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The group accepted a recommendation to focus on the amount of fill that would be
necessary for on-site preparation. One member suggested that sites requiring 100 million
cubic yards of fill or more should be excluded. Another member indicated that an average
truckload represents 5-6 cubic yards and that the number of truck trips alone represented by
100 million cubic yards seemed inconceivable. Another member suggested the use of “cut”
material as an offset to fill requirements. The PWG agreed that 100 million cubic yards of fill
should be recommended as the threshold to exclude sites at this stage of analysis.

6. Selective Elimination Criteria:

The recommendation by staff to eliminate the off-shore floating airport concept as a
replacement alternative for SDIA is based on a number of crucial issues that do not lend
themselves to the limiting criteria or thresholds evaluated to date. There is however enough
information to render the concept untenable for application in this region. The critical issues
are as follows:

Location:

The proposed site is the Pacific Ocean west of Point Loma. The experimental application of
a floating concept using a conventional rigid steel structure platform (MEGAFLOAT) has
been limited to waters calmed by breakwaters in Tokyo Bay. Modern off-shore airports
completed over the last decade in Kansai, (Japan), Incheon (South Korea) and Hong Kong
International Airport have all be constructed in sheltered calm waters on land reclaimed by
infill, the cutting and razing of islands or the shoring of shallow sandbars. The maximum
depth at these calm water locations has been approximately 15-20 fathoms. The concept
being advanced by FloatPort is a pneumatic stabilized platform (PSP) floated 3-5 miles
offshore in open seas where depths of 60 fathoms or more are charted.

Configuration:

The technical analysis adopted the location and the north-south orientation (parallel to the
coastline) of the concept as presented by FloatPort. Such orientation allows all arrival and
departure traffic to occur over water lending to its perceived advantage as the alternative
with no impacts on people. Prevailing winds that are west to east and meteorological
conditions including dense fog as well as ocean surface conditions (constantly changing
wave frequency and amplitude) do not support the configuration offered by FloatPort. The

prevailing winds for San Diego are “normally” from the west and at times from the east in
Santa Ana conditions. High winds found off the coast are likely to cause cross wind
problems with multiple commercial aircraft and all light aircraft. A likely east-west orientation
of the off-shore floating platform would require overland approaches over populated areas
and Point Loma’s terrain, negating any significant environmental benefits.
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Accessibility:

A floating tunnel or causeway installed over 3 to 5 miles of high seas and connected to an
undulating platform would pose engineering challenges heretofore untested.

Area:

The aeronautical (terminal, air-cargo, general aviation, maintenance, inter-modal and
support facility) requirements for a full-service airport as well as value added non-
aeronautical commercial/industrial activities necessary to make a large commercial service
airport operationally feasible, drive the need for 2,800 to 3,000-acre footprint. These
facilities are integral to the financial feasibility of the airport and require cost-effective
adjacent and collateral airport accessible land.

Plans and images portraying the runways, taxiways and safety areas indicate open spaces
in the safety area ovals. This condition is unacceptable per Federal Aviation Regulations
and will add substantially to the proposed structure size and weight.

Security:

FloatPort's proposal calls for a multilevel structure below the runways to support parking and
other functions. If such a facility were approved, the substantial structural reinforcement of
the runways and support structure to support bomb blasts were not taken into account in the
proposal.

Capacity:

The ability to accommodate simultaneous independent operations on parallel runways with a
minimum 4,300 to optimal 5,000 ft. separation is dependent on more than runway separation
to deliver the necessary capacity to meet forecast demand. The FloatPort concept, as
presented, does not allow for the necessary airfield geometry, such as parallel taxiways,
high-speed exits and lateral application of separation design criteria to meet projected
demand.

Infrastructure/Environmental:

The off-shore concept presents untenable infrastructure and environmental challenges in
both delivering basic infrastructure and utility needs (electrical, gas, potable water,

fuel/lubricants) and the handling of the byproducts associated with the operations of an
international airport including stormwater run-off, wastewater treatment, fuel-spill
containment, rubber removal, desalination residue and the handling of solid waste (both
international and domestic).




