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Los Angeles International Airport 1 LAX Specific Plan Amendment Study 
 Report 
 July 2012 

1. OVERVIEW OF ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
MEETINGS 

As part of the LAX Specific Plan Amendment Study process, an Advisory Committee was established with 
the intent that LAWA would consult with the Committee during each significant step of the LAX Specific 
Plan Amendment Study process.  Between March 2006 and June 2012, 24 Advisory Committee meetings 
were held on the following dates:   
 March 9, 2006 

 March 23, 2006 

 April 6, 2006 

 April 27, 2006 

 May 11, 2006 

 June 1, 2006 

 June 21, 2006 

 August 10, 2006 

 September 7, 2006 

 September 21, 2006 

 October 5, 2006 

 November 9, 2006 

 January 18, 2007 

 January 31, 2007 

 March 14, 2007 

 April 19, 2007 

 October 11, 2007 

 January 10, 2008 

 March 6, 2008 

 July 1, 2010 

 August 16, 2010 

 May 5, 2011 

 March 12, 2012 

 June 28, 2012 

2. ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING 
MATERIALS 

Materials from each of the Advisory Committee meetings are included below.   
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Advisory Committee 

Specific Plan Amendment Study 
March 14, 2007



• Status of Restudy  

• Concepts for Discussion
– ARSAC / Westchester / Playa Del Rey Alternative

– El Segundo / Inglewood Alternative

– Advisory Committee Consensus

– LAWA Alternative

Agenda



Settlement Agreement

Key Elements:

• Gate Reduction Provision

• LAX Specific Plan Amendment 

• Avigation  Easements

• Settlement Mitigation 

• Regional Strategic Planning



Consolidated Rental Car Facility      

Intermodal Transportation CenterSouth Airfield Program

TBIT

West Employee
Parking

South Employee 
Parking

APM1

CTA Improvements      

“Green Light” Projects



Ground Transportation Center      

West Satellite Concourse
(Green under Settlement Agreement)

Roadway for GTC      
Automated People Mover

GTC to CTA      

Demolition of Terminals 1, 2 & 3      Reconfigure North Airfield     

“Yellow Light” Projects



Mayor’s Goals

• Regionalize air travel – shift more passengers and 
cargo to regional airports

• Modernize LAX – create first class passenger and 
cargo facility 

• Mitigate LAX impacts – noise, air, pollution, traffic

• Increase Safety – operational, passenger, worker 
and anti terror preparation



Community Interests

• Disproportionate distribution of negative airport 
impacts

• Noise 

• Air pollution

• Traffic

• Safety

• Mitigation funding



Aviation Industry Interests

• Cost effective improvements

• Operational efficiency 

• Customer satisfaction

• Safety

• NLA accommodations



Passenger Interests

• Reliable ground access – “What time do I need to 
leave to make my flight?!”

• Air service options – Destinations served and 
schedule frequency 

• Quality of airport experience – Modern terminals, 
excellent concessions and maximum use of time

• Safety – Personal safety and secure from terrorism

• Price of travel – Competitive airfare pricing



Restudy Components

• West Satellite & Terminals Locations

• North Airfield Improvements

• Underutilized adjacent properties 

• Ground Access

Need to find functional alternatives to 
yellow light projects



ARSAC / Westchester Alternative

Description:

• Develops new expanded terminal facilities including gates on the 
west side of the Tom Bradley International Terminal (TBIT) and a 
new midfield satellite concourse.

• Constructs new Automated People Mover (APM) system from the 
Central Terminal Area (CTA) to Consolidated Rental Car Center 
extending to new Intermodal Station serving the Green Line, 
Crenshaw Prairie line at Manchester Square and terminates at a 
new “kiss and ride” facility at Imperial and Aviation Blvd.

• Develops elevated access roads from the I – 405. 

• The airfield taxiway and runway systems remain unchanged.



ARSAC / Westchester Alternative



ARSAC / Westchester Alternative

Pro’s:

• Sensitive to northern 
communities interests

• Maintains existing access 
patterns to airport for 
passenger orientation

• Safety concerns remain on 
north airfield

• Does not accommodate Group 
VI Aircraft effectively

• Negative air quality impacts / 
imbalanced airfield 

• Does not meet facility 
requirements

• Does not improve CTA 
congestion

• Impacts existing infrastructure

Con’s:



El Segundo/Inglewood Alternative

Description:
• Relocates Runway 24R 100’ north providing a new center taxiway 

for safety improvements and a Group V (747) airfield configuration.

• Develops new expanded terminal facilities including gates on the 
west side of the Tom Bradley International Terminal (TBIT) and a 
new midfield satellite concourse.

• Constructs new Automated People Mover (APM) system from the 
Central Terminal Area (CTA) to Consolidated Rental Car Center 
extending to new Intermodal Station serving the Green Line, 
Crenshaw Prairie line at Manchester Square and terminates at a 
new “kiss and ride” facility at Imperial and Aviation Blvd.

• Develops elevated access roads from the I – 405.



El Segundo/Inglewood Alternative



El Segundo/Inglewood Alternative

Pro’s:

• Fixes most north airfield 
safety issues

• Maintains existing access 
patterns to airport for 
passenger orientation 

• Somewhat sensitive to 
northern communities 
interests

• Does not meet facility 
requirements 

• Does not accommodate Group 
VI Aircraft effectively

• Negative air quality impacts / 
imbalanced airfield 

• Does not improve CTA or 
surrounding street congestion

• Significantly impacts existing 
infrastructure

Con’s:



Advisory Committee Consensus

Description:
• Relocates Runway 24L 100’ south providing a new center taxiway 

for safety improvements and a Group V (747) airfield configuration

• Develops new expanded terminal facilities in the location of 
existing Terminal 1, 2, and 3 including a new midfield satellite 
concourse.

• Constructs new Automated People Mover (APM) system from the 
Central Terminal Area (CTA) to Consolidated Rental Car Center 
extending to new Intermodal Station serving the Green Line, 
Crenshaw Prairie line at Manchester Square and terminates at a 
new “kiss and ride” facility at Imperial and Aviation Blvd.

• Develops elevated access roads from the I – 405.



Advisory Committee Consensus



Advisory Committee Consensus

Pro’s:

• Provides unified terminal 
configuration

• Fixes most north airfield 
safety issues

• Improved passenger 
connections between 
airlines

• Does not accommodate Group 
VI Aircraft effectively

• Negative air quality impacts 

• Highest cost/longest time to 
implement

• Significant operational 
disruption to airlines during 
construction

• Does not significantly improve 
CTA or surrounding street 
congestion

• Requires elimination of 
Terminals 1, 2, and 3

Con’s:



LAWA Alternative

Description:
• Develops new terminal facilities on the west side of the airport 

with direct vehicular access via an extended I-105 freeway and 
reconfigured Westchester Parkway.

• Relocates Runway 24R 340’ north to provide needed safety and air 
quality improvements and a Group VI (NLA) efficient airfield.

• Constructs new Automated People Mover (APM) system from the 
Central Terminal Area (CTA) to Consolidated Rental Car Center 
extending to new Intermodal Station serving the Green Line, 
Crenshaw Prairie Line and airport APM at Manchester Square.

• Provide new APM from West Terminal to CTA for passenger 
connections.



LAWA Alternative



LAWA Alternative

Pro’s:

• Opportunity for world class 
gateway terminal

• Accommodates Group VI 
aircraft and fixes north airfield 
safety issues

• Traffic relief in CTA and local 
streets

• Superior air quality 
improvements

• Least cost/time to implement

• Baggage movement for 
connections in CTA

• Proximity to Consolidate Rental 
Car Facility

• Perception of noise impacts to 
communities 

Con’s:



Summary of Costs/Schedule

Alternative

ARSAC

Westchester

Playa Del Rey

El Segundo

Inglewood

Advisory 

Committee

Consensus

LAWA 

Alternative

Cost 9.9B 10.9B 13.9B 8.9B

Time to 
Implement

(years)
6.5* / 9 – 11 6.5* / 9 - 11 13 - 14 7 - 8

Footnote: 6.5 years as shown in alternative and up to 9- 11 years if 
full facilities requirements are constructed dependent upon 
location and configuration.

Costs escalated to midpoint of construction (6.5,6.5,13.5&7.5)



Noise Analysis

0.0

- 0.1

- 0.2 +0.5
+1.3

+1.7

+2.7

+1.7
+1.7

+1.3

+2.1

- 2.7

- 2.5

- 7.3- 10.2

- 0.3

+0.4- 0.4

- 0.1- 1.0
- 1.3

- 1.9

- 0.3

+0.8

+1.2

Post-Closure increase dB CNEL
Post-Closure decrease dB CNEL
3Q06 65 dB CNEL Contour
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Advisory Committee 

Specific Plan Amendment Study 
April 19, 2007



• Consolidated Rental Car (ConRac)  

• Green Line Connection Study

• Advisory Committee RFI Discussion

• Advisory Committee Costs Discussion

• Impacts to Westchester (RPZ)
– Existing conditions

– 24R 100’ North 

– 24R 340’ North

• Revised Concept Discussion

• Midfield Satellite Phasing

• Next Steps

Agenda



Consolidated Rental Car

• RFP Issued April 13, 2007 for the selection of design 
team



Green Line Task Force 

• Schedule
– April 10th Kick-Off Meeting

– May 1th Preliminary Concepts

– May 29th Revised Concepts

– June 26th Recommendations



Advisory Committee RFI Discussion

• HNTB Corporation



Advisory Committee Project Costs

• HNTB Corporation /      
UsCost



Runway Impacts

• Impacts to Westchester (RPZ)
– Existing conditions
– 24R 100’ North 
– 24R 340’ North



Revised Concept Discussion

• HNTN Corporation 



Midfield Satellite Phasing

Secure/Sterile

Connector to 

TBIT

Midfield Satellite

South Airfield 
Improvements



ARSAC / Westchester Alternative



El Segundo/Inglewood Alternative



Advisory Committee Consensus



LAWA Alternative



Consolidated Rental Car Facility      

Intermodal Transportation CenterSouth Airfield Program

TBIT

West Employee
Parking

South Employee 
Parking

APM1

CTA Improvements      

“Green Light” Projects



Ground Transportation Center      

West Satellite Concourse
(Green under Settlement Agreement)

Roadway for GTC      
Automated People Mover

GTC to CTA      

Demolition of Terminals 1, 2 & 3      Reconfigure North Airfield     

“Yellow Light” Projects
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Specific Plan Amendment Study

Advisory Committee Meeting

July 1, 2010



2

Agenda

• Introductions

• SPAS Background & Objectives

• Forecast & Horizon Year

• Ground Transportation

• Airfield 

• Next Steps



3

Background

• The LAX Master Plan serves as the airport’s long range development plan. 
It establishes the framework for various airport programs and projects, 
including:

– Airfield configuration

– Ground access and regional transit connections

– Terminal improvements

• Alternative D was approved in 2004 as the LAX Master Plan

– However, pursuant to the LAX Specific Plan adopted by the City 
Council, certain projects required additional study prior to final approval.  

– The Stipulated Settlement Agreement further defined how the study of 
these “Yellow Light” projects is to be conducted.  

– “Yellow Light” projects cannot be implemented until they are evaluated 
through Specific Plan Amendment Study (SPAS) process and are 
approved by the City Council.



4

SPAS - Objectives

• The LAX Stipulated Settlement states that the purpose of SPAS is to 
identify amendments that “plan for the modernization and improvement of 
LAX in a manner that is designed for a practical capacity of 78.9 million 
annual passengers while enhancing safety and security, minimizing 
environmental impacts on the surrounding communities, and creating 
conditions that will encourage airlines to go to other airports in the region, 
particularly those owned and operated by LAWA”.

• The Settlement Agreement states that SPAS should focus on “solutions to 
the problems that the Yellow Light projects were designed to address”.
– The “Yellow Light” Designated Projects are:

• Reconfiguration of North Airfield
• Ground Transportation Center (GTC)
• Automated People Mover (APM) between Central Terminal Area 

(CTA) and GTC
• Demolition of Terminals 1, 2 and 3
• Roadways associated with GTC and APM
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Yellow Light Projects
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SPAS Methodology

• LAWA’s methodology for conducting SPAS will be based on realistic 
projections of air and ground traffic, and produce a program that is:

– Efficient 

– Sustainable

– Feasible

– Financially responsible
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SPAS – Notice of Preparation

• In 2008, LAWA released a Notice of Preparation (NOP) which identified four 
airfield and two ground transportation options for consideration in 
replacement of the “Yellow Light” elements in the Master Plan.

• Since 2008, several major developments have occurred that make it 
practical for LAWA to supplement that NOP with updated SPAS 
alternatives.  Those developments include:

– Updated demand projections

– Changed ground transportation environment

– Additional studies and data
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Updated Passenger Demand

• The current Master Plan (Alternative D) was based on a forecast developed 
in 1996.  That forecast showed unconstrained demand for air travel 
reaching 98 MAP in 2015, the horizon for the plan.  

– Actual travel demand has been substantially lower than previously 
estimated.  

– The airport has completed a forecast update that includes the most 
recent LAX and aviation demand data.

• The forecast is based on a percentage share of the FAA’s projected 
national aeronautical activity.
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Prior LAX Unconstrained Forecasts and 
Actual Activity Levels
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SPAS Planning Horizon

• The Stipulated Settlement requires that SPAS plan for a “practical capacity” 
of 78.9 MAP.  Therefore, the forecast update estimates when the airport will 
reach that level of demand.  

– For SPAS, LAWA has identified a Horizon Year of 2025, given that 
LAWA’s updated forecast indicates LAX may reach 78.9 MAP close to 
this timeframe.
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SPAS Forecast (2010)



12

Ground Transportation

• LAWA will reevaluate the ground transportation alternatives identified in the 
2008 SPAS NOP given significant changes, such as the passage of 
Measure R and the MTA’s adoption of the Long Range Transportation Plan 
(LRTP).  Significant changes include:

- Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Light Rail Project was funded, with 
completion scheduled for 2018.

- Joint Green Line/Crenshaw Station expected at the corner of 
Century/Aviation.

- Proposed consolidation of regional bus operations (e.g. Metro, Big 
Blue Bus, Culver City Bus) to utilize the same station for transfers.



13

Ground Transportation (cont.)

• Additional changes in Measure R and the Metro 2009 LRTP include:

– Exposition Light Rail (Phases 1 & 2) was funded and a preferred 
alternative selected.  This project serves the communities of Central Los 
Angeles, Culver City, & Santa Monica.

– Green Line Extension to LAX was provided $200 million in Measure R, 
funding apart from the extension of the Green Line to Century Blvd as 
part of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor project.

– Green Line South Bay Extension, which will extend the Green Line 
south to Torrance, was funded in Measure R and the LRTP.

• The LAWA Purchase of Park One in 2009 makes space near the CTA 
available for airport use.
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Metro Long Range Transportation Plan

Map provided by Metro
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Ground Transportation
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Ground Transportation (cont.)

• In 2009, LAWA contracted with STV, Inc. to assist in the development of 
ground transportation alternatives that would be analyzed through SPAS.

• STV and LAWA staff are presently conducting an analysis of existing 
conditions that could be addressed operationally or as part of SPAS.
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Other Project Elements Under Review

• While an objective of SPAS is to develop and analyze alternatives for the 
problems that the “Yellow Light” projects were designed to address, the 
planning associated with the formulation of such alternatives may also 
involve other planned improvements at LAX that were not identified as 
“Yellow Light” projects.  

• LAWA is currently reviewing whether other projects should be reassessed 
through SPAS.  Some of those projects include:

- West Employee Parking Structure
- Intermodal Transportation Center
- Consolidated Rental Car Facility
- APM 1 (serving the ConRAC and ITC)
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Airfield

• Since the 2008 Notice of Preparation, several developments have occurred 
which pertain specifically to North Airfield configuration.  They include:
– In May 2010, the Academic Panel finalized its North Airfield Safety 

Study (NASS).  The study included analysis of the following alternatives:
• Baseline 
• Baseline with interim safety improvements
• 24R - 100’ North
• 24R - 340’ North
• 24L - 340’ South
• Single Runway

– The NASS concluded that:
• North Airfield “extremely safe” at 78.9 MAP
• New configurations on the North Airfield would “substantially 

reduce” the risk of runway collision
• However, because the baseline level of risk is so low, reducing that 

risk by a substantial level is of “limited practical importance”
• A “serious case” could be made for building 340-North because it 

might “significantly reduce airport congestion”
• Acknowledged that the Academic Panel did not analyze airfield 

alternatives for their environmental benefits.
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Airfield (cont.)

– On April 2, 2010, following the release of the Preliminary NASS 
report, the FAA issued a letter to Mayor Villaraigosa.

• Safety improvements obtainable with airfield reconfiguration 
should not have been downplayed.

• Inappropriate use of aggregate runway data to compare risk 
to a specific runway.

• Inadequate capture of major risk factors specific to North 
Airfield.

• Miscast assumptions about the performance of South 
Airfield and new safety technologies.

• Disregard of FAA definition of acceptable level of risk.

– In the final release of the NASS, the Academic Panel reviewed 
the concerns raised by the FAA and did not change any of its 
conclusions.

– On April 7, 2010, the Mayor asked LAWA “to expedite the 
specific plan amendment and environmental review and 
specifically address the issues in Administrator Babbitt’s letter 
as part of that process” 
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Airfield (cont.)

– On June 10, 2010, LAWA released a Notice of Preparation (NOP) for 
the Interim Taxiway Safety Improvement Program (ITSIP), which is 
designed to provide interim safety improvements to the North Airfield.  

• Congress and the FAA have made other changes to airfield design and 
safety rules, which include:

– FAA issued Engineering Brief No. 75 in 2007, which provides guidance 
on taxiway and runway design to improve safety.  

– In 2006, Congress required FAA to begin enforcing Runway Safety Area 
(RSA) requirements on airports.

• Pursuant to this mandate, FAA has issued notices indicating LAX’s 
non-compliance with RSA requirements.
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Certification/
Public Hearings

Key Steps in SPAS Process

Refine 
Alternatives

NOP &
Scoping

Respond to
Comments
& Final EIR

Prepare 
Draft EIR

Release 
Draft EIR
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Next Steps

• Brief Board of Airport Commissioners (BOAC) on results of Advisory 
Committee consultation and on alternative refinement process.

• Select and refine SPAS airfield, terminal, and ground transportation 
program elements and integrate into SPAS Alternative(s).

• Brief BOAC on SPAS Alternative(s).

• Consult with SPAS Advisory Committee.

• Brief Board on results of Advisory Committee consultation.

• Release Supplemental Notice of Preparation
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LAX Specific Plan Amendment Study (SPAS) 
Advisory Committee Meeting

May 5, 2011



Background

• The LAX Master Plan serves as the airport’s long range development plan. 
It establishes the framework for various airport programs and projects, 
including:

– Airfield configuration

– Ground access and regional transit connections

– Terminal improvements

• The LAX Master Plan was adopted in December 2004

– However, pursuant to the LAX Specific Plan adopted by the City 
Council, certain projects required additional study prior to final approval.  

– The Stipulated Settlement Agreement further defined how the study of 
these “Yellow Light” projects is to be conducted.  

– “Yellow Light” projects cannot be implemented until they are evaluated 
through Specific Plan Amendment Study (SPAS) process and are 
approved by the City Council.

2



SPAS - Objectives

• The LAX Stipulated Settlement states that the purpose of SPAS is to 
identify amendments that “plan for the modernization and improvement of 
LAX in a manner that is designed for a practical capacity of 78.9 million 
annual passengers while enhancing safety and security, minimizing 
environmental impacts on the surrounding communities, and creating 
conditions that will encourage airlines to go to other airports in the region, 
particularly those owned and operated by LAWA”.

• The Settlement Agreement states that SPAS should focus on “solutions to 
the problems that the Yellow Light projects were designed to address”.   
The “Yellow Light” Designated Projects are:
– Reconfiguration of North Airfield
– Ground Transportation Center (GTC)
– Automated People Mover (APM) between Central Terminal Area (CTA) 

and GTC
– Demolition of Terminals 1, 2 and 3
– Roadways associated with GTC and APM

3



4

Proposed SPAS Alternatives

• Based on a preliminary review of the airfield, terminal, and ground access 
options identified in the SPAS EIR NOP, LAWA has refined those options 
into two alternatives that merit in-depth study through the SPAS process.  
We will be initiating the preparation of our Draft Environmental Impact 
Report with study of these Alternatives.

• At the same time, we will continue to study other airfield, terminal, and 
ground transportation options identified in the NOP as a part of the SPAS 
process.

• LAWA will also evaluate the Master Plan (i.e., Alternative D) as well as an 
alternative that evaluates future activity if no Yellow Light Projects or 
replacements for those projects were implemented.
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SPAS Alternative 1
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SPAS Alternative 2
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Runway Separation Analysis Process

• Review of North Airfield Planning Objectives (Presented at August 16, 2010 
Advisory Committee Meeting)

• Review of FAA Runway and Taxiway Separation Standards
– Current Application

• Aircraft Design Group
• Visibility Conditions

– Functional Intent of the Standards

• Review of FAA Taxiway Design Guidelines
– Recommended Taxiway Design
– Functional Intent of Guidelines

• Develop Airfield Option operational profiles

• Applied SPAS future fleet mix data
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Proposed North Airfield Planning Objectives

Provides for north airfield improvements that:
• Are consistent with FAA design standards for the largest aircraft types currently in 

service and anticipated for the future (Group 5 and 6 aircraft) for all weather 
conditions.

• Minimize if not avoid modifications of standards, waivers, or operational restrictions, 
all of which reduce airfield efficiency and level of service.

• Reduce the potential for airfield hazards, including incursions, and enhance the overall 
safety of airfield operations through runway and taxiway design.

• Can accommodate a greater percentage of departing aircraft, thereby increasing 
airfield efficiency.

• Minimize or eliminate the extent to which the Runway Protection Zone overlays 
residential areas.

• Minimize construction-related impacts, including disruption to airport operations.

• Provide sufficient areas at the ends of the runways for holding arriving flights and 
sequencing departing aircraft.
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Proposed North Airfield Planning Objectives –
Runway Separation

• Planning Objectives specifically related to runway separation provide that 
alternate designs:

– Are consistent with FAA design standards for the largest aircraft types 
currently in service and anticipated for the future (Group 5 and 6 
aircraft) for all weather conditions.

– Minimize if not avoid modifications of standards, waivers, or operational 
restrictions, all of which reduce airfield efficiency and level of service.

– Reduce the potential for airfield hazards, including incursions, and 
enhance the overall safety of airfield operations through runway and 
taxiway design.
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FAA Taxiway Design Guidelines

• FAA makes recommendations* on taxiway design to reduce the risk of 
incursions and improve situational awareness, including:

– Centerline Taxiways between parallel runways

– Right Angle (90 Degrees) Taxiways when crossing runways

– Design Exit Taxiways in latter third of runway

– Dual Parallel Taxiways to service terminals, gates, and runway

*Note : Sources of recommendations include: FAA Engineering Brief 75 and letter from the FAA 
Administrator to City of Los Angeles Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa dated April 2, 2010.
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FAA Cross-Taxiway Design Guidelines

• FAA Engineering Brief 75:  Recommends right-angle taxiways to provide 
the best visual perspective to pilots holding to cross in order to optimize 
pilots’ recognition of entry into the runway
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Proposed Terminal Problem Statements

• Certain North Airfield improvement options, including the approved LAX 
Master Plan, move Runway 6R-24L and/or its associated taxiways too close 
to Terminals 1, 2, and 3.

• Larger aircraft wingspans require greater distances between aircraft gates 
than available today.
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Terminal Alternative Designs

• Potential alternative designs to adopted Master Plan Terminal 
Configurations:

– Do not demolish Terminals 1, 2, and 3, and alter gate configurations to 
allow for taxiway improvements.

– Add new concourse and terminal space to provide replacement gates 
for those impacted by taxiway improvements and to accommodate 
larger aircraft wingspans.

• LAWA will conduct in-depth study of terminal configurations that utilize the 
parking limit line from SPAS Alternatives 1 & 2, and that include a new 
Terminal in a portion of the Park One parcel (Terminal 0).
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Proposed Ground Transportation Problem Statements

• The LAX Master Plan was designed to exclude private vehicle access to the 
Central Terminal Area (CTA) to meet airport security needs.

• The curb-front and access road system used for passenger drop-off and 
pick-up was not designed for projected levels of traffic.

• Neither the existing nor the LAX Master Plan ground access system takes 
advantage of recent changes in planned regional transit projects.

• Passengers and employees need a transportation system that efficiently 
connects off-airport parking, transportation facilities, and the CTA.
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Ground Transportation Alternative Designs

• Potential alternative designs to the LAX Master Plan Ground Transportation 
System:

– Redesign CTA entry way by utilizing a portion of “Park One” property, 
thereby creating additional curbside in the CTA.

– Reconfigure and develop airport facilities that allow for alternate drop-off 
and pick-up of passengers outside of the CTA.

– Provide grade-separated/ dedicated transportation system that connects 
airport and transit facilities to the CTA.

• Both SPAS Ground Options contained in the NOP (A & B) provide similar 
designs, with differences in the area of mode and the provision of a 
Consolidated Rent-A-Car Facility.

• LAWA will conduct in-depth study of Option A along with the 
aforementioned airfield and terminal components.
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