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Data Specifications BDL BUR LOU PRC YIP CRQ

Operations 141,313 1. 170,171 1. 99,865 1. 227,351 1. 83,881 1. 212,023 1.

Based Aircraft 81 1. & 2. 113 1. & 2. 368 1. & 2. 331 1. & 2. 244 2. 403 1. / 354 2.

Enplanements 3,475,480 1. 2,837,859 1. 0 1. 3,379 1. 1,712 1. 48,489 1.

2,400 (airport)

34,000 (airport induced employment) 4.

5‐year Capital Improvement 
Program Fund Total $99,059,119 7. $62,641,133 7. $6,652,339 7. $22,992,974 7. $64,510,688 7. $25,552,192 7.

High Level listing of 5‐10 Key 
Tenants

TAC Air (FBO, aircraft parking, passenger terminal 
& lounge, catering, courtesy transportation); 

Signature Flight Support 2.

Million Air (FBO, aircraft parking, hangars, 
passenger terminal and lounge, catering, courtesy 
transportation); Delta Airlines; JetBlue Airways; 

Federal Express; UPS; Ameriflight, Inc. 2, 4

Louisville Executive Aviation (FBO, aircraft 
parking, hangar leasing, GPU/power cart, 
passenger terminal & lounge); Central American 
Airways (FBO, aircraft parking, hangars, passenger 
terminal & lounge, aircraft charters, aircraft 
maintenance); Air Center 1 (flight training, aircraft 
rental, aerial tours, aircraft sales, pilot supplies); 

Louisville Aviation, Le Relais Restaurant 2.

Legend Aviation (FBO, aircraft parking, aircraft 
maintainance, avionics repair, courtesy car 
available, hangar space, gourmet coffee & 
biscotti); Skyschool (flight training, aircraft rental, 
pilot supplies, restrooms); NostalgAire; Susie’s 

Skyway Restaurant 2.

AvFlight Willow Run (FBO, Aircraft Parking, 
Hangars, Passenger Terminal & Lounge, Catering, 
Rental Cars, Etc.); USA Jet; Gourmet Airfare 

(Catering) 2. 

Western Flight Services (FBO); JetSource (FBO); 
Premier Jet (FBO); True North Fuel (FBO)

5. 4 ‘towns’ (East Granby, Suffield, Windsor Locks, 
Windsor) immediately surrounding BDL with 

Mach 1 Industrial Park (Suffield)

Ahlstrom Plant (manufacturing in Windsor Locks)

Walgreens Distribution Center (Windsor)

ING Corporate Campus

Emhart Glass Research & Development Center

Hartford Life Office Campus

Approximate Local Area or 
Regional Multiplier Utiliized

RIMS II & REMI (no exact # found) 4.
2.1833(regional final‐demand output multiplier for 

Los Angeles County) 4.
No number found 4. 0.9 4. RIMS II ( no exact # found) 4.

Approximate Population (SMSA)8 1,189,113 12,875,587 1,233,735 212,635 4,467,592 2,974,859

Per Capita Income (SMSA)8 $47,641  $41,875  $37,675  $27,900  $39,419  $44,832 

Employment (SMSA)9 638,405 5,640,369 536,855 89,990 965,485 1,863,240

1.   FAA Forecasts 8.   www.bea.gov (2007 data)
2.   www.airnav.com 9.   www.bea.gov (2006 data)
3.   www.gcr1.com 10.   www.cityofprescott.net/services/airport/admin.php 
4.   Economic Studies on file 11.   www.willowrunairport.com/business 
5.   www.bradleydevelopment.com 12.   www.metroairport.com/about/facts 
6.   2006 Bradley Annual Report
7.   NPIAS

BDL – Bradley International Airport, Hartford County, Windsor Locks CT
BUR – Bob Hope Airport, Los Angeles County, Burbank CA
LOU – Bowman Field Airport, Jefferson County, Louisville KY
PRC – Ernest A. Love Field Airport, Yavapai County, Prescott AZ
YIP – Willow Run Airport, Wayne County, Detroit MI
CRQ – McClellan‐Palomar Airport, San Diego County, Carlsbad CA

Appendix A ­ Airport Data Comparison Table

Number of Employees (airport 
wide)

18,000 6. 250 4. 666 10. 18,700 12.

Sources:

Description of any nearby 
business or industrial parks

Located 13 miles from downtown Los Angeles. 
Very urban 

Residential / Commercial / Golf courses Residential / Commercial 10.
Yankee Air Museum, Industrial, Technology/ 

Office, Environmental Zone/Park 11.

Commercial/Industrial zoned parks adjacent to the 
airport include: Carlsbad Airport Center (zoned 
Planned Industrial) and Carlsbad Research Center 
(zoned Heavy Commercial); major tenants include 
Callaway Golf, Invitrogen, Taylor Made‐Adidas 
Golf, City of Carlsbad, Acushnet, Isis 
Pharmaceuticals, Abbot Labs, Lowes Western Div, 
Rubios
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2008 TRANSIENT PASSENGER / PILOT QUESTIONNAIRE 
Recognizing that the McClellan-Palomar Airport provides valuable general aviation, corporate and commercial services to North San 
Diego County and the City of Carlsbad, an Economic Vitality Analysis is being conducted by the San Diego County Department of 
Airports to assess the importance, value and economic vitality that the Airport affords the local community.  This supporting survey 
is being performed as a means of estimating the economic contribution of the Airport, its tenants and users, upon San Diego County 
and the City of Carlsbad, and their economies.  Please help make a difference in the outcome of this critically important study by 
completing this survey as soon as possible.   

Your input is of great value to the County, the City and the Airport.  All of the information you provide on this survey will remain 
strictly confidential.  No individual’s data will be published.   

1. What airport did you begin your travel from (arriving passengers or transient pilots) or which airport will be your final 
destination (departing passengers or transient pilots)?  _______________________________________ 

2. What is your state/country/ZIP code of residence?  ____________/__________________/___________ 

3. How many times have you used the Palomar airport in the past 12 months? 
     1–2 times           3–6 times          more than 6 times        

4. How many people are traveling in your party today, including yourself?  __________________________ 

5. What was the purpose of your trip?     Circle One: Aircraft Services / Business On-Airport/ Business Off-Airport/ 
Pleasure/ Other(please specify)  _______________________________________________ 

6. What was your length of stay in the area (number of nights)?  ________________________ 

7. If you stayed in an area hotel, which hotel did you stay at?  __________________________ 

8. How did you arrive at or plan to leave the airport, and if applicable, how much did you spend on transportation?       
Circle One:  Limo / Personal Car / Rental Car / Shuttle / Taxi /  

Other(please specify) _____________________________________  Amount Spent: $  ___________________ 

9. Approximately how much did you spend on each of the following items during your stay? If travelling as a family 
member or group, please show the combined total of expenditures made by all.  

Hotel/ Motel $
Food and Beverage $
Entertainment $
Airfare $
Other $

10. What can be done to enhance your travel experience to or from McClellan-Palomar Airport? 

 
 
Once complete, kindly fax, email, or mail your questionnaire to the following: 

Peter Drinkwater, Department of Public Works 
619-956-4801 (fax) 
peter.drinkwater@sdcounty.ca.gov 

Gillespie Field Admin Building 
1960 Joe Crosson Drive 
El Cajon, CA  92020-1236

 



 
 

Final 
Technical Report 

 
 

 

THIS PA

 

AGE INTE

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

NTIONAL

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Economi

LLY LEFT B

ic Vitality A

 BLANK 

nalysis 20

 

008 



 

  

Page 1 
 

2008 AIRPORT TENANT QUESTIONNAIRE 

Recognizing that the McClellan-Palomar Airport provides valuable general aviation, corporate and commercial services 
to North San Diego County and the City of Carlsbad, an Economic Vitality Analysis is being conducted by the San Diego 
County Department of Airports to assess the importance, value and economic vitality that the Airport affords the local 
community.  This supporting survey is being performed as a means of estimating the economic contribution of the 
Airport, its tenants and users, upon San Diego County and the City of Carlsbad, and their economies.  Please help make a 
difference in the outcome of this critically important study by completing this survey as soon as possible. 

Your input is of great value to the County, the City and the Airport.  All of the information you provide on this survey 
will remain strictly confidential.  No individual’s data will be published; only analyses and summaries will be reported.  
The summary findings from this study will be made publicly available by the County upon its completion. 

 

NAME OF TENANT:  CONTACT:

MAILING ADDRESS:  TITLE:  
  EMAIL:  

TELEPHONE NO:  FAX NO.:  

1. Is your company or business headquartered in San Diego County?            YES  or NO  (circle one) 
If not, please indicate the headquarters location. _____________________________________________ 
 

2. What type of service(s) do you provide?  Please check all that apply and indicate the percentage of your 
operation if you provide more than one of these services listed: 

 
Airport/Airline or General Aviation Related  % 

Passenger Ground Transportation  % 

Freight Transportation  % 

Construction or Consulting Services  % 

 
3. Do you currently sublease space to anyone?  Yes     No   

If you checked Yes, please supply a list of sublease tenants in the space below.  If more space is required, please 
attach a listing. 

   

   

   

   



 

  

Page 2 
 

4. How many employees are on your payroll and associated with aviation activities at the airport? 

Number of Full Time Employees   

Number of Part Time Employees   

 
5. What was your annual gross payroll for the employees located at the airport in 2007? 

Est. Annual Payroll  $ 

 
6. What was your annual revenue / total sales associated with aviation activities at the airport in 2007? 

Est. Annual Revenue/ Total Sales  $ 

 
7. What was your annual expenditure for goods, services, supplies, and equipment associated with aviation 

activities at the airport in 2007? 

Est. Annual Revenue/ Total Sales  $ 

 
8. What was your annual expenditure on capital projects associated with aviation activities at the airport in 2007?   

Est. Annual Expenditure Capital Projects  $ 

 
a. Did you utilize local contractors or make any local purchases for capital projects?    

  Yes         No 
b. If you checked Yes, who were your main local contractors/suppliers and what was your annual 

expenditure for each?  
 

Contractors/Suppliers Name or Category  Est. Annual Expenditure 

  $ 

  $ 

  $ 

  $ 

 
9. What was your annual expenditure on goods, services, supplies, and equipment associated with aviation 

activities at the airport in 2007?  

Est. Annual Expenditure Goods/Services/Etc.  $ 

 
a. Did you purchase any of these goods and services locally?  Yes          No 



 

  

Page 3 
 

b. If you checked Yes, who were your main local suppliers and what was your annual expenditure with 
these suppliers?  

 
Suppliers Name or Category  Est. Annual Expenditure 

  $ 

  $ 

  $ 

  $ 

 
NOTE:  The survey analysis hopes to reflect the total economic benefit of the McClellan-Palomar Airport; therefore, in 
cases where your business at the Airport serves at the aviation unit of a larger company in the San Diego County area, 
please provide your parent company’s name, its location and a contact person below. We will inquire about total 
employment and total company revenues. 
 

PARENT COMPANY:  

LOCATION:  

CONTACT NAME:  

CONTACT PHONE# / EMAIL:  

 
We wish to express our thanks to your for taking the necessary time to complete this valued questionnaire. 
 
Once complete, kindly email, mail, or fax your questionnaire to the following: 
 
Attn: 

Peter Drinkwater 
peter.drinkwater@sdcounty.ca.gov 
Department of Public Works 
Gillespie Field Admin Building 
1960 Joe Crosson Drive 
El Cajon, CA  92020-1236 
619-956-4801 (fax) 
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