Funds:; 
State Grants $ 0 
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Local Funds $ 0 
Other (please specify) $0 

Subtotal Other Funds; $ 0 

Total Project Cost: $ 2,000,000 

For FAA Use 
a. Does the project include a proposed LOI? 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO: _ 
If YES, doM 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 
U N O: 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region^ 
five year CIP? 
[ ] YESr ' 
[ ] N0 , 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Is there an expectation that AIP funding will be available to pay the project costs.' 
[ ] YES 
[ ] N0:1 _ : 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded through 
List the source(s) of data usedjo rnake thi^inding: 

e. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.00^ 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside 
needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gatesJ 
[ ] YES^ ' 
[ ] NO' 
[ ] N/A 
LisLthesource(s) of data used to make this find mg: 

f. Reasonableness of cost. 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysis 
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7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 

If proposed AIP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

ForFAAUse 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional^ 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
pf collection required if PFCs are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining the 
fund ingjt proposes J 

8. Project Description: 
This project will analyze the rehabilitation and widening of Taxiway P at JFK by 
examining alternatives for the repair of the taxiway's pavement surface as well as 
selectively widening sections of the taxiway to improve efficiency. 

Taxiway P is the main feeder for Runway 13R-31L, and that runway handles 
approximately 30 percent of the Airport's annual departures and 35 percent of the 
Airport's annual total operations. The taxiway is critical to the runway's use and 
the taxiway is exhibiting signs of distress and requires rehabilitation. Due to the 
current condition of the taxiway pavement, it is anticipated that between eight and 
12 inches of asphalt surface along 5,500 feet of taxiway would need to be removed 
and replaced. Although the Port Authority has performed several temporary 
repairs on the taxiway over the past three years, the taxiway's condition continues 
to deteriorate and reconstruction is the best long-term solution. This study will 
consider the use of concrete or asphalt to repave the taxiway and asphalt to repave 
the taxiway's shoulders. Along with planning for the rehabilitation of the taxiway 
pavement, the study will examine designs that would increase the operational 
efficiency of the Airport and maintain a safe, usable taxiway surface. The study will 
also include engineering designs for associated drainage, airfield lighting, signage, 
and marking improvements. 

This project will include preliminary designs and engineering specifications for the 
pavement widening and rehabilitation. In addition to the rehabilitation, this project 
will also consider the widening of the taxiway from 75 to 82 feet, and the associated 
shoulders from 25 to 40 feet. The turning radii on the north side of Taxiway P at the 
intersections of Taxiways PC, PA, and MC are too narrow to accommodate Group 
VI aircraft. The study will also include overlaying 18 inches of pavement across the 
widened width of the taxiway and four inches of pavement for the shoulders. As 
with all airside projects, the Port Authority will identify methods of construction 
that will minimize operational impacts to the airlines. 
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If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[ ]N0 
[X] N/A 

FOR FA A USE ^ 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Include source citation if clarificat[qn 
information is not from PEC application. 

if project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been^ 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood ftie requirements wilj be met, oi^hquldjhe ptpject b^d[isapproved.j" 

rfthepr^ect'involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket count^ 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been 
completed^ 

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/AJ 

9. Significant Contribution: 
John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK) is the largest airport in the New York 
Region. The airport has four runways and eight terminals, with more than 125 
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aircraft gates serving the terminals. The majority of operations are from 
commercial aircraft, with only approximately two percent of operations by cargo 
and less than one percent general aviation. In 2010, almost two-thirds of the 
region's international passengers flew out of JFK. The Port Authority reports that 
nearly 400,000 aircraft operations occurred at the Airport and 46.5 million 
passengers used the Airport in 2010. According to the Port Authority's 2011-2020 
Long-Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), JFK passenger enplanements are 
expected to increase an average 2.1 percent annually. The Airports Council 
International ranked JFK as #6 nationwide and #14 worldwide for total passengers 
in 2010. 

FAA statistics ranked JFK as the 10th most delayed airport in the nation, with an 
average total delay time of 53 minutes per aircraft operation in 2010 - two minutes 
longer than in 2009. In 2008, in an attempt to limit delays, the U.S. Department of 
Transportation capped operations to 81-flights-per-hour per-16-hour period each 
day. Due to the nature of airline activity at JFK, delays tend to propagate 
throughout the entire NAS. 

The Taxiway P Rehabilitation Planning Study will analyze and identity pavement 
rehabilitation and widening alternatives that would enhance the safety and 
efficiency of aircraft operations and that would accommodate future operations. If 
the repairs are not made and the pavement structure deteriorates beyond a simple 
rehabilitation, the taxiway will have to be closed for extended periods of time to 
allow for a major reconstruction to be performed in order to bring the pavement 
strength up to the required load bearing capabilities. 

In addition to the pavement improvements, the study includes an examination of the 
widening of Taxiway P and its shoulders to meet Group VI standards. Widening 
these areas would increase the operational efficiencies and enable larger aircraft to 
use the taxiway. In addition, plans will include designs for an infiltration trench, 
airfield signage, and marking improvements. 

Taxiway P is the primary taxiway used by aircraft operating on Runway 13R-31L. 
Approximately 30 percent of the Airport's annual departures and 35 percent of the 
Airport's annual total operations occur on this runway. As such, the taxiway 
pavement is subject to rutting by aircraft queuing for departure. This condition is 
exacerbated during high summer temperatures. To address this, the study will 
evaluate the use of concrete or asphalt for the taxiway rehabilitation in an effort to 
reduce the rutting potential and provide a long-life pavement wearing surface. 

FOR FAA USE 
Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain) 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ J Other (explain) 
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CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
Competition. Competition Pian^ [ ] Other (explain) 

Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
LOI [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ J 

Other (explain) 
L_ .Npise;„65 LDN [ ] Othej- (explam) 

^ Project does not qualify under "significant cqntribution " rules.] 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

How does this project address the deficiency sited by the puUic agency? 

If competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis of any barriers to 
competition at the airportJ 

10. Project Objective: 
The objective of this project is to conduct a planning and engineering study for the 
rehabilitation and widening of Taxiway P. The taxiway is the primary access to 
Runway 13R-31L and approximately 35 percent of the total airport operations 
occur on Taxiway P. This project will examine alternatives for pavement 
rehabilitation and widening that would enhance airfield efficiency, reduce delays, 
and provide a rehabilitated pavement surface needed to accommodate the existing 
and future aircraft fleet mix at JFK. 

FOR FAA USE 
Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

I Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] ^ ^ 
Furnish opportunity for enhanced cornpetition 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) 

Finding ^ 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to make this finding if it is not a part 
of the PFC appl ication. 

Address adequacy of issues. 

Revised 8/31/2010 



11. Project Justification: 
Taxiway P is the priaiary taxiway for Ruaway 13R - 31L at JFK. Siace 2008, 
Taxiway P has beea recomaieaded for repaviag and has been temporarily repaired 
to keep the taxiway's pavement surface safe for aircraft operations. Pavement 
inspections performed by the Port Authority revealed that the pavement has 
deteriorated eight to 12 inches in depth and temporary repairs are no longer 
sufficient to ensure continued service and safety. This project will plan for the 
rehabilitation and widening of the taxiway pavement to accommodate Group VI 
aircraft that use Airport. 

The Port Authority's Pavement Management Plan notes that the taxiway is 
reaching the end of its useful life. The Pavement Management Plan supports the 
decision tO; develop a plan to rehabilitate the taxiway surface. Pavement 
rehabilitation is required to replace the existing wearing course with revitalized 
pavement to improve the structural surface of the taxiway pavement and permit 
safe and efficient aircraft operations. Besides taxiway pavement rehabilitation, 
associated drainage, airfield signage and marking improvements will also be 
analyzed. Designs for the the lighting systems will include modern upgrades for the 
edge lights, centerline lighting and lighted signage. By enhancing the centerline and 
taxiway edge lighting systems, airfield safety and efficiency will be enhanced by 
providing additional low-visibility taxiway routes to the air carriers during Surface 
Movement Guidance and Control System (SMGCS) operations. 

The Port Authority will consider paving in concrete or asphalt. The taxiway is the 
main feed to Runway 13R - 3IL and aircraft queue for a long time in that area. 
The long queue times in conjunction with jet blast heat and summertime 
temperatures contribute to asphalt pavement rutting. In these conditions, concrete 
may provide better performance when compared with asphalt and this will be 
examined in the study. 

FORFAAUSE 
Define how the project accqmplishes PFC O^^ 

Explain how'project is cost-effgctiyejcqmparedj^o^other reasonable and timely means to 
accornplish this object;ve(s) 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition^ 
benefits attributable to the project. Include cjtation for any documents that are not a part 
of this PFC application. 

If analysis isjbased on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding.' 

Discuss any non-economical benefits which are riot captured aboye^ 
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^ ^ 

^ ^ 



Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the public.; 
Provide citations for any docum^ts not included in the PFC application that are relied on 
by theJFAA for its analy^s^ 

If a Federal fcgister notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (If 
the cornments from the consultation are repeated, state that.) 
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if the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identify 
eligible andjndigible^sk. Summarize ineligible costs.; 

is the duration of collection adequate for the amount requested? 

'ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: 
[ ] Approve. 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize Findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination.' 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to deteirninationJ 

lApplication Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol^ Date 
ltem(s) reviewed.; 

Name Routing SyrnW Datd 
frern(s) reviewed 
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IHE PORT AOreOmiY OF NY& NJ 

CA03-172 

John F. Kennedy Internetionel Airport 

Taxiway P Rehabilitation Planning and Engineering 





Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AtJTHORrrV Op NY 8. NJ 

SECTION 3 

Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment & Capacity Improvements Project (CA03-591) 

John F. Kennedy Airport Exhibit E - Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment & Capacity 
Improvements Project (CA03-591) 





PFC APPLICATION NUMBER: 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: JFK Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment & Capacity Improvements 
Project (CA03-591) 

2. Project Number: CA03-591 

3. Use Airport of Project: John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), New York, 
New York 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 . [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go: $215,000,000 
Bond Capital: $0 
Bond Financing & Interest: $0 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $215,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP Funds: 
Grant U N/A Grant Funds in Project: $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): N/A 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement: $ 0 Discretionary: $ 0 Total: $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

Other Funds: N/A 
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B 

6. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.0Q 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside 
needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, and ajrcraft gates.; 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 
[ ] N/A 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding. 

f. Reasonableness of cost] 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysis 
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5. Extend a seen88 pedest8ian walkway/b8idge f8om Te88iinal 2 to Te8minal 4; 
6. Remediate and demolish Te8minal 3 and 8edevelop the Te8minai 3 site to 

accommodate ai8C8aft pa8king; 
7. Install associated wate8 quality t8eatment devices and modify d8ainage and 

utilities as necessa8y; 
8. Relocate and impcove ai8field taxiway connections between the taxiways and 

the ai8C8aft pa8king a8eas 

The Te8mina! 3 and ai8rield p8oject elements 8efe8enced above art the subject of 
this application and, he8eafte8 a88 8efe88ed to as the Te8minal 3 Site Redevelopment 
& Capacity Imp8ovements P8oject (T3 Ai8field P8oject). Specifically, these p8oject 
elements include: 

Te8mlnal 3 Remediation (Proposedfor PFC Funding) 
This p8oject element includes the abatement, containment, and cemoval of asbestos, 
lead, me8cn8y, and othe8 hazardous mate8ials p8io8 to demolition activities at the 
site. The 8emediation wo8k will follow all Fede8al, State and local 8egnlations fo8 
cemoval and disposal of the hazardous waste. The cost fo8 the Te8minal 3 
Remediation wo8k is estimated to be $11 million. 

Tecminal 3 Ai8side and Building Demolition (Proposed for PFC Funding) 
This p8oject element will demolish the te8minal building and elevated 8oadway 
st8nctn8e fronting the terminal. This would require all tenants be removed from the 
facility and relocated to other terminals. The unique cable-supported roof structure 
of Terminal 3 will require additional scaffolding and temporary work structures to 
safely dismantle the cantilevered roof piece by piece. Demolition waste will be 
hauled off site for disposal. An eight-foot tall barbed wire fence will be installed 
around the work site's perimeter to secure the area in accordance with TSA 
regulations, and demolition work will be performed in accordance with federal and 
state regnlajions. The cost for the Terminal 3 Airside and Building Demolition is 
estimated to] be $45 million. 

Terminal 3 Site Work & Paving (Proposedfor PFC Funding) 
This project element includes the design and construction of apron pavement 
capable of accommodating up to 16 hardstand aircraft parking positions (seven 
Group IV and nine Group V aircraft positions) that will be used for temporary 
parking, overnight parking, swing space, or as a hold area during ground metering, 
Severe Weather Avoidance Plan (SWAP) days. Irregular Operations (IROPs), and 
other periods of congestion. The project scope includes filling in the basement of the 
Terminal 3 building footprint, constructing the necessary stormwater drainage 
infrastructure, and installing new high mast lighting, signage, and pavement 
markings in accordance with FAA standards. The cost for the Terminal Site Work 
and Paving is estimated to he $101 million. 
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Taxi lanes. rh9oats and Th9oat Ext9nsions (Proposedfor PFC Funding) 
This project element consists of the 9c!ocation of the entrance and exit taxi lanes on 
the public use airfield between Terminals 3 and 4 further to the northwest along 
Taxiways Af and B. The new taxiway configuration includes dual Group V capable 
taxi lanes KG and KF, which will provide improved ingress and egress from the 
Terminal 3 and 4 sites and will relieve traffic congestion for all carriers using the 
southeast portion of the JFK airfield. 

This element includes widening and strengthening taxi lane HA to provide access to 
the Terminal 4 aircraft parking areas from Taxiways A and B, and the widening 
and strengthening of pavement fillets alongside portions of Taxiway A along the 
Terminal 4 leasehold in order to accommodate larger Group VI aircraft. The cost 
for the Taxi lanes, Throats and Throat Extensions is estimated to be $36 million. 

Terminal 3 Utilities (Proposed for PFC Funding) 
The utility infrastructure on the Terminal 3 site is over 50 years old, some of which 
will need to he capped, rebuilt, or re-routed. It is anticipated that certain utilities 
will need to he relocated during construction and work will he necessary to protect 
utilities during the construction period that will remain in place. In some instances, 
new infrastructure may need to he constructed to accommodate the new aircraft 
parking. 

This work also includes the reconstruction and installation of Terminal 3 
stormwater; and drainage infrastructure, water and sewer infrastructure, and 
electrical di'icthanks. Drainage systems will he designed and installed consistent 
with the Port Authority's State Pollution Discharge Elimination System (SPDES) 
Permit and Best Management Practices (BMPs). The cost for the Terminal 3 
Utilities is estimated to he $22 million. 

The portion of the Program proposed for PFC funding includes the non-exclusive 
use areas of the apron associated with Terminal 3 and the previously described 
work related to the public use taxiway system. No PFC funding will he applied to 
work on the Terminal 4 site or he used to conduct terminal improvements. 

The following figure illustrates the southeast quadrant of the Central Terminal 
Area where the project will take place (PFC-funded portion is represented as 
hatched). 
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The following figure presents the proposed configuration of the parking ramp after 
project implementation. 

If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 

Revised 8/31/2010 



Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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

FOR FAA USE : . . . 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Ir^ude source citation ifj^anEca^ri 
information is not from RFC application. 

if project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requirements will be met, or shou[d the project be disapproved. 

if the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters,! 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has^een 
completed. 

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

9. Significant Contribution: 

John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK) is the largest airport in the New York 
Region and sixth busiest in the nation, with a reported 46.5 million passengers using 
the Airport in 2010. The FAA reports that in 2010 JFK had a total of 404,000 
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operations, ranking it 14"" in the nation for total operations. Commercial aircraft 
operations represented approximately 97 percent of activity at the Airport, cargo 
operations were two percent of activity, and general aviation operations were less 
than one percent of the activity. 

The Airport has four air carrier runways, one of which is the longest in the Region 
at 14,572 feet, and can accommodate the largest aircraft in the fleet serving long-
haul destinations throughout the world. The Airport has eight terminals with more 
than 125 aircraft gates serving the terminals. JFK serves almost two-thirds of the 
region's international passengers and 74 airlines operate out of the Airport. 

The Port Authority's forecast used in the Environmental Assessment Terminals 3 and 
4 Redevelopment Project John F. Kennedy International Airport, projects that the 
New York/New Jersey Region will experience 2.7 percent annual growth in aircraft 
movements through 2019, with JFK experiencing 2.8 percent annual growth in 
aircraft movements. Passenger levels at JFK are expected to reach approximately 
62.1 million by 2019. Aircraft operations at JFK are expected to increase to 569,597 
in 2019. This growth is forecast to occur with or without the T3 Airfield Project or 
Delta's Modernization and Redevelopment program. To some degree, JFK's 
forecast growth may be attributable to capacity limitations at other airports in the 
Region, in particular LaGuardia Airport (LGA). LGA has a perimeter rule 
constraining non-stop flights to no more than 1,500 miles and does not have the 
facilities to process international flights. These limitations at LGA create a unique 
demand for long-haul and international passenger demand that must be served by 
JFK. 

The T3 Airfield Project makes a Significant Contribution in the following 
categories: 

1. Reduce tongestion/Enhance Capacity: 

The new parking positions and improved taxi lanes and throats associated with the 
T3 Airfield Project will enable carriers at JFK to handle increased passenger 
demand more efficiently. It will provide new remote aircraft parking positions that 
are both closer to contact gate positions and capable of handling larger aircraft. 
This will enhance capacity, reduce congestion on the airfield, and decrease delays. 

The aprons associated with Terminal 3 and 4 are currently congested during peak 
periods. This congestion causes delays and increases controller workload. 
Moreover, as passenger levels and aircraft movements increase over time (as is 
projected by the Port Authority and the FAA), periods of congestion will increase in 
duration and severity, further exacerbating delays and putting greater stress on the 
safe and efficient operation of the Airport. 

The expanded ramp and aircraft parking positions resulting from the demolition of 
Terminal 3 may be used to hold aircraft for metered taxi and take-off, and to give 
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delayed airc9aft a safe and convenient place to hold that does not obst9uct taxiways. 
This allows other ai9craft that a9e not delayed to continue to taxi to the 9unway fo9 
scheduled depa9tures, thereby reducing airside delays/taxi times and associated 
costs while enhancing operational efficiency. The new aircraft parking positions 
will provide airlines at the Airport with more centrally located hardstand parking 
positions, which reduces the need for extended aircraft towing operations and 
taxiing from remote hardstands between Terminal 1, Terminal 2, Terminal 3, and 
Terminal 4 to parking positions closer to where passenger loading occurs. The T3 
Airfield Project will allow for more efficient aircraft ground operations, translating 
into less terminal area congestion, less apron congestion, and greater operational 
flexibility. 

The growth in passenger demand expected by the Port Authority and the FAA for 
the NY Region and at JFK, specifically, will occur with or without the T3 Airfield 
Project. The Port Authority needs to meet the demand with improved 
infrastructure to maximize safety and efficiency, reduce congestion, and improve 
customer service levels. The current Terminal 3 airside layout is limited by the 
terminal building layout and infrastructure that was designed in 1960 for first 
generation, narrow-body (707, DC-8) jet aircraft operating at that time. Based on 
its outmoded design. Terminal 3 is significantly deficient in all aspects necessary to 
serve modern wide-body aircraft. The current building and available ramp space 
does not provide the flexibility to park aircraft of varying size in the same area to 
support the,current flight schedule. As a result, space becomes a restriction that 
significantly affects the use of gates and wide-body aircraft access, which reduces 
the operational efficiency of the Terminal 3 apron. 

The Terminal 3 Airfield Project will provide the infrastructure capable of handling 
varying aircraft types in the current JFK fleet, which cannot he accommodated at 
the existing site. The Project will support Group IV and Group V aircraft 
operations as needed and will provide for less congestion on the taxi lanes and 
taxiways around the Terminal 3 site. It is anticipated that the apron will he 
configured for seven Group IV and nine Group V aircraft, for a total of 16 
hardstand positions. As part of the 16 hardstand positions, three positions will he 
designated as metering positions capable of accommodating Group V aircraft. 
These three positions will function similar to the existing metering positions 
currently in use at JFK. The three positions allow departing and arriving aircraft a 
place to temporarily park while waiting for a departure slot or waiting for a gate 
position. This allows aircraft to exit the taxiway system and allow non-delayed 
aircraft to access the runways or terminal area. The benefits of the three new 
metering positions on the Terminal 3 apron are: 

• Reduction in arrival delays and taxi distances for arrivals without an 
available gate; 

• Increase in operational efficiency of the airfield as arrivals without an 
available gate can access the terminal area and do not have to he staged 
somewhere on the taxiway or runway system. This can he particularly 
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b9neflcial during severe weather conditions, when FAA ATCT has to switch 
between runway operating configurations in order to adapt to the weather 
changes; and 

• Reduction in FAA ATCT controller workload as a result of the ability for 
arrivals without an open gate to access the terminal area more quickly, thus 
enhancing overall efficiency at the airport. 

In order to. accurately project the effect the T3 Airfield Project will have on the 
Airport once completed, an airfield simulation modeling analysis was constructed. 
The analysis was performed using the Total Airspace and Airport Modeler (TAAM, 
Version V2011.2.0, Release 16). Nine different scenarios were produced, 
representative of different runway operating configurations and weather conditions. 
These configurations represent approximately 90 percent of all activity at JFK 
during a typical year. Validation of the models and throughput numbers was done 
through meetings with JFK ATC, Port Authority Aviation Planning, JFK 
operations, and local FAA staff. FAA Aviation System Performance Metrics 
(ASPM) data was used for the purposes of calibrating the model. 

The TAAM results show that the airfield improvements of the T3 Airfield project 
are expected to contribute to reducing of arrival and departure delays at the 
airport, particularly during conditions of limited visibility or high winds when 
delays are more severe. The TAAM results demonstrate that these improvements 
will result in a benefit to all carriers as the project mainly contributes to reduced 
gate hold delays because of the new parking spots at the T3 site. 

All Carrier Travel Times (minutes per fiight) 
Travel Times 

Configurations Existing With 
Project 

Project 
Beneftt 

VFR 31L/31R switch to4L/4R/31L 
Average Departure Time 30.3 28.98 1.32 

Average Arrival Time 6.46 5.87 0.58 

VFR31L/31R All Dav 
Average Departure Time 44.63 38.35 6.29 

Average Arrival Time 5.84 5.49 0.35 

VFR3IL/3IR IFR31L/3IR Evenine 
Average Departure Time 49.39 43.63 5.76 

Average Arrival Time 6.23 5.96 0.26 

VFR 31L/31R All Day - With Metering 
Average Departure Time 43.07 40.10 2.97 

Average Arrival Time 5.97 5.56 0.40 

VFR31L/31R, IFR 31L/31R Evening-With Metering 
Average Departure Time 50.15 43.85 6.3 

Average Arrival Time 6.26 5.72 0.55 
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2. Improve Safety: 

The current number and location of hardstand parking positions in the central 
terminal area is limited and therefore requires a significant amount of aircraft taxi 
and tow operations between contact gates and remote parking positions. The T3 
Airfield Project improves safety by reducing excess aircraft movements on the 
airfield and reducing the level of ground vehicle activity across and on aprons, 
taxiways, and taxi lanes around Terminal 4. The project will also allow for more 
efficient aircraft operations airport-wide since it provides additional parking 
positions off the active taxiways and taxi lanes closer to the terminals, resulting in 
improved safety. 

The additional aircraft parking positions at Terminal 3 will be closer to most of 
JFK's terminals than some of the current remote parking positions, allowing for a 
significant reduction in average tow/taxi time and increasing safety by reducing the 
chance of an airfield incursion. A reduction in FAA ATCT controller workload is 
also anticipated as a result of the ability for arrivals without an open gate to access 
the terminal area more quickly, thus enhancing overall safety at the airport. 

The project would reduce the number of towing operations due to the reduction in 
departure gate hold delays. Gates availability would increase, reducing the need to 
tow aircraft off the gates and to remote parking areas. Average towing times for 
Delta show a reduction of 6 to 8 minutes with project implementation as well as a 
reduction in the number of total towing operations. Total daily towing times for all 
carriers demonstrate a savings of six to over nine hours a day. 

Towing Counts 
Towing Count per day for All Carriers 

ConTigurations Existing With 
Project 

Project 
Benefit 

VFR 31L/31R switch to4L/4R/31L 160 120 40 

VFR31L/31RalI Day 160 146 14 

VFR31L/31R, IFR31L/31R Evening 152 146 6 

VFR 31L/31R All Day - With Metering 162 148 14 

VFR31L/31R, IFR 31L/31R Evening-With Metering 152 146 6 

Existing With Project Project Benefits 
(min) (min) (min) 

VFR 31L/31R switch to4L/4R/31L 1,843.2 1,254.45 588.75 

VFR31L/31Rall Day 1,502.6 1,115.13 387.47 

VFR 31L/31R, IFR 31L/31R Evening 1,639.05 1,123.03 516.02 

VFR31L/31R All Day - With Metering 1,650.72 1,123.45 527.27 

VFR 31 L/31 R, IFR 31 L/31 R Eyening-With 1,696.98 1,125.92 571.06 

Metering ; 
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3. Eohaoce Co9ipetitio9: 

The T3 Airfield Project provides all carriers with the opportuoity to access 
additiooal hardstaods, thus eohanciog competitioo aoioug JFK airlioes. The T3 Site 
will be available to Delta Air Lioes aod its affiliate carriers oo a prefereotial use 
basis io accordauce with the terms of the T3 Site Permit betweeo Delta Air Lioes 
aod the Port Authority. The Permit requires that aoy positioos oot beiog used by 
Delta Air Lioes or its affiliate carriers uoder its prefereotial rights will be made 
available to other carriers by the Termioal 3 Hardstaod Maoager (first to Termioal 
4 carriers due to proximity of their operatioos to the site, theo to all other carriers). 
The Project results io a oet iocrease io the total oumber of parkiog positioos 
available to carriers oo commoo or prefereotial use basis. Io fact the project will 
provide for three hardstaod positioos that are available for use by all carriers aod 
ATC as oeeded duriog SWAP days aod IROP. 

FOR FA A USE 
Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain) 

j Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
: Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ ] Other (explain) 

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explmn) 

Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
LOl [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ ] 

Other (explain) 
Noi^. ^ LDN [ 1 Other (explain) 

_ Project does nqUqualifyjjnder "^gn[ficant contribution " rules] 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public^ 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

Flow does this project address the deficiency sited by the public agency?] 

If competition is the chosen qptjon, provide the FAA's analysis of any barriers tb 
competition at the airport J 

10. Project Objective: 

The Port Authority and Delta Air Lines both have an acute need to improve the 
level of service and efficiency of operation in the existing Termioal 3 facility aod the 
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^ 

Address adequacy of issues. 

11. Project Justification: 

FAA st9tisti9s runked JFK 9S the lO"* most deluyed 9irpo9t in the Nntiou with 99 
9ver9ge totdl delay time of 53 mioutes i9 2010, two mioutes looger thao io 2009. 
Due to the nature of airline aetivity at JFK, delays originating here tend to 
propagate throughout the entire NAS. In 2008, as an attempt to limit delays, the 
U.S. Department of Transportation imposed an hourly operational limitation on 
operations at JFK to Sl-flights-per-honr per Ih-honr period. However, as 
demonstrated above, even with the operational eaps, the level of delay at JFK 
remains signifieant by all measures. These delay figures show there is signifieant 
need to modernize and optimize the Airport, and this projeet aims to modernize the 
Terminal J/Terminal 4 envelope. Terminal 3 has a fnnetionally obsolete layout and 
the aireraft apron within the envelope is not adequate to meet the demands of the 
passengers and airlines at JFK. 

Terminal 3 at JFK, formerly known as the Pan Am Terminal, was built in 1960 and 
is fnnetionally obsolete from modern aireraft operation, seenrity, aeeess, and 
passenger serviee perspeetives. Terminal 3 has 16 aireraft gates and enrrently serves 
as a prineipal international gateway for Delta Air Lines. 
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Due to its aged infrast8uctu8e, Terminal 3 is expensive and difficult to maintain and 
lacks check-in, security, and other facilities capable of efficiently handling an 
international hub operation or adequately meeting passenger needs. Local and 
connecting passengers are inconvenienced by the inefficient layout and dated 
facilities of the terminal. In order for Terminal 3 to operate at an efficient level and 
provide adequate capacity, facilities would need to be modernized to increase 
passenger handling capacity, enhance security and safety, improve passenger level 
of convenience, and reduce congestion. 

Over the years, several attempts have been made to refurbish and modernize 
Terminal 3. Since 2008, $17 million has been invested on repairs and renovations to 
maintain Terminal 3 in its current condition. However, because of the building's 
age, irregular shape, and site constraints, these efforts have only resulted in modest 
improvements and have largely not been successful in providing the passenger 
processing capacity or providing the level of customer service expected in a modern 
international terminal. 

Similar to the passenger terminal. Terminal 3's airside layout is constrained by the 
terminal's apron configuration. The layout was designed in 1960 for the aircraft 
operating at that time. The apron layout has a gate design intended to accommodate 
early-generation, narrow-body (707, DC-8) jet aircraft. The existing gates are 
limited to fewer types of aircraft, with only a few gates capable of handling Group V 
aircraft. The remaining gates can only serve Group 111 and smaller Group IV 
aircraft. This restriction severely limits the airline's ability to match aircraft gauge 
with passenger demands for a particular route and when larger aircraft are 
introduced at the terminal, some gates are unusable due to space limitations. 

The Terminal 3 apron layout cannot efficiently accommodate modern wide-body 
aircraft and handling the current demands of the TSA and Customs and Border 
Patrol without severely compromising passenger circulation through the terminal. 
Also, the apron between Terminal 3 and Terminal 4 is not adequately sized for 
simultaneous operation of aircraft and ground vehicle movements. This contributes 
to ground delays that affect all aircraft movements at the Airport. 

As previously described, TAAM analysis was conducted in order to model the effect 
the T3 Airfield Project will have on the Airport once the project is completed. A 
summary ox the TAAM analysis results are shown in the table below (TAAM 
analysis utilized Peak Month Average Weekday): 

Total Dailv Savings (in Hours) 
1 Delta lAT 1 Other 1 Total 

Without Metering 
VFR 31L/31R switch to 4L/4R/31L 15.83 7.22 9.05 32.11 

VFR31L/31R All Day 50.64 12.96 18.05 81.65 

VFR 1L/31R, IFR 31L/31R Evening 50.56 -1.66 28.70 77.61 

With Metering 
VFR31L/31RAII Day 39.09 1.56 6.88 47.53 

VFR31L/31R, IFR31L/31R Evening 34.64 6.76 48.10 89.50 
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These results demonstrate the total daily savings in hours of travel time and tovying 
times. It demonstrates that the benefits of the T3 Airfield Project will be realized by 
all carriers at JFK. The TAAM analysis shows that the project achieves these 
reductions in overall congestion at the Airport by reducing aircraft congestion on 
taxiways arid ramps, providing more closely located and easily accessible remote 
parking positions for long ground time aircraft, providing a large aircraft holding 
apron for inbound aircraft that do not have an available gate, and providing a more 
closely located and easily accessible holding apron for outbound aircraft that incur a 
metering delay off the gate. The T3 Airfield Project also provides additional 
benefits not quantified by the TAAM analysis. The T3 Airfield Project enhances 
capacity by creating new aircraft parking positions capable of handling larger 
aircraft (Group IV and Group V) than T3 can currently accommodate. 

The proposed airfield and taxi lane reconfiguration, in addition to improving 
airfield efficiency and capacity, provides additional safety by eliminating the narrow 
taxi lane and apron areas present in the current Terminal 3/Terminal 4 envelope. 
The reduction in average time of aircraft on the airfield and the addition of extra 
parking positions and metering positions off of active taxiways will again increase 
overall airport safety levels by reducing the workload of air traffic control. 

FOR FAA USE 
Pefm^howjhe pjpjea accomplishes PFCObjective(s) 

Explain how,project is cost-effective compared to other reasonable and timely means tg 
accomplish this qbjective(s) 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the ^ 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competitiorj 
benefits attributable to the project. Include citation for any documents that are not a part 
of this PFC appl ication. 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding: 

Discuss any non-economical benefits which are not captured above] 

Project Eligibility]^ 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below, ^ 
[ ] Development eligible under A IP criteria (paragraph of Order 510038_^ 
,PGL ^ ' 
[ ] Planning eligible under A IP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ orPGL 

[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ cornpatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. 
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[ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 nois^e cornpgibHjty ()lan: 
Title and Date of Part 150; 
[ ] Project included in a local study. 
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 401 ]7(a)(3)(F) (air carrier _ 
: percentage bf annual boardings ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter j 
[ ] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain).; 

if analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this findingj 

Are any work elements or portions of the overall project ineligible? Provide associated 
costs, 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): 

For FAA Use 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, wijl^the project begin within 2 years of PFC; 
application Due date (120-day)? 
[ ] Yes 
[ ] No 

For Impose Only project, will the project begin within 5 years of the charge effective date 
or PFC application Due date, whichever is first? 
[ ] Yes r 
[ ] No 

Is this project dependent upm another action to occur before its implementation or 
completion. Explain; 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 

For FAA Use , 
Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date,-
whichever is sooner. 
[ ] Yes 
[ ] No 

Which actions are needed before the use application can be subniitted? WhatJsJhe 
estimated schedule for each action? 
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Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the publicJ 
Provide citations for any documents not included in the PFC application that are relied on 
by the FAA for its analysis. 

If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (If 
the comments from the consultation are repeated, state that^)' 

ADO/RO Recommendation-
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADC^^ 
[use comparable projects to make this finding? If so, li^t pr^^ 

If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of deta 
eligible and ineligible costs. Summarize ineligible costs, 

Is the duration of col lection adequate for the amount requested? 

sufficient to identify, 
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;ADO/RO RECOMMENDATIpN:; 
[ J Apprqvei 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination.' 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to determination [ 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name 
1 tern (s) reV i ewed^ 

Routing Symbol Date' 

r Name 
Item(s) reviewed 

Routing Symbol Date 
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PFC APPLICATION NUMBER: 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: EWR Delay Reduction Phase II - Planning and Engineering 
(CA04-569) 

2. Project Number: CA04-569 

3. Use Airport of Project: Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), 
Newark, New Jersey 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 . [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $4,750,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: S 250,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 5,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

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

Subtotal Other Funds: $ N/A 

Total Project Cost: $ 5,000,000 

For FAA Use 
a. Does the project include a proposed Lbl7j 
[ ]YES 
[ ] NO, 
If YES, doesjhe Region support? 
[ ]YES" 
[ ] NO.i 
If YES, list the schedule for irnplementatiqn( 

b. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, doesthe Region intend to support? 
[ ] YE§ 
[. ] NO 

For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning leyejs fqrThe^egion's 
five year CIP? 
[ ]YESr ' 
[ ] NO 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Is there an expectation that AIP fundjng will^be available W pay the project costs J 
[ ] YES ' 
[ ] NO: 
iWhat percentage of the total project cost is funded through AIP? 
List the source(s) of data used to make this Finding] 

e7 Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.00, 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside 
heeds of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates.' 
[ ] YEf r 
[ ] NO 
[ ] N/A 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding. 

f. Reasonableness of cost. 
Project Total.Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysis 
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7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 
If proposed A IP discretionary funds or a proposed LOi are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
Of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining the 
funding it proposes. 

8. Project Description: 

This project is Phase II of the Port Authority's Delay Reduction Program at EWR 
that is designed to enhance capacity and reduce delays. The Delay Reduction 
Program was initiated with the construction of the Multiple Entrance Taxiway 
project approved as part of the 2010 PFC application. The primary goal of this 
Phase II project is to complete preliminary engineering, airfield modeling and 
benefit/cost analysis for the proposed construction of End Around Taxiways (EAT) 
that will serve Runways 22L and 22R. 

In a conventional taxiway system at a parallel runway airport, aircraft may be 
required to cross active runways when entering or exiting a runway. This requires 
runways to be closed to arriving and departing aircraft while aircraft are taxiing 
across the active runway. The EAT project will construct taxiways that go around 
the ends of the runways and are intended to allow aircraft to taxi between runways 
without interfering with adjacent runway operations. This project will study the 
feasibility of constructing EAT at EWR. The main elements of this study include: 

• Preliminary design, engineering, and cost estimates; 

• Capacity and Flow Improvement Analysis; 

Benefit/Cost Analysis; 

Environmental Permitting. 

# 

This project will include preliminary design and engineering for pavement 
construction. It is anticipated that the EAT will include approximately 10,000 linear 
feet of pavement and paved shoulders. The preliminary engineering and design will 
include drainage, pavement markings, signage, and lighting. 

The outcome of the study will determine the benefit and feasibility of moving 
forward with the EAT construction and will support potential future designs and 
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construction. The beneflt cost analysis will be performed in accordance with FAA 
criteria. The environmental permitting will only be initiated should the study 
demonstrate that an acceptable delay reduction benefit would be realized. 

If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[X] N/A 

FOR FAA USE ^ 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Jnclude source citation if clarification 
information is not from PFC^pplication. 

If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, hav6 the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been 
met7 If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requirementsjvill be rnet, or^hould the project be disapprqyedi 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters,' 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been 
completed. 

Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequately 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, indWing runways, taxiways,' 
aprons, and aircraft gates. 
[ ] YES • 
[ ] NO' 
[ ] N/A 
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9. Significant Contribution: 
Newark Lilie8ty International Airport (EWR) is the seeond largest airport in the 
New York Region. In 2010, the Airport served 33 million passengers through its 
three Terminals, and experienced 403,339 aircraft movements on its three runways. 
The Airports Council International ranked EWR as #14 nationwide and #34 
worldwide for total passengers in 2010. Operations consist of approximately 
93 percent commercial, 5.5 percent cargo, and 1.5 percent general aviation. 

The Port ^Authority's 2011-202# Long-Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), 
estimates that EWR passenger usage will increase by 2.1 percent annually. FAA's 
Terminal Area Forecast (issued in December 2010) estimates that enplanements at 
EWR were approximately 16.6 million in 2010 and will increase to approximately 
26.3 million enplanements by 2030. 

Along with growth, average delay per aircraft operation has also increased, 
reaching 61 minutes in 2010. FAA statistics for 2010 indicate that EWR is the 6th 
most delayed (total delays) airport in the Nation. In response to the delay situation 
at EWR, the Port Authority convened a Flight Delay Task Force. The Task Force 
was comprised of stakeholders from the Airlines, the FAA, State and local officials. 
The operational recommendations determined by the Flight Delay Task Force were 
incorporated into the Airport's operational procedures. One of the key 
recommendations resulting from the Task Force's work is to improve aircraft 
ground movements on the EWR taxiway system. The Task Force developed an 
overall Delay Reduction Program that was initiated in 2010 with the Multiple 
Entrance Taxiway project. 

Although there is currently an 81-flights-per-hour cap on scheduled aircraft 
operations at EWR, short- and long-term delay reduction initiatives identified in the 
Delay Reduction Program will likely reduce delays and facilitate growth at EWR. 
In addition to the delay reductions associated with this project, other delay 
reduction initiatives that will contribute to increased aircraft operational capacity at 
EWR include: the introduction of the Ground Based Augmentation System 
(GBAS); use of fanned headings; and, by 2018, the introduction of a significant 
number of Next Generation Air Transportation System (NextGen) technological, 
operational, and procedural improvements, which will increase capacity to handle 
an additional 20,000 annual IFR operations, according to a FAA/RTCA NextGen 
Task Force study. 

The FAT Planning and Engineering project will provide preliminary engineering 
and design in support of determining the costs and returns of the project. The 
project will address key feasibility issues designed to determine the capacity benefits 
of this proposed project. 

FOR FAA USE 
, Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain) 
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Certifieation Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
, Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ ] Other (explain) 

I CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
1 Competition. Competition Plan^[ ] Other (explain) 

! Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
LOl [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan 

[ ] TT'Z Z' 7 
Other (explain) 

! Noise. 65 LDN [ ] Other (explam) 

_ Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules.' 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
of data anfy^attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding; 

How does this project addressjhe deficiency sited by the public agency?; 

if competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis of any barriers to 
bompetitiqn at the airpqrtj 

10. Project Objective: 
The objective of the project is to perform preliminary planning and engineering 
study and design, benefit/cost analysis, and airfield modeling that will validate the 
delay reduction benefit of constructing the EAT on Runways 22R and 22L at EWR. 

FOR FAA USE 
I 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 airpori 
L Projecfyd^esjiot meefyany PFC objectives (explain)^ 

Finding . 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used jqjnakejh^isjn n^ng if i tj^s nqta part 
of the PFC application. 

Address adequacy of issues. 
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[ ] Planning eligible nnder A IP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38_ orPGll 
i )r TZ J ZZ'Z_TZ1_.Z._ZZZ. ZZ^IZ^" 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505] 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504.] 
[ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise eompatibility plari] 
jlitle and Oate of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local study^ 
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 carri^ ] 

percentage of annual boardings ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter : 
[ ] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain).; 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

Are any work elements or portions of the overall project ineligible? Provide associated 
costs. 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): 

For FAAUse 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, will the project beginjwithin 2 years of PFC; 
application Due date (120-day)? 
t ] Yes 
[ ] Nd 

For Impose Only project, will the project begin within 5 years of the charge effective date 
or PFC application Due date, whichever is firsQ 
[ ] Ye^ 
[ im ; 

Is this project dependent upon another action to occur before its implementation ot| 
completion. Explain: 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 

For FAAUse ^ 
Is the date within 3 years ofthe estimated charge effective date or approval datej 
whichever is sooner. 
[ ] Yes ' Z 
[. ] No 
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Which actions are needed before the use application can be submitted? What is the 
estimated schedule for each action? 

14. Project requesting RFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
AIR funding: 
[ ] YES 
[X] NO ' 

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

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: N/A 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: N/A 

Recap of Disagreements 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Use 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the public. 
Provide citations for any docurnents not included in the RFC application that are relied on 
by the^AA for its analysis. 

If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyz^nyjiew jssues rajsed. (^| 
the comments from the consultation are repeated, stateJhat.) 
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If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to i^ndf^ 
^igible^r^Jneligible cost^^. Summarize ineMgible costs.; 

Is the duration of collection adequate for the amount requested? 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION^ 
[ ] Approve. 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination. 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachrnent B discussing i^ues 
that lead to determination. 

Application Reviewed by:' 

Name 
Itern(s) reviewed 

Routmg^ymbol Date 

Name 
Item(s) reviewed 

Routing Symbpi Date 
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THE PMI AVraOIHlY OF NY& N J 

CA04-569 

Newgrk Liberty International Airport 

Delay Reduction Phase II - Planning and Engineering 





Passenger Facility Charge Application THE HtHT AUTWOHfTV OF NY & NJ 

SECTION 2 

Delay Reduction Phase II - Construction (CA04-580/581) 

Newark Liberty International Airport Exhibit E - Delay Reduction Phase II - Construction (CA04-580/581) 





PFC APPLICATION NUMBER; 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: EWR Delay Reduction Phase II - Construction (CA04-580/ 581) 

2. Project Number: CA04-580/581 

3. Use Airport of Project: Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), 
Newark, New Jersey 

4. Project Type 
[X] Impose Only: 
[ ] Concurrent: 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $ 57,950,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 3,050,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 61,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AlP'Funds: N/A 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): N/A 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

Other Funds: 
State Grants $ N/A 
Local Funds $ N/A 
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b. For any proposed AIP djscretionary funds, does the Region intend to support^ 
[ ] YES; 
L J 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's 
five year CTP? 
[ ] Y8S' ^ 
[ ] NO . 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Is there an expectation that AIP funding will be available to pay the project costs] 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NOL J _ 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded through AIP? 
List the source(s) of data used to make this find ingJ 

e. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.00 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside 
needs of the airport, includjng runmys, taxi ways, aprons, andaircraft gates.' 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO; ' 
[ ] N/A! _ 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding: 

f. Reasonableness of cost. 
Project Total Cost Analysis; 

PFC Shar^of Total Cost Anajysis 
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7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 
if proposed A IP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any 
discussion from previous item regarding likeljhood of public agency obtaining thd 
funding it proposes. 

8. Project Description: 

This project is Phase II of the Port Authority's Delay Reduction Program at EWR 
that is designed to enhance capacity and reduce delays. The Delay Reduction 
Program was initiated with the construction of the Multiple Entrance Taxiway 
project approved as part of the 2010 PFC application. The primary goal of this 
Phase II project is to construct End Around Taxiways (EAT) that will serve 
Runways 22L and 22R. 

In a conventional taxiway system at a parallel runway airport, aircraft may be 
required to cross active runways when entering or exiting a runway. This requires 
runways to be closed to arriving and departing aircraft while aircraft are taxiing 
across the active runway. The EAT project will construct taxiways that go around 
the ends of the runways that allow aircraft to taxi between runways without 
interfering with runway operations. 

This is a companion project to the EfVR Delay Reduction Phase II - Planning and 
Engineering (CA04-569), contained in this application. Implementation of this 
construction project is dependent upon completion of the planning and engineering 
project. The findings of the Planning and Engineering study will inform the decision 
to move forward with EAT construction. Anticipating that the results of the Delay 
Reduction Planning and Engineering study will find that the construction of the 
EAT would generate a delay reduction benefit worthy of the cost to construct the 
taxiways, the Port Authority will subsequently move forward with advancing the 
design as well as conduct engineering and construction of this project. 

This project will construct EAT consistent with the findings of the Planning and 
Engineering study. This project will advance the project beyond preliminary 
planning and will include all required final designs and construction activities. 

The EAT taxiways will be designed and constructed to accommodate aircraft 
currently operating at EWR. The project will provide taxiway pavement that has 
load bearing capabilities and adequate separation required to accommodate Design 
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Group V aircraft, like the 747-400 and A340-500/600, while allowing enhanced 
runway access for arriving and departing aircraft. 

It is antici()ated that the EAT will include approximately 10,000 linear feet of 
pavement, paved shoulders, drainage, pavement markings, signing, and lighting. 

If appiicable.for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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

FOR FAA USE 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Include source citation if clarification 
information is not from PFC application. 

if project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been^ 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likeliho^od thc^requirernents^ijl be met, or should the project be disapproved.; 

if the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters,] 
gates, and baggage facjjities for construct^io^n and/or rehabilitation above has been 
completed. • 
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[Terminai and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the^irside needs of the airport, including runways, taxiwaysj 
aprons, and aircraft gates.' 
[ ] YES^ " 
[ ] NO: 
[ ]_N/A 

9. Significant Contribution: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region. In 2010, the Airport served 33 million passengers through its 
three Terminals, and experienced 403,339 aircraft movements on its three runways. 
Airports Council International ranked EWR as #14 nationwide and #34 worldwide 
for total passengers in 2010. Operations consist of approximately 93 percent 
commercial, 5.5 percent cargo, and 1.5 percent general aviation. 

The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), 
estimates that EWR passenger usage will increase by 2.1 percent annually. FAA's 
Terminal Area Forecast (issued in December 2010) estimates that enplanements at 
EWR were approximately 16.6 million in 2010 and will increase to approximately 
26.3 million enplanements by 2030. 

Along with growth, average delay per aircraft operation has also increased, 
reaching 61 minutes in 2010. FAA statistics for 2010 indicate that EWR is the 6th 
most delayed (total delays) airport in the nation. In response to the delay situation 
at EWR, the Port Authority convened a Flight Delay Task Force. The Task Force 
was comprised of stakeholders from the Airlines, the FAA, State and local officials. 
The operational recommendations determined by the Flight Delay Task Force were 
incorporated into the Airport's operational procedures. One of the key 
recommendations resulting from the Task Force's work is to improve aircraft 
ground movements on the EWR taxiway system. The Task Force developed an 
overall Delsiy Reduction Program that was initiated in 2010 with the Multiple 
Entrance Taxiway project. 

Although there is currently an 81-8ights-per-hour cap on scheduled aircraft 
operations at EWR, short- and long-term delay reduction initiatives identified in the 
Delay Reduction Program will likely reduce delays and facilitate growth at EWR. 
In addition to the delay reductions associated with this project, other delay 
reduction initiatives that will contribute to increased aircraft operational capacity at 
EWR include: the introduction of the Ground Based Augmentation System 
(GBAS); usfe of fanned headings; and, by 2018, the introduction of a significant 
number of Next Generation Air Transportation System (NextGen) technological, 
operational, and procedural improvements, which will increase capacity to handle 
an additional 20,000 annual IFR operations, according to a FAA/RTCA NextGen 
Task Force study. 

This project is a companion project to the Delay Reduction Planning and 
Engineering study. Anticipating that the results of the Delay Reduction Planning 
and Engineering study will find that the construction of the EAT would generate a 
delay reduction benefit worthy of the cost to construct the taxiways, the Port 
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Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
' Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ ]_pthei^(^plain) 

I CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
: Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain) 

! Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
LOl [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ ] 

Other (explain) ! 
_ Noise. 65 LDN [ J Other^(explain) I 

I ^je(^ does not quali^ under "significant contribution " rulesJ 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding.; 

How does this project address the deficiency sited by the public agency?! 
If competition is the chosen option, provide the F^AAXanalysis oXany^barrier^to 
competition at the airport.; 

10. Project Objective: 
The objective of the project is enhance airfield capacity and reduce delays at EWR 
by finalizing the design and engineering to support construction of the EAT on 
Runways 22R and 22L. 

FOR FXA USE 
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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FOR FAA USE ^ 
Define how the project accomplishes PFC bbiective(sj 

Explain how project is cost-effective compared to other reasonable and timely means tq 
accomplish this objectiye(s) 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to th^ project. Include citation for any documents that are not a part 
(Ofthis PFC application. 
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If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used tojiiake this finding: 

Discuss any nonj-econom|caJ benefits which are not captured aboy^ 

Project Eligibility: 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below] 
[ ] Development eligible under^P criteria (paragraph of Order 5^100^_ oj 
jPGL /r rz z zzz " 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Ord^ 5100.38 oH^GL 
: )(Zli . Z J,, JZ 'ZZZ7^ z z z zz z , 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. 
[ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility p^lan; 

Title and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local study. 
Title and Date of local study:' 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 401 i7(a)(3)(Cj;^ 
[ ] Shell of a gate as described in 49 U.S.C 40117(a)(3)(F) (air carrier ] 
I percentage of annual boardings ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter I 
[ ] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain).; 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(sj of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

Are any wqrlt elements or portions of the oyeraU project jnel igible? Provide associated 
costs. 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): 

For FAA Use, 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, wiJLthe project begm within 2 years qf^C 
application Due date (120-day)? 
[ ] Ye^ 
[ ] Nq 

For Impose Only project, will the project begin within 5 years of the charge effective da^ 
or PFC application Due date, whichever is first"? 
[ ] Yes ' 
[ J No 

Is this project dependent upon ariqther action to occur before its implementation oij 
completiqn. Explain^ 
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13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year); N/A 

ForFAAUse 
Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date, 
Whichever is sooner. 
[ ] Yes 
L ] NO , 

Which actions are needed before the use application can be submitted? What is the 
estimated schedule for each action? 

14. Project requesting RFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can projebt costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
A IP funding. 
[ ] YES 
[X] NO 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AlP funding, would the public 
agency prefer that the FAA approve 
[X] the amount of the local match to be collected at a $4.50 RFC level, or 
[ ] the entire requested amount at a $3.00 RFC 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 
[X] N/A ; 
15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: N/A 

Recap of Disagreements 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Usq 

Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the publi^ 
Provide citations for any documents not included in the RFC application that are relied on 
by the FAA for its analysis.' 
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If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (If 
the commits from the consultationare repeated, state that.) 

XDO/RO Recommendation: 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RQ 
use comparable projects to make this finding? If so, list projects J 

If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identi^ 
eligibjgjnd inehgible costs. Summarize ineligible costsJ 

Is the duration of collecfon adequate for the arnount requested?] 

ADO/RORECOMM ENDATION • 
[ ] Approve.; 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination. 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarizejindings frq^m earlier^in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to determination: 

Application ReviewedJbyj; 

Name , Routing Symbol Date 
Item(s) reviewed.; 

l^me Routing Symbol Date 
Item(s) rey^iewed 
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IHE PORTADIIiOlinY OF NY&N J 

*; •; • tii* ̂  ^ i 

CA04-580/581 

Newgrk Liberty International Airport 

Delay Reduction Ptiase II - Construction 





Passenger Facility Charge Application THE POBTAUTHORfTY OF NY & NJ 

SECTION 3 

Runway 4R-22L Rehabilitation (CA04-454) 

Newark Liberty International Airport Exhibit E - Runway 4R-22L Rehabilitation (CA04-454) 





PFC APPLICATION NUMBER-

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: EWR R22way 4R-22L RehabiIitatio2 (CA04-454) 

2. Project Number: CA04-454 

3. Use Airport of Project: Newark Liberty lateraatioaal Airport (EWR), 
Newark, New Jersey 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $ 44,250,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 2,000,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 46,250,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP. Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

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

Subtotal Other Funds: $ N/A 

Total Project Cost: $ 46,250,000 

For FAA Use 
a. Does the project include^ proposed LOl^ 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NQ 
If YES, does the Region support^ 
[ ]YES " 
[ ] NO. ^ . 
If YES, list the schedule for implementation:; 

b. For any proposed AlP dis^credonary funds, does the Region intend to support?, 
[ ] YES 
[ J NO 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's 
five year CIP? 
[ ] YESy 
[ ] NQ , 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50; 
Is there an expectation that AIP funding will be availa^ble to payjhe projectjjqsts; 
[ ] YES 
[ ] Nd _ _ 
What percentage of the total project cost 
jList the source(s) of data used to make th 

s funded through AIP?, 
s findjng^ 

e. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.^^ 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside 
needs of thejiirport, including runways, taxjways, aprons, and aircraft gat^j 
[ ] YES" : 
[ ] NO: 
[ ] N/A 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding. 

f. Reasonableness of cost] 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

I^ Share^f Tqtaj^Costj^alysis 
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7. Back-up Financing Plan; N/A 
If proposed AIP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any^ 
discussion from prevjou^jtem regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining the 
flindngjt prqpos^esj 

8. Project Description: 
This project includes the planning, design, and construction of pavement 
rehabilitation of RAV 4R-22L. The dimensions of the runway are 9,980 feet by 
ISO feet. Runway rehabilitation will also include associated drainage, airfield 
signage, and marking improvements. The lighting improvements will support the 
future establishment of a Surface Movement Guidance and Control System 
(SMOGS) Plan. The system 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. 

In addition to the runway rehabilitation, this project includes the planning, design, 
and construction of the intersections/stubs of associated taxiway exits, including new 
high-speed taxiway exits on Runway 4R-22L (constructed as part of the High-Speed 
Taxiway and Rehabilitation of Taxiway P project). These high-speed taxiways will 
facilitate the efficient movement of landing aircraft, reducing delays at EWR. 

The cost for design and construction of the Run way/Taxiway Pavement 
Rehabilitation Project is estimated to be: 

• Planning and Design $ 4,000,000 
• R/W 4R-22L Rehabilitation - Construction: $32,250,000 
• Partial High-Speed Taxiways-Construction: $ 8,000,000 

Total Project: $ 44,250,000 

If applicable for terminal projects. 
Prior to implementation of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 
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At completion of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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

FOR FAA USE 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Include source citation if clarification 
information is not from PFC application.; 

If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, hav6 the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been^ 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requirements wijl be met, or should the project be disapproved.} 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters^ 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has beeri 
completed] 

Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including runways, taxiwaysj 
aprons, an^ircraft gates.' 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 
[ ] N/A 

9. Significant Contribution: 
Newark Libierty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region with three runways and three terminals with 104 gates. In 2010, 
33 million passengers used the Airport, The Airport also experienced 403,339 
aircraft movements in 2010. Operations consisted of approximately 93 percent 
commercial, 5.5 percent cargo, and the remaining as general aviation. 

The Airports Council International ranked EWR as #14 nationwide and #34 
worldwide for total passengers in 2010. The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-
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Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), estini9tes that EWR passenger nsage will 
increase by 2.1 percent annually. FAA's Terminal Area Forecast (issued in 
December 2010) estimates that enplanements at EWR were approximately 
16.6 million in 2010 and will increase to approximately 26.3 million enplanements 
by 2030. 

Along with growth, average delay per aircraft operation has also increased, 
reaching 61 minutes in 2010. FAA statistics for 2010 indicate that EWR is the 6th 
most delayed (total delays) airport in the nation. In 2008, as an attempt to limit 
delays, the U.S. Department of Transportation implemented an 81 flights-per-hour 
cap on scheduled aircraft operations at EWR. 

This project is vitally important to ensure the continued safe and efficient operation 
of aircraft at EWR and to accommodate future operations. The pavement for 
Runway 4R-22L was previously rehabilitated in 2004. As with many large-hub 
airports, due to the operational frequencies (landings and takeoffs) of large aircraft, 
the runway pavements at EWR typically require rehabilitation approximately every 
eight to ten years. According to the Port Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement 
Management Plan, the runway is noted to be in fair condition with a Pavement 
Condition Index (PCI) of 69. This indicates that the runway pavement requires 
rehabilitation before major structural repairs would be necessary. 

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 that would require reconstruction of the pavement subgrade. 
Reconstruction would require the runways and taxiways to be closed for a long 
period of time for construction, in order to bring the pavement strength up to the 
required load bearing capabilities. A full-depth pavement reconstruction will result 
in extended runway closures and major congestion implications for the New York 
Airport System as well as the National Aerospace System (NAS). 

In addition to the pavement improvements, this project will expand the existing 
runway and taxiway centerline and edge lighting system. 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 to expand low-visibility operations. 

The high-speed taxiways component of this project is to conduct intersection/ stub 
work as a complimentary project and in coordination with the High-Speed Taxiway 
and Rehabilitation of Taxiway P project. High speed taxiways are essential to 
enhancing airfield efficiency and reducing delays at EWR by allowing arriving 
aircraft to leave the runway at higher speeds, thereby vacating the runway more 
quickly and permitting another aircraft to land or depart in a shorter space of time. 
If not implemented, aircraft operation delays will remain and will increase as traffic 
continues to recover and grow. 
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FOR FAAUSE 
Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain) 

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

I CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
, Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain) 

I Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
. LOT [ 1 FAA BCA [ 1 FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Pl^ 

[ ]: J rz L „ 
Other (explain) 1 

1 Noise. 65 LDN [ ] Other (explain) I 

Project does not quahfy under "significant contribution '^ules. 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(sj| 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used tq^niake this finding: 

How does this project address the deficiency sited by the public^gency^ 

If competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis of any barriers to, 
competition at the airport. 

10. Project Objective: 
The project objective is to preserve the runway and taxiway pavement of 4R-22L in 
order to avoid a more costly pavement reconstruction that would involve significant 
aircraft operational impacts for EWR, other airports in the New York/New Jersey 
Region and the entire NAS. In addition, this project will enhance the operational 
capacity of the Airport by constructing sections of new high-speed taxiways that 
reduce congestion and delays. 

FOR FAA USE 
Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Fumjsh opportunity for enh^anced 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)^ 

Finding 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to make this findmg if it is npLa part 
of the PFC app 1 ication. 
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Address adequacj^ of issuesJ 

11. Project Justification: 
Runway 4R-22L is one of primary runways at EWR. Over the past several years, 
approximately 600 daily aircraft operations are conducted on 4R-22L by aircraft 
that vary in size from the largest variants of the Boeing 747 to smaller Regional Jet 
aircraft. The asphalt pavement for the runway and taxiway intersections is 
structurally sound. However, the wearing course is beginning to exhibit signs of 
age-related gtress cracking. 

This project is vitally important to ensure the continued safe and efficient operation 
of aircraft at EWR and to accommodate future operations. The pavement for 
Runway 4R-22L was previously rehabilitated in 2004. As with many large-hub 
airports, due to the operational frequencies (landings and takeoffs) of large aircraft, 
the runway pavements at EWR typically require rehabilitation approximately every 
eight to ten years. According to the Port Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement 
Management Plan, the runway is noted to be in fair condition with a Pavement 
Condition Index (PCI) of 69. This indicates that the runway pavement requires 
rehabilitation before major structural repairs would be necessary. 

As a result, pavement rehabilitation is required to replace the existing wearing 
course with revitalized asphalt pavement to preserve the structural sections of the 
runway pavement and permit safe and efficient aircraft operations. By 
rehabilitating the runway 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-needed basis, but an overall pavement reconstruction is not required at this 
time. 

While the runway pavement is closed for rehabilitation, the lighting systems will be 
upgraded With modern lighting system components. This will include runway 
centerline and touchdown zone lighting, edge lights, taxiway centerline and edge 
light fixtures. Along with the pavement lighting, runway guard lights will be 
installed at key runway/taxiway intersections. By expanding the centerline and 
taxiway edge lighting systems, airfield safety and efficiency will be enhanced by 
providing additional low-visibility taxiway routes to the air carriers during low-
visibility conditions. 

FORFAAUSE; 
Define how the project accomplishes Prc Objective(sj 

Explain how project is cost-effective compared to other reasonable and timely means to 
accomplish this objective(s) 
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Based on informed opinion or published FA A guidance, specify how the cost of the 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the project. Include citation for any documents that are not a part: 
of this PFC application. 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the rejeyant documentation used to make this finding.^ 

Discuss any non-economical benefits which are not captured aboveJ 

Project Eligibility: 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below{ 
[ ] Development eligible under ATP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or 
: PGL )C ' J 7/ y Lzr z .J " 
[ ] Planning eligible under ATP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or PGL 

[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505-
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504.1 
;[ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan; 
Title and Date of Part 150:^ 
[ ] Project included in a local study] 
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 40U 7(a)(3)(F) (aiiycatrier 
j percentage of annual boardings ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter i 
[ 1 Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain)^ 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding.^ 

^re anjyywrk elements or portions of the overall project ineligible? Provide associated 
costs. 

•• 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): 
Estimated Pioject Completion Date (Month and Year): 

For FA A Use 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, will the project begm with[n 2 years of PFC; 
application Due date (120-day)? 
[ ] Yes ; 
[ ] Nq 
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For Impose Only project, will the project begin within 5 years of the charge effective datq 
or PFC application Due date, whichever is first? 
[ ] 
L]_Nq 

Is this project dependent upon another action to occur beforejts impleip^giojio]] 
completion. Explain. 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year); N/A 

For FAA Use^ 
Is the date within 3 year^qf^the estimated charge effective date or approval date,: 
whichever is sooner. 
[ ] Yes 
[.INq 

Which actions are needed before the use application can be submitted? What is the 
estimated schedule for each action? 

14. Project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
AlP funding. 
[ ] YES 
[X] NO 

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

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

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: N/A 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: N/A 

Recap of Disagreements 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 
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16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Use 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the public.' 
Provide citations for any documents not included in the PFC application that are relied on 
by the FAA for its analysis.) 

If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (If 
the comrnents from tjie consultation are repeated, state that.) 

ADO/RO Recommendation: 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RO 
use comparable projects to make this finding? If so, Hsf projects.^ 

If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identic, 
eligible and ineligible costs. Summarize ineligible costsj 

Is the duration of collection adequate for the amount requested? 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION; 
[ ] Approved 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination.!^ 

] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to determination.! 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name 
]tem(s) reviewed. 

Routing Symbol Date 

Name 
Itern(s) reviewed 

Routing Symbol Date 
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Pgssenger Facility Charge Application THE PORTAUfraOBTTV OF NV S. NJ 

SECTION 4 

Taxiway P Rehabilitation including High-Speed Taxiways (CA04-525/522) 

Newark Liberty International Airport Exhibit E - Taxiway P Rehabilitation including High-Speed Taxiways (CA04-525/522) 





PFC APPLICATION NUMBER: 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: EWR Taxiway P Rehabilitation including High-Speed Taxiways 
(CA04-525/522) 

2. Project Number: CA04-525/522 

3. Use Airport of Project: Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), 
Newark, New Jersey 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 . [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $ 25,500,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 2,000,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: S 27,500,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

Other Funds: 
State Grants $ N/A 
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p. For any proposed ATP funds, is the request within the planning leve[s foi^the ^giqn's 
five year CIP? 
[ ]YES " 
[J m 

(J. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50:' 
Is there an expectation that AIP funding will be available to pay the project costsj 
[ ] YES ' 
[ ] NO:'_ ! , 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded through AIP?| 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding. 

e. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.00, 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airsjc^ 
needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, and akcraft gates. 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO; 
[ ] N/A _ 
List the s^ourc;e(s) of data used to make this finding] 

f. Reasonablpness of cost] 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysis 
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7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 
If proposed AIP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional^ 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any|2 
discussion from prevjous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining thq 
finding h p_ropqsesJ 

8. Project Description: 
This project includes the planning, design, and construction of high-speed taxiways 
that will connect Taxiway P to RAV 4L-22R and RAV 4R-22L, and the 
rehabilitation of Taxiway P. 

Plans will be developed for two new proposed high-speed taxiways. These high
speed taxiways will facilitate the effieient aircraft movement and delay reduction at 
EWR. The project also includes installing new taxiway, shoulder, and erosion 
pavement on three existing taxiways. As typical with taxiways, work cannot occur 
to the exaet limits of a partieular taxiway because that could interfere with 
connecting runway operations. Therefore, while the bulk of the high-speed taxiway 
planning, design, and construction will be completed in this project, this work will 
be coordinated with, and would connect to, the high-speed taxiway intersections 
constructed as part of the RAV 4R-22L and RAV 4L-22R Rehabilitation Projects. 

This project will also include the planning, design, and construction of pavement 
rehabilitation on Taxiway P. The dimensions of the taxiway impacted by this 
project are 10,000 feet long by 75 feet wide. The project will also 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 system 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 High-Speed Taxiways and Rehabilitation 
of Taxiway Pis estimated to be: 

• Planning and Design: $ 2,000,000 
• High-Speed TAV Construction: $ 19,500,000 
• TAV P Construction: $ 4,000,000 

Total Project: $ 25,500,000 
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If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

j 

At completion of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[X] N/A 

FORFAAUSE ^ 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Include source citation if clarification! 
information is not from PEG applicatiqn. 

If project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been^ 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requirements will be met, or should the project be disapproved] 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters! 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been 
cqmpjete^.f^ 

Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including runways, taxi ways j 
hprons, and^jrcraft gates. 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 
[ ] N/A 

Revised 8/31/2010 



9. Significant Contribution: 
N9wark Lib9rty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York/New Jersey Region with three runways and three terminals with 104 
gates. In 2010, 33 million passengers used the Airport through 403,339 aircraft 
movements. Operations consisted of approximately 93 percent commercial, 
5.5 percent cargo, and the remaining as general aviation. 

The Airports Council International ranked EWR as #14 nationwide and #34 
worldwide for total passengers in 2010. The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-
Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), estimates that EWR passenger usage will 
increase by 2.1 percent annually. FAA's Terminal Area Forecast (issued in 
December 2010) estimates that enplanements at EWR were approximately 
16.6 million in 2010 and will increase to approximately 26.3 million enplanements 
by 2030. 

Along with growth, average delay per aircraft operation has also increased, 
reaching 61 minutes in 2010. FAA statistics for 2010 indicate that EWR is the 6th 
most delayed (total delays) airport in the nation. In response to the delay situation 
at EWR, the Port Authority convened a Flight Delay Task Force. The Task Force 
was comprised of stakeholders from the Airlines, the FAA, State and local officials. 
The operational recommendations determined by the Flight Delay Task Force were 
incorporated into the Airport's operational procedures. One of the key 
recommendations resulting from the Task Force's work is to improve aircraft 
ground movements on the EWR taxiway system. The Task Force developed an 
overall Delay Reduction Program that was initiated in 2010 with the Multiple 
Entrance Taxiway project. 

Although there is currently an 81-flights-per-hour cap on scheduled aircraft 
operations at EWR, short- and long-term delay reduction initiatives identified in the 
Delay Reduction Program will likely reduce delays and facilitate growth at EWR. 
In addition to the delay reductions associated with this project, other delay 
reduction initiatives that will contribute to increased aircraft operational capacity at 
EWR include: the introduction of the Ground Based Augmentation System 
(GBAS); use of fanned headings; and, by 2018, the introduction of a significant 
number of Next Generation Air Transportation System (NextGen) technological, 
operational, and procedural improvements, which will increase capacity to handle 
an additional 20,000 annual IFR operations, according to a FAA/RTCA NextGen 
Task Force study. 

The Port Authority has completed and is undertaking a variety of projects that are 
designed to improve the overall efficiency of EWR. These include navigational aids 
improvements, apron reconfiguration, gate relocation, and taxiway relocation. The 
High-Speed Taxiways and Rehabilitation of Taxiway P Project is part of the Port 
Authority's overall Delay Reduction Program. The primary goal of this project is to 
reduce delays by creating opportunities for airfield efficiencies. This project is 
vitally important to enhancing airfield efficiency and reducing delays at EWR. 
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High-speed taxiways will allow arriving aircraft to leave the runway at higher 
speeds, thereby vacating the runway more quickly and permitting another aircraft 
to land or depart in a shorter span of time. If not implemented, aircraft delays will 
continue to increase as aircraft operations recover and grow. 

Current average runway occupancy times (ROTs) at EWR are approximately 
60 seconds for northeast and southwest flows. High-speed taxiways at EWR are 
estimated to reduce the arrival ROTs by approximately 8 seconds and 
approximately 6 seconds per use, respectively. This results in approximately 
18 hours of,ROT savings per day and 6,570 hours of ROT savings a year, which 
increases capacity and reduces delay at the Airport. 

In addition to delay reduction, the rehabilitation of Taxiway P will ensure the 
continued safe and efficient operation of aircraft at EWR that will accommodate 
future operations. If the pavement is not rehabilitated, the structural section of the 
pavement will further degrade contributing to pavement failure. Deterioration 
beyond a simple rehabilitation will require closure of the taxiway to allow for a 
major reconstruction to be performed that will bring the pavement strength up to 
the required load bearing capabilities. This project is vitally important to ensure 
the continued safe and efficient operation of aircraft at EWR and to accommodate 
future operations. According to the Port Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement 
Management Plan, the taxiway is determined to be in fair condition. However, at 
the current level of operations, it is anticipated that pavement rehabilitation would 
be required within the next three years. If the pavement is not rehabilitated, the 
structural section of the taxiway pavement will further degrade, precipitating an 
erosion of the pavement structural sections. 

This projecf is vitally important to ensure the continued safe and efficient operation 
of aircraft at EWR and to accommodate future operations. The T/W P pavement 
was previously rehabilitated in 2004. As with many large-hub airports, due to the 
operational frequencies of large aircraft, the taxiway pavements at EWR typically 
require rehabilitation approximately every eight to ten years. According to the Port 
Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement Management Plan, the taxiway is noted to be in 
fair condition with a Pavement Condition Index (PCI) of 68. This indicates that the 
pavement requires rehabilitation before major structural repairs would be 
necessary. 

If the repairs are not made and the pavement structure deteriorates beyond a 
simple rehabilitation, the taxiway will have to be closed for a long period of time for 
a major reconstruction to be performed in order to bring the pavement strength up 
to the required load bearing capabilities. A full-depth pavement reconstruction will 
result in extended taxiway closures and rerouting of surface traffic that would result 
in congestion implications for the New York Airport System as well as the National 
Aerospace System (NAS). 
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I Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
i Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ ] Other (explain) 

I CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
! Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain)' 

I Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
i LOI [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancemenj Hai^ 
[ cizz r: : 7777 7777' , 
1 Other (explain) i 
^ Noise.^5 LDN [ ] Other (explain) | 

Project does not qualify under "significantcontribution^' rule^ 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(sj 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding] 

How does this project address the deficiency sited by the public agency*?, 

If competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis of any barriers ̂  
competition at the airport.' 

10. Project Objective: 
The project, objective is to preserve the taxiway pavement of Taxiway P in order to 
avoid a more costly pavement reconstruction that would involve significant aircraft 
operational impacts for EWR, other airports in the New York/New Jersey Region 
and the entire NAS. In addition, this project will enhance the operational capacity 
of the Airport by constructing new high-speed taxiways that reduce congestion and 
delays. 

FOR FAA USB 
Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

[ Capacity, Preserve [ J Enh^ce [ j 
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Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to make this finding if it is not a part 
of the PFC^applicationJ 

Addre^ adequacy of issues J 

11. Project Justification; 
The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), 
estimates that EWR passenger usage will increase by 2,1 percent annually. FAA's 
Terminal Area Forecast (issued in December 2010) estimates that enplanements at 
FWR were approximately 16.6 million in 2010 and will increase to approximately 
26.3 million enplanements by 2030. 

Along with growth, average delay per aircraft operation has also increased, 
reaching 61 minutes in 2010. FAA statistics for 2010 indicate that FWR is the 6th 
most delayed (total delays) airport in the nation. In 2008, as an attempt to limit 
delays, the U.S. Department of Transportation implemented an 81 flights-per-honr 
cap on scheduled aircraft operations at FWR. 

By creating and improving existing high-speed taxiways, the Airport will achieve 
enhanced arrival capability and delay reduction with an improved and efficient 
intersection arrival at RAV 4R and 4L. Constructing high-speed taxiways will allow 
arriving aircraft to leave the runway at higher speeds and vacate the runway for 
other aircraft to land or depart in a shorter span of time. If not implemented, 
aircraft operation delays will remain constant and/or increase as traffic continues to 
recover and grow. These delays would continue to be detrimental to the NAS in 
addition to resulting in loss of revenue to the Port Authority and its airline 
customers, as well as increasing emissions associated with longer idling of delayed 
aircraft. This project is integral to mitigating flight delays within the region. 

In addition to delay reduction, the rehabilitation of Taxiway P will ensure the 
continued safe and efficient operation of aircraft at FWR and will accommodate 
future operations. If the pavement is not rehabilitated, the structural section of the 
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 taxiway will have to he closed for 
significant periods of time to allow for major reconstruction to he performed that 
will bring the pavement strength up to the required load hearing capabilities. 

This project will also result in safety improvements resulting from the expansion of 
the existing taxiway centerline and edge lighting system. This will provide 
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additional taxiway routes to be designated for use during low visibility conditions 
that occur during CAT II and CAT III 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 FA A USE ^ 
Defmejiow the pxojecUaccomplishes PFC Object^^ 

Explain how project is cost-effective compared to other reasonable and timely means to 
accomplish this objective(s) 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the^ 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition' 
benefits attributable to the project. Include citation for any documents that are not a part 
pfyhis PF^pplicationJ 

if analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used tq^make this^nd ing. 

iDjscus^any nomGConomical benefits which are not capfyr^^W^ 

Project Eligibility: 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below J 
[ ] Development eligi^eundei^IPcriteria^(paragraph of Order 5100.38 oi] 
I PGL );l 
[ ] Planning eligible under A IP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 _ or PGL 

[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. ^7505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504.i 
j[ ] Project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan; 
jfitle and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local study: 
ifitle 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 );^ 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter I 
[ ] Project does not meeUPFC eligibility (explam)] 

if analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the reiev^antdocunientation used to make thus fin^ingJ 
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Sre any work elements or portions of the overall project ineligible? Provide associated 
costs! 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): 

For FAA Use' 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, will the project begin within 2 years of PFQ 
application bue date (120-day)?i 
[ ] Yer 
[J_N5 : 

For Impose Only project, will the project begin within 5 years of jhe^harge^edl!^t]ye date 
or PFC applicatmn Due date, whichever is First? 
[ ] Yes 
LLNq 

Is this project dependent upon another action to occur before its implementation oij 
completion. Explain.' 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 

For FAA Us,!: 
Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval datej 
Iwhichever is sooner J 

Which actions are needed before the use application can be submitted? What is the 
estimated schedule for each action? 

14. Project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
AlP funding. 
[ ] YES 
[X] NO 

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

] Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination J 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize fmthngs from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues, 
that lead to determination.! 

'Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
Item(s) reviewed J 

Name Routing Symbol Dat§ 
Item(s) reviewed 
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Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AinMORnV OF NY & N J 

SECTION 5 

Runway 4L-22R Rehabilitation (CA04-4SS) 

Newark Liberty International Airport Exhibit E - Runway 4L-22R Rehabilitation (CA04-455) 





8FC A88UCAT^ 

ATTACHMENT B: 8ROJECT INFORMATION 

1. 8roject Title: EWR Roowgy 4L-22R Reha8ilit98oo (CA04-455) 

2. 8roject Number: 
CA04-455 

3. Use Airport of 8roject: Newark Li8erty loteroatiooal Airport (EWR), 
Newark, New Jersey 

4. 8roject Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IM80SE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. financing 81an 

88C funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $ 44,250,000 
Bond financing & Interest: $ 2,000,000 

Subtotal 88C funds*: $ 46,250,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AI8 funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant funds in froject $ 0 

Subtotal Existing A18 funds: $ 0 

Anticipated A18 funds (List Each Year Separately): 
fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated A18 funds: $ 0 

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

Subtotal Other Funds: $ N/A 

Total Project Cost: $ 46,250,000 

For FAA Use 
a. Does the project Include a proposed LOI?] 
[ ]YE^ 
[ ] NO, 
If YES, does the Region support? 
[ ]YES 
[ ] NO] ^ 
If YES, [istrte schedule f^rlrnplementation: 

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

C. For any proposed AIP funds^ is the request within the planning levels for the Region's 
five year CTP?, 

! 

id. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
is there an expectation that AIP funding will^ availabje to pay the project costsj 
[ ] YES' 
[ ] NO: 
|What percentage of the total project cost is funded through ATP?j 
L^stjhe source(s) of data used to make thi^finding J 

e. Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.00, 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside 
needs of the airport, including runways, taxjways, aprons, an^ircraft ga^s.' 
[ ] YE^ 
[ ] NO : 
[ ] N/A 
Ljst the source(s) of datajjsed to make this finding. 

f. Reasonableness of cost] 
Project Tota 1 Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysis 
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7. B9ck-up Financing Plan: N/A 
If proposed A IP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use| 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional^ 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any[ 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining the 
funding it proposes, 

8. Project Description: 
This project includes the planning, design, and construction of pavement 
rehabilitation on RAV 4L-22R. The dimensions of the runway impacted by this 
project are 11,000 feet by 150 feet. Runway rehabilitation will also 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, which 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. 

In addition to the runway rehabilitation, this project will include the planning, 
design, and construction of the high-speed taxiway intersections/stubs of associated 
taxiway exits, including new high-speed taxiway exits on RAV 4L-22R, which will 
ultimately connect with Taxiway P. The construction of the high-speed taxiways 
will be coordinated with the High-Speed Taxiway and Rehabilitation of Taxiway P 
project. These high-speed taxiways will facilitate the efficient movement of landing 
aircraft, reducing delays at EWR. 

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

• Planning and Design: $ 4,000,000 
• RAV j4L-22R Rehabilitation - Construction: $ 32,250,000 
• Partial High-Speed Taxiways - Construction: $ 8,000,000 

Total Project: $ 44,250,000 

If applicable for terminal projects. 
Prior to implementation of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 
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At completion of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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

FOR FAA USE 
pomment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Indu(^jour^e crtati^jf^r[fica^ 
information is not from PEG application. 

If proJe^invoTveslthe construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas b^ 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requirements wiII be met, or should the project be disapproved] 

Ifthe^roject involvesltermjiTallvork, confirm information regarding ticket count^ 
gates, and baggage faciHties for construction and/or rehabihtation a^qy^^s^en 
completed^ 

Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including runyrays,Jaxiy^ys,i 
aprons, and^jrcraft gate^.' 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO: 
[ J N/A; 

9. Significant Contribution: 
Nevrark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region with three runways and three terminals with 104 gates. In 2010, 
33 million passengers used the Airport. The Airport experienced 403,339 aircraft 
movements in 2010. Operations consisted of approximately 93 percent commercial, 
5.5 percent cargo, and the remaining as general aviation. 
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Th9 Airports Council International ranked EWR as #14 nationwide and #34 
worldwide for total passengers in 2010. The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-
Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), estimates that EWR passenger usage will 
increase by 2.1 percent annually. FAA's Terminal Area Forecast (issued in 
December 2010) estimates that enplanements at EWR were approximately 
16.6 million in 2010 and will increase to approximately 26.3 million enplanements 
by 2030. 

Along with growth, average delay per aircraft operation has also increased, 
reaching OP minutes in 2010. FAA statistics for 2010 indicate that EWR is the 6th 
most delayed (total delays) airport in the nation. In 2008, as an attempt to limit 
delays, the U.S. Department of Transportation implemented an 81 flights-per-hour 
cap on scheduled aircraft operations at EWR. 

This project is vitally important to ensure the continued safe and efficient operation 
of aircraft at EWR and to accommodate future operations. The pavement for 
Runway 4L-22R was previously rehabilitated in 2003. As with many large-hub 
airports, due to the operational frequencies (landings and takeoffs) of large aircraft, 
the runway pavements at EWR typically require rehabilitation approximately every 
eight to ten years. According to the Port Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement 
Management Plan, the runway is noted to he in fair condition with a Pavement 
Condition Index (PCI) of 65. This indicates that the runway pavement requires 
rehabilitation before major structural repairs would he necessary. 

At its current rate of aircraft arrivals and departures, it is anticipated that 
pavement rehabilitation would he required within the next two to three years. 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 he closed for a long 
period of tipie for a major reconstruction to he performed in order to bring the 
pavement strength up to the required load hearing capabilities. A full-depth 
pavement reconstruction will result in extended runway closures and major 
congestion implications for the New York Airport System as well as the National 
Aerospace System (NAS). 

In addition to the pavement improvements, this project will expand the existing 
runway cenlerline and edge lighting system. Furthermore, runway guard lights will 
he 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. 

The high-speed taxiways component of this project is to conduct the 
intersection/stub work as a complimentary project to the High-Speed Taxiway and 
Rehabilitation of Taxiway P project. High speed taxiways are essential to enhancing 
airfield efficiency and reducing delays at EWR by allowing arriving aircraft to leave 
the runway at higher speeds, thereby vacating the runway more quickly and 
permitting another aircraft to land or depart in a shorter space of time. If not 
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implemented, aircraft operation delays will remain and/or expand as traffic 
continues to recover and grow. 

FOR FA A USE 
I Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain^ 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
!_ Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ ] Other (explajn)! 

! ' CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date ] 
I Competition. Competition Plan [ ] 0^her (explam)^ 

; Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
LOT [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [_] 

Other (explain) 
I Noise. 65 LDN [ 1 Other (explain) 

Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules J 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public;^ 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
of data and attach the relevant documentatioiLused to make this findingJ 

How does this project address the deficiency^ite^by the public agency^ 

If competition is the chosen option, proyjde the FAA^ analyses of any barrier^W 
competitioryat the airport: 

10. Project Objective: 
The project objective is to preserve the runway and taxiway pavement of 
Runway 4L-22R in order to avoid a more costly pavement reconstruction that 
would involve significant aircraft operational impacts for EWR, other airports in 
the New York/New Jersey Region, and the entire NAS. In addition, this project will 
enhance the operational capacity of the Airport by constructing new high-speed 
taxiways that reduce congestion and delays. 

FOR FAA USE 
' Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
I Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
I Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] ^ 
i Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition between or among air carriers at the, 
airport ^ 

Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
I ^jeqt does not meet any PFC objectives (expjain) 
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Finding 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to make this finding if it is not a 
of the PFC appl ication. 

Address adequacy of issues J 

11. Project Justification: 
Runway 4L-22R is one of primary runways at EWR. Over the past several years, 
approximately 600 daily aircraft operations are conducted on RAV 4L-22R by 
aircraft that vary in size from the largest variants of the Boeing 747 to Regional Jet 
aircraft. The asphalt pavement for the runway and taxiway intersections is 
structurally sound. However, the wearing course is beginning to exhibit signs of 
age-related stress cracking. 

This project is vitally important to ensure the continued safe and efficient operation 
of aircraft at EWR and to accommodate future operations. The pavement for 
Runway 4L-22R was previously rehabilitated in 2003. As with many large-hub 
airports, due to the operational frequencies (landings and takeoffs) of large aircraft, 
the runway pavements at EWR typically require rehabilitation approximately every 
eight to ten years. According to the Port Authority's 2009-2015 Pavement 
Management Plan, the runway is noted to he in fair condition with a Pavement 
Condition Index (PCI) of 65. This indicates that the runway pavement requires 
rehabilitation before major structural repairs would he necessary. 

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 pavement and permit safe and efficient aircraft operations. By 
rehabilitating the runway 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 he made 
on an as needed basis, hut an overall pavement reconstruction is not required at this 
time. 

While the runway pavement is closed for construction, the lighting systems will he 
upgraded with modern lighting system components. This will include runway 
centerline and touchdown zone lighting, edge lights, taxiway centerline and edge 
light fixtures. Along with the pavement lighting, runway guard lights will he 
installed at key runway/taxiway intersections in support of the future establishment 
of a SMGCS Plan. By expanding the centerline and taxiway edge lighting systems, 
airfield safety and efficiency will he enhanced by providing additional low-visibility 
taxiway routes to the air carriers. 

FOR FAA USE _ 
Define^how the project accomplishes PFC ObJectjye(s)' 
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Explain how project Is cost-effgctiye compared to other reasonable and timely means to' 
accomplish this ^ject[ve(s) 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the project. Include citation for any documents that are not a part 
of this PF^applicatiqn J 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of d^ 
and attachyhe relevant documentation used to make this finding.' 

Discuss any^nqn^conomica[benefi^jyhIch ar^nof captured aboveJ 

Project Eligibility: 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below.' ^ 
[ ] Development eligiblejindler AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 oij 
i PGL ){ 1,1 I JZZl ^ , 
[ ] Planmng eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or PGLl 
I )[zz z z , 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504J 
'[ ] Project approved in an approved Part 1^0 rioise cqmpatibiUty plan-
Title and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local study] 
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 ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter | 
[_] P'iPjGCf does not meet PFC elig[bij[ty (explain)] 

If analysis is'based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding] 

Are any work elements or^portiqns of the oygrall project ineligible? Provide associated 
costs] 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): 

For FAA Use 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, will the project begin within 2 years of PFC: 
application Due date (120-day)? 

LIK? ' 
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For Impose Only project, will the project begin within 5 years of the charge effective date, 
or PFC app^lica^n Due date, whichever jifyst^ 
[ ] Yes! r 
[J No! , 

Is this project dependent upon another action to occur before its implementation oi] 
completion^ Explain/ 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 

For FAA Use! 
Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval dat^ 
whichevens^ooner.r 
[ ] Yes" ' 
LJ.Np 

Which actions are needed before the use application can be submitted? What is the 
estimated schedule foyeach action? 

14. Project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
AlP funding. 
[ ] YES ' 
[X] NO 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIP Ainding, would the public 
agency prefer that the FAA approve 
[X] the amount of the local match to be collected at a $4.50 PFC level, 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 
[X] N/A 

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: N/A 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: N/A 

Recap of Disagreements 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 
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16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Use 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the publicJ 
Provide citations for any documents not inclined jn the PFC application that are relied on 
by ^e FAA for its^nalysis.' 

If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (If 
the comments from the consultation are repeated, state that 

ADO/RO Recommendation: ^ 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RO, 
use comparable projects tqjnake this finding"^ If so, list proj^kj 

Ifthe amount requested if over $T0 million, was the level of detail su^cierttpident^ 
eligible and inejigible costs. Summarize ineligible costs.^ 

Is the duration^f col lectlon^deciuatejbi^he amounttequested? 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION:; 
[ ] Approve. 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarizefindings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination. 

-1 
[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to determination.; 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name _ Routing Symbol Date 
Item(s) reviewed. 

Name Roiling SymW Datg 
Item(s) reviewed 
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UK PMir AOraOIUTY OF NY& N J 

CA04-455 

Newgrk Liberty Internetionel Airport 

Runway 4L-22R Rehabilitation 





Passenger Facility Charge Application THE WIHl AlfraOBfTY OF NY & NJ 

SECTION 6 

Runway 11 RSA & Relocation of Brewster Road (CA04-S12) 

Newark Liberty International Airport Exhibit E — Runway 11 RSA & Relocation of Brewster Road (CA04-512) 





8FC A88y CATION NUMBER: 

ATTACHMENT B: 8R0JECT INFORMATION 

1. 8roject Title: EWR Ruow9y 11 RSA & Reloc98oo of Brewster R098 (CA04-512) 

2. 8roject Number: CA04-512 

3. Use Airport of 8roject: Newark Liberty loteroatiooal Airport (EWR), 
Newark, New Jersey 

4. 8roject Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IM80SE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing 81an 

8FC Fun8s: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $ 23,750,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: $ 1,250,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 25,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

8xisting AIR Funds: 
Grant;# N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AlP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

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

Subtotal Other Funds: $ N/A 

Total Project Cost: $ 25,000,000 

For FAA Use 
a. Does the project include a proposed LOl^ 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO 
If Y ES, does the Region support? 
[ ]YES" 
[ ] NOJ 
IfjYES, jist^sch^ule implen^^ 

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

c. For any proposed AFP funds, is the request within the planning jeyels ^rjhe Regie's 
five year CIP? 
[ ]YES' ~ 
[ ].N0 . 

Id. For project requesting PFC fUnding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
is there an^expectation that AIP funding will be ay^aUablejo p^y^the^project^qst^ 
[ ] YES ' 
[ ] NC( 
What percentage of the total project cost is funded through AIP? 
List the source(s) ofdatausedjtqrnake this finding: 

e Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4.00' 
and $4.50. T,he public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside 
needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. 
[ ] YES i 
[ ] NO 
[ ] N/A 
Ust the source(s) of data used to make this finding. 

f. Reasonableness of cost] 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

5PFC Shaie^Tqtal^Cqst 

Revised 8/31/2010 



7. 8ack-up Financing Plan: N/A 
If proposed AIP discretionary funds or a proposed LO! are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a 8ack-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use ^ 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
of collection required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of p^ublte agencyqbtairi^ingjhe 
funding ]t proposes. 

8. Project Description: 
The FAA requires commercial service airports to maintain a Runway Safety Area 
(RSA) at each runway end to provide a measure of safety in the event that an 
aircraft overruns (lands long) or undershoots (lands short) the runway. RSAs must 
comply with specific FAA dimensional and performance standards as regulated 
under 14 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 139, Certification of Airports. In 
November 2005, Congress mandated that RSAs at all commercial service airports 
be FAA compliant by 2015. 

Runway 11-29, the cross-wind runway at EWR, is 6,800 feet in length and presently 
has an Engineered Material Arresting System (EMAS) at the Runway 29 Departure 
overrun area. The Runway is oriented in an approximate east-west direction and is 
bound on the east (11 Departure) end by Brewster Road, which is the sole access 
road to EWR Public Parking Lot "P-7", Guard Post I, as well as other maintenance 
and operational facilities located to the south. Taxiway "Z" conneets to the north 
side and Taxiway "CC" conneets to the south side of the Runway, at right angles, 
approximately 150 feet from the runway end. 

To comply with the mandate, an EMAS will be installed in the RSA of the 
Runway 11 departure overrun at EWR. Construction of an acceptable EMAS 
requires relocating Brewster Road onto NJ Turnpike property, realigning the 
existing Blast Fence, and modifying Taxiways "Z" and "CC" at the end of Runway 
11-29. Initially, planning focused on developing a compliant RSA within the 
existing property limits of the Airport. This would have resulted in a reduction of 
the runway length. Shortening the runway would reduce the utility of the runway, 
and limits to its utility would result in more congestion on Runways 4R-22L and 4L-
22R. To avoid exacerbating the existing congestion problem, the Port Authority 
proposes to shift the EMAS to the east. This would require the relocation of 
Brewster Road onto Turnpike Authority property. 

The proposed EMAS is designed to be 182 feet long by 170 foot wide, and will have 
a 35-foot lohg lead-in ramp, which meets the design criteria of 40 knot arresting 
speed for B757-200 aircraft, with maximum takeoff weight of 255,000 lbs. To 
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888081 mo4ate the 40 knot EMAS be4, the right-han4 eorner of the EMAS be4 will 
be tapere4 back on a 4iagonal, thereby limiting the runway length re4uction to 
74 feet. 

Taxiways Zj an4 CC will be relocate4 to align with the 74-foot shortening of the en4 
of the Runway. Since relocation of Taxiway Z will require filling an4 paving the 
existing turf infiel4, environmental permits will be require4. In order to equalize 
the propose4 amount of fill in the floo4plain an4 a44itiona! pervious pave4 surfaces, 
it is propose4 to construct grass areas on both si4es of the Arresting Be4. These turf 
areas, equal in area to the new pavement, woul4 be pervious, slightly 4epresse4, an4 
act as a buffer to 4iscourage errant motor vehicles an4 aircraft from encroaching on 
the EMAS. The grass areas will support emergency vehicles an4 meet the New 
Jersey Department of Environmental Protection (NJDEP) requirements for a 
Stream Encroachment Permit (Fill in Floo4plain) an4 a Storm Water Management 
Permit. 

After relocating a 2-inch electrical con4uit, permanent steel sheeting woul4 be 
insta!!e4 to protect the existing fiber-optic cable an4 maintain the embankment. A 
combination retaining wall an4 Screen/Crash Barrier will be installe4. Then, 
Brewster Roa4 an4 a 10-inch water main woul4 be relocate4, an4 a new storm 
4rain system, lighting, an4 signing wouI4 be constructe4 an4 instal!e4. Afterwar4s, 
a concrete barrier aeronautical security fence an4 blast fence wouI4 be instal!e4. 

Once the roa4 is relocate4, airsi4e construction will occur, inc!u4ing the removal of 
the existing Brewster Roa4, storm 4rainage facilities, artificial turf, electrical work, 
gui4ance signs, paving, an4 line striping. After the site work is complete, the 
Design-Buil4 Contractor woul4 install the EMAS, inclu4ing base pavement, 
4eflector gra4e beam, Iea4-in ramp pavement, an4 the Arrestor Be4. 

Traffic 4esigns are in accor4ance with the latest e4itions of the FHWA Manual on 
Uniform Traffic Control Devices, the American Association of State Highway an4 
Transportation Officials' (AASHTO) A Policy of Geometric Design of Highways 
an4 Streets, an4 AASHTO's Roa4si4e Design Gui4e. 
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If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters:N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of ti'cket counters: N/A 
Number of gktes: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this project: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[X] N/A 

FOR FAA USE 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Include source citation if clarification 
information is not from Prc application^ 
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If project invol ves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas beeii 
met7 If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requjrements^ni be met, or shquW the project be disapproyedr 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counter^ 
gates, and ^ggagejacilifigs^for construction and/or rehabilitation above has been 
completed] 

Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the air^on^s ofThoain)prt, incWing runways, ta^ 
aprons, and ajrcraft gates.' 
[ ] YE^ ^ 
[ ] NO, 
[ J N/A. 

9. Significant Contribution: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region with three runways and three terminals with 104 gates. In 2010, 
33 million passengers used the Airport. The Airport also experienced 403,339 
aircraft movements in 2010. Operations consisted of approximately 93 percent 
commercial, 5.5 percent cargo, and the remaining as general aviation. 

The Airports Council International ranked EWR as #14 nationwide and #34 
worldwide for total passengers in 2010. The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-
Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), estimates that EWR passenger usage will 
increase by 2.1 percent annually. FAA's Terminal Area Forecast (issued in 
December 2010) estimates that enplanements at EWR were approximately 
16.6 million in 2010 and will increase to approximately 26.3 million enplanements 
by 2030. 

Along with growth, average delay per aircraft operation has also increased, 
reaching 61 minutes in 2010. FAA statistics for 2010 indicate that EWR is the 6th 
most delayed airport (total delays) in the nation. In 2008, as an attempt to limit 
delays, the U.S. Department of Transportation implemented an 81 flights-per-hour 
cap on scheduled aircraft operations at EWR. 

This project will bring the Runway 11 departure RSA into compliance with the 
Congressional mandate and FAA standards by 2015. This project will also preserve 
the operational capability of RAV 11-29 and EWR as a whole by limiting the 
runway length reduction needed to accommodate the EMAS. 

FOR FAA USE 
Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain) 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
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I 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 
[ 2 
I Other (explain) 
i Noise. ^ LDN [ ] Other (explain) 

i Project does not qualify under "significart contribution "rulesj; 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source^(s^ 
^f data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding.} 

How does this project address^the deficiency^^ted j)y the public agency? 

If competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis of any barriers to 
bompetition at the airportJ 

10. Project Objective: 
The project will install an EMAS bed in the Runway 11 RSA departure overrun at 
EWR in order to comply with the Congressional mandate and the FAA's RSA 
standards. 

FGRFAAUSE 
I Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
1 Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
i Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
i Furnish opportunity for enhanced comp^ition between or among air carriers at the, 
airport ^ 

Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at th^airp^ 
Project does not meet any PFC objectives (explain) 

Finding _ _ _ 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to make this finding if it is not a part 
of die PFC application, 

Address adequacy of issuesJ 
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11. Project Justification: 
Th90ugh a Cong9essional mandate, all ai9po9ts ce9tifloated unde9 14 Code of 
Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 139 must comply with the FAA's Runway Safety 
A9ea Prog9am by 2015, In compliance with that mandate, the Po9t Autho9ity 
examined a variety of methods of achieving an FAA compliant RSA. The most 
viable alternative is the installation of an EMAS in the RSA of the Runway 11 
departure overrun at EWR. Developing an RSA system within the existing 
property limits of the Airport would require excessive runway length reduction that 
would negatively impact the Airport's operational capability. Shortening the 
runway would reduce the utility of the runway, and force greater utilization of the 
already congested Runways 4R-22L and 4L-22R, 

A planning study conducted by the Port Authority considered this, determined 
reducing the runway's utility was not prudent, and recommended that the proposed 
EMAS be moved eastward and Brewster Road be relocated on property of the NJ 
Turnpike Authority. This approach allows for the installation of a 40-knot EMAS 
bed capable of accommodating a B-757-200 aircraft at maximum takeoff weight of 
255,000 lbs. The design results in a minimum runway length reduction of 74 feet, 
thereby preserving the operational capability of the runway. 

FOR FAA USE 
pefine^ho^the project accomplishes PFC Objective(s) 

Explain how project is cost-^fective compared other rw and timely means to 
accornpHsh thi^ohJ^ctiye(s)^ 

Based on informed opinion or puhiished FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the, 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the project. Include cjtation for any documents that are not a part; 
of this PFC application.; 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding. 

Discuss any non-economical benefits which are not captured above] 

Project Eligibility: 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below.' 
[ ] Developnient eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 oij 

PGL );: Z ZT Z_ ^ 
[ ] Planning cHgible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or PGL 

J; 

"l 

[ ] No[se compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
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[ ] Pjpject^qesjio^meetJ'FC^ligibility (e)^^ 

If analysis is'based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding.' 

lAre anywork elements or portions ofjhe oy^jl projecUneligibjeT^Proyide^sociated 
bqsts. 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): 

For FAA Use 
For Impose and Use or I lse Only projects.qv'ijl thqproiect begin within 2 years of PFC; 
application^ue ̂ te (Friday)? 
[ ] Yer ; ^ 
L]Nq^ 

For Impose Only project, will the project begin within S^y^rs qfthqch^ge^f%cti vqdate 
or PFC application Due date,j^ichever is first?! 
[ ] Yes' 
LlM . 
Is this project dependent upon anothepaction tq^ccur^e^Jtqimplementation oij 
'completion. Explain.; 

13. For an Iippose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 

ForFAAUsd 
Is the date within 3 years qfthe^estimated chargq^ctiyejIate or^pproyaLdate,' 
whichever is sooner. 
[ ] Yes r 
[ JJ^oJ • 

iWhich actioris are needed before the use application can be submitted? What is the 
estimated schedule for each action? 
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14. Project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
AlP funding. 
[ ] YES : 
[X] NO 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AlP funding, would the public 
agency prefer that the FAA approve 
[X] the amount of the local match to be collected at a $4.50 PFC level, 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, taxi ways, 
aprons, and aircraft gates. 
[ ] YES , 
[ ] NO 
[X] N/A 

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: N/A 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: N/A 

Recap of Disagreements 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

ForFAAUse 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the public J 
Provide citations for any documents not included in the PFC application that are relied on 
by the FAA for its analysjsj 

If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (If 
the comments frqrn the consultation are repeated,jtate^t.) 

ADO/RO Recommendation: 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RO, 
use comparable projects to make this finding? If so, list projectsJ 

If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identify 
eligible and ineligible costs. Summarize ineligilMecostsJ 
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is the duration of collection adequate Xor the amount requested? 

JADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: 
[ ] Approve; 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination. 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to determination.' 

by: 

Name 
Item(s) reviewed. 

Routing Symbol Date 

Jslame 
Item(s) reviewed 

Routing Symbol Datq 
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Passenger Facility Charge Application THE rtJttV AUTHORITY OF NV & NJ 

SECTION 7 

Electrical Distribution & Substation Improvements (CA04-528/579/539) 

Newark Liberty International Airport Exhibit E - Electrical Distribution & Substation Improvements (CA04-528/579/539) 





PFC APPLICATION NUMBER: 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title; EWR Electrical Distribution and Substation Improvements 
(CA04-528, 539, 579) 

2. Project Number: CA04-528, CA04-539, CA04-579 

3. Use Airport of Project: Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), 
Newark, New Jersey 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 - [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 ^ [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $66,500,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: S 3,500,000 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $ 70,000,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AIP Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $ 0 

Other Funds: 
State Grants $ N/A 
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e. terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4^ 
and $4.50. i;he public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside 
needs of the ajrport, including runways, taxiways, aprons^, and aircraft gates^ 
[ ] YESr ' 
[ ] NO; 
[ ] 
List the squrce(s) of data used to make this finding. 

f. Reasonableness of cost: 
Project Total Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Total Cost Analysis 

Revised 8/31/2010 



7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 
If proposed AIP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

ForFAA Use ^ ^ , 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
Of collection;required if PFC's are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any 
discussion from previous item regardmg [ikelihood of publ ic agencyj)btaining the 
funding it proposes.} 

8. Project Description: 

The existing electrical distributio9i infrastructure at Newark Liberty International 
Airport (EWR) was originally installed when the Airport was expanded in 1973 and 
the system is currently functioning beyond its useful life. Since its original 
installation, the electrical distribution system has been maintained by the Port 
Authority and has received safety upgrades and some modifications. However, 
unscheduled repairs are often required as a result of frequent service interruptions. 

In response to concerns over the reliability of electrical service, the Port Authority 
proposes to undertake a facility-wide project that will modernize the electrical 
distribution system and restore reliable electrical service at the Airport. It is 
anticipated that this project will replace and rehabilitate substations, transmission 
lines, transformers, monitoring devices and system security. These eoniponents 
facilitate electrical service to passenger terminals, the airfield (lighting and 
navigational aids). Air Traffic Control Tower, air cargo complex. Central Heating 
and Refrigeration Plant (CHRP), and the Airport maintenance facility. 

Improving electrical system reliability is a key element of this project. This will be 
accomplished through the installation of a cross connection from the main south 
substation to the north substation in order to facilitate uninterrupted operation in 
the event of a failure of one of the primary electric utility feeders. This project will 
also install additional emergency generator backup in order to provide peak load 
shedding to the terminals during an extended electrical outage. Other specific 
improvements may include: 

• A new 4,000 KVA substation to accommodate expansion efforts in 
Terminal B such as preconditioned air, 400 hertz aircraft power. Federal 
Inspection Station (FIS) in-line baggage screening, and security systems. 

• A neW diesel emergency generator of approximately 2,250 KW output. The 
new generator will be located beneath the original B-3 connector and will be 
fully integrated into the central building systems. 

• Modernized automatic transfer capability with a manual over-ride and 
automatic re-transfer capability to ensure seamless power restoration upon 
re-energizing of the utility grid. 
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These improvements will provide required capacity and modern control and safety 
devices, resulting in consistent power delivery and reduced surging and power 
outages. The costs outlined in this application are programmed for planning, design, 
eonstruction and project management of the Electrical Distribution and Substation 
Improvements. 

• Planning and Design: $10,500,000 
• Equipment Procurement: $17,500,000 
• Construetion: $24,500,000 
• Contingencies: $10,500,000 
• Project Administration: $ 7,000,000 
• Estimated Total Cost: $70,000,000 

This project is focused entirely on improving the Airport's eleetrical infrastructure. 
This project is not designed to improve or enhance electrical service within the 
Airport's landside (terminals, cargo buildings, maintenance buildings, ete.) 
facilities. 

If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

At completion of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this proiect: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[X] N/A 

FOR FAA USE; 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description. Include source citation if clarificati^ 
information is not from PFC application J 
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if project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been 
met7 If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likelihood the requirements will be met, or should the project be disapproved. 

if the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters, 
gates, and baggage facilities for construction anchor rehabilitaUqn^Wvehas^een 
Completed. 

germinal and surface transportation projects, the public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, j^ncluding njiways, taxiways, 
aprons, and aircraft gates. 
'[ ] YES' 
[ ] NO: 
[ ]._N/^A: 

9. Significant Contribution: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region. In 2010, the Airport served 33 million passengers through its 
three Terminals, and experienced 403,339 aircraft movements on its three runways. 
The Airports Council International ranked EWR as #14 nationwide and #34 
worldwide for total passengers in 2010. The Port Authority's 2011-2020 Long-
Range Forecast (Moderate Scenario), estimates that EWR passenger usage will 
increase by 2.1 percent annually. FAA's Terminal Area Forecast estimates that 
enplanements at EWR were approximately 16.6 million in 2010 and will increase to 
approximately 26.3 million enplanements by 2030. 

The reliability of the Airport's power distribution system is critical element of the 
operation, safety, and security of the Airport. The electrical distribution system was 
originally installed in the early 1970's and has exceeded its design life. The Port 
Authority and the utility provider perform routine maintenance and servicing on 
the system equipment and components to ensure safe and reliable operation. 
However, with the age of the equipment, servicing and maintenance has become 
more difficult as unscheduled outages increase in frequency and spare parts become 
difficult to procure. 

The Airport has experienced power outages of varying severity in recent years, 
raising concern regarding the reliability of the main electrical power infrastructure 
and associated substations. Some of these outages occurred during peak travel 
times and periods of severe weather, when the terminals are at capacity with 
passengers and electrical usage on the airfield is critical to support low-visibility 
aircraft operations. 

A primary i cause of outages is due to demand exceeding available capacity. 
Electrical demands in the Airport are much greater than the original system was 
designed to supply. For example, the terminals currently provide preconditioned 
air and 400 hertz aircraft power at the gates and this electrical load was not 
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considered when the system was designed and constructed in 1973. Other 
additional loads are attributed to TSA equipment installations, in-line baggage 
screening, and facility enlargement related to passenger terminal gate and terminal 
concessions expansion. These improvements have introduced additional electrical 
loads which, while currently accommodated, have reduced the spare capacity of the 
system. As a result, there is a narrow margin between everyday electrical demand 
and peak demand. 

A key design issue will be the capability of the distribution system to respond to 
peak loads in a stable manner. Currently, the Airport experiences power surges 
and brownouts during peak use that has resulted in disruptions to passenger 
services and maintenance issues with computer based equipment within the 
terminals. The deficiencies of the electrical distribution system also require routine 
reliance on back-up and emergency power sources. This requires emergency 
generators to be run more frequently and for longer hours. This puts greater strain 
on back-up electrical systems that are designed for limited use during emergency 
situations. 

This project will replace existing substations and install additional substations that 
are sized appropriately to accommodate existing and future demand. The 
distribution system will also be rehabilitated and modernized to accommodate the 
electrical load of a modern airfield and terminal complex, while providing 
uninterruptled power supply and required emergency generation. The project will 
include the preparation of complete contract drawings and specifications. It is 
anticipated that the project will incorporate modern control and remote monitoring 
systems, integrated protection systems, cross-connections with existing electrical 
equipment, load shedding capability, and advanced troubleshooting capabilities. 

To the greatest extent possible, the modernized distribution system will incorporate 
commercial off the shelf (COTS) components that are abundantly available on the 
market at competitive prices. The project will also include a comprehensive 
training program for the operation of the distribution system components. 

FGRFAAUSB ^ 
! Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explaj^ 
; i__ _ _ 

[ Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ ] Other^(explain)' 

1 ' CASFO concur. Yes f ] No [ ] Date ^ 
Competition. Competition Plan [ 1 Other (explain)^ 

|_ Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
LOT [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ ] 

Other (explain) ! 
_ Noise. 65 LDN [ ] Other (explain) 
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|_ Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules] 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(^ 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this findingj 

How does this project address the defic^iency sited by the public^agency^ 

if competition is the chosenoptiqn, provide the j^AA's^ analysis of any^lmrri^ 
competition at the airport. 

10. Project Objective: 
This project will modernize the electrical distribution system to accommodate the 
electrical load of a modern airport and terminal complex, while providing for 
uninterrupted power supply and emergency generation. 

This project will expand the capacity of the existing system, replace and rehabilitate 
substations, transmission lines, transformers, monitoring devices and system 
security to accommodate existing and future demand. 

FORFAAUSE 
I Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
I Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] . ^ 
I Furnish opportunity tnr^nhanced competition be^eenj)r^among air carriers at the, 
airport , . _ _ ^ , 
I Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
i Project does not meet any PFC objectives (explain) 

Finding - , 
Current deficiency. List the ^urce(s)qfdatau^tojTiake thisj[ndingifjt i^ot^part 
of the PFC appl ication.l 

J ^ 
Address adequacy of issues.) 

11. Project Justification: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) is the second largest airport in the 
New York Region with three runways and three terminals with 104 gates. In 2010, 
the Airport accommodated 33 million passengers and experienced 403,339 aircraft 
movements. The Airports Council International ranked EWR as #14 nationwide 
and #34 worldwide for total passengers in 2010. Operations consisted of 
approximately 93 percent commercial, 5.5 percent cargo, and the remaining as 
general aviation. 
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Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the_ 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the project. Include citation for any documents that are not a part 
of this PFC application J 

if analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding.} 

Discuss any non^econornical benefits which^re rmf captured abo^y^eJ 

Project Eligibility:' 
Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category belowJ ^ 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragrap^h of Order 5100.38 or 
; PGL 1 ̂ , 
[ ] Planning eligible under Aff criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.3 8 or PGL! 

[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505" 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504J 
[ ] Project approved in an approyed^Partl50 noise^qrnpatibijity pj^;' 
Title and Date of Part 150:[ 
[ ] Project included in a local study. 
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 40U7(a)(3)(F) (air carrier 
i percentage of annual boardings ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter 1 
[ ] Project does noXmeeTPFC^digibilityT^plain)j 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant ^umentation used to make thi^findingJ 

Are any work elements or portions oTthe oygrall project ineligible? Provide associated 
costs/ 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): 

For FAA Use 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects. wiUthe^project begin within 2 years of PFC; 
application Due date (120-day)?; 
[ ] Yes: 
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15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: N/A 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: N/A 

Recap of Disagreements 
8ublic Agency Reasons for 8roceeding: N/A 
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16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Use 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the public.' 
Provide citations for any documents notjncluded in the PFC application that are relied on 
by the FAA for its analysis.! 

If a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (If 
the commjentsjrom^the cmsulMmn ar^^ 

ADO/RO Recommendation: 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RO 
use comparable projects to make this finding? If so, list projects. 

If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identify 
eligible and ineligible costs. Sumrnarizejneligib|e cost^ 

Is the dmation of collection adequate for the amount requested? 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATig 
[ ] ApproyeJ 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determinatiori.' 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to determination.; 

Appl ication Rev iewed by| 

Narne . Routing Symbol Date 
Item(s) reyiewedf 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
Item(s)reyiewedr^ 

Revised 8/31/2010 
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PFC APPLICATION NUMBEF^ 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: PFC Planning and Program Administration 

2. Project Number: N/A 

3. Use Airport of Project: 2011 PFC Application for John F. Kennedy International 
Airport (JFK), New York, New York; LaGuardia Airport (EGA), New York, New 
York; Stewart International Airport (SWF), New York, and Newark Liberty 
International Airport (EWR), Newark, New Jersey 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 ' [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 , 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $1,500,000 
Bond Financing & Interest: SO 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $1,500,000 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AlP Funds: 
Grant;# N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AlP Funds: $ 0 

Anticipated AlP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: :N/A Entitlement $ N/A Discretionary $ N/A Total $ 0 

Subtotal Anticipated AlP Funds: $ 0 

Revised 8/31/2010 







If applicable for terminal projects, 
Prior to implementation of this project, 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

I 
At completion of this project. 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

Net change due to this proiect: N/A 
Number of ticket counters: N/A 
Number of gates: N/A 
Number of baggage facilities: N/A 

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 
[X] N/A 

FOR FAA USE ^ 
Comment upon and/or Clarify Project Description^ Include^ource dtaUcm if dari^tion 
inforination js not from PFC application: 

If projectInvolves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing 
runway, have the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas been 
met? If not, is the runway grandfathered or has a modification been approve, or is there a 
likehhpo^ths requirenients wi 11 bemet,j3r^shqu[d the project be disapproyedJ 

If the project involves terminal work, confirm information regarding ticket counters] 
gates, and baggage facilities foxcon^truction^d/orj;ehabiljtat[o^^ 
co^mpleted. 

TerrninafanTsurface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs ofthemrpprt, iricludixg runways, 
aprons, and aircraft gates. 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO' 
[ ] N/A 

Revised 8/31/2010 



9. Significant Contribution; 
This project supports the implementation of PFC-funded projects included in this 
application. These projects collectively improve safety and security, increase the 
competition among air carriers, improve passenger flow, and enhance operations 
and reduce delays at Port Authority's airports, which are integral to the national 
airspace system. The project is considered eligible under FAA 5500.1 - Passenger 
Facility Charge Program, 

FOR FAA USE ^ 
! _ Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explainj 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date 
Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ 1 Other (explain)^ 

^ CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] D^e 
^ Competition. Competition Plan^[ ] Other (explam)^ 

i Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 
LOI[ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan Q 

Other (explain) 
^ Noise^ 65 LDN [ ] Other (explain) 

[_ Project does not qualify und^'significant cqntribution^i'^^^^^ 

Quantitativ^and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, Ijst the source(s) 
of data and attach the relevant documentation used to make this finding.; 

How dws thTs projeet ai^r^ ̂ e deficiency^jted bythe pubhc^ge^^ 

If competition is the chosen^optign, provide the FA/^^ anal^ of any barriers to 
competition at the airport: 

10. Project Objective: 
This project will assure the preparation, compliance, and monitoring of the 
proposed PFC projects included in 2011 PFC Application. The proposed projects 
included in this PFC application promote safety of operations and provide 
improvements in security and overall operational efficiency of Port Authority's 
Airports, consistent with ongoing requirements and developments in the aviation 
industry as well as FAA standards and federal regulations. 

FOR FAA USE 
Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Opacity, Pre^rye [ ] Enhance [ ] 

Revised 8/31/2010 



Finding 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of data used to make this finding if if is not a part 
of the PPG application.; 

i 

Address adetjuacyfif issues] 

11. Project Justification: 
The FAA guidelines require development of an application concerning projects 
proposed under the PFC program. This project provides for development/ 
preparation of the PFC application, the preparation of financial plans and provision 
of specialized consulting services, the consultation with air carriers, PFC collection 
and reporting, and administration of the PFC funded projects included in this 
application. The services performed under the PFC Programming and 
Administration project provide necessary support to the PFC collection and 
reporting process as well as to the administration and management of other projects 
in the PFC application, which collectively improve safety and security, increase the 
competition among air carriers, improve passenger flow, and enhance operations 
and reduce delays at Port Authority's Airports, which are integral to the national 
airspace system. 

FOR FAA USB ^ 
Defii^how th^e proigct accomplishes PFC Objective^ 

Explain how,project is cost-e&ctive^compared to othefreasonab[e an^rnelymeanfh) 
accomplish this objective(s), 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the project^ Include citation for any documents that are not a part 
pf thifPFC applicadon. 

Ifanal>^sTsTased orTa source other than this PF'C application, list the source(sfoNata 
and attach the relevant documentation used to makeJhis finding: 

biscuM any non-economical benefits which jre not captured above: 

Revised 8/31/2010 



Project Eligibility: 
l9dicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category beio^^ ^ 
[ ] Development eligible under ALP criterja (paragraph of Order 5100.38^t; 
IPGL )C 1 L , 
[ ] Planning eligible und^er ATP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 or PGL! 

[ ] Noi9e compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504.j 
1 [ ] Project-approved in an approved Part 150 noise conipatibiiity^pjan; 
[Title and Date of Part 150:; 
[ ] Project included in a local study. 
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.CJOl 17(a)(3)(F) (air carrier 
j percentage of annual boardings ); 
[ ] PEG Program Update Letter ; 
[ ] Project does not meet jPC eligibility (explain); 

if analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this findingJ 

For Impose Only project, will the project begin withjrL^years^f^echarge^f^ 
or PFC application Due date, whichever Is first?[ 
[]Yes' 
Lim 
is this projecf dependent upon another action to occur before its implementation or 
compJet|on. ,Explaim 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 

Revised 8/31/2010 
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if a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (If 
the comments from the consultation are repeated, state that.) 

jADO/RO Recommendation-
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/RO 
use comparable projects to make this finding? If so, list projects.} 

If the amount requested if over $10 million, was the level of detail sufficient to identify 
eligible^nd in el i g i b leasts. S umm ari ze ineligible costs.' 

Isjhe^uratidnj)^f collection a^uate foxthe^amount requested 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION; 
[ ] Approve.; 

[ ] Partially Approve. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination.; 

] Disapprove. Summarize findings from earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead to determination] 

Application jleviewed by: 

Nanie 
Item(s) reviewed. 

Routing Symbol Date 

Narne 
^l^em(s) reviewed 

J^uting Syrnbo 1 Date 

Revised 8/31/2010 





Passenger Facility Charge Application TWE PORT AUTWORfTV OF NY & NJ 

AMENDMENTS 
TABLE OF CONTENTS 

LAGUARDIA AIRPORT 

Section 1 - Perimeter Intrusion Detection System (PIDS) Amended (CA02-231) 

Amendments Exhibit E -Table of Contents 





Pgssenger Facility Charge Application TOE PORTAUTOORrrV OF NY& NJ 
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Perimeter Intrusion Detection System (PIDS) Amended (CA02-231) 

Amendments - LaGuardia Airport Exhibit E - Perimeter Intrusion Detection System (PIDS) Amended (CA02-231) 





PFC APPUCAHONjiUMBER: 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: Perimeter Intrusion Detection System - Amended (CA02-23I) 

2. Project Number: CA02-231 

3. Use Airport of Project: La Guardia Airport (EGA), New York, New York 

4. Project Type 
[ ] Impose Only: 
[X] Concurrent: IMPOSE AND USE 
[ ] Use Only: 

Link to application: 

5. Level of Collection: 
[ ] $1.00 [ ] $4.00 
[ ] $2.00 [X] $4.50 
[ ] $3.00 . 

6. Financing Plan 

PFC Funds: Pay-as-you-go $ 
Bond Capital: $28,000,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $0 

Subtotal PFC Funds*: $28,000,000 (2011 Amendment) 
If amount is over $10 million, include cost details sufficient to identify eligible and 
ineligible costs. 

Existing AlP Funds: 
Grant # N/A Grant Funds in Project $ 0 

Subtotal Existing AIP Funds: $0 

Anticipated AIP Funds (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: N/A Entitlement $0 Discretionary $0 Total $N/A 

Subtotal Anticipated AIP Funds: $N/A 

Other Funds: 
State Grants $N/A 
Local Funds $N/A 
Other (Total 2006 PFC Application): $10.000.000 



if YES Jist the schedule for implementation; 

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

b. For any proposed AIP funds7 fsVlhe request^^w the planning levels for_the Region's 
five year CIP?; 
[ ]YEf " ' 
[ J NQ 

id. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50:; 
Is there an expectation that AIP funding wil 1 j)e available to pay the project^cqsts.j 
[ ] YES 
[ ] NO^ _ _ _ 
What percentage of the total project cost is flmded throughj^IPJ 
List the soun:e(s) of data use(^to makMh is End ing. 

bi Terminal and surface transportation projects requesting a PFC funding level of $4^, 
and $4.50. The public agency has made adequate provision for financing the airside 
needs of the airport, includng runyv^ys, taxiways, aprons,^n^i^^ gge^ 
[ ] YES^ 
[ ] NO: 
[ ] N/A' _ , 
List the source(s) of data used to make this finding: 

f Reasonableness of cost] 
ProjectJFotal Cost Analysis 

PFC Share of Total Cost /\nalysis 

7. Back-up Financing Plan: N/A 



If proposed A IP discretionary funds or a proposed LOI are included in the Financing 
Plan, provide a Back-up Financing Plan or a project phasing plan in the event the funds 
are not available for the project. 

For FAA Use 
If required to use a back-up financing/phasing plan, indicate the need to obtain additional 
approvals to obtain an alternate source of financing. Indicate the additional PFC duration 
of collection required if PFCs are to be used to fund the difference. Recap any 
discussion from previous item regarding likelihood of public agency obtaining thq 
funding jt proposes. 

8. Project Description: 
ORIGINAL PROJECT DESCRIPTION FROM 2006 APPLICATION 

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. 

AMENDED PROJECT DESCRIPTION FOR THE 2011 AMENDMENT 

The Port Authority is seeking an amendment of $28,000,000 to this application due to 
increased project costs resulting from the introduction of new project elements and cost 
escalation since the original construction cost estimate was developed in 2003. 

The estimate prepared for the Perimeter Security Project that was included in the 2006 
PFC application was based on a preliminary design that enhanced the security system 
on the northeast, north and northwest perimeter of the Airport. This is the part of the 
Airport that faces Flushing Bay, the East River and Bowery Bay. The preliminary 
design did not include the landside areas of the A irport. 

The preliminary design used to estimate costs for the 2006 PFC application was 
subsequently refined and expanded to address operational and regulatory issues that 
have arisen over the past five years. The design revisions required by the operational 
and regulatory changes specific to LGA were not included in the original Perimeter 
Security Project budget and were addressed after the 2006 PFC application was 
approved. 



The amendment includes the Installation of security measures in the landside section 
of the Airport, as well as the installation of additional capability and equipment 
modifications required since the initial implementation of the project. These project 
description changes were accomplished in accordance with the Airport's security plan 
and in coordination with the TSA Federal Security Director (FSD). 

The project description for this amendment is as follows: 

• Added perimeter security sensors and equipment in areas between the landside 
facilities. After the original project was approved as part of the 2006 PFC 
application, it was determined that additional security equipment needed to be 
installed along the landside areas of the Airport that was not previously 
required. The Port Authority revised the design to include power and 
communications capabilities that were not preexisting within and between the 
landside facilities. This added approximately 10,000 feet of conduit required to 
support the installation of power and communications cable and associated 
manholes. This power and communication infrastructure is used to connect 
security system components with monitoring systems. 

• Along with the added coverage areas, the amendment includes the installation 
of additional fiber-optic cable over the original estimate. The preliminary 
design assumed that existing fiber-optic cable installations had available 
capacity to accommodate the communications requirements of the security 
components. As the design was advanced beyond the preliminary stage, it was 
determined that the existing fiber-optic system did not have available capacity. 
This required the final design to include the installation of approximately 
20,000 feet of new fiber-optic communications cable within the existing 
communications duct banks. 

• During the initial operation of the system, it was determined that portions of 
existing facilities presented an obstruction to the operation of the security 
system. In order to remedy this, it was necessary for the Port Authority to 
reposition security system components and install additional components to 
mitigate for the obstructions and ensure the system provided thorough 
coverage. Also through coordination with the TSA FSD, it was determined that 
additional coverage per square foot was required to achieve the needed 
resolution for cameras and detection systems to provide optimal effectiveness. 

• Also during initial review, the FAA determined that certain components 
cameras, light poles, motion detection systems, etc. presented potential 
obstruction hazards to operating aircraft. 

i 
I 

This state-of-the-art system was made operational in stages beginning with waterside 
areas in 2009. The airport wide system will be operational in 2011. 





9. Significant Contribution: 
This project is vitally important to enhance the security posture of LGA. New 
technologies will also enable staff to more quickly evaluate incidents and to 
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 supplement the existing security 
measures used to protect the AOA. The 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 FSD has certified that this project is consistent with the FSD Security Plan for 
LGA. 

FOR FAA USE 
_ Air safety. Part l39[] Other (explain) 

' 1 
Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date_ 

! Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ 1 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) J 
Noise^ 65 LDN [ ] Other (explain) ! 

_ Project does not qualTfy under "significant contritom^^ 

Quantitative and qualitative analysis of significant contribution option chosen by public^ 
agency. If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) 
pfdata^d attach the relevant documentation used^t 

Hqy^d^sjhTs project address the deficiency sited by thg^pu^lic^gencyj] 

if competition is the chosen option, provide the FAA's analysis of any barriers tq 
competition at the airport.j 



10. 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. 

FQRFA"AUSE 
Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] ^ 

_ Furnish oj)portunjty for enhanced compedtionjg^een^or among at the, 
airport|^ ^ 
I Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
; Project does not mggt any l^C objectives (explain) 

Finding 
Current deficiency. List the source(s) of datajjsed to mate this finding if it is not a part 
of the PFC^applicationJ 

Addre^ adequacy of issuesJ 

11. 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 evaluate incidents and to concentrate their efforts in areas most prone to 
intrusion. 

The FSD has certified that this project is consistent with the FSD Security Plan for 
LGA. 

FORFAAUSE ^ 
DefinejiovMhe project accompli^sJ^C Obiective(sj 

Explain how project is cost-effectwe compared to othe£reasonaye^djd^ 
accomplish this objective(s) 

Based on informed opinion or published FAA guidance, specify how the cost of the 
project is reasonable compared to the capacity, safety, security, noise and/or competition 
benefits attributable to the project Include citation for any documents that are not a part 
of th is RFC application: 



Ifanalysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, list the source(s) of data 
and attach the relevant documentation used to make this Finding.^ 

Discussjny non-economical benefits which are not captured aboveJ 

Project Eligibility: 
indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category belovW 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 ot] 
i POL )C_.„ 
[ ] Planning eligible under^IP^cri^eria (paragraph of Order 5100.38 orPGL 
i )r : 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504.^ 
1[ ] Project approved in an approved Pad: [5^^n^oisecqmpati^ity^iyl^ 
Title and Date of Part 150: 
[ ] Project included in a local studyJ 
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 4^7(a)(3XF)j^L93'li6r 

percentage of annual boardings ); 
[ ] PFC Program Update Letter I 
[ ] ProjecUioes not meet j^C eligibi 1 ity (explmn)j 

If analysis is based on a source other than this PFC application, li^the source(s)j)f data 
and attach jhe relevant documentation used to jiiake this finding J 

Are any work elemenjs q^portiqns of th^qverall project jiieligible? Provide a^ociated 
costs/ 

12. Estimated Project Implementation Date (Month and Year): October 2005 
Estimated Project Completion Date (Month and Year): December IQU Amended 

For FAA Use 
For Impose and Use or Use Only projects, wil} the project b^egin^i^in^ years^f PFg 
applicatiqn Due date (120-day)? 
[ ] Yes " : ' 
LJ No 

For hmpoTeOnly project, will the/rojectbegin within 5 years ofthecharge effectivedat^ 
or PFC appHcat|qnDuejlate,j^icheyeiUsJij^^ 
[ ] Ye/ 
[. ] NO 



Is this project dependent upon pother action to occur before its implementation oij 
completion. Explain. 

13. For an Impose Only project, estimated date Use application will be submitted to the 
FAA (Month and Year): N/A 

FOTFAAUS? 
is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval datej 
y/hicheverjs sooner.' 
[ ] Yes' 
LLN5 

Which actions are needed before thejjse application can be submitted? What islhe 
estimated schedule for each action? 

14. Project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
a. Can project costs be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through 
AlP funding. 
[ ] YES 
[X] NO 

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

15. List of Carriers Certifying Agreement: ORIGINAL 2006 APPLICATION: None 

AMENDED 2006 APPLICA TION (2011): 

List of Carriers Certifying Disagreement: ORIGINAL 2006 APPLICATION; Eight (8) 
air carriers certified disagreement with this project. 

AMENDED 2006 APPLICA TION (2011): 

Recap of Disagreements 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 



16. List of Comments Received from the Public Notice: 
List of Parties Certifying Agreement: N/A 
Recap of Disagreements: N/A 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: N/A 

For FAA Use 
Provide an analysis of each issue/disagreement raised by the air carriers and/or the publicJ 
Provide citations for any documents not included m the PFC application that are relied on 
by^e F4A for jts analysisJ 

if a Federal Register notice is published, discuss and analyze any new issues raised. (If 
the comments from the consultation are repeated, state that.) 

ADO/RO Recommendation; _ „ 
Does the ADO/RO find the total costs of this project to be reasonable? Did the ADO/^lO 
'use comparable projects to make this finding? If so, list projects J 

If the amount requested if over $10 m illion, was the level of detail sufficient to identify 
eligible and ineligible costs. Summarize ineligible costsJ 

Is theduration^ of collection adequate for the amount requested?] 

ADO/RO l^COMMEND ATIOl^ 
[ J Approve.! 

[ ] Partially Approve. Siimmari^ findings from_e^ier jjithe Attachment B discussing 
issues that lead to determination^ 

[ ] Disapprove. Summarize^findings frorn earlier in the Attachment B discussing issues 
that lead tq^determmation. 

Application l^eyiewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
Item(s) reviewed. 

Name Routing Symbol . JDatq 
Item(s) rev i ewed 
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TOE PORTAtnHORITYQF NY& NJ Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

PFC Consultation 
Meeting with Domestic 
Air Carriers and Foreign 

Air Carriers 

November 29, 2011 
December 14, 2011 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 



THE POHTAOIHOmiYOF NY& NJ Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

Requirement to Consult 

Prior to submitting a RFC Application to the FAA, the public agency is 
required to consult with all Air Carriers operating at the airport. 

In accordance with this requirement, the Port Authority is holding Airline 
Consultation meetings on: 

November 29, 2011, 1:00 pm at EWR 
December 14, 2011,11:00 am at JFK 

The information provided at each meeting will be identical. 

Source: FAA Order 5500.1 Passenger Facility Charge, August 9, 2001 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 



IHE POHTfltmiOltilYOF NY& NJ Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

Important 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 for Aviation Policy 
Port Authority of NY & N J 
Aviation Department 
225 Park Avenue South, 9th Floor 
New York. NY 10003 
E-mail; passenqerfaciiitvcharqe@panvni.gov 

Airline Comments Due back to Port Authority - January 17, 2012 
Anticipated PFC Application Submittal to FAAby Port Authority - January 25, 2012 
Anticipated PFC Application Approval - April 2012 
Anticipated PFC Collection Begins - June 2012 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 



^^^^mPOBTMIlBIIBinfOFIMY&NJ Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

Passenger Facility Charge (RFC) 

Imposed by a publle ageney on passengers enplaned at a eommercial 
service airport it controls. 

PFC revenues finance eligible airport projects to be carried out at the 
commercial service airport or any other airport that the public agency 
controls. 

Similar project eligibility requirements as Airport Improvement Program; 
however, the FAA allows more latitude in allocating PFC funds to 
projects. 

Source: FAA Order 5500.1 Passenger Facility Charge, August 9, 2001 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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PFC Program and its Relationship to AlP 

PFC Revenue can be used for: 
- Local matching share of AlP 
- Financing and debt service 

PFC's can fund projects not normally eligible under AlP: 
- Gates and Related Areas 
- Concessions Areas 

PFC projects must meet the following criteria: 
1) Preserve safety, security, or enhance capacity 
2) Reduce or mitigate noise impacts from airport operations 
3) Furnish opportunities for enhanced competition 

Source: FAA Order 5500.1 Passenger Facility Charge, August 9, 2001 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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PFC Collection Authority 

Application 

92-01-C-04-"* 
95-02-C-05-"* 
96-03-U-02-"* 
97-04-C-03-"* 
05-05-C-06-"* 
09-06-U-02-*" 
10-07-C-00-"* 

Total Authority 

Approved for 
Impose Only 

Approved for 
Impose & Use 

Total PFC 
Approval 

PFC Revenues 
(through 9/30/11) 

3> 

Authorized 
Remainder 
to Collect 

1> $ 100,000,000 $ 21,000,000 $ 121,000,000 
1> $ 852,500,000 $ 50,000,000 $ 902,500,000 
2> $ - $ - $ 
1> $ - $ - $ 
1> $ 57,000,000 $ 1,550,286,059 $1,607,286,059 
2> $ - $ $ 

$ - $ 573,402,802 $ 573,402,802 

Proposed Amendment to 
05-05-C-06-*" 

$1,009,500,000 $ 2,194,688,861 $3,204,188,861 $ 2,746,798,000 $ 457,390,861 

28,000,000 28,000,000 

Proposed New Application 
12-08-C-00-"* 360,000,000 462,500,000 822,500,000 

Proposed Total 
Authority $1,369,500,000 $ 2,685,188,861 $4,054,688,861 $ 2,746,798,000 $ 1,307,890,861 

1> As amended. 
2> Use Application for Previous Impose Only Projects. 
3> Including accruals. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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PFC Revenue Projections 
Year PFC Revenue - PFC Revenue -

Ending Beginning of PFC NetPFC PFCs Interest Total PFC End of 

December 31 Period Enplanements Enplanements Charge Collected Earned Revenue Period 

Through 9/30/11 $ 2,746,798,000 

1> 2> 

2,801,033,163 Final Three Months 2011 2,746,798,000 13,304,764 12,354,251 $ 4.39 54,235,163 54,235,163 2,801,033,163 

2012 2,801,033,163 54.310,400 50,430,380 $ 4.39 221,389,368 221,389,368 3,022,422,531 

2013 3,022,422.531 55,496,434 51,531,762 $ 4.39 226,224,436 226,224,436 3,248,646,967 

2014 3,248,646,967 56,672,598 52,623,768 $ 4.39 231,018,341 231,018,341 3,479,665,308 

2015 3,479,665,308 57,805,223 53,674,412 $ 4.39 235,630,668 235,630,668 3,715,295,976 

2016 3,715,295,976 58,931,641 54,719,159 $ 4.39 240,217,108 240,217,108 3,955,513,084 

2017 3,955,513,084 60,060,705 55,766,420 $ 4.39 99,175,777 99,175,777 4,054,688,861 

Proposed Total Collection Authority $ 4,054,688,861 

Projected New Collection Expiration Date June 2017 

1> Enplanements are based upon PANYNJ's July 2011 Forecast - Moderate Growth Scenario 
2> Percent of enplanements that are PFC-ellgible assumed as follows: 94% at JFK, 89% at EWR, 96% at LGA, and 95% at SWF 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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PFC Projects & Funding Sources 

Proposed New PFC Application 12-08-C-00-" 

IMPOSE & USE: 

1 LGA Runway 4/31 RSA Planning, Environmental & Engineering $ 4.50 24,000,000 

2 LGA Runway 4/31 RSA Construction $ 4.50 149,000,000 

3 JFK Runway 4U22R Retiabilitation * $ 4.50 150,000,000 

4 JFK Taxiway P Retiabilitation Planning & Engineering $ 4.50 2,000,000 

5 JFK Tenninal 3 Redevelopment & Capacity Improvement Projects $ 4.50 215,000,000 

6 EWR Delay Reduction Phase II - Planning & Engineering $ 4.50 5,000,000 

7 EWR Delay Reduction Phase II - Construction $ 4.50 61,000,000 

8 EWR Runway 4R/22L Rehabilitation $ 4.50 46,250,000 

9 EWR Taxiway P Rehabilitation (including High-Speed Taxiway) s 4.50 27,500,000 

10 EWR Runway 4L/22R Rehabilitation $ 4.50 46,250,000 

11 EWR Runway 11 RSA & Relocation of Brewster Road $ 4.50 25,000,000 

12 EWR Electrical Distribution & Substation Improvements $ 4.50 70,000,000 

13 PFC Application Administration & Amendments s 4.50 1,500,000 

Total - Application 12-08-C-00-"* $ 822,500,000 $ 

24,000,000 
149,000,000 
150,000,000 

2,000,000 
215,000,000 

5,000,000 
61,000,000 
46,250,000 
27,500,000 
46,250,000 
25,000,000 
70,000,000 

1,500,000 

$822,500,000 

Proposed Amendment to PFC Application 05-05-C-06-*** 

IMPOSE & USE: 

7 Perimeter Security - LGA 

Total - Amendment to PFC Application 05-05-C-06-*' 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 

S 4.50 38,000,000 10,000,000 28,000,000 

$ 38,000,000 $ 10,000,000 $ 28,000,000 
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PFC Collection Schedule 

Collection Is expected to begin in June 2012 end estimated to end in June 2017. 

Total increase in PFC collection authority proposed under this application: 

$ 822,500,000 2011 Draft PFC Application 
$ 28.000.000 Amendment to 2006 PFC Application 
$ 850,500,000 Total 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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1. LGA Runway 4 and Runway 31 Runway Safety 
Area (RSA) Planning, Environmental, and 
Engineering 

TOTAL PFC FUNDS 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 

= $24 Mil. 

Project Description: 
This project involves the effort to complete the 
planning, engineering design, and environmental 
compliance documentation required to enhance the 
Runway Safety Areas (RSAs) on the departure ends 
of Runway 4 and Runway 31 for compliance with FAA 
standards. 

Project Justification: 
During the planning phase, design alternatives will be 
explored that would enhance the existing RSAs to 
achieve conformance with current FAA standards. 
Failure to comply with FAA standards could result in 
measures that could reduce capacity and increase 
delays at the airport. The change to RSAs will require 
the FAA to approve a change to LGAs Airport Layout 
Plan, which is a federal action and requires 
environmental compliance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969. 

Project Objective: 
The objective of the project is to complete planning, 
design engineering, and environmental review for 
RSA construction of LGAs Runway 4 and Runway 31 
in compliance with FAA standards. 

10 
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2. LGA Runway 4 and Runway 31 Runway Safety 
Area (RSA) Construction 

Project Description: 
The project will fund the construction of FAA 
compliant RSAs for the departure ends of Runway 
4 and Runway 31. For estimating purposes, it is 
assumed the project may include the use of EMAS, 
alterations to the runway deck, shifting of a runway, 
relocating Restricted Service Roads, and 
modifications to lighting and signage. 

Project Justification: 
Through Congressional mandate, all airports 
certificated under 14 Code of Federal Regulations 
(CFR) Part 139 must comply with the FAA's RSA 
Program by 2015. In compliance with that 
mandate, the RSAs for departure ends of Runway 4 
and Runway 31 will be modified to comply with FAA 
standards. 

Project Objective: 
The objective of this project is to enhance safety 
and comply with the FAA's Runway Safety Area 
Program for Runway 4 and Runway 31 at LGA. 

TOTAL PFC FUNDS = $149 Mil. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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1. JFK Rehabilitation of Runway 4L-22R 
Project Description: 
This project is for the rehabilitation of JFK's Runway 
4L-22R pavement. Project components include 
planning, design, management, financing, and 
construction. This will also include upgrading the 
lighting system and runway signage. 

Project Justification: 
Although the asphalt pavement is structurally sound, 
the wearing course is exhibiting signs of age-related 
stress cracking, and the pavement has reached the 
end of its useful life. By rehabilitating the runway 
before more extensive pavement degradation 
occurs, the structural section will not deteriorate, 
thereby eliminating the need for more extensive 
pavement reconstruction. Enhancing lighting and 
signage will enhance airfield safety and efficiency by 
providing air carriers with an additional runway 
options during low-visibility conditions. 

Project Objective: 
The project will preserve the Runway 4L-22R 
pavement in order to avoid a more costly pavement 
reconstruction that would involve significant aircraft 
operational impacts for JFK, other airports in the 
NY/NJ region, and throughout the National Airspace 
System. 

TOTAL PFC FUNDS = $150 Mil. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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2. JFK Taxiway P Rehabilitation Planning and 
Engineering 

TOTAL PFC FUNDS = $2 Mil. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 

Project Description: 
•This project-Is to conduct the planning and engineering 
for the rehabilitation and widening of Taxiway P. This 
includes examining alternatives for the repair of the 
taxiway's pavement surface as well as selectively 
widening sections of the taxiway to improve efficienoy. 

Project Justification: 
Taxiway P is the main feeder for Runway 13R-31L, 
and is critical to that runway's use. The taxiway 
exhibits signs of distress and requires rehabilitation. 
Since 2008, Taxiway P has been recommended for 
repaving and has been temporarily repaired to keep 
the surface safe for operations. Pavement inspections 
have revealed that temporary repairs are no longer 
sufficient to keep the taxiway safe and in service. 
Pavement rehabilitation is required. Widening will be 
incorporated into the planning so the Taxiway will be 
able to accommodate larger Group VI aircraft. 

Project Objective: 
The project objective is to conduct planning and 
engineering for the rehabilitation and widening of 
Taxiway P. Alternatives evaluated will be those that 
would enhance airfield efficiency, reduce delays, and 
provide a rehabilitated pavement surface that could 
accommodate the existing and future aircraft fleet mix. 

14 



•ggs FOifr^BlEORIfff OF NY& NJ Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

3. JFK Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment & Capacity 
Improvements Project 
\'3- ^ 

..r u. ,>• :>$# 

TOTAL PFC FUNDS = $215 Mil. 

EWR, JFK. LGA and SWF Airports 

Project Descriptiohr 
This project is part of a larger Terminal 3 & 4 
Redevelopment program. Project components 
proposed for PFC funding are the Terminal 3 airside 
and building demolition; the Terminal 3 site 
remediation; site preparation, paving, and utility 
capping/relocations; and taxi lanes, throats, and throat 
extensions. The site will be used for up to 16 
hardstand aircraft parking positions. 

Project Justification: 
Terminal 3's outdated structure and airfield is 
constraining the capacity of the airport. The terminal 
was designed to accommodate smaller aircraft than 
those primarily used by air carriers presently. The 
terminal cannot accommodate current demands of the 
TSA and Customs and Border patrol without severely 
compromising passenger circulation. Hardstand 
parking would result in reductions in overall congestion 
on taxiways and ramps, and provide closely located 
and accessible parking positions for waiting aircraft. 

Project Objective: 
The project will provide more efficient access to the 
CTA through taxi lane and taxiway connection 
improvements, and the construction of additional 
hardstand parking in place of Terminal 3. 
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1. EWR Delay Reduction Phase II - Planning and 
Engineering 

TOTAL PFC FUNDS = $5 Mil. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 

Project Description: 
This project is Phase II of a Delay Reduction 
Program at the Airport to enhance capacity and 
reduce delays that will complete preliminary 
engineering, airfield modeling, environmental 
permitting, and benefit/cost analysis for the 
proposed construction of End Around Taxiways 
(EAT) that will serve Runways 22L and 22R. 

Project Justification: 
Average delay continues to increase at EWR and in 
2010, the Airport was considered the 6th most 
delayed airport in the nation. In response to this 
situation, the Port Authority will undertake this study 
to further serve its goal of reducing delays by 
addressing key issues associated with the expected 
benefits of constructing EAT on Runways 22L and 
22R. 

Project Objective: 
The objective of the project is to perform 
preliminary planning and an engineering study and 
design, benefit/cost analysis, environmental 
permitting, and airfield modeling that will validate 
the delay reduction benefit of constructing the EAT 
on Runways 22R and 22L. 
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2. EWR Delay Reduction Phase II - Construction 
Project Description: 
This project is Phase II of a Delay Reduction 
Program at the Airport to enhance capacity and 
reduce delays, and will construct End Around 
Taxiways (EAT) that will serve Runways 22L and 
22R. These taxiways will be constructed around the 
ends of the runways in order to allow aircraft to taxi 
without interfering with runway operations. 

Project Justification: 
Average delay continues to increase at EWR and in 
2010, the Airport was considered the 6th most 
delayed airport in the nation. Anticipating that the 
results of the companion project (Delay Reduction 
Planning and Engineering) will find that the 
construction of the EAT would produce a delay 
reduction benefit, the Port Authority will 
subsequently move forward with advanced design 
and conduct final engineering and construction of 
the project. 

TOTAL PFC FUNDS = $61 Mil. 
Project Objective: 
The objective of the project is to enhance airfield 
capacity and reduce delays at the Airport by 
constructing the EAT on Runways 22L and 22R. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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3. EWR Runway 4R-22L Rehabilitation 
Project Description: 
This project is the planning, design, and 
construction of pavement rehabilitation of Runway 
4R-22L as well as associated drainage, lighting, 
airfield signage, and marking improvements. It also 
includes planning, engineering, and construction of 
the intersection/stubs of associated taxiway exits, 
including new high-speed taxiway exits. 

Project Justification: 
Runway 4R-22L is one of the primary runways at 
EWR. The wearing course of the runway is 
exhibiting signs of age-related stress cracking. 
Rehabilitation is vital to ensure the continued safe 
and efficient operation of aircraft at EWR. 
Pavement inspections revealed that the runway 
pavement requires rehabilitation before major 
structural repairs would be necessary. 

Project Objective: 
The objective of the project is to preserve the 
runway and taxiway pavement to avoid more costly 
pavement reconstruction. The project would also 
enhance operational capacity by constructing 
sections of new high-speed taxiways that reduce 
congestion and delays. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 

TOTAL PFC FUNDS = $46.25 Mil. 
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4. EWR Taxiway P Rehabilitation including High-
Speed Taxi ways 

Project Description: 
This project includes the planning, design, and 
construction of high-speed taxiways that will 
connect Taxiway P to Runways 4L-22R and 4R-
22L, and the rehabilitation of Taxiway P. 

Project Justification: 
The rehabilitation of Taxiway P will ensure 
continued safe and efficient operations by 
preventing further degradation of its pavement. By 
creating and improving high-speed taxiways, the 
Airport will achieve enhanced arrival capability and 
delay reduction. Aircraft will leave the runway at 
higher speeds and vacate the runway for other 
aircraft to land or depart in a shorter span of time. 

Project Objective: 
The objective of the project is to preserve the 
taxiway pavement of Taxiway P in order to avoid a 
more costly pavement reconstruction. In addition, 
the objective of constructing the high-speed 
taxiways is to enhance operational capacity of the 
Airport and reduce congestion and delays. 

TOTAL PFC FUNDS = $27.5 Mil. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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5. EWR Runway 4L-22R Rehabilitation 
_ Project Description y 

This project is the planning, design, and 
construction of pavement rehabilitation of Runway 
4L-22R as well as associated drainage, lighting, 
airfield signage, and marking improvements. It also 
includes planning, engineering and construction of 
the intersection/stubs of associated taxiway exits, 
including new high-speed taxiway exits, which will 
ultimately connect to Taxiway R 

Project Justification: 
Runway 4L-22R is one of the primary runways at 
EWR. The wearing course of the runway is 
exhibiting signs of age-related stress cracking. 
Rehabilitation is vital to ensure the continued safe 
and efficient operation of aircraft at EWR. 
Pavement inspections revealed that the runway 
pavement requires rehabilitation before major 
structural repairs would be necessary. 

Project Objective: 
The objective of the project is to preserve the 
runway and taxiway pavement to avoid more costly 
pavement reconstruction. The project would also 
enhance operational capacity by constructing 
sections of new high-speed taxiways that reduce 
congestion and delays. 

TOTAL PFC FUNDS = $46.25 Mil. 

EWR, JFK. LGA and SWF Airports 
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6. EWR Runway 11 RSA & Relocation of Brewster Rd 
Project Description: 
This project will install an Engineered Material 
Arresting System (EMAS) bed in the RSA or 
the Runway 11 departure overrun. This 
installation requires relocating a portion of 
Brewster Road and modifying taxiways at the 
end of the runway. 

Project Justification: 
Through Congressional mandate, all airports 
certificated under 14 Code of Federal 
Regulations (CFR) Part 139 must comply with 
the FAA's RSA Program by 2015. After review 
of various methods of achieving an FAA 
compliant RSA, it was determined that the 
most viable alternative was to utilize EMAS, 
requiring road and taxiway relocations. 
Developing an RSA system within the existing 
property boundary would have reduced the 
runway's length and negatively impacted 
operational capacity. 

Project Objective: 
The project will install an EMAS bed in order to 
comply with the Congressional mandate and 
the FAA's RSA standards. 

TOTAL PFC FUNDS = $25 Mil. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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7. EWR Electrical Distribution and Substation 
Improvements 

TOTAL PFC FUNDS = $70 Mil. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 

Project Pescripp'on; 
The project is for a facility-wide modernization of the 
electrical distribution system in order to restore 
reliable electrical service at the Airport. This includes 
replacing and rehabilitating substations, 
transmission lines, transformers, monitoring devices, 
and system security. These facilitate electrical 
service to terminals, the airfield, Air Traffic Control 
Tower, air cargo complex. Central Heating and 
Refrigeration Plant, and the maintenance facility. 

Project Justification: 
The existing electrical distribution system was 
installed in 1973 and has exceeded its design life. 
Due to the age of the existing equipment, servicing 
and maintenance has been difficult. Also there have 
been several outages and power interruptions at 
peak times when electrical usage was critical. 

Project Objective: 
This project will modernize the electrical distribution 
system to accommodate the electrical load of a 
modern airport and terminal complex. The objective 
of this project is to provide uninterrupted power 
supply and emergency generation through 
rehabilitation and expansion of the existing 
distribution system. 
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2011 PFC A99licatioo for John F. Kennedy, 
LaGuardia, Newark Liberty and Stewart Air9orts 
Project Description: 
The Port Authority's Capital Plan and Budget includes a host of eligible projects that the Port Authority Is 
seeking to finance using PFC revenues that are subject to the preparation and FAA approval of a PFC 
Application. Port Authority staff and consultants will prepare the financial plan based on enplaned passenger 
and associated PFC revenue projects. In addition, the Port Authority is required to perform ongoing oversight 
of the PFC program. Costs associated with developing an application and administering the Port Authority's 
PFC Program are included in this project. 

Project Justification: 
The FAA guidelines require development of an application concerning projects proposed under the PFC 
program. The services performed under the PFC Programming and Administration project provide necessary 
support to the PFC collection and reporting process as well as to the administration and management of other 
projects in the PFC application. 

Project Objective: 
This project will assure compliance and monitoring of the proposed PFC projects included in the 2011 PFC 
Application. The proposed projects included in this PFC application, in turn promote safety of operations and 
provide improvements in security and overall operations efficiency of Port Authority s Airports. 

TOTAL PFC FUNDS = $1.5 Mil. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 
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2. LGA Perimeter Intrusion Detection System 
(PIDS)- Amended 

ORIGINAL RFC FUNDS 
AMENDMENT 
TOTAL RFC FUNDS 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 

$ 10 Mil. (2006 Application) 
$ 28 Mil. (2011 Amendment) 

: $ 38 Mil. 

Project Description: 
The original project was to enhance perimeter and 
airport operations area security through the design, 
purchase, and installation of security design and 
infrastructure. The amendment is required due to 
increased project costs resulting from the 
introduction of new elements and cost escalation of 
the security system's infrastructure installation. The 
original design did not include the development of 
infrastructure to support sensors and equipment of 
the landside areas of the airport. Also, since 2006, 
the design has been refined and expanded to 
address operational and regulatory changes that 
have arisen over the last 5 years. 

Project Justification: 
It is important to enhance the security posture of 
LGA, and improvements will aid security personnel 
in thwarting unauthorized access to secure areas of 
the Airport. Enhancements will also enable staff to 
more quickly evaluate security incidents. 

Project Objective: 
The objective of this project is to enhance security 
at the airport while minimizing exposure of airline 
and airport operations to criminal and terrorist 
threats. 
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Reminder: Important 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 for Aviation Policy 
Port Authority of NY & N J 
Aviation Department 
225 Park Avenue South, 9th Floor 
New York. NY 10003 
E-mall; Dassenqerfacilitvcharae@panvni.qov 

Airline Comments Due back to Port Authority - January 17, 2012 
Anticipated PFC Application Submittal to FAA by Port Authority - January 25, 2012 
Anticipated PFC Application Approval - April 2012 
Anticipated PFC Collection Begins - June 2012 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports 

29 



Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORTAIfTHORITYOF NY&NJ 

SECTION 3 

Consultation Meeting - Sign-In Sheets for 
November 29, 2011 and December 14, 2011 

Attachment C - Air Carrier Consultation Information Section 3 -Sign-In Sheets for November 29, 2011 and December 14, 2011 
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Th9 Port Authority of New York 9nd New Jersey 
Newark Liberty International Airport 
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Passenger Facility Charge Application IHE PORT AUTHORirV OFNY&NJ 

Newark Liberty International Airport 
November 29,1:00 pm 

Meeting Notes 

On October 28, 2011, In accordance with 14 CFR Part 158 Section 158.23, the Port Authority notified the domestic air 

carriers and foreign air carriers operating at JFK, EWR, LGA and SWF airports that the Port Authority intended 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, LGA and SWF. Attached to the notice was the draft application for their 

review. 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 1:00 pm, November 29, 2011, Port Authority staff met with the airlines that elected to attend the consultation 

meeting in the General Manager's Conference Room, Building 1 at EWR. Ms. Patty Clark (Port Authority) opened the 

meeting by welcoming the airline representatives and other participants. Ms. Clark explained the format of the 

presentation and provided information on the PFC Program requirements and relationship to AlP, as well as on the PFC 

collection schedule. Copies of the slides were distributed to the meeting attendees to follow along with the 

presentation. Mr. James Heitmann (Port Authority) and Mr. Jim Steven (Port Authority) then presented a detailed 

overview of the projects included in the PFC Application. 

The following details the questions and comments made by the airlines along with the Port Authority's responses. 

1. Airline Representative Question 
Continental/United 

• How are the passenger forecasts calculated in order to determine collections? 

Port Authority Response 

• Long-term forecasts are created using a fixed growth rate (approximately 1.7% for JFK, 2.2% for EWR and 2.1% 

for LGA). Forecasts are updated on an annual basis by the Port Authority and reviewed and approved by the 

FAA. 

2. Airline Representative Question 
Continental/United 

• Please provide clarification regarding the use of the hardstand parking related to the Terminal 3 Site 

Redevelopment and Capacity Improvements Project. 

Port Authority Response 

• Delta and its affiliates would have full-time preferential use of 13 of the anticipated 16 hardstand positions. 

Three of the hardstand positions would be made available for common use as part of the airport's metering 

program or in SWAP or IROPS situations. Any positions not being used by Delta or its affiliates will be made 

available to other.carriers (with first priority given to Terminal 4 carriers) by the Terminal 3 Hardstand Manager. 

EWR Airline Consultation Meeting Attachment C - Air Carrier Consultation Information 



Passenger Facility Charge Application 1HE PORTAUIHORITYOF NY& NJ 

3. Airline Representative Question 
• How much of the cost of the T3 Site Development is going towards demolition of the existing terminal? Can you 

provide a breakdown of the costs by project element? 

Port Authority Response 

• Mr. Steven referred the airline representative to the draft Attachment B for the project that was provided to the 

airlines as part of the consultation meeting notice for a full project cost breakdown by element. He then stated 

that the demolition cost associated with the T3 Site Development project was approximately $45 million. 

4. Airline Representative Question 
• What is the useful life of the new system components related to the EWR Electrical Distribution and Substation 

Improvements? 

Port Authority Response 

• Mr. Heitmann stated that, depending on the specific equipment, the useful life would be between 18 and 

22 years. 

EWR Airline Consultation Meeting Attachment C - Air Carrier Consultation Information 



Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AlffilORITY OF NY & N J 

John F. Kennedy International Airport and LaGuardia Airport 
December 1468,11:00 9m 

M666ing NO665 

On October 28, 2011, in gccordance with 14 CFR Part 158 Section 158.23, the Port Authority notified the domestic air 

carriers and foreign air carriers operating at JFK, EWR, LGA and SWF airports that the Port Authority intended 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, LGA and SWF. Attached to the notice was the draft application for their 

review. 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 11:00 am, December 14'\ 2011, Port Authority staff met with the airlines that elected to attend the consultation 

meeting at Building 14, 3'" Floor Conference Room E at JFK. Ms. Patty Clark (Port Authority) opened the meeting by 

welcoming the airline representatives and other participants. Ms. Clark explained the format of the presentation and 

provided information on the PFC Program requirements and relationship to AiP, as well as on the PFC collection 

schedule. Copies of the slides were distributed to the meeting attendees to follow along with the presentation. Mr. Jim 

Steven (Port Authority) then presented a detailed overview of the projects included in the PFC Application. 

The following details the questions and comments made by the airlines along with the Port Authority's responses. 

1. Airline Representative Question 

What is happening to Terminal 3 during the Terminal 3 Redevelopment and Capacity improvements Project? 

Port Authority Response 

The terminal would be demolished and would not be replaced. The site would be used for aircraft hardstand 

parking. 

• 
2. Airline Representative Question 

• How many of the 16 aircraft spots created as part of the Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment and Capacity 

improvements Project will be designated preferential use for Delta? 

Port Authority Response 

• Delta and its affiliates will have full-time preferential use of 13 of the anticipated 16 hardstand positions. Three 

of the hardstand positions were Identified in TAAM as open for other use and will be made available for 

common use as part of the airport's metering program or in SWAP or IROPS situations. Any positions not being 

used by Delta or its affiliates will be made available to other carriers (with first priority given to Terminal 4 

carriers) by the Terminal 3 Hardstand Manager. 

JFK and LGA Airline Consultatiorl Meeting Attachment C - Air Carrier Consultation Information 
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3. Airline Representative Question 

• Related to the Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment and Capacity Improvements Project, how will commuter 

operations use the spots? 

Port Authority Response 

• The operation and management of these spots has not yet been developed. Ultimately, we have identified a 

layout that can accommodate 16 spaces, and we will be determining the best use for those. The hardstands on 

the T3 Site will be available to Delta Air Lines and its affiliate carriers on a preferential use basis in accordance 

with the terms of the T3 Site Permit between Delta Air Lines and the Port Authority. The Permit requires that 

any positions not being used by Delta Air Lines or its affiliate carriers under its preferential rights will be made 

available to other carriers by the Terminal 3 Hardstand Manager. The Port Authority, the appointed T3 

Hardstand Manager, and Delta Air Lines are currently developing a management plan that will dictate the 

specific procedures to be followed in determining how each position will be utilized; the working group will 

provide regular updates to and solicit input from the air carriers on the management plan as it advances. 

4. Airline Representative Question (Similar to Question #3 above) 

• Related to the Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment and Capacity Improvements Project, how will Delta make those 

available? 

Port Authority Reisponse (Same response to Question #3 above) 

• The operation and management of these spots has not yet been developed. Ultimately, we have identified a 

layout that can accommodate 16 spaces, and we will be determining the best use for those. The hardstands on 

the T3 Site will be available to Delta Air Lines and its affiliate carriers on a preferential use basis in accordance 

with the terms of the T3 Site Permit between Delta Air Lines and the Port Authority. The Permit requires that 

any positions not being used by Delta Air Lines or its affiliate carriers under its preferential rights will be made 

available to other carriers by the Terminal 3 Hardstand Manager. The Port Authority, the appointed T3 

Hardstand Manager, and Delta Air Lines are currently developing a management plan that will dictate the 

specific procedures to be followed in determining how each position will be utilized; the working group will 

provide regular updates to and solicit input from the air carriers on the management plan as it advances. 

5. Airline Representative Question 

• Related to the Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment and Capacity Improvements Project, the benefit to the 

community seems to be those three spots. We are making more space to allow Delta to improve their 

efficiency, which will improve the airport's efficiency. I am not sure of the practicality of the spots as being an 

airport-wide benefit. 

Port Authority Response 

• The TAAM modeling demonstrates the benefit to the entire airport. The hardstand parking spots reduce taxi 

and towing times, and are a benefit to the entire airport. 

JFK and LGA Airline Consultation! Meeting Attachment C - Air Carrier Consultation Information 
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6. Airline Representative Question 
• Related to the Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment and Capacity Improvements Project, JAL asked whether the Port 

Authority would help design its ramp at Terminal 1. JAL continued, saying that JAL manages its airline 

operations within its constrained space while Delta is given more space at the airport to make its operations 

more efficient. 

Port Authority Response 

• The Port Authority has spoken about improvements at Terminal 2. The last improvement at the airport was to 
accommodate larger aircraft and a lot of airlines objected to that. The throat work for this project will benefit 
Terminal 1 by allowing additional access to the Terminal 1 parking area. 

7. Airline Representative Question 
• Related to the Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment and Capacity Improvements Project, it seems to benefit only 

Delta and the rest of the airlines are buying them more space. The TAAM modeling aside, I don't see the three 

spots as truly available and other airlines would only see that as a marginal benefit. 

Port Authority Response 

• There will be threie spots available for common use as part of the airport's metering program or in SWAP (Severe 
Weather Avoidance Plan) or IROPS (Irregular Operations) situations if the site is configured for 16 hardstand 
positions. The total number of spots may vary depending on final design and configuration of the site as well as 

the size of aircraft using the hardstands. 

JFK and LGA Airline Consultation Meeting Attachment C - Air Carrier Consultation Information 
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SECTION 5 

PFC Application Pubic Notice 
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Pgssenger Facility Charge Application THE PORTAinHORITYOF NY& NJ 

Public Notice of 
Passenger Facility Charge Application 

The Public Notice for the RFC Application was posted on the Port Authority's website at the following 

link: 

• Airport Link: http://www.panvni.gov/airports/ 

The notice was posted on the above website on October 28"", 2011 with a link to the draft application. 

For each project, the public notice provided a description, justification, cost estimates and RFC level, 

estimated total RFC level, proposed charge effective date and charge expiration date, estimated total 

RFC revenue to be collected, and name and contact information for the person to whom comments 

should be sent. 

The notice specified that comments would be received until January I?"' 2012. 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports Section S - RFC Application Public Notice 
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Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports Attachment D - Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 



Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORTAllTHORnYOF NY& NJ 

Request to Exclude Ciass(es) of Carriers 
from the Passenger Facility Charge Collection 

The Port Authority is requesting that certain airlines be exempt from the requirements to collect PFCs. These airlines are 

included in the distinct operational category known as, "Non-Scheduled / On-Demand Carriers" (ATCO). The airlines in 
this category represent a very small portion of the total passenger enplanements for each airport. It is believed that the 

minimal PFC revenues to be collected from these carriers do not justify the administrative burden that would be 

imposed on the carriers and the airport in collection and accounting for the revenues. The Air Carrier Activity 

Information System (ACAIS) provides total enplanements for each carrier operating at EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF. This list 

has been updated using ACAIS 2010. The carriers included in this class described above represent passenger 

enplanements of less than 1% of the total passenger enplanements for each airport, and are shown in the following 

tables: 

EWR 
Air Carriers 

Annual 
Enplanements 

LGA 
Air Carriers 

Annual 
Enplanements 

Aero Jet Services 
LLC 

1 
Aero Jet Services LLC 2 Aero Jet Services 

LLC 
1 

Fairwind Air Charter 
(formerly Executive Air 
Charter of Boca Raton) 

1 Fairwind Air Charter 
(formerly Executive 
Air Charter of Boca 
Raton) 

37 

Fairwind Air Charter 
(formerly Executive Air 
Charter of Boca Raton) 

1 Fairwind Air Charter 
(formerly Executive 
Air Charter of Boca 
Raton) 

37 
Jet Solutions LLC 70 

Fairwind Air Charter 
(formerly Executive 
Air Charter of Boca 
Raton) 

37 

L J Associates, Inc. 110 
Jet Solutions LLC ' 36 L J Associates, Inc. 110 

Meridian Air Group, 
Inc. 

4 
Meridian Air Group, Inc. 1 Meridian Air Group, 

Inc. 
4 

Priester Aviation, LLC 5 
Priester Aviation, LLC 8 Reliant Air Charter, Inc. 5 
Reliant Air Charter, 
Inc. 

V 1 Seneca Flight 
Operations 

1 

Seneca Flight 
Operations 

2 USAirports Air Charters 4 

Total Enplanements 89 Total Enplanements 199 

Percent of Total 
Airport Enplanements 

0.0005% 
Percent of Total Airport 
Enplanements 

0.0016% 

JFK 
Air Carriers 

Annual 
Enplanements 

Aero Jet Services 
LLC 

1 

Air Lexington, Inc. 8 

AirDialog LLC 7 

Averitt Air, Inc. 2 

Blue Bell Air LLC 10 

Crow Executive Air, 
Inc. 

8 

Fairwind Air Charter 
(formerly Executive 
Air Charter of Boca 
Raton) 

2 

Jet Solutions LLC 52 

Maine Instrument 
Flight 

5 

Priester Aviation, LLC 10 

Reliant Air Charter, 
Inc. 

10 

Seneca Flight 
Operations 

6 

Wall Street 
Helicopters 

11 

Wellsville Flying 
Service, Inc. 

3 

Total Enplanements 135 

Percent of Total 
Airport Enplanements 

0.0005% 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Attachment D - Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 



Passenger Facility Charge Application THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY&NJ 
SWF Annual 
Air Carriers Enplanements 

Aero Jet Services LLC 2 

AMAV, Inc. 9 
DAE Aviation Enterprises Corp 26 
Fairwind Air Charter (Executive Air 3 
Charter of Boca Raton) 
Jet Solutions LLC 2 

Reliant Air Charter, Inc. 1 

Seneca Flight Operations 3 

Total Enplanements 46 

Percent of Total Airport Enplanements 0.02% 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Attachment D - Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 
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Alternative Uses/Projects 
This application contains both "Impose and Use" and "Impose Only" projects. Projects with a request to "Impose and 
Use" RFC funds do not require the identification of Alternative Use projects. However, projects that are "Impose Only" 
require the identification of alternative use projects in the event that any or all of the "Impose Only" projects contained 
in the application are ultimately abandoned or disapproved. 

The Port Authority identified potential projects that may be used as Alternative projects if needed. The table below 
includes the potential Alternative Use projects considered for this application. The air carriers have been consulted on 
all of the projects listed below. 

Airport Project Description 
Estimated Cost 

(in SOOOs) 

LGA TAXIWAY REHABILITATION 9,999 

LGA MODERNIZE AERONAUTICAL INSTRUMENTS PH 1 6,258 

LGA RUNWAY DECK STRUCTURAL REHAB PHASE III 15,748 

LGA CENTRAL ELECTRICAL SUBSTATION 84,000 

LGA INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM MASTER PLAN 28,674 

LGA AIR TERMINAL HIGHWAY REHAB - PHASE II 20,001 

LGA REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY PAVEMENT & LIGHTING 20,001 

LGA REHABILITATION OF RUNWAY DECKS 35,509 

LGA REHABILITATION OF RUNWAY 13-31 AND ASSOCIATED TAXIWAYS 35,324 

LGA TAXIWAY MODIFICATIONS (A, B & RVSR BETWEEN D & L) 194,118 

LGA CONSOLIDATED RECEIVING WAREHOUSE DISTRIBUTION CENTER 15,173 

LGA SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS 1,465 

JFK T/W"W" (N 0FR/W13L) 6,004 

JFK WATER SYSTEM REPLACEMENTS 10,000 

JFK CENTRAL SUB UNITS E&F 10,000 

JFK BERGEN SUBSTATION 30,000 

JFK FARMERS SUBSTATION 20,000 

JFK REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY C 19,135 

JFK AERONAUTICAL PAVEMENT REHAB 2013-2016 33,273 

JFK REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY G (R/W 4L TO T/W Y) 10,000 

JFK REHABILITATION OF T/W P 38,801 

JFK REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY'S 0 23,275 

JFK REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY CA (R/W 13L-31R TO END) 5,956 

JFK REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY QG 4,982 

JFK REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY Z & PORTIONS OF F, H, G, J 22,851 

JFK REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY FB 11,432 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Attachment E -Alternative Uses/Projects 
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Airport Project Description 
Estimated Cost 

(in $000s) 

JFK REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY B (T/W N - T/W TB) 53,863 

JFK REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY CB (RAW 13L-31R TO NORTH END) 6,191 

JFK DELAY REDUCTION INITIATIVES (FILLETS & SMOGS) 24,912 

JFK REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY CE (TAW C TO LEASE LINE) 5,979 

JFK REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY FA 10,531 

JFK REHABILITATION OF BULK FUEL FARM ROADWAY 12,123 

JFK REHABILITATION OF CARGO PLAZA ROAD 3,709 

EWR REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY S (FROM RF TO Y) & A 4,100 

EWR INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM 10,763 

EWR REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY "Y" (FROM RM TO S) 7,292 

EWR REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY "A" (FROM RC TO RF) 6,436 

EWR REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY "Z" (FROM RAW EDGE TO UA) 2,296 

EWR EWR - AOA NEXTGEN PROGRAM 9,500 

EWR REPLACEMENT OF NORTH ELECTRICAL SUBSTATION AT CHRP -
BUILDING 46 

14,808 

EWR REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAYS B & R (FROM E TO Y) 8,950 

EWR REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY Z FROM, TAW P TO RAW 29 END 3,500 

TOTAL $ 896,932 

EWR, JFK, LGA, and SWF Airports Attachment E -Alternative Uses/Projects 
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ATTACHMENT F 

Competition Plan/Update 

EWR, JFK, LGA and SWF Airports Attachment F - Competition Plan/Update 



0 
U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Aviation Office of Airport Planning 800 Independence Ave., SW. 
Administration and Programming Wastiington, DC 20591 

MAY 6 2011 

Ms. Susan M. Baer 
Director, Aviation Department 
The Port Authority of NY & NJ 
225 Park Avenue South 
New York, NY 10003 

Dear Ms. Baer: 

Thank you for submitting the Port Authority of New York & New Jersey's 
(Authority)'s 2011 Competition Plan Update for Newark Liberty International 
Airport (EWR). We have reviewed your Plan Update and have determined that 
it is in accordance with the requirements of section 155 of the Wendell H. Ford 
Aviation Investment and Reform Act for the 21®' Century (AIR-21), Pub 
L. 106-181, April 5, 2000, codified at Title 49 U.S. Code sections 40117(k) and 
47106(f). 

The EWR Competition Plan Update is required because the Authority approved 
a change in the master lease at EWR to permit Southwest Airlines (Southwest) 
to assume leasehold agreements for three gates and related terminal and 
baggage handling facilities in Terminal A, enabling Southwest to commence 
operations at EWR on March 27, 2011. You provided the partial assignment 
and assumption of lease between United Air Lines and Southwest for Gates A 
14 and A15 and associated space and the partial assignment and assumption 
of gate A10 in Terminal A from Continental Airlines to Southwest.'' The EWR 
2011 Competition Plan Update states that the presence of this low cost carrier 
will add to the airport's competitive status and provide the traveling public with 
greater choice from your airport. 

We commend the Authority for taking the following pro-competitive policies and 
practices since the Authority's last Competition Plan, filed in 2004: 

' Section 15 of the Newark Sublease Agreement dated October 8, 2009, references 14 CFR 
Part 152. Pari 152 applies to grants issued under the Airport and Airway Development Act of 
1970 (ADAP).' ADAP was repealed in 1982 by the enactment of the Airport and Airway 
Improvement Act of 1982. Only the grant assurances and conditions in ADAP grants used to 
buy land for an airport continue in effect so long as the land is used as an airport. However, this 
continuing obligation only affects three airports, and EWR is not one of them. Thus the 
references to 14 CFR Part 152 can be deleted. 



• Acoo9999o69t9ng 8ever9l girlines, including Ic9l9nd Express, 
Jet Airwgys, JetBlue Airways, Open Skies, Porter Airlines, 
Qeter Airwgys, Silverjet and Westjet and Southwest: 

« Regularly maintaining the New Entrant Guidelines to reflect updated 
airport Information and making this information available to new 
entrant and domestic incumbent airlines; 

o Recovering space through forced accommodation or facility 
termination for new entrant or limited incumbent airlines when master 
lease airlines do not meet a 60 percent gate utilization threshold; and 

• Monitoring real-time activity on common use gates and tracking 
monthly gate utilization on Terminal A gates. 

The Updatis also indicates the Authority plans to implement the following 
competitive actions: 

• 6ontinue the current Terminal B Modernization Program, which includes 
expansion of the lower level arrival area, the in-line baggage systems 
and satellite connectors, enhanced security; and improvements to 
roadways and drainage systems.; and 

• Advance the planning of a new Terminal A. 

In addition," we commend the Authority for considering improvements to airline 
competition in its procedures for accommodating new entrant airlines. 
However, we note that the Update states that a new entrant must show a 
written accommodation rejection from a master lease airline before the 
Authority provides assistance with accommodating a new entrant. We expect 
this process to move swiftly even if a written rejection is not forthcoming in a 
timely manner, 

i 
We are enclosing with this letter a chart, updated by the FAA in 
November 2010, highlighting actions taken by airports covered by the 
6ompetition Plan requirement to reduce barriers to entry and enhance 
competitive access. In addition, we have distributed this product at several 
airport conferences in order to demonstrate the tools airport managers are 
using to comply with the statutory elements of the 6ompetition Plan 
requirement, the competitive benefits that may be achieved through 
implementation of these tools, and other ancillary advantages that may be 
derived from these tools. This chart may be of Interest to you as you fully 
implement EWR's 6ompetition Plan. 

We again commend you for the strides that you have made to promote 
competition at EWR. As you are aware, FAA Program Guidance Letter (PGL) 
04-08 streamlined the Gompetition Plan process by eliminating the need for a 
written 6onipetition Plan update from a covered airport whose original 
Gompetition Plan and two Plan Updates have been approved by the FAA, 
unless certain special conditions arise. PGL 04-08 Identified the following two 
special conditions that would require the filing of a Gompetition Plan update. 



o An air90ot fil68 a oom9etitive access report as oequire9 by Section 424 of 
Vision 100 (2003), codified as 49 U.S.C. 47107 (s) 8tatin9 it had denied 
one bo more requests for access by an air carrier for gates or facilities 
within the last six months. Section 424 requires any medium or large 
hub airport that has denied a carrier's request or requests for access to 
file a report with the FAA describing the carrier's requests, providing an 
explanation as to why the requests could not be accommodated, and 
providing a time frame within which, if any, the airport will be able to 
accommodate the requests, 

o An airport executes a new lease and use agreement, or significantly 
amends a lease and use agreement, including an amendment due to use 
of RFC financing for gates. 

As you are aware the Authority has filed, and the FAA has approved, an initial 
Competition Plan and now three Plan Updates of the initial Competition Plan for 
EWR. A further written Competition Plan Update will not be required unless 
one of the special conditions outlined above arises. 

Further, the 8ecretary Is required by section 40117(k) to review implementation 
of Competition Plans from time to time to verify that each covered airport 
implements its Plan successfully. In connection with our review, we may 
determine that site visits to, or teleconferences with, one or more locations 
would be useful. We will notify you should we decide to visit EWR in 
connection with its Competition Plan. 

Please note that our findings here relate only to the competition plan 
requirements; the long-term disposition of the slots at EWR (including the slots 
transferred by Continental Air Lines to Southwest) is governed by FAA Orders 
and our rulemaking effort to establish a long-term congestion management rule 
at EWR, John F. Kennedy International and LaGuardia airports. Please see 
76 Federal Register 18,618 (Apr. 4, 2011). 

Please do not hesitate to contact me or my staff to assist you in this important 
endeavor. If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact 
Mr. Joe Hebert, Manager, Financial Analysis and Passenger Facility Charge 
Branch, at (202) 267-8375. 

Sincerely, 

n 

Benito DeLeon 
Director, Office of Airport Planning 

and Programming 

Enclosure • 
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ATTACHMENT G: AIRPORT LAYOUT PLAN (ALP), AIRSPACE, AND 
ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS 

ALL PROJECTS FOR WHICH IMPOSE AND USE OR US6 AUTHORITY IS REQUESTED IN THE 
APPLICATION MUST 66 LISTED UNDER EACH TYPE OF FINDING BELOW. 

PFC Application Number: 

I. ALP Findings 
1. Current ALP spproval date: 09/10/10 

List proposed project(s) shown on this ALP: 
• JFK Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment & Capacity Improvements 

Project 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to be shown on an ALP: 
• JFK Rehabilitation of R/W 4L-22R (Impose Only) 
• JFK Taxiway P Rehabilitation Planning and Engineering 

*****pQp p/\/\ ygg********************************************************************************************** 
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. F.AA Airspace finding date: 10/07/10:11/30/10; (repeat as necessary) 

, 04/25/11:05/10/11 
j List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 

• JFK Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment & Capacity Improvements 
Project 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to have an airspace determination: 
• JFK Rehabilitation of R/W 4L-22R (Impose Only) 
• JFK Taxiway P Rehabilitation Planning and Engineering 

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. 
******************************************************************************************************************* 

III. Environmental Findings 

1. List proposed project(s) which are categorically excluded from the 
requirement for formal environmental review: N/A 

2. Date of FAA Finding of No Significant Impact: 09/16/2010 (repeat as 
necessary) 

List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 
• JFK Terminal 3 Site Redevelopment & Capacity Improvements 

I Project 



3. Date of FAA environmental record of decision: N/A (repeat as necessary) 
List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 

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. *********************************************************************** 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 



ATTACHMENT G: AIRPORT LAYOUT PLAN (ALP), AIRSPACE, AND 
ENVIRONMENTAL FINDING8 

ALL PROJECTS FOR WHICH IMPCSE AND USE CR USE AUTHCRITY IS RECUESTED IN THE 
APPLICATICN MUST BE LISTED UNDER EACH TYPE OF FINDING BELCW. 

PFC Applicgtion Numbor: 

I. ALP Findings 
1. Current ALP gpproval date; N/A 

List proposed project(s) shown on this ALP: 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to be shown on an ALP: 
• LGA R/W 4 and 31 RSA Planning, Environmental and Engineering 
• LGA R/W 4 and 31 R8A Construction (Impose Only) 

Public agoncy information confirmod? YES [ ] PARTIALLY [ ] NC [ ] 
For 6ach projoct which the ADC/RC di8agr668 with th6 public ag6ncy'8 finding, di8CU88 the r6a8on(8) 
for th6 FAA'8 r.onconcurrance bolow. 
******************************************************************************************************************** 

II. Airspace Findings 
1. FAA Airspace finding date: N/A (repeat 88 n6C688ary) 

List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to have an airspace determination: 
• LGA R/W 4 and 31 R8A Planning, Environmental and Engineering 
• LGA R/W 4 and 31 R8A Construction (Impose Only) 

*****1 FOR FAA'USE ********************************************************************************************** 

Public agency Information confirmed? YES [ ] PARTIALLY [ ] NC [ ] 
For each project which the ADO/RC di8agree8 with the public agency'8 finding, di8CU88 the rea8on(8) 
for the FAA'8 nonconcurrance below. ************** 

III. Environmental Findings 

1. List proposed project(s) which are categorically excluded from the 
requirement for formal environmental review: N/A 

2. Date of FAA Finding of No Significant Impact: N/A (repeat as neceeeary) 
List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 

3. Date of FAA environmental record of decision: N/A (repeat as neceeeary) 
List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 

*****pQp y gp********************************************************************************************* 
Public agency information confirmed? YES [ ] PARTIALLY [ ] NC [ ] 
For each project which the ADC/RC dieagreee with the public agency'8 finding, di8cu88 the rea8on(8) 
for the FAA'8 nonconcurrance below. 
******************************************************************************************************************* 



Applicgtion Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 



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: 03/09/12 

List proposed project(s) shown on this ALP: 
• EWR R/W 4R-22L Rehabilitation 
• EWR Taxiway P Rehab inciuding High-Speed Taxiways 
• EWR RM 4L-22R Rehabilitation 
• EWR R/W 11 Runway Safety Area & Reiocation of Brewster Rd. 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to be shown on an ALP: 
• EWR Deiay Reduction Phase ii - Planning and Engineering 
• EWR Deiay Reduction Phase ii - Construction (impose Oniy) 
• EWR Eiectricai Distribution and Substation improvements 

*****pQp ygp********************************************************************************************** 
Public agency information confirmed? YES [ ] PARTIALLY [ ] NO [ ] 
For eacti project wtiicti tfie 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: See below (repeat as necessary) 

List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 
• EWR R/W 4R-22L Rehabilitation 2/1/12 
• EWR Taxiway P Rehab inciuding High-Speed Taxiways 2/1/12 
• EWR R/W 4L-22R Rehabilitation 2/1/12 
• EWR R/W 11 Runway Safety Area & Relocation of Brewster Rd 

03/16/12 
• EWR Eiectricai Distribution and Substation Improvements 

04/23/12 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to have an airspace determination: 
• EWR Delay Reduction Phase ii - Planning and Engineering 
• EWR Deiay Reduction Phase ii - Construction (impose Only) 

*****pQp ygg********************************************************************************************** 
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. 
*************************************************************************************'****************************** 

III. Environmental Findings 

1. List proposed project(s) which are categorically excluded from the 
requirement for formal environmental review: 

• EWR R/W 4R-22L Rehabilitation 2/13/12 



• EWR Tgxiwgy P Rehgb including High-Speed Texiweye 2/13/12 
• EWR R/W 4L-22R Rehabiiitetion 2/13/12 
• EWR R/W 11 Runway Safety Area & Relocation of Brewster Rd 

01/15/09 
• EWR Electrical Distribution and Substation Improvements 

2/21/12 

2. Date of FAA Finding of No Significant Impact: N/A 
(repeat as necessary) 

•: List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 

3. Date of FAA environmental record of decision: N/A 
(repeat as necessary) 

i List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 

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. 
******************************************************************************************************************* 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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MINUTES of th% Meetiog of The 8ort Authority of New York 99d New Jersey held Thursd9y, 
July 28, 2011 at 225 8ark Aveaue South, 8ity, 8ou9ty aud State of New York 

8RESENT: 
NEW JERSEY NEW Y8RK 

Hon. David Samson, 8hairman Hon. H. Sidney Holmes III 
Hon. Virginia S. Bauer Hon. Jeffrey H. 8ynford 
Hon. Raymond M. Pocino Hon. Jeffrey A. Moerdler 
Hon. Anthony J. Sartor Hon. Scott H. Rechier 
Hon. William P. Schuber 
Hon. David S, Steiner 

Christopher 0. Ward, Executive Director 
William Baroni, Jr., Deputy Executive Director 
Darrell B. Buchbinder, Cenera! Counsel 
Karen E. Eastman, Secretary 

Susan M. Baer, Director, Aviation 
Ernesto 8. Butcher, Chief Cperating Officer 
Steven J. Coleman, Assistant Director, Media Relations 
Michael P. DePallo, Director, Rail Transit 
Gretchen P. DiMarco, Special Assistant to the Deputy Executive Director 
John J. Drobny, Director, Security Projects, Chief Operating Office 
Michael G. Fabiano, Chief Financial Officer 
Michael A. Fedorko, Director, Public Safety/Superintendent of Police 
Michael B. Francois, Chief, Real Estate and Development 
Richard Friedman, Manager, Special Projects, Office of Environmental and Energy Programs 
Glenn P. Guzi, Senior External Affairs Representative, Government and Community Affairs 
8inda C. Handel, Deputy Secretary 
Andrew.T. Hawthorne, Director, Marketing 
Mark D. Hoffer, Director, New Port Initiatives, Port Commerce 
Kara E. Hughes, Senior External Relations Client Manager, Government and Community Affairs 
Howard G. Kadin, Esq., 8aw 
James A. Keane, General Manager, Inspection and Safety-Risk Management, Operations Services 
Kirby King, Director, Technology Services 
8ouis J. EaCapra, Chief Administrative Officer 
Cristina M. 8ado, Director, Government and Community Affairs, New Jersey 
Conor 8anz, Special Assistant to the Executive Director 
Richard M. Larrabee, Director, Port Commerce 
Jamie E. 8oftus, Chief, Public and Government Affairs 
Stephen Marinko, Esq., 8aw 
Ronald Marsico, Assistant Director, Media Relations 
Daniel O. McCarron, Comptroller 
James E, McCoy, Manager, Board Management Support, Office of the Secretary 
Patrick O'Reilly, Advisor to the Chairman 
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Paul A. Pietropaolo, Corporate Information Security Officer, Office of the Secretaiy 
Monika A. Radkowska, Principal Board Management and Support Specialist, Office of the 

Secretary 
Desiree Ramos, External Relations Client Manager, Government and Community Affairs 
Brian W. Simon, Director, Government and Community Affairs, New York 
Timothy G. Stickelman, Assistant General Counsel 
Gerald B. Stoughton, Director, Financial Analysis 
Robert A. Sudman, Director, Audit 
Ralph Tragale, Assistant Director, Public Affairs, Aviation 
David B. Tweedy, Chief, Capital Programs 
Lillian D. Valenti, Director, Procurement 
Sheree Van Duyne, Manager, Policies and Protocol, Office of the Secretary 
Philippe Visser, Director, World Trade Center Redevelopment 
Andrew S. Warshaw, Chief of Staff to the Executive Director 
David M. Wildstein, Director, Interagency Capital Projects, Office of the Deputy Executive 

Director 
William Young, Client Manager, Government and Community Affairs 
Peter J, Zipf, Chief Engineer 

Guests: 
Johanna Jones, Assistant Counsel, Authorities Unit, Office of the Governor of New Jersey 

Speakers: 
Murray Bodin, Member of the Public 
Margaret Donovan, Twin Towers Alliance 
Richard Hughes, Twin Towers Alliance 
John Francis McNeece, Jr., Member of the Public 
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JOHN F. KENNEDY INTERNATIONAL, NEWARK LIBERTY INTERNATIONAL, 
STEWART INTERNATIONAL AND LAGUARDIA AIRPORTS -
AUTHORIZATION TO SUBMIT ADDITIONAL PROJECTS AS PART OF THE 
APPLICATION TO THE FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION TO 
EXTEND COLLECTION AND USE OF PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGES 

It 8vas recommended that the Board authorize the Executive Director to submit an 
application to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA): (1) for an extension of the Port 
Authority's authority to impose and use the current $4.50 Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) at 
John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), 
Stewart International Airport (SWF) and LaGuardia Airport (LGA); and (2) to fund certain new 
and necessary projects, in a total amount of up to $625.5 million, that will enhance airside 
capacity and reduce delays, improve safety and security, and improve airside infrastructure at 
JFK, EWR and LGA, and to thereby extend the authority to collect PFCs through the fourth 
quarter of 2016 and extend the imposition of PFCs to a total amount of approximately 
$4.08 billion. Together with authority previously granted to the Executive Director to apply for 
the collection and use of up to $215 million in PFCs for a project for the demolition of JFK 
Terminal 3 and the construction of an aircraft parking area, the application to the FAA for the 
collection and use of PFCs would be in a total amount of up to $850.5 million. 

Pursuant to the Aviation Safety and Capacity Expansion Act of 1990 and the Wendell H, 
Ford Aviation Investment and Reform Action for the 21st Century (AIR-21), the Port Authority 
has the authority to impose a PFC of $4.50 per departing passenger and to use the proceeds to 
fund eligible airport-related projects meeting specified criteria, after approval of applications to 
the FAA. Projects funded through PFCs have included JFK Access/AirTrain, EWR AirTrain 
Northeast Corridor Extension, EWR Landside Access, and a variety of airside capacity, terminal 
capacity, and security projects at EWR, JFK, and LGA, as well as the purchase of snow removal 
equipment for use at SWF. 

Since 1992, the Port Authority has been granted FAA approval for the collection of PFCs 
totaling $3.2 billion for projects at JFK, LGA and EWR. On May 17, 2010, the FAA approved 
an application submitted by the Port Authority to add SWF as part of the Port Authority s PFC 
collection authority, and for an extension of the authority to impose and to use PFCs at JFK, 
EWR, SWF and LGA at the current rate to fund new projects with a total value of approximately 
$573 million, and to extend the collection authority through the third quarter of 2012. 

On August 5, 2010, the Committee on Operations, acting for and on behalf of the Board 
pursuant to delegated authority, authorized the Executive Director to submit an application for 
the collection and use of up to $215 million in PFCs to reimburse Delta Air Lines, Inc. for 
designated project costs related to the demolition of Terminal 3 at JFK and the construction of an 
aircraft parking area. The application to the FAA in connection with which authorization is 
being requested via this action would include the JFK Terminal 3 project, as authorized in 
August 2010, 

The 15 new and necessary projects to be funded via PFCs under this proposed application 
to the FAA include: planning costs for the reconstruction, widening and extension of Runway 4L 
and costs associated with the rehabilitation of Taxi way P at JFK, in an amount of $152 million; 
the modiftcation of Runways 4 and 31 to accommodate FAA runway safety area requirements at 
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LGA, in an amount of $173 million; and various improvements at EWR, including aircraft delay 
reduction initiatives, the rehabilitation of Runways 4R and 4L and Taxiway P, runway safety 
area improvements for Runway 11 and electrical improvements that support building and 
aeronautical operations, in a total amount of $281 million. The proposed application also would 
amend the application with respect to a previously approved project, to provide for an additional 
$28 million for the installation of a Perimeter Intrusion Detection System at LGA and 
$1.5 million for costs associated with the preparation and administration of the PFC application. 

Pursuant to the foregoing report, the Board adopted the following resolution, with 
Commissioners Bauer, Holmes, Lynford, Moerdler, Pocino, Rechler, Samson, Sartor, Schuber 
and Steiner voting in favor. General Counsel confirmed that sufficient affirmative votes were 
cast for the action to be taken, a quorum of the Board being present. 

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; (1) for an extension of the Port Authority's authority to 
impose and use a Passenger Facility Charge (PFC), at a rate of $4.50 per enplaned 
passenger, at John F. Kennedy International Airport, Newark Liberty International 
Airport, Stewart International Airport and LaGuardia Airport (LGA); and (2) to fund 
certain; new and necessary projects, as described in the foregoing report, and to amend 
the Port Authority's application with respect to a previously approved project for the 
use of PFCs in connection with the implementation of a Perimeter Intrusion Detection 
System at LGA, in a total amount of up to $635.5 million, as described in the 
foregoing report, and thereby to extend the authority to collect PFCs through the 
fourth quarter of 2016 and extend the imposition of PFCs to a total amount of 
approximately $4.08 billion; and it is further 

RESOLVED, that the form of the foregoing application, amendment or 
other document shall be subject to the approval of General Counsel or his authorized 
representative. 
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Port Authority of New York & New Jersey 

Estimated RFC Revenue Projections 

isr "W 
PFCs 

Collected 

PFCs 
Collected 

Through 9/30/11 

10/1/11-12/31/11 
2012 
2013 
2014 
2015 
2016 
2017 

2.746.798 
2,746,798 
2.801,033 
3,022,423 
3,248,647 
3,479,665 
3,715.296 
3,955,513 

1> 2> 3> l> 2> 3> 1> 2> 3> 1> 2> 3> 

4,287 3,816 S 16,750 5,879 5,527 $ 24,262 3,074 2,951 $ 12,957 64 61 $ 266 

17,500 15,575 68.374 24,000 22,560 99,038 12,550 12,048 52,891 260 247 1,086 

17,900 15,931 69,937 24,415 22,950 100,751 12.830 12,317 54,071 351 334 1,466 

18,300 16,287 71,500 24,830 23,340 102,463 13,110 12,586 55,251 433 411 1,804 

18,700 16,643 73,063 25,245 23,730 104,176 13,390 12,854 56,431 470 447 1,961 

19,100 16,999 74,626 25,660 24,120 105,889 13,670 13,123 57,611 502 477 2,092 

19,500 17,355 33,145 26,075 24,511 44,242 13,950 13,392 21,025 536 509 764 

Proposed Total Collection Authority 

Projected New Collection Expiration Date 

54,235 $ 2,801,033 

221,389 3,022,423 

226,224 3,248,647 

231,018 3,479,665 

235,631 3,715,296 

240,217 3,955,513 
99,176 4,054,689 

$ 4,054,689 

June 2017 

Enplanements & dollars in thousands 
1> Enplanements are based upon PANYNJ's July 2011 Forecast - Moderate Growth Scenario 
2> Percent of enplanements that are PFC-eligible assumed as follows: 89% at EWR, 94% at JFK, 96% at LGA, and 95% at SWF 
3> Assumes $4.50 PFC collection level net of $0.11 airline administrative fee 
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Distribution of Collection Authority 

The Port Authority of NY & NJ provides the following pro-rata distribution of the costs of the projects In 

this application to be collected among the Imposing airports: 

• 21.24 percent at EWR 

• 51.81 percent at JFK 

• 26.36 percent at LGA 

• 0.59 percent at SWF 



Port Authority of New York 4 New Jersey 
Estimated RFC Revenue Projections 

fCnplanements & dollars In thousands) 

1 # SSSB 1 
Year PRC Revenue PRC Revenue PRC Revenue PRC Revenue 

Ending Beginning RFC PRCs End of Beginning PRC PRCs ! n'l of 

December 31 of Period EPAX EPAX Collected Period of Period EPAX EPAX Collected Period 

i> 2> 3> i> 2> 3> 

Through 2011 5 925,881 5 1,109,830 

2012 5 925,881 16,778 15,134 5 66,437 992,318 5 1,109,830 24,191 22,618 5 99,294 1,209,124 

2013 992,318 17,054 15,382 67,528 1,059,846 1,209,124 24,639 23,037 101,132 1,310,256 

2014 1,059,846 17,452 15,741 69,104 1,128,950 1,310,256 25,307 23,662 103,876 1,414,132 

2015 1,128,950 17,970 16,209 71,157 1,200,108 1,414,132 26,023 24,331 106,813 1,520,946 

2016 1,200,108 18,518 16,703 73,327 1,273,435 1,520,946 26,693 24,958 109,565 1,630,511 

2017 1,273,435 19,054 17,186 75,448 1,348,883 1,630,511 27,297 25,522 112,043 1,742,554 

Existing EWR Coiiection Authority T 1,127,299 lExisting JFK Coiiection Authority T 1,248,474 

Proposed New App Cost Allocation at EWR 21.24% Proposed New App Cost Allocation at JFK 51.81% 

Proposed New EWR Coiiection Authority 5 1,311,692 Proposed New JFK Collection Authority 5 1,685,688 

1 Projected EWR Expiration Date _ July 2017 1 Projected JFK Expiration Date June 2017 

1 1 1 sue 
Year PRC Revenue PRC Revenue PRC Revenue PRC Revenue 

Ending Beginning PRC PRCs End of Beginning PRC PRCs End of 

December 31 of Pe iod EPAX EPAX Collected Period of Period EPAX EPAX Collected Period 

i> 2> 3> 2> 3> 

Through 2011 5 755,755 
1,052 

5 1,671 

2012 5 755,755 12,479 11,817 5 51,877 807,632 5 1,671 242 240 5 1,052 2,723 

2013 807,632 12,676 12,004 52,696 860,328 2,723 281 278 1,221 3,944 

2014 860,328 12,847 12,166 53,407 913,736 3,944 307 304 1,334 5,278 

2015 913,736 13,027 12,337 54,158 967,893 5,278 332 329 1,443 6,721 

2016 967,893 13,196 12,496 54,858 1,022,751 6,721 372 368 1,615 8,336 

2017 1,022,751 13,386 12,677 55,650 1,078,401 8,336 412 407 1,788 10,124 

Existing LGA Collection Authority T 824,000 Existing SWF Coiiection Authority T 4,415 

Proposed New App Cost Allocation at LGA 26.36% Proposed New App Cost Allocation at SWF 0.59% 

Proposed New LGA Collection Authority 5 1,048,041 Proposed New SWF Coiiection Authority 5 9,268 

iProiected LGA Expiration Date _ June 2017 1 Projected SWF Expiration Date July 2017 

Proposed Totai New Coiiection Authority $ 4,054,689 

Proposed Overali Expiration Date June 2017 
(Earliest date among Individual airports) 

Assumptions 
Collection Authority Allocation (per 05-05) 
Amendment to 05-05 - Perimeter Security LGA 
App 12-08 Requested Collection Authority 

EWR 
34.62% 

$ 28,000 
5 822,500 

JFK 
39.56% 

IGA 
25.82% 

SWF 
0.00% 

1> Enpianements are based u^on PANYNJ's Jan. 2012 Forecast - Moderate Growth Scenarit 
2> Percent of enpianements that are PFC-eligible based on 2011 actuals: 90.2% at EWR, 93.5% at JFK, 94.7% at LGA, and 99.0% at SWF 
3> Assumes $4.50 RFC collection level net of 50.11 airline administrative fee 




