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Four 12-Unit T-I

angars =438

Three 8-Unit T-Hangars =24
Total T-Hangar Units = 72

Construction Costs: $4,400,000

Local Share: $3,717,500
Only Partially FAA-Eligible



Five Corporate Hangars
Approximate Size: 100’ X 120’
Total Area: 12,000 Square Feet

Total Cost: $8,600,000
All local share, not FAA-eligible



Evaluate No-Build alternative

Initiate Economic Analysis/revenue
potential for alternatives

Determine land acquisition
reguirements/costs

Provide TAC with more info to assist
In ARC upgrade decision

Determine immediate demand for C-
11l A/C at DMW



Two tenants to purchase C-lll aircraft within 2
years and base at DMW

Corporate hangars would be 25-foot penetrations
with ILS if current alignment not changed

Approach minima to be penalized ¥2 mile by 300-
foot separation and possibly more by hangar
obstructions

Virtually no additional land exists to construct
additional hangars/ramp space with current
alignment



Pavement rehab. required for existing
runway

6,500-foot R/W with Cat | ILS approach for
build Alts.

Construction costs and revenue estimates
are based on 2005 dollars.

FAA and MAA funding for eligible projects
will be at the 95 percent and 2.5 percent
levels, respectively



Land acquisition costs are based on the most
current Maryland Tax Assessment data.

Fuel flowage revenue estimates are based on the
County receiving an average of $0.20 per gallon.

Proposed corporate (5 buildings) and T-hangars
(72 units) common to all build alternatives.

Future revenue estimates based on the County’s
estimated annual revenue of $2,000,000 for 2006.






Inadequate R/W to accommodate
many current A/C

Would not accommodate a future
upgrade to C-Il

6-month closure R/W
rehabilitation/strengthening

ILS Installation would not be
optimized












Provides required runway length for
current design aircraft

Does not meet demand for C-lII

Runway reconstruction required for
pavement strength

/ month closure of runway during
construction

ILS benefits not fully realized









Provides for C-lll Design Aircraft

Converts existing runway to new parallel
taxiway

Can be implemented with minimal
Impacts to operations

Requires acquisition and relocation of
existing asphalt plant and Arc facility

Impacts Meadow Branch Industrial Park









Provides for C-lll Design Aircraft

Can be implemented with minimum
Impacts to operations

Will increase landside development
potential

Requires acquisition of existing
asphalt plant but not Arc facility



* Note: Runway Closures Could Occur at Night.
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$8,329,000 $160,000 $8,489,000 $212,225 185 Days

$40,690,000 $512,000 $41,202,000 $1,030,050 200 Days

$55,335,000 $4,143,000 [ $59,478,000 $1,486,950 *20 Days

$57,768,000 $1,100,000 | $58,868,000 $1,471,700 *20 Days




Based on historic and current revenue at DMW

Focused on direct revenue realized at the Airport

Fuel Sales
Hangar Rentals

Potential Indirect Impacts such as relocation of businesses/
iIncreased employment are likely but not included in this
analysis

Fuel sale and hangar rental projections reflect each
alternative’s capacity



NO BUILD ALTERNATIVE

$$% $ $ $ $ % $
& $592,200 $267,700 $894,600 $957,600 $957,600
( $66,863 $38,000 $156,616 $156,616 $156,616
" $659,063 $305700 | $1,051,216 | $1,114216 | $1,114,216

ALTERNATIVE 1

$$% $ $ $ $ % $
& $592,200 $267,700 $894,600 $957,600 $957,600
( $66,863 $38,000 $191,334 $191,334 $191,334
" $659,063 $305700 | $1,085934 | $1,148934 | $1,148934

ALTERNATIVES 2 AND 3

$$% $ $ $ $ % $
& $592,200 $592,200 | $1,134000 | $1,302,000 | $1,617,000
( $66,863 $203,268 $323,755 $419,156 $419,663
" $659,063 $795468 | $1,457,755 | $1,721,156 | $2,036,663
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No Build Alternative and Alternative 1
Would not allow for C-Ill upgrade
Would not optimize the ILS installation
Do not allow for any landside expansion
Least potential to increase revenue

May result in current tenants relocating to
other airports upon purchase of C-lIl A/C

May result in demolition or modification of
/ current corporate hangars



Alternative 2

Acquisition of Arc facility

Meadow Branch and Industrial Park
Impacts

Most expensive alternative



Alternative 3
No impacts to the Arc Facility
Accommodate C-Illl aircraft

Allows for optimization of the proposed
ILS

Minimal impacts to Meadow Branch
Road

Maximizes revenue potential

Current Corporate hangars would not
be obstructions



Consider ARC upgrade decision

Consider the most feasible
alternative



