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F.0 Appendix F – Stakeholder and Public Engagement 
F.1 Introduction and Background 

The stakeholder and public engagement program provided the community an opportunity to 
be informed, consulted and involved, and to better understand the goals and outcomes of the 
Rickenbacker International Airport master plan update (Study). In return, the engagement 
program provided Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) valuable insight and feedback 
on Rickenbacker’s long-range strategic direction. This engagement program ran concurrently 
with the Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission’s (MORPC) public involvement efforts for 
their Rickenbacker Area Infrastructure and Economic Development Assessment. 
 
An overall summary, overview of education methods and review of targeted engagement 
methods are shown in the following sections.  
 
F.2 Stakeholder and Public Engagement Summary 

Due to the scope of the Study and the benefits and potential impacts to not only the local 
community but the region, stakeholder and public engagement was an important component 
to the success of the project. The project team, tasked with coordinating community 
engagement, included members from CRAA, Michael Baker International, and the public 
relations firm, MurphyEpson. 
 
The objectives of this program outlined a clear education strategy and process that informed 
key stakeholders and the public, developed a dialogue with the community to ensure multiple 
interests were considered, and provided opportunities for input. To achieve this, a series of 
proactive steps were utilized to ensure that stakeholders and the public were engaged and 
informed in a methodical, consistent way that was also responsive to their concerns.  
 
The first step called for two kick-off meetings, held in October 2016, where CRAA and MORPC 
provided an overview of each respective project to that organization’s Stakeholders. During 
the CRAA meeting a visioning exercise was held to uncover Rickenbacker’s strengths, 
weaknesses, opportunities and threats, then to identify a vision and desired outcomes for the 
master planning process. MORPC’s meeting offered similar input and discussed how both 
Rickenbacker initiatives would coordinate their respective public engagement efforts. Meeting 
summaries are included at the end of this appendix.   
 
Following these meetings, an engagement and education plan was drafted which included the 
creation of a set of communication tools. The engagement plan included key branding and 
messaging, established a toolkit of engagement tools, confirmed stakeholders and outlined 
the engagement process. A stakeholder database, project website and fact sheet were also 
developed.  
 
Early in the project a Stakeholder Advisory Committee (SAC) was formed to provide advisory 
input on the airport master plan process and how it relates to aviation, community, political, 



Rickenbacker International Airport Master Plan Update 

 
 

 

DRAFT 
F-2  

planning and legal issues. SAC members reviewed study documents, contributed technical 
input, shared feedback from the organizations they represent, and engaged their constituents 
during opportunities for public input.  
 
SAC members included community and business leaders from a diverse representation of 
interests and opinions relative to airport development and long-range planning. Six SAC 
meetings were held; each focused on a different aspect of the master planning process. SAC 
members were also tasked with reviewing several draft working papers that correlated to 
components of the master plan process. Content reviewed included an inventory of existing 
conditions, aviation forecasts, facility requirements, alternatives analyses, airport layout plan, 
and financial plan. SAC meetings were also held prior to public meetings for members to 
review and comment on the technical content to be shared at each public meeting.  
 
Three rounds of public meetings for the Rickenbacker International Airport Master Plan were 
conducted in partnership with MORPC’s Rickenbacker Area Infrastructure and Economic 
Development Assessment project. The focus of the first public meeting (February 22, 2017) 
was to let people know about the study – including the schedule and process, to solicit input 
on residents’ vision and aspirations for Rickenbacker, and to ask for feedback on community 
values that would be used to develop criteria for developing alternatives and investment 
priorities as the study progressed. The second public meeting (September 21, 2017) shared 
technical findings and solicited public input on preliminary master plan proposals. The third 
and final meeting (March 15, 2018) shared draft recommendations and solicited public 
feedback on investment priorities for the Rickenbacker International Airport. Over the course 
of the project, a total of 195 participants attended the three rounds of public meetings.  
 
As part of the Study, members of the project team conducted a series of interviews.  During 
these interviews, the project team received valuable input regarding economic goals for the 
region as it related to Rickenbacker, anticipated freight growth and related funding needs. 
The outcome from the interviews provided the Study more understanding of how tenants and 
community leadership perceive Rickenbacker and the opportunities it presents, and what it 
takes for community and business leadership to embrace a long-range vision. 
 
The project team also conducted an Agency and Elected Official Briefing (January 8, 2018) to 
preview the findings and draft recommendations of the Rickenbacker International Airport 
Master Plan and Rickenbacker Area Studies.  The purpose of this meeting was to better inform 
governmental and agency representatives of the joint CRAA and MORPC planning efforts, 
discuss how these projects relate to each other, and collect insights into their expectations 
and possibly technical resources.  
 
F.3 Education Methods 

The following section outlines the education methods and communication tools that were 
utilized to engage the public and gather input. 
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F.3.1 Branding, Templates and Messaging 

To establish an identity for the project, the project team created a “brand” and over-arching 
message for the airport master plan to define the project in a way that was unique and distinct 
from the MORPC planning effort, but also worked within CRAA’s existing brand framework. 

• Logo, Tagline and Templates 

The logo and/or font treatment acts as the project’s identity. CRAA selected the 
following font treatment which was combined with the existing Rickenbacker 
International Airport’s logo for the airport master plan effort. This new logo was 
designed to be consistent with CRAA’s brand guidelines. Templates utilizing the project 
logo were created for Word, PowerPoint presentation slides/exhibits, a fact sheet, e-
newsletter and working paper/report covers. 

 

Prior to the launch of the airport master plan process, Rickenbacker International 
Airport had adopted a new tagline: Your new global gateway. This tagline was also used 
for this engagement effort and captured the idea that Rickenbacker is poised to be a 
global player in the movement of international air cargo.  

• Message Framework 

A message framework was created to provide consistent language to explain the 
project. Edited versions of this message were utilized throughout the course of the 
project, as it fit within the context of the communication tool. 
 
Message: 
 
The Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) is conducting the Rickenbacker 
International Airport (LCK) Master Plan to outline a long-range strategic direction 
consistent with the Columbus Region’s goal to be a global logistics leader. The goal of 
this master plan is to provide several options for future airport development that 
address current and future demand; identify the role of the airport in the local, regional 
and national aviation system; and provide potential utilization or re-use options for 
existing infrastructure and airport facilities. 
 
A concurrent Rickenbacker Area Infrastructure and Economic Development 
Assessment is being conducted by the Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission. This 
collaborative effort will consider airport activity and compatible development adjacent 
to the Rickenbacker International Airport.  
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These efforts will engage the community and partner organizations to ensure it reflects 
the great thinking of local and national experts and the Columbus Region.   

F.3.2 Communication Tools 

Once the brand and messaging were finalized, the following communication materials were 
utilized to facilitate stakeholder and public understanding and provide feedback. 

• Project Website 

A stand-alone website, http://rickenbackermasterplan.com was created for the project 
with the goal to educate the public and provide opportunities to provide feedback. The 
“easy-to-navigate” online portal allowed stakeholders, the public and other interested 
parties to access and share information about the Rickenbacker International Airport 
Master Plan process. It also served as a resource for people interested in following the 
progress, reviewing working papers, signing up to be added to the project stakeholder 
database, and providing comments.  
 
The website was organized into five sections: 

o ABOUT – An overview of the master plan update 
o RESOURCES – Links to master plan working papers 
o SCHEDULE – Listing of project studies and engagement efforts 
o MEETINGS – A listing of public meeting dates, information and exhibits and 

summaries 
o CONTACT US – Opportunity for public to provide feedback 

• Handouts 

A handout and comment form were created for each of the three public meetings. The 
handout provided an overview for meeting participants and included milestone 
accomplishments, project overview and goal and the schedule. The comment form 
provided an opportunity for the public to provide comments about the meeting exhibits 
and master plan process and ask questions. 

• Presentations 

PowerPoint presentations were developed and customized for SAC meetings, providing 
stakeholders a review of past information and new updates. 

• eBlasts 

Digital eBlasts (electronic newsletters) were sent to stakeholders and the public prior 
to each public meeting. Rickenbacker’s Constant Contact e-newsletter software was 
used to facilitate the transmission of information to these audiences in a visually 
compelling manner. eBlasts were used to notify stakeholders and the public when new 
working papers or other information had been posted on the website. These were 

http://rickenbackermasterplan.com/
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distributed to the CRAA’s and MORPC’s existing eBlast lists. Obetz, who hosted the 
public meetings at their government center, also shared the eBlast with fellow villages, 
cities, towns and townships in the area.  

• Postcards 

Mailed postcards also promoted the public meetings. They were delivered by hand to 
businesses and churches near Rickenbacker. PDF versions were also shared with SAC 
members with the request that these be forwarded to their constituents.  

• Social Media 

Social media graphics were another communication tool used to promote public 
meetings. Meeting alerts were posted on the CRAA, MORPC and Engage Public Affairs 
Facebook pages. 

• Video 

An educational video was created near the end of the airport master plan to tell 
Rickenbacker’s story, its vision and strengths, and the master plan recommendations.  

  
F.4 Stakeholder Advisory Committee (SAC) 

A Stakeholder Advisory Committee (SAC) was formed in 2016 which represented a diverse 
breadth of community interests relative to airport development and long-range planning. The 
committee’s role was to provide advisory input related to aviation, community, political, 
planning and legal issues. SAC members were tasked to review study documents, contribute 
technical input, share feedback from the organizations they represent, and engage their 
constituents during opportunities for widespread public input. SAC members were also asked 
to engage key leaders and agency representatives from the local community to help guide 
and direct the study throughout the process. 

F.4.1 SAC Members 

The table below lists those invited to participate on the SAC. 
 

Name Organization 
Adam Asbury FedEx 
Ann Aubry City of Columbus – Dept. of Public Utilities 
Ben Bitler Madison Township 
Rod Borden CRAA 
Stacey Boumis Village of Obetz 
Mike Bradley COTA 
Lt Col Daryl Brezina Ohio Air National Guard 
Susan Brobst Madison Township 
Adrian Burns Columbus Chamber  
Franklin Christman Village of Ashville 
Katy Delaney FAA Detroit Airports District Office 
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Name Organization 
Dave Delaney  MAST (L Brands) 
David Dennis ODOT Office of Aviation 
Casey Denny CRAA 
Kristen Easterday CRAA 
Mary Ann Elliott Harrison Township 
Amy Elsea Pickaway County Chamber of Commerce 
Brad Foster Franklin County Engineer’s Office 
Mark Gialluca Duke Realty 
Charlie Goodwin CRAA 
Jeff Green City of Groveport 
Shannetta Griffin CRAA 
Lucas Haire City of Canal Winchester 
Eric Hensley CRAA 
Kevin Hill CRAA 
Mark Kelby CRAA 
David Kelly State of Ohio/Adjutant General’s Department 
Lisa LaMantia COTA 
Tim Layne LCK ATCT 
Dina Lopez MORPC 
Kenny McDonald Columbus 2020 
Rory McGuiness City of Columbus – Dept. of Dev. 
Scott Messer City of Columbus – Building and Zoning Services 
William Murdock MORPC 
Joe Ortega ODOT Office of Aviation 
Barry Payne CMH ATCT 
CDR Chris Peppel Navy/Marine Reserve Center 
Mike Pompura UPS 
Major Thomas K. Race   Ohio Army National Guard 
Hannah Reed City of Columbus – Dept. of Dev. 
Tory Richardson CRAA 
Elaine Roberts CRAA CEO 
Brian Sarkis CRAA 
Jim Schimmer Franklin County 
Bryan Schreiber CRAA 
Ryan Scribner Pickaway Progress Partnership and JEDD 
Ike Stage City of Grove City 
Rick Szabrak Fairfield County 
Bryant Thomas Norfolk Southern 
Lt Col Kenneth Voris Ohio Air National Guard 
David Wall CRAA 
Thea Walsh MORPC 
Christie Ward Village of Lockbourne 
Kevin Wheeler City of Columbus – Dept. of Dev. 
David Whitaker CRAA 
Ed White Madison Township 
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F.4.2 SAC Meetings 

Six SAC meetings were held over the course of the project and the table below lists these 
meeting dates. Meeting summaries can be found at the end of this appendix. 
 
 

SAC Meeting / Date Location 
Meeting 1 – December 5, 2016 John Glenn Columbus International Airport, 4600 

International Gateway, Columbus, OH 43219 

Meeting 2 – February 21, 2017 John Glenn Columbus International Airport, 4600 
International Gateway, Columbus, OH 43219 

Meeting 3 – May 18, 2017 John Glenn Columbus International Airport, 4600 
International Gateway, Columbus, OH 43219 

Meeting 4 – July 27, 2017 Obetz Government Center 
4175 Alum Creek Drive, Obetz, Ohio 43207 

Meeting 5 – September 15, 2017 Obetz Government Center 
4175 Alum Creek Drive, Obetz, Ohio 43207 

Meeting 6 – March 15, 2018 Rickenbacker International Airport 
7250 Star Check Drive Columbus, OH 43217 

 
F.5 Public Meetings 

Three rounds of public meetings were held for the Rickenbacker International Airport master 
plan update. The focus of these meetings was to inform the public and interested 
stakeholders about the ongoing status of the project and to solicit public comment throughout 
the project’s implementation. A brief summary of each meeting is shown in the sections below. 
Meeting handouts and summaries can be found at the end of this appendix. 
 
F.5.1 Public Meeting #1 

The first public meeting was held on February 22, 2017 at Air Cargo Terminal 5 at the 
Rickenbacker International Airport. The purpose of this meeting was to inform stakeholders 
about the study, solicit input on residents’ vision and aspirations for Rickenbacker, and seek 
feedback on community values that would be used to develop criteria for developing 
alternatives and investment priorities. Two sessions were held from 2 to 4 p.m. and 6 to 8 
p.m. A total of forty-seven people attended the two sessions, including members of the 
business community, public officials and area residents. The meetings were held in an open 
house format; exhibits were displayed at individual stations around the perimeter of the room. 
Study team members and representatives from CRAA and MORPC were available to answer 
questions and listen to comments. No formal presentation was given.   
 
F.5.2 Public Meeting #2 

The second series of public meetings for the Rickenbacker Master Plan were held on 
September 21, 2017 from 2 to 4 p.m. and 6 to 8 p.m. at the Obetz Government Center. The 
purpose of this meeting was to share technical findings to date with stakeholders and solicit 
public input on preliminary proposals. Meetings were held in an open house format and 
exhibits were displayed around the perimeter of the room. Study team members and 
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representatives from CRAA and MORPC were available to answer questions and listen to 
comments. No formal presentation was given. More than 30 exhibits for both the 
Rickenbacker Airport Master Plan and MORPC’s 2018 Rickenbacker Area Comprehensive 
Study were on display for public view. These exhibits shared a host of information collected 
for each of the respective studies, ranging from air cargo forecasts, identified gaps in the local 
bike and pedestrian network, and data regarding congested roadways. Meeting attendees 
were provided two meeting handouts: a project overview/open house instructions and a 
comment sheet. Sixty-six people attended this series of public meetings. 
 
F.5.3 Public Meeting #3 

The third and final public meeting for the Rickenbacker International Airport Master Plan 
Update was held March 15, 2018 from 3 to 7 p.m. at the Obetz Government Center. The 
purpose of this meeting was to share draft recommendations with stakeholders and solicit 
public input on investment priorities. The meeting was held in an open house format and 
exhibits were displayed around the perimeter of the room. Study team members and 
representatives from CRAA and MORPC were available to answer questions and listen to 
comments. No formal presentation was given. Approximately 30 exhibits for both the 
Rickenbacker Airport Master Plan and MORPC’s 2018 Rickenbacker Area Comprehensive 
Study were on display for public view. These exhibits shared a host of findings and 
recommendations for each of the respective studies, ranging from air cargo facilities to 
mobility hubs. Meeting attendees were provided three meeting handouts: project overview 
and instructions (CRAA), Rickenbacker Area Study overview (MORPC) and a comment sheet.  
Eighty-two people attended the final public meeting. 
 
F.6 Agency and Elected Official Briefing  

The project team conducted an Agency and Elected Official Briefing on January 8, 2018 from 
10 to 11 a.m. at the Madison Township Community Center in Groveport, OH to preview the 
findings and draft recommendations of the Rickenbacker International Airport Master Plan 
and Rickenbacker Area Studies.  The purpose of this meeting was to better inform 
governmental and agency representatives of the joint CRAA and MORPC planning efforts, 
discuss how these projects relate to each other, and collect insights into their expectations 
and possibly technical resources.  45 attendees participated the briefing.  
 
The outcome of this meeting provided CRAA and MORPC with a better understanding of how 
community leadership perceives Rickenbacker and the opportunities it presents, and what it 
will take for community leadership to embrace a long-range vision.  This input also helped 
drive the development of the message strategy and the implementation plan.      
 
F.7 Coordination Meetings and Other Briefings  

In addition to stakeholder and public meetings, a variety of additional coordination meetings 
and briefings with CRAA, MORPC, and local and regional entities occurred over the course of 
the project. This included weekly coordination web conference calls with CRAA/MORPC staff 
to coordinate project events and to discuss the progress of assignments and the overall Study.  
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At the request of CRAA, project team members participated in and supported multiple project 
status briefings to CRAA executive staff, board members (November 27, 2018), and FAA 
Detroit Airports District Office personnel (May and July 2018).   
 
F.8 Agency Coordination 

As part of the master planning process, key components of the Airport Master Plan Update 
must be coordinated with representatives of the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and the 
Ohio Department of Transportation (ODOT) Office of Aviation Office for approval.  This includes 
submittal of the Aviation Forecasts and the Airport Layout Plan drawing set. 
 
F.8.1 Aviation Forecast Review and Approval 
 
The Aviation Forecasts associated with this study were prepared in accordance with Advisory 
Circular AC 150/5070-6B, Airport Master Plans and submitted to the FAA’s Detroit Airports 
District Office (ADO) in accordance with the FAA’s Memorandum pertaining to FAA Review and 
Approval of Aviation Forecasts, dated December 23, 2004.  The Aviation Forecasts were 
submitted to the FAA Detroit Airports District Office on March 29, 2017, and approved by the 
FAA on August 18, 2017.  Correspondence pertaining to the review and approval of the Master 
Plan Update forecast is included in this appendix. 
 
F.8.2 Airport Layout Plan Review and Conditional Approval 
 
The Airport Layout Plan drawing set approval process consists of multiple submittals to the 
airport sponsor and the FAA.  Upon completion of the final draft of the technical report and 
Airport Layout Plan drawing set, the Draft ALP and supporting documentation was submitted 
to the FAA’s Detroit ADO for initial review and comment.  Upon addressing the ADO’s initial 
round of comments, the Draft Airport Layout Plan drawing set was resubmitted to the ADO for 
distribution to various FAA offices for airspace review.  Following this process, the drawing set 
was revised based on the airspace determination and review comments received.  The Final 
Airport Layout Plan drawing set and accompanying Airport Master Plan Update Report was 
submitted to the FAA for distribution and Conditional Approval.  Correspondence pertaining to 
the review and approval of the Airport Layout Plan drawing set is included at the end of this 
appendix. 
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Rickenbacker International Airport Master Plan Update Kick-Off and 
Visioning Meeting 
 
10/6/2016, 2:00 p.m. to 5:30 p.m., 
John Glenn Columbus International Airport, EOC Conference Room 
4600 International Gateway, Columbus, OH 43219 
 
Meeting Summary 
 
Meeting Purpose 
 Provide an overview of the master planning study process and strategy. 
 Solicit feedback from Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) to assist/inform the master 

planning effort.  
 
Opening Remarks 
David Wall (CRAA) convened the meeting and thanked everyone for attending. Project sponsor David 
Whitaker (CRAA) also provided opening comments reiterating that everyone in attendance “brings 
something different to this planning process”, and that this is a great opportunity to move everyone 
forward in one united direction. 
 
Project Overview 
Phil Jufko (Michael Baker International) provided an overview of the master planning process including: 
 Major objectives 
 Airports master planning issues 
 Areas of focus 
 Public involvement process 
 Stakeholder advisory committee (SAC) 
 Project schedule 

 
Phil also provided an update on the work currently underway on early deliverables; reviewed the Mid-
Ohio Regional Planning Commission’s (MORPC) concurrent comprehensive study at Rickenbacker 
International Airport and overlap between the two studies; and discussed what the project team would 
like to accomplish and obtain from key leader interviews. David Wall provided a brief history of the 
airport facility and Phil presented an overview of the existing Rickenbacker airport facility. 
 
Visioning 
Marie Keister (Engage Public Affairs) facilitated a visioning exercise and discussion with CRAA 
participants. The purpose of the exercise was to uncover Rickenbacker’s strengths, weaknesses, 
opportunities and threats, then to identify a vision and desired outcomes for the master planning 
process. A list of themes which emerged from each of the four categories is shown below. 
 
Strengths – What are Rickenbacker’s strengths? 
 Room for growth (land/facilities/infrastructure) 
 Positive momentum 
 Multi-modal hub 
 Skilled workforce 
 Diversity of shipments  
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 Ease of use 
 Physical location 
 Valuable regional asset 

 
Weaknesses – What weaknesses can we improve upon? 
 Aging infrastructure 
 Access to workforce 
 Financial self-sufficiency 
 Multi-jurisdictional cohesiveness 
 Lack of national awareness 
 Federal freight restrictions  

 
Opportunities – What are other opportunities we haven’t talked about yet? 
 Military collaboration 
 Un-tapped infrastructure resources 
 Innovative regional funding 
 E-commerce 
 Nearby workforce 
 Public-private partnerships 
 Improved marketing and promotion 
 Engaging diverse relationships 
 Room for growth/physical location 

 
Threats – What threats are out there that could affect Rickenbacker? 
 Economic recession  
 New transportation technologies 
 Environmental issues 
 Jurisdictional competition 
 Movement of commercial hubs 
 Decrease in exports 
 Skilled workforce 
 Nearby roadway congestion 

 
With strengths, weaknesses, opportunities and threats in mind, Marie asked participants to answer 
either one of two questions; “What do you want Rickenbacker to look like in 20 years?” or “What do you 
want the outcome of the master plan to be?” The purpose of this exercise was to help establish a vision 
and set goals for the study. Once these desired outcomes were established CRAA participants were 
asked to select their top four priority areas. A ranking of these goals are shown below. 
 

Rank Votes Vision/Goal 
#1 9 Achieve self-sustainable operations 
#2 6 Expand growth of exports 

#3 (tie) 5 Identify new transportation needs 
#3 (tie) 5 Establish a regional structured governing body 

#4 5 Recognized as a global gateway 
#5 (tie) 3 Collaborate with military base operations  
#5 (tie) 3 Implement all aspects of master plan 
#5 (tie) 3 Become an air hub for Amazon 
#6 (tie) 2 Fund repair/replacement of runways 
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Rank Votes Vision/Goal 
#6 (tie) 2 Address environmental issues 
#6 (tie) 2 Increase industrial and logistics districts square footage to 100 million square 

feet 
#6 (tie) 2 Coordinate compatible land uses 
#7 (tie) 1 Become a national leader in freight operations 
#7 (tie) 1 Large increase in aviation activity 

 
Other goals mentioned included: 
 Creating facilities and attractive places for people and workforce 
 Increasing regional jobs 
 Improving access to workforce 
 Utilizing new innovative technologies 
 Improving “just in time” services 

 
Marie explained to CRAA participants that these prioritized goals would be shared and further refined 
with the SAC, MORPC and eventually the public. Phil mentioned that the visioning process helps to 
provide context for the study and also helps answer questions from the public.  
 
Next Steps/Action Items 
To close the meeting Phil reviewed the next steps for the project and thanked CRAA participants for 
attending. 
 
Meeting Participants 
There were 22 participants at the meeting. 

Rod Borden Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Casey Denny Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Kristen Easterday Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Charlie Goodwin Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Eric Hensley Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Mark Kelby Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Kathleen Ransier Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Tory Richardson Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Elaine Roberts Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Brian Sarkis Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Bryan Schreiber Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Connie Tursic Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
David Wall Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
David Whitaker Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Lori Duguid Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Phil Jufko Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Paul Strack Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Nick Hoffman Engage Public Affairs 
Marie Keister Engage Public Affairs 
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John Lengel GS&P 
Monica Newhouse Newhouse & Associates, LLC 
Steve Schellenberg IMS Worldwide, Inc. 
 
The following were invited but not able to attend the meeting: 
Randy Bush Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
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Rickenbacker International Airport Master Plan Update  
MORPC Kick-Off Meeting 
 
October 12, 2016, 11:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. 
Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission (MORPC), Conference Room 
111 Liberty Street, Suite 100, Columbus, OH 43215 
 
Meeting Summary 
 
Meeting Purpose 
 Provide an overview of the master planning study process and strategy. 
 Solicit feedback from MORPC to assist/inform the master planning effort.  
 Coordinate activities between the two studies. 

 
Opening Remarks 
Dina Lopez (MORPC) welcomed everyone in attendance.   
 
Overview of CRAA Visioning Process  
Following introductions, Marie Keister (Engage) presented an overview of the CRAA visioning process 
for the Rickenbacker International Airport Master Plan. MORPC stated that the CRAA vision was in line 
with MORPC/CRAA discussion to date. MORPC was also interested in governance for implementation 
of placemaking and transportation amenities.   
 
Project Overview 
Phil Jufko (Baker) provided an overview of the master planning process including: 
 Major objectives 
 Airport master planning issues 
 Areas of focus 
 Public involvement process 
 Stakeholder advisory committee (SAC) 

 
Phil also provided an update on the work currently underway on early deliverables; reviewed the 
overlap between the CRAA and MORPC studies; and discussed what the project team would like to 
accomplish and obtain from key leader interviews.  
 
Project Schedules 
Phil provided an overview of the proposed LCK Master Plan schedule.  He discussed the components 
during the master planning process where the Rickenbacker International Airport Master Plan team 
would like to obtain input from the MORPC study.  He also discussed opportunities for conducting joint 
CRAA and MORPC SAC meetings.   
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Meetings 
Phil and Dave Wall (CRAA) discussed the benefits of hosting dual CRAA and MORPC SAC Committee 
Meetings (CRAA SAC - 47 members; MORPC SAC ~20 members).  Blended SAC meetings will likely 
be two meetings in one (two hours in duration).  Other meeting items discussed included: 

• The first combined meeting of the Rickenbacker International Airport Master Plan and MORPC 
Study Stakeholder Advisory Committees is scheduled for December 5, 2016 from 3:30 p.m.to 
5:30 p.m. in the Emergency Operations Center (EOC) Conference Room at John Glenn 
Columbus International Airport.  Both CRAA and MORPC will send invitations to their respective 
committees. The draft agenda will be sent to MORPC by November 21st. 

• For future meetings, CRAA will set the dates and send them to MORPC for review and 
coordination. MORPC will assist with outreach activities. MORPC will adjust their schedule to 
align with CRAA’s SAC dates.  MORPC is good with Baker organizing and Engage Public 
Affairs facilitating.   

• MORPC inquired if the joint SAC/MORPC meetings and public meetings could be coordinated 
by Baker/Engage?  CRAA clarified that because the Master Plan is receiving Federal grant 
funds, the consultants are limited to the activities included in their current scope of services. The 
CRAA portion of the SAC will have to meet FAA expectations.   

• During the meeting, attendees discussed the process of setting meeting agendas and who 
leads joint meetings.  It was determined that both teams would like to review the draft agenda 
two to three weeks in advance, if possible.  Leadership of the joint meetings would be discussed 
prior to the meetings based upon the agenda. 

• MORPC plans on kicking off their study at the Southeast Area Meeting scheduled toward the 
end of November.  MORPC will also convene four working group meetings prior to the joint SAC 
and MORPC Committee Meeting on December 5th.   

• CRAA informed MORPC that they have a standing weekly progress meeting on Tuesdays at 
8 a.m. with Baker, the Master Plan consultant.  MORPC inquired if they could periodically 
participate in that meeting.  All were supportive of the request.   

 
Deliverables 
MORPC Study 
Essentially an off-airport study focusing upon: 

• Transportation amenities/infrastructure 
• Support improved workforce access (sidewalks and transit connectivity) 
• Intersection improvements to handle traffic 

o For example, the Amazon facility is already causing congestion and is not up to full 
operational status. When up to speed, workforce will include 2,000 per shift. 

• Placemaking – housing/supportive land uses for workforce 
• Overlay airport noise contours over community (MORPC interested in communicating this 

clearly) 
• Ensuring land use for both studies is consistent 
• MORPC collaboration with entities that can help MORPC implement their elements of their 

plan. 
 
LCK Master Plan 

• Primarily airport focused, but not entirely 
• FAA must approve aviation forecasts so CRAA doesn’t ‘over plan’ the airport 
• Challenge is to identify short-term facility needs, then long-term  
• Inland port expansion 
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• Airside/landside cargo facilities 
• Sustainable solutions 
• Rickenbacker Global Logistics Park – series of properties/campuses  on and off airport 
• Reducing short-term bottlenecks 
• Six (6) major milestones shown in the project schedule provided at the meeting – Deliverables 

will be submitted in advance of SAC meetings 2-6 
 
Next Steps/Action Items 
To close the meeting Phil reviewed the next steps for the project and thanked all participants for 
attending.  Action items include: 
 

• Dina Lopez (MORPC) to send their study information to Dave Wall (CRAA) who will forward 
information to Phil Jufko (Baker) and Marie Keister (Engage) – Working Groups, SAC list, scope 
and study area boundaries, etc. This will be the standard protocol for transmitting information.  

• Phil Jufko (Baker) is drafting the SAC invitation letter indicating this is a joint meeting with 
MORPC. The letter will be followed by an Outlook calendar invite.  Dave Wall (CRAA) will share 
the letter with MORPC as they may use similar invitation language on their own letterhead. 

• Dave Wall (CRAA) will send Dina L. (MORPC) the entire Master Plan meeting schedule for 
planning purposes.  

• CRAA will share aerial photo files with MORPC once available. 
• Are airports allowed to utilize Transportation Improvement District (TID) for bonding purposes?  

(Thea Walsh to investigate) 
 
Meeting Participants 
There were 11 participants at the meeting. 

Dina López Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission (MORPC Study Project Manager) 
Nick Gill Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Thea Walsh Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Dave Wall Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Mark Kelby Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Kristen Easterday Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Phil Jufko Michael Baker International (LCK Master Plan Project Manager) 
Lori Duguid Michael Baker International 
Paul Strack Michael Baker International 
Steve Schellenberg IMS Worldwide 
Marie Keister Engage Public Affairs 
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Rickenbacker International Airport Master Plan Update  
Stakeholder Advisory Committee (SAC) / MORPC Meeting #1 
 
12/5/2016, 3:30 p.m. to 5:30 p.m., 
John Glenn Columbus International Airport, EOC Conference Room 
4600 International Gateway, Columbus, OH 43219 
 
Meeting Summary 
 
Meeting Purpose 
 Discuss the role of the Stakeholder Advisory Committee (SAC). 
 Provide an overview of the Rickenbacker International Airport master planning study process 

and strategy. 
 Provide an overview of the Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission’s (MORPC) 2018 

Rickenbacker Area Comprehensive Study. 
 Review the outcome of the Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) visioning process. 
 Solicit feedback from the SAC to assist/inform the master planning effort.  

 
Opening Remarks 
David Wall (CRAA) convened the meeting and thanked everyone for attending. Phil Jufko (Michael 
Baker International) began the presentation by discussing what the SAC is and its role within the 
master planning process: 
 A diverse representation of community interests and opinions relative to airport development 

and long-range planning. 
 A forum to freely present issues, ideas, and solicit input regarding future aviation facilities. 
 ROLE: Provide advisory input related to aviation, community, political, planning and legal 

issues. 
  
Project Overview 
Following introductions, David Wall reviewed the history of the airport and Phil Jufko provided an 
overview of the current airport facility. Phil also discussed the master planning process for the 
Rickenbacker International Airport which included: 
 Major objectives 
 Areas of focus 
 Master planning process 
 Public involvement program  

 
Phil then introduced the MORPC team (William Murdock, Thea Walsh and Dina Lopez); and they 
provided an overview of their concurrent study to the Rickenbacker International Airport master 
planning process. The 2018 Rickenbacker Area Comprehensive Study will examine existing factors and 
potential projected growth while focusing on: 
 Infrastructure 
 Housing 
 Energy 
 Economic Development  
 Placemaking 
 Continuance of Coordination 
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The MORPC team also discussed the study area, their own stakeholder advisory committee and 
working groups, implementation plan and study timeline. Following MORPC’s study overview, Phil gave 
an overview of the project schedule and provided an update on the work completed and currently 
underway for the Rickenbacker International Airport master plan. 
 
CRAA Visioning Process 
Marie Keister (Engage Public Affairs) provided an overview of a visioning exercise previously held with 
CRAA participants. The purpose of the exercise was to uncover Rickenbacker’s strengths, 
weaknesses, opportunities and threats, then to identify CRAA’s priority goals for the master planning 
process. A ranking of these priorities is shown below.  
 

Rank Votes Vision/Goal 
#1 9 Fill in with text – Achieve self-sustainable operations 
#2 6 Expand growth of exports 

#3 (tie) 5 Identify new transportation needs 
#3 (tie) 5 Establish a regional structured governing body to generate consensus and 

collaboration 
#4 5 Recognized as a global gateway 

#5 (tie) 3 Collaborate with military base operations  
#5 (tie) 3 Implement all aspects of master plan 
#5 (tie) 3 Become an air hub for Amazon 
#6 (tie) 2 Fund repair/replacement of runways 
#6 (tie) 2 Address environmental issues 
#6 (tie) 2 Increase industrial and logistics square footage to 100 million square feet 
#6 (tie) 2 Coordinate compatible land uses 
#7 (tie) 1 Become a national leader in freight operations 
#7 (tie) 1 Large increase in aviation activity 

 
Marie then facilitated a discussion with SAC participants asking them for feedback on the proposed 
priorities and if there were any missing goals. A list of themes which emerged from the discussion is 
listed below. 
 Make transit convenient - future buildings and development should be built close to nearby 

streets so transit can better serve the area. 
 Preserve the history of the airport/base. 
 Opportunity for strategic partnerships with businesses and local governments. 
 Elevate the brand of Rickenbacker for national/global awareness. 
 Public/Private partnerships and collaboration with military operations. 
 Collaboration with Smart Columbus initiative and truck platooning. 
 Strategic investments for broadband, sewer/water, technology, and infrastructure upgrades. 
 Benchmarking similar domestic or international facilities. 
 Collaboration between local governments and military for benefit of both. 

 
Marie explained to SAC participants that these additional goals would be considered as part of the 
Rickenbacker International Airport master plan and the Rickenbacker Area Comprehensive Study.   
 
Next Steps/Action Items 
To close the meeting Phil reviewed the next steps for the project and thanked SAC participants for 
attending. David Wall concluded the meeting by offering that SAC members should feel free to contact 
him if anything was unclear. 
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Meeting Participants 
There were 41 participants at the meeting. 
Rod Borden   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Stacey Boumis  Village of Obetz 
Mike Bradley   Central Ohio Transit Authority 
Lt Col Daryl Brezina  Ohio Air National Guard 
Dave Delaney   MAST (L Brands) 
David Dennis   ODOT Office of Aviation 
Casey Denny   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Lori Duguid    Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Kristen Easterday  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Amy Elsea   Pickaway County Chamber of Commerce 
Mark Gialluca   Duke Realty 
Charlie Goodwin  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Lucas Haire   City of Canal Winchester 
Phil Jufko   Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Marie Keister    Engage Public Affairs 
Mark Kelby   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
David Kelly   State of Ohio/Adjutant Generals Department 
Lisa LaMantia   Central Ohio Transit Authority 
Tim Layne   LCK ATCT  
Dina Lopez   Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Kenny McDonald  Columbus 2020 
William Murdock  Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Joe Ortega   Ohio Department of Transportation 
Barry Payne   CMH ATCT  
CDR Chris Peppel  Navy/Marine Reserve Center 
Mike Pompura   UPS 
CPT Thomas K. Race  Ohio Army National Guard 
Tory Richardson  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Elaine Roberts  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Brian Sarkis   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Jim Schimmer   Franklin County 
Ike Stage   City of Grove City 
Paul Strack   Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Bryant  Thomas  Norfolk Southern 
Lt Col Kenneth Voris  Ohio Air National Guard 
David Wall   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Thea Walsh   Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Christie Ward   Village of Lockbourne 
Kevin Wheeler   City of Columbus 
David Whitaker  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Jeff Zimmerman  Columbus Chamber  
 
The following were unable to attend the meeting: 

Ann Aubry   City of Columbus 
Susan Brobst   Madison Township (Franklin Co.) 
Franklin Christman  Village of Ashville 
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Katy Delaney   FAA Detroit Airports District Office 
Mary Ann Elliott  Harrison Township 
Jeff Green   City of Groveport 
Eric Hensley   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Dan Heronemus  Forward Air 
Robin Holderman  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Marlin Horner   FedEx 
Bryan Schreiber  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Ryan Scribner   Pickaway Progress Partnership 
Connie Swoyer  Madison Township (Pickaway Co.) 
Rick Szabrak   Fairfield County 
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Rickenbacker International Airport Master Plan Update  
Stakeholder Advisory Committee (SAC) / MORPC Meeting #2 
 
2/21/17, 3 p.m. to 5 p.m. 
John Glenn Columbus International Airport, EOC Conference Room 
4600 International Gateway, Columbus, OH 43219 
 
Meeting Summary 
 
Meeting Purpose 
 Project updates 
 Master plan process 
 Preliminary inventory of existing conditions and forecasts of future demand 
 Project schedule 
 Public meeting preparation 
 Next steps 
 Discussion 

 
Opening Remarks 
David Wall (CRAA) convened the meeting and thanked everyone for attending. Phil Jufko (Michael 
Baker International) began by reviewing the agenda and then inviting Mid-Ohio Regional Planning 
Commission (MORPC) to provide an update of the 2018 Rickenbacker Area Comprehensive Study.  
 
MORPC’s 2018 Rickenbacker Area Comprehensive Study Update 
William Murdock announced that MORPC has briefed the Congressional delegation on the results that 
are being shared today.  
 
Thea Walsh and Dina Lopez provided updates regarding: 
 Working groups – four of which have met at least twice. 
 Existing conditions 

o Transportation: for average daily traffic, transit facilities, sidewalks, and safety. No 
surprises – US 23 has highest area of traffic and crashes. I-270 and Alum Creek also 
have high volume of traffic and crashes. 

o Workforce: one-third of jobs are filled by local residents; home locations of 
Rickenbacker-area workers are primarily in the southern half of the central Ohio region.  

o Economic development: looked at and mapped incentives and agreements and how 
development has been influenced by these incentives. 

o Housing: found that Rickenbacker area is mostly made up of single family housing 
today. The median annual income is about $61,000, which is higher than county and 
state median annual incomes. 

 Franklin County Energy Study – first kick off meeting on November 30, 2016 
o Informs the energy chapter of the Rickenbacker Area Study. 
o Examines and measures existing energy supply and consumption. 
o Drives regional energy priorities and investments. 
o End goal: identify energy sources and outcomes in the area. 

 Land use analysis 
o Mostly residential and agricultural. 
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o Projections: 2040 employment and household projections. 
 Next steps 

o For transportation: ask stakeholders to help identify and prioritize transportation projects. 
o For economic development: benchmark inland ports, conduct a SWOT analysis 

(strengths, weaknesses, opportunities, threats). Seek input from businesses – perhaps 
from surveys, workforce origin data – to identify business needs/concerns. 

o For housing: gather data and draft chapter. 
o For water and broadband: gather data and draft chapter. 
o For energy: an existing study will be completed fall, 2017, so this chapter will be finalized 

first. 
 There were no questions or comments 

 
Rickenbacker Master Plan Update 
Phil provided an update on the process of collecting data on existing conditions in these areas: 
 Existing airport facilities – some are old and may need replaced; others are in good shape. 

o Terminal area  
o Cargo facilities – Air Cargo Terminal 5 opened in 2016 
o Pavement conditions  

 Utilities – growth in cargo facilities will affect how the area is served by transportation facilities 
and public utilities. 

 Environmental issues. 
 
Phil then discussed aviation demand forecasts and the importance of making realistic assessments of 
market conditions and market performance. The forecasts will give the Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) a new perspective on what is going to happen at Rickenbacker International Airport (LCK). 
Takeaways so far: 
 
Rickenbacker International Airport: 
 Is the only Ohio airport with Boeing 747-8F operations – these are wide-bodied aircraft that 

affect airfield development: need for long runways (like at Rickenbacker), support facilities 
needed, separation of runways and taxiways required, etc. This drives dimensions for 
everything. 

 Experienced more 747 operations than all other airports in Ohio combined. 
 Landed more air cargo than any Ohio airport. 
 Handled more Allegiant passengers than any other airport in Ohio (excludes N. Kentucky – 

Cincinnati Airport). 
 
Historically, local and itinerant activity has been affected by national events, such as hurricanes, the 
Great Recession, etc. Average pounds per cargo operation is generally on an upward trend.  
 
Population growth in the seven-county area is expected to have a 1.05% growth rate between 2016-
2036. Highlights of airline forecasts: 
 Allegiant has added service over the last four years and this is expected to continue, but likely 

not at same growth rate due to increased competition and the limited space available at 
Rickenbacker, which is a two-gate facility. Two scenarios will be considered as the team 
considers how the terminal might operate in the future to meet Allegiant growth objectives, and 
what facility needs will be required as a result.  

o Q: Would you be interested in attracting other carriers? David Whitaker: yes, but 
Allegiant operates in a market with few competitors. Charters are also welcomed. 
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 David Whitaker noted that Allegiant doesn’t fly belly cargo like some other commercial carriers 
do.  

 
Steve Schellenberg from IMS Worldwide discussed the global cargo forecast and the opportunities for 
Rickenbacker.  
 Cargo aviation growth predictions for the globe are around 4.1% growth between now and 

2019-2020. 
 However, recent growth at Rickenbacker is at 8% to 9% - far exceeding the growth predictions 

of the global activity. Rickenbacker has a significant number of the top 25 global freight 
forwarders based here.  

 Forward Air operates its national hub here. Very little of the freight processed by Forward Air in 
Columbus terminates here, but moves on via truck to traditional gateway markets such as New 
York or Chicago. There are opportunities here. 

 The catchment zone has a significant value proposition over its competitors. CRAA is visiting 
these markets: Detroit, Cleveland, Indianapolis, Cincinnati, Louisville, and Pittsburgh to educate 
them on how Rickenbacker can serve their freight forwarding needs to get goods to market 
quicker and less expensively than going through Chicago or other airports.  

 Becoming an Express Consignment Carrier Facility is a new opportunity to drive high volumes 
of imported e-commerce packages to the cargo carriers who operate at LCK. Presently, these 
only exist at New York and Los Angeles.  An ECCF is needed in the middle of the country.  If 
there is success in gaining one of these, cargo volumes would increase well beyond our current 
forecast.  And, exports will need to increase significantly to offset imports. 

 Cross border e-commerce growth is predicted to grow dramatically. The infrastructure 
requirements are not just to land the plane, but to move that freight to the last mile – delivering 
to the customer’s home. Most of this will move on the ground infrastructure network. Amazon, 
DHL, and Metro Logistics have selected Cincinnati as their base of operations, but there are 
others that present opportunities to Rickenbacker: Alibaba, WorldNet, WCA, and others.  

 Questions/comments: 
o Where are we with e-commerce? David Whitaker: e-commerce requires same day 

customs clearance. We are having positive conversations with Customs now.  
o How does this affect livestock? Does the forecast consider this? Steve – it’s important 

because it is an important niche and adds to your Columbus value proposition. But we 
haven’t factored it all in yet because I don’t know the scale of potential growth yet.  

o How does this cargo growth equate to more trucks on the ground, and jobs? MORPC: 
this would be very helpful for us to understand. (Steve – we can translate the pounds of 
cargo to number of trucks. Also, once forecasts are done, it is possible to forecast 
economic outcomes and jobs under various scenarios – this might be something 
Columbus 2020 does at some point.) 
 

Phil reviewed forecasts for general aviation fleet mix, instrument operations, peak operations, and 
passengers. He noted that Allegiant operates a little differently than most commercial airlines, which 
was considered during the forecasting process. David Whittaker noted that Allegiant is a leisure travel 
carrier unlike a business travel carrier that has peak hours in early morning and late at night.  
 
We will present these forecasts to FAA for their approval. FAA’s forecasts are already not accurately 
depicting what is happening here today. When we present these forecasts, FAA will need to adjust their 
forecasts based on what we’re presenting. We’ve had access to more recent data that we will be able 
to share with them. 
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Regarding the military forecasts, Phil acknowledged that mission drives the number of operations. The 
military is not going to reveal their mission plans, but we consider past history and experience.  
 
Military representatives stated that they may have a better idea of some things by May regarding some 
things they’re looking at. They will share information as it becomes available.   
 
The Master Plan Team thinks CRAA can capture a bit more of the general aviation market. You may be 
able to base more aircraft here, for example.  
 
Questions/comments:  
 Rory McGuiness – regarding the ECCF, where are we in that process of being certified? David 

Whitaker: it’s happening inside of an existing facility with some customs security around it. If we 
hit the volumes to be in a building exclusive for that use, we have options. We’re not yet looking 
at where we might locate something outside of where we are testing now, but we could act 
quickly if we have good experience with our current test with Customs.  

 
We will be sending you an email to save future dates on your calendars, and a reminder that we would 
like you to send any comments back within a couple of weeks to Dave/Phil. 
 
Marie Keister invited all to attend the public open house meetings on Feb. 22, and to spread the word 
to others.  

 
Next Steps/Action Items 
To close the meeting Phil reviewed the next steps for the project and thanked SAC participants for 
attending.  
 
Meeting Participants 
There were 31 participants at the meeting.  
Rod Borden   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Mike Bradley   Central Ohio Transit Authority 
Lt Col Daryl Brezina  Ohio Air National Guard 
Adrian Burns   Columbus Region Logistics Council 
Franklin Christman  Village of Ashville 
Kristen Easterday  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Charlie Goodwin  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Jeff Green   City of Groveport 
Eric Hensley   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Mark Kelby   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
David Kelly   State of Ohio/Adjutant Generals Department 
Lisa LaMantia   Central Ohio Transit Authority 
Tim Layne   LCK ATCT  
Dina Lopez   Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Kenny McDonald  Columbus 2020 
Rory McGuiness  City of Columbus 
William Murdock  Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Joe Ortega   Ohio Department of Transportation 
Major Thomas K. Race Ohio Army National Guard 
Hannah Reed   City of Columbus 
Tory Richardson  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
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Elaine Roberts  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Brian Sarkis   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Jim Schimmer   Franklin County 
Lt Col Kenneth Voris  Ohio Air National Guard 
David Wall   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Thea Walsh   Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Christie Ward   Village of Lockbourne 
Kevin Wheeler   City of Columbus 
David Whitaker  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Jeff Zimmerman  Columbus Chamber  
 
The following were unable to attend the meeting: 
Ann Aubry   City of Columbus 
Stacey Boumis  Village of Obetz 
Susan Brobst   Madison Township (Franklin Co.) 
Katy Delaney   FAA Detroit Airports District Office 
Dave Delaney   MAST (L Brands) 
David Dennis   ODOT Aviation 
Casey Denny   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Mary Ann Elliott  Harrison Township 
Amy Elsea   Pickaway County Chamber of Commerce 
Mark Gialluca   Duke Realty 
Lucas Haire   City of Canal Winchester 
Dan Heronemus  Forward Air 
Robin Holderman  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Marlin Horner   FedEx 
Barry Payne   CMH ATCT  
CDR Chris Peppel  Navy/Marine Reserve Center 
Mike Pompura   UPS 
Bryan Schreiber  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Ryan Scribner   Pickaway Progress Partnership 
Ike Stage   City of Grove City 
Connie Swoyer  Madison Township (Pickaway Co.) 
Rick Szabrak   Fairfield County 
Bryant  Thomas  Norfolk Southern 
 
Project Team Participants 
The following team members were present at the meeting: 
Phil Jufko   Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Marie Keister    Engage Public Affairs 
Paul Strack   Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Lori Duguid    Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Mike Kotlow   Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Steve Schellenberg  IMS Worldwide Inc. 
Devon Seal   Gresham, Smith & Partners, Inc. 
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Rickenbacker International Airport Master Plan Update  
Stakeholder Advisory Committee (SAC) / MORPC Meeting #3 
 
5/18/17, 3 p.m. to 5 p.m. 
John Glenn Columbus International Airport, EOC Conference Room 
4600 International Gateway, Columbus, OH 43219 
 
Meeting Summary 
 
Meeting Purpose 
 Public meeting summary 
 Project updates 
 Master plan process 
 Facility requirements 
 Project schedule 
 Next steps/action items 
 Discussion 

 
Opening Remarks 
David Wall (CRAA) convened the meeting, thanked everyone for attending and reviewed the agenda. 
Phil Jufko (Michael Baker International) asked everyone to introduce themselves, then invited Marie 
Keister (Engage Public Affairs, LLC) to summarize the recent public meetings.  
 
Summary of Recent Public Meetings 
Marie Keister provided an overview of comments received at the public meetings held on February 
22nd. Later, Phil noted we also heard concerns about inadequate curbfront during peak periods, which 
creates bottlenecks, and questions regarding whether we intended to purchase property. 
 
 Questions/comments: 

o Dave Whitaker asked how we would respond to the ideas and/or questions that were 
raised, noting that there is an effort to preserve the history of Rickenbacker and there is 
already a picnic area, although probably not as prominent as it could be. Marie and Dave 
Wall said the meeting summary was posted online, but we could address these 
comments and questions in a question/answer section of the website, and also 
note/respond to these comments at the next round of public meetings.  

 
MORPC’s 2018 Rickenbacker Area Comprehensive Study Update 
Thea Walsh and Dina Lopez (MORPC) provided updates regarding: 
 Housing Working Group – Met on 5/9/2017 

o How do we determine affordability?  Housing and Transportation Affordability Index.  
Attempting to create own index. 

 Transportation Working Group – Met on 5/15/17 
o Volume forecast - 2040 
o Upcoming projects 
o Prioritization of projects 
o Identify congestion due to land use forecast in 2040 
o Provided proposed needs criteria (being reviewed and finalized) 
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 Project Administration 
o Monthly one-page updates will be coming 

 
 Next Steps 

o Economic Development and Energy/Broadband/Utilities Working Groups to meet before 
next SAC meeting in July 

o GREAT rider survey (working with Groveport) – to be conducted in November, peak 
workforce 

o Beginning place making effort 
o Communications strategy 
o Area Study Funders meetings 
o Scheduling future meetings through May 2018 

 
Thea Walsh updated the SAC regarding a FASTLANE application for widening Alum Creek.  This 
application is still under consideration. Should it be successful, it could provide a great jump start to 
address infrastructure needs.  
 
There were no questions or comments. 

 
Forecasts of Aviation Demand and Facility Requirements 
Phil provided an overview of the Forecasts of Aviation Demand and their impact on facility 
requirements.  During the first portion of his presentation Phil discussed facility needs related to the 
following areas: 
 
 Airfield Capacity and Configuration 
 Design Aircraft Identification 
 Runway Length Analysis 
 Runway Strength Analysis 
 Airfield Design Standards Analysis 
 Airfield Lighting, Markings and Signage, and Navigational Aids 
 Passenger Terminal Area 
 Parking and Terminal Access 
 Air Cargo Facilities 

 
Questions/comments: 
 Dave Wall requested that Phil further discuss rental car activity at the passenger terminal.  Phil 

stated that Enterprise is operating at LCK, but they do not occupy space in the terminal.  
Enterprise is also talking about adding more cars at the airport. 

 
Cargo Demand and Requirements 
Steve Schellenberg (IMS Worldwide, Inc.) provided an overview of cargo facility requirements.  The first 
13,000 twenty-foot equivalent unit (TEU) ship has arrived at an East Coast port. This size ship is 
unprecedented, is a disrupter and will affect Rickenbacker. Another disrupter is Amazon, which is 
affecting long haul trucking. Trucks are now running shorter distances to distribution centers. Amazon is 
expected to be 20 percent of retail by the end of this year. Retailers are trying to right size. At least 
3,600 retailers will close in 2017. (See Tomkins International announcement) Amazon Prime now has 
80 million US customers – a fourth of the population. This is a huge opportunity for Rickenbacker.  
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Questions/comments: 
 David Whitaker noted Rickenbacker is seeing an increase in cargo charters.  
 Dave Wall asked about the forecast in dramatic increase in ground operations for UPS and Fed 

Ex. Will those come through Rickenbacker facilities? Bryan Schreiber said Victoria’s Secret will 
load up FedEx Express trailers with express packages that may get driven to Indianapolis or 
Memphis on trucks. They avoid putting packages on air unless they absolutely have to. The 
Columbus central location makes this possible. Steve noted that these package carriers are 
creating hubs between their air cargo and ground locations to facilitate truck delivery because 
it’s more cost effective.  

 Dina asked Steve to define facility requirements beyond the actual buildings projected to be 
required in the cargo forecast.  According to the Airports Council International, Air Cargo Guide 
2013, for general purposes, estimating apron/aircraft parking requirements assumes six square 
feet of apron/parking for every one square foot of cargo handling facility.  For each 100,000 SF 
facilities required in the forecast, an additional 600,000 SF of parking and apron space should 
be anticipated for development.  When combined with the requirements for actual facilities, 
ramp/apron space, equipment (ground support equipment) and the Columbus floor/area ratio 
that dictates how much of the pad can be covered by the actual facility footprint, it is possible to 
determine the overall size of the property required to support the fully developed forecast and 
facility requirements.  For this forecast, using the aggressive recommended cargo volumes 
combined with the necessary economic development activities in support of the growth, the total 
requirement for space for the duration of the forecast is over 141 acres of land to be dedicated 
to new air cargo operations and aircraft activities at Rickenbacker. 

 
General Aviation Forecast and Facility Impacts 
During the final portion of his presentation, Phil discussed facility needs related to the following areas: 
 
 General Aviation Facilities 
 Support Facilities 
 Utilities 
 Airspace and Obstruction to Air Navigation 
 Land Area Requirements 

 
Questions/comments: 
 David Whitaker inquired since we are looking at fuel storage above ground, will we continue to 

deliver fuel via the underground hydrant system?  Phil stated that we are planning to move to an 
above ground system in the future and confirmed that aircraft will continue to be fueled via the 
hydrant system.   

 Brian Sarkis asked Steve Schellenberg if he expects any impacts regarding the recent Amazon 
Cincinnati announcement.  Steve stated that he thinks the reason Amazon did what they did in 
Cincinnati may be related to their relationship with DHL. They may be relying on DHL planes or 
services that they don’t have to move goods affordably until they can get their distribution to 
scale. He doesn’t see any risk to our forecasts because our work here is in a different silo. It 
would have been nice to have Amazon Prime airplanes here but it is unlikely because of the 
short trucking distance between here and Cincinnati. (David Whitaker agreed and said there are 
conversations where the international services at LCK may be able to be used with Amazon)   

 Phil commented on meeting with the military during this visit.  The discussion was related to 
accounting for planned military improvements as part of the overall master plan.   
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Next Steps/Action Items 
Phil reviewed the next steps for the project and asked for feedback on the draft facility requirements by 
June 2. He thanked SAC participants for attending. He adjourned at 5 p.m. 
 
Meeting Participants 
There were 28 participants at the meeting.  
Ann Aubrey   City of Columbus Department of Public Utilities 
Rod Borden   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Mike Bradley   Central Ohio Transit Authority 
Lt Col Daryl Brezina  Ohio Air National Guard 
Adrian Burns   Columbus Region Logistics Council 
Franklin Christman  Village of Ashville 
Kristen Easterday   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Charlie Goodwin  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Eric Hensley   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Mark Kelby   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Lisa LaMantia   Central Ohio Transit Authority 
Tim Layne   LCK ATCT  
Dina Lopez   Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Rory McGuiness  City of Columbus 
William Murdock  Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Joe Ortega   Ohio Department of Transportation 
Brian Sarkis   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Jim Schimmer   Franklin County 
Bryan Schreiber  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
David Wall   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Thea Walsh   Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Christie Ward   Village of Lockbourne 
David Whitaker  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
 
The following were unable to attend the meeting: 
Stacey Boumis  Village of Obetz 
Susan Brobst   Madison Township (Franklin Co.)  
Katy Delaney   FAA Detroit Airports District Office 
Dave Delaney   MAST (L Brands) 
David Dennis   ODOT Aviation 
Casey Denny   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Mary Ann Elliott  Harrison Township 
Amy Elsea   Pickaway County Chamber of Commerce 
Mark Gialluca   Duke Realty 
Jeff Green   City of Groveport 
Lucas Haire   City of Canal Winchester 
Dan Heronemus Forward Air 
Marlin Horner   FedEx 
Dave Kelly   State of Ohio/Adjutant Generals Department 
Kenny McDonald  Columbus 2020 
Barry Payne   CMH ATCT  
CDR Chris Peppel  Navy/Marine Reserve Center 
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Mike Pompura   UPS 
Cpt Thomas Race  Ohio Army National Guard 
Hannah Reed   City of Columbus 
Tory Richardson  CRAA 
Elaine Roberts  CRAA 
Ryan Scribner   Pickaway Progress Partnership 
Ike Stage   City of Grove City 
Connie Swoyer Madison Township (Pickaway Co.) 
Rick Szabrak   Fairfield County 
Bryant  Thomas  Norfolk Southern 
Lt. Col. Kenneth Voris  Ohio Air National Guard 
Kevin Wheeler   City of Columbus 
Jeff Zimmerman  Columbus Chamber 
 
Project Team Participants 
The following team members were present at the meeting: 
Phil Jufko   Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Marie Keister    Engage Public Affairs 
Lori Duguid    Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Mike Kotlow   Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Steve Schellenberg  IMS Worldwide Inc. 
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Rickenbacker International Airport Master Plan Update  
Stakeholder Advisory Committee (SAC) / MORPC Meeting #4 
 
July 27, 2017 - 2 p.m. to 4 p.m. 
Obetz Government Center 
4175 Alum Creek Drive, Obetz, Ohio 43207 
 
Meeting Summary 
 
Meeting Purpose 
 Project Updates 
 Alternatives Analysis 
 Project schedule 
 Next steps/action items 
 Discussion 

 
Opening Remarks 
David Wall (CRAA) convened the meeting and thanked everyone for attending. Phil Jufko (Michael 
Baker International) reviewed the agenda and laid out the purpose of the day’s meeting. 
 
MORPC’s 2018 Rickenbacker Area Comprehensive Study Update 
Dina Lopez (MORPC) provided updates regarding: 
 Transportation Update 

o Draft of existing conditions 
o Seeking input from stakeholders on project evaluation criteria 
o GREAT survey to occur in November  

 Economic Development Update 
o Interviews with economic development stakeholders and other experts being scheduled 
o Continuing to monitor opportunities to fund improvements to expand Alum Creek Drive 

 Housing Update 
o Developer interviews underway 
o Developer survey drafted and under review 
o Market rent analysis mapping of results 

 Water Infrastructure Update 
o Data gathering on water and sewer capacity of mains, age/condition, and break 

locations 
o Follow-up with stakeholders regarding water agreements 

 Energy/Broadband Update 
o Draft of Franklin County Energy Baseline Study due in early August 
o Public comment period from 8/14 to 9/13 on draft study 

 Next Steps 
o Conducting a study on area population and employment trends 
o Approaching land developers to better understand housing development constraints 
o Conducting a GREAT riders survey in November. 
o Next set of working group meetings to be held in Groveport. 

 



 

                    

Thursday, June 15, 2017  2 

Thea Walsh (MORPC) also mentioned that they would be hosting the Ohio Conference on Freight 
during August 2-4.   
 
A one-page summary handout of MORPC activities was provided.  There were no questions or 
comments for MORPC. 

 
Airport Master Plan – Alternatives Analysis 
Phil provided an overview of the facility requirements and procedures, and discussed facility needs 
related to the following areas:
 airfield design 
 runway configuration requirements 
 airfield analysis 
 taxiway concepts 
 terminal issues 
 peak activity 
 ticketing 
 security checkpoint 
 security screening 
 public waiting 
 terminal concepts 
 secure passenger holding 

 proposed terminal floor plans 
 landside issues 
 curbfront 
 potential curbfront solutions 
 parking/access 
 air cargo 
 proposed cargo facility concepts 
 general aviation 
 aviation hangar concepts 
 multi-tenant facility 
 utilities 
 land area 

 
Questions/comments: 
 During the Taxiway Concepts discussion, it was asked whether the FAA has updated or 

changed standards.  Phil replied that as currently designed, Rickenbacker’s taxiways need to be 
addressed to meet the latest standards.  The full length parallel taxiway, “A”, does not meet the 
latest standards. 

 Following a review of six Terminal Concepts, SAC members were invited to provide their 
thoughts on these potential plans for the first and second floors of the passenger terminal. 

o Ike Stage (Grove City) mentioned that the restroom size has not been enlarged and 
noted the lackluster conditions of the restrooms during peak periods. Phil mentioned that 
the team would be looking into this but the restrooms were sufficiently sized based on 
standards and other similar sized airports. Phil mentioned that the lighting is dim and 
brighter lights may improve conditions. Dave Whitaker (CRAA) mentioned they would 
take note of the cleanliness of the restrooms. Ike also liked the addition of a retail store 
on the second level. 

o Christie Ward (Lockbourne) didn’t realize there were restrooms on the first level and 
mentioned that the baggage claim area is a wasted space. Phil stated that the baggage 
claim area is a shared space with U.S. Customs.  As a result, sizing requirements 
identified in the master plan for both the baggage claim area and the adjacent customs 
and security operations were considered when determining the space needs for the 
area. 

o Mike Bradley (COTA) asked if this plan was for the next 5 years, and had heard that the 
passenger forecast is increasing (in regard to terminal space for passengers). Phil 
replied that the plan is for 20 years and concurred that the forecast shows an increase in 
passengers but the sizing of the terminal is based upon accommodating a maximum of 
two aircraft simultaneously during the peak hour conditions.   
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o William Murdock (MORPC) asked about queuing and whether LCK uses a TSA pre-
check? Phil stated that there is not a separate TSA Precheck line; however, Precheck 
passengers are afforded the level of screening associated with this status.   

o Dina Lopez (MORPC) asked what measure would trigger improvements for new/updated 
concessions?  Phil replied that LCK has the recommended space requirements for 
concession areas but it’s more about what space is available. David Whitaker mentioned 
this study will take recommendations as a part of concession area growth. 

o Phil brought up a point that the study will recommend, based on input, whether there 
should be more room for seating versus concessions. If there is adequate seating space 
(not everyone wants to sit down, etc.), an increase in seating will most likely not be 
recommended. Shannetta Griffin (CRAA) asked if there were requirements for circulation 
areas and between rows of seats. Phil replied that yes 10 feet is recommended, but it 
depends on the space and size of the airport. Marie Keister (Engage) asked how far do 
you have to design these concepts, and would the public be able to comment on these? 
Phil mentioned that yes they would obtain feedback on these concepts and refine the 
concept for a recommendation. Dave Wall (CRAA) asked if there were standards for 
circulation and Phil replied the 10 feet is tied to these industry standards.  Some airports 
have 8-foot circulation areas while others might have 20 feet. Phil mentioned that unless 
we expand the terminal structure, we will be working with 10-foot circulation corridors. 
The outcome of the study will help find a balance.  In addition, CRAA administration, 
TSA and CRAA public safety spaces could be relocated to free up space. 

o Dave Wall asked if the type of passengers using LCK (i.e. recreational vs. business 
traveler) check luggage more often or carry on. Phil said most people check their 
baggage.  

o Jim Schimmer (Franklin County) mentioned the need for more intimate areas for 
business travelers and asked if passengers at LCK were mostly business or recreational 
travelers? Phil replied that most were recreational travelers and Dave Whitaker added 
this number is about 95 percent of travelers. Jim also mentioned he liked terminal 
concept 6 the best.  Jim suggested removing seating on each of the four corners of this 
area. 

o Christie Ward also preferred concept 6 but mentioned the need for a children’s area (to 
walk around, etc.). William also mentioned the need for a children’s area. 

o Ike was confused that the concepts had different seating capacity. Phil mentioned that 
there wasn’t a set number but the concepts show that the seating capacity could vary 
depending on the spaces used. Phil also stated that all of the concepts exceed the 
recommended seating for the size of the terminal. It was also discussed the peak 
capacity might be different in 20 years. 

o Dina asked if the concessions areas would be primarily food based? Phil said not 
necessarily.  

o Mike Bradley mentioned he liked how concept 6 is more open compared to other 
concepts; while Franklin Christman (Ashville) said this concept has a better future use. 

o Presently, the LCK terminal experiences peak conditions (two aircraft at terminal) 3-4 
times per week.  This could increase to 5-7 times per week.  The presence of CRAA 
public safety personnel on the curbfront helps, but doesn’t entirely solve the curbfront 
congestion. 

 During the terminal curbfront discussion, Mike Bradley asked if there were any thoughts about 
delivering passengers to LCK by transit. Phil suggested that a proposed addition of a vehicle 
lane could accommodate a COTA bus drop off zone. Mike wasn’t sure if transit is warranted yet 
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for a service to LCK, but thought it was important to consider a space for this service in the 
future.    

 
During the discussion, Steve Schellenberg (IMS Worldwide, Inc.) provided an overview of cargo facility 
requirements. Steve highlighted there has been a lot of success and total cargo is up worldwide by 66 
percent. LCK has experienced 247% growth in exports year over year.  He also mentioned that the 
freight community understands the importance of LCK, as they can’t get their product through other 
gateways fast enough, compared with the advantages of LCK. Four air cargo concepts were shown 
and discussed.  One guiding principle is the cargo facilities and functions need to be aggregated as 
close together as possible.  Development of the south side of the airport for air cargo should be delayed 
as long as possible due to significant costs and due to significant tug travel time to existing facilities. 

 
Questions/comments: 
 Casey Denny (CRAA) asked how long existing facilities will provide current capacity before 

updates/additional facilities are needed? Steve stated that the current facility will support growth 
until 2023 based on the application of the ratios from ACRP.  However, cargo flow and industry 
sectors could impact and drive demand sooner.   

 Mike Bradley asked how/where the aircraft currently fuel? Steve said there are hydrant fuel lines 
underground and multiple pits where planes can refuel next to the cargo buildings. Mike also 
asked how much infrastructure is needed, and what’s the next step in replacing this 
infrastructure? Steve replied that this will be compiled in the analysis and is based on forecasts, 
the location/size of the cargo facilities recommended, best scenarios, costs and impacts. Steve 
said that LCK will run out of capacity by 2025 without any new cargo buildings. These facilities 
would need to be expanded in 2021-22 to prevent any gaps by 2025. Everything in the 
recommended schedule of the study is based on when the capacity/function of the buildings 
expire.  After the full buildout of ACT 5, 7 – 100,000 sf buildings are needed to accommodate 
the forecasted demand during the planning period.  

 Steve also mentioned that each of the new proposed buildings will give LCK an extra 100,000 
square feet of cargo capacity. Based on trends, we will exceed an already aggressive growth 
pattern and will need to build more cargo facilities at LCK.  The current forecast is based on 
dry/bulk cargo projections and does not anticipate new requirements for cold, food or other 
specialized cargo.  The forecast was created using 100,000 SF buildings so that the economic 
impact could be applied from ACT 5, however, as larger facilities may be easier to construct, 
they should still be in increments of 100,000 SF.  Also, the reason for this size is so that CRAA 
can use the architectural renderings for each building to save construction costs.  Changes are 
only required in topography or foundation/slab if the same model for construction is kept from 
building to building.  There was also post-meeting discussion on the options for the eastern 
perimeter of the airport given the possibility of relocating general aviation facilities and utilizing 
this space to accommodate larger cargo facilities. 

 Jim Schimmer asked if there is any new technologies that we should consider in the future, 
vertical takeoff, drones, etc.  Steve stated no, but increased automation and material handling in 
the future could impact the throughput of cargo in the facilities and thus impact the schedule for 
new facility requirements.   

 
Phil then reviewed two general aviation concepts and noted these were based on market demand.  
Itinerant military aircraft could become a user of the FBO.  The general aviation area north of the FBO 
is a much better location than the south side of the airfield, however placement of an MRO at this site is 
limited and may be best located on the south side of the airfield. Ike Stage asked if Bolton Field was 
maxed out, in regard to space.  Phil replied that that facility isn’t maxed out.   
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 Cargo Concept 1C (not included in the packets) was a variation on Cargo Concept 1A 
presented to receive feedback from the SAC. 

 50,000 SF for storage of equipment is depicted but will be reduced to approximately 35,000 SF 
due to user input. 

 Cargo Concept 2 requires demolition and some additional lead time than other alternatives. 
 Steve believes the 60% threshold will be met next summer for dock space. 

 
Phil summarized the refined Passenger Terminal Alternatives and noted the following:   
 CRAA has moved forward some of the baggage and TSA screening recommendations. 
 The terminal alternatives include improved passenger queuing, seating areas and concessions. 
 Terminal Concepts 3 and 6 are the preferred alternatives by the team. 
 Restrooms meet the forecasted facility requirements and no additional restroom facilities are 

recommended.  CRAA is addressing the other items raised at the last TAC meeting.  
 The report gives a good comparison table of passenger needs. 
 The study also looks at the terminal investment w/ the carrier or without the current carrier.  

 
Dave noted there is only one carrier at Rickenbacker, so there isn’t necessarily a one size fits all 
answer to address passenger needs.  He also noted that CRAA needs to consider phased, incremental 
approaches and be cautious in how they move forward since passenger airline needs can change very 
quickly. 
 
Phil covered the general aviation and support facility needs and noted the following: 
 Both general aviation concepts still have room for future growth. 
 Airplane Design Groups (ADG) I and II are accommodated and consideration of ADG III aircraft 

could be accommodated with some alterations.  
 The study is basing the fuel storage needs on historical use (5 days of storage). This is due to 

the strong local supply chain of fuel available in the area. 
 Phil presented the airport maintenance facility development options. 

 
Phil stated that the planning team has studied the existing utilities serving the area and noted that the 
south side of the airport is under served. 
 
Questions/Answers 
 
 Q1 – During the presentation of the Runway Configuration Analysis, Casey Denny asked if 

there was distinction between removal of pavement and abandoning the pavement? Phil replied 
that if there is confusing geometry for pilots, we would remove it.  There are some sections that 
would be removed.  Leaving it in place reduces cost.  Dave Wall asked Phil to explain the 
difference between removing pavement verses abandon in FAA terms. 

 
 Q2 - Dave asked Phil to explain the hydrant fuel system. Phil explained that it is a network of 

underground piping to the aircraft parking positions.  The fuel is currently stored in underground 
tanks located in area 12. The study recommends the below ground tanks be replaced with 
above ground tanks. 
 

 Q3 - Marie asked the group if the plan is going in the right direction? The attendees nodded yes.   
 

 Q4 - Key in the land use figure needs to be corrected on areas 21 and 22. 
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 Q5 - Is the airport property line correct as depicted.  Phil responded that the property boundary 
is in the process of being updated as part of the Exhibit A component of the Study. Future 
exhibits will reflect the changes.   
 

 Q6 – Are the areas depicted on the airport master plan consistent with the MORPC study 
goals?  MORPC stated that they are comparing the airport master plan forecast with the study 
area needs and feel they agree.  
 

 Q7 - Does MORPC place a bubble around the airport and defer to the airport master plan? The 
CRAA staff are part of the MORPC study team and participate in the MORPC meetings, so they 
feel they are consistent with the airport master plan.  
 

 Q8 - Current access to our surrounding communities is based on utilities investments and the 
airport is not on the current utilities loop, so will this be addressed?  Both studies are taking this 
into consideration and will make investment recommendations in the implementation phases of 
the studies. 

 
 Q9 - What is the big change to the need for additional cargo space before 2020?  The cargo mix 

has rapidly changed at LCK and the need for additional dock space has increased.  Comparison 
of cargo holding time at LCK is far less than other markets and is the LCK advantage.  Three 
times the exports are being handled at LCK and packages can come 3 weeks in advance of 
exporting.  

 
 Q10 - Dave stated that LCK has one passenger air carrier.  The terminal will be phased and 

alterations will be cautiously considered due to the nature of the airline industry. 
 

 Q11 - Christie Ward (Village of Lockbourne) asked if there is anything in the plan to include a 
service counter in the terminal? The rental car services will be handled by kiosks as noted in the 
alternative. 
 

 Q12 - Marie asked attendees to distribute post cards for the public meeting next week.  There 
were no additional questions.   

 
 Q13 - Marie asked MORPC if they are taking steps in the area-wide Master Plan to ensure that 

any new residential housing is located far enough away from the airport to minimize future 
complaints about airport noise. Maria Schaper responded that MORPC’s economic forecasts 
consider these development constraints. Dave Wall added that he is responsible for ensuring 
noise compatibility at Columbus Regional Airport Authority and serves on the Housing 
Committee to ensure this issue is kept in mind. Stacy Boumis from Obetz said any new housing 
would only go where there are sewer/water utilities, which should keep new housing 
development away from the airport at Rickenbacker.  

 
 Q14 - Brian Sarkis (CRAA) asked why the forecast increased so much since July and why a 

new cargo facility is needed in 2019 instead of 2023 as discussed then? Steve responded that 
Rickenbacker has already eclipsed this year’s forecast, so Steve had to adjust the data 
accordingly. The reason Columbus is being so successful is because cargo throughput here is 
in hours, not days, as in other areas around the country. Also, as exports are taking off, the 
potential growth continues to expand and it is difficult to know what the impact will be.  By 2021 
Amazon is going to be 50% of e-commerce in the US and the supply chain is getting more and 
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more compressed. Rickenbacker needs to have a plan in place to monitor the numbers closely 
and to be able to respond with new capacity quickly. Brian Schreiber (CRAA) added that, unlike 
imports that move through Columbus within hours, exports have to sit under a roof and occupy 
space, which means we need to plan for that. 

 
 Q15 - Marie asked CRAA how they prepare for the more urgent need to build a new cargo 

handling facility.  Do you build a speculative building? CRAA indicated they were looking into 
these issues and talking with potential development partners so they can respond quickly when 
needed. 
 

Next Steps/Action Items 
Phil reviewed the next steps and thanked SAC participants for attending. He adjourned at 4 p.m. 
 
The public information meeting #2 is September 21st.  The next SAC meeting (#6) is scheduled for 
Tuesday, November 21st.  
 
Meeting Participants 
There were 18 participants at the meeting.  
Stacey Boumis  Village of Obetz 
Franklin Christman  Village of Ashville 
Casey Denny   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Mark Gialluca   Duke Realty 
Charlie Goodwin  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Shannetta Griffin  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Mark Kelby   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Lisa LaMantia   Central Ohio Transit Authority 
Tim Layne   LCK ATCT  
William Murdock  Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Cpt Thomas Race  Ohio Army National Guard 
Hannah Reed   City of Columbus 
Tory Richardson  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Brian Sarkis   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Bryan Schreiber  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
David Wall   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Thea Walsh   Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Christie Ward   Village of Lockbourne 
 
The following 3 participants attended the meeting on behalf of another SAC member: 
Maria Schaper   Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission (on behalf of Dina Lopez) 
Jenny Snapp   Franklin County (on behalf of Jim Schimmer) 
Phil Ashear   Franklin County (on behalf of Jim Schimmer) 
 
The following were unable to attend the meeting: 
Ann Aubrey   City of Columbus Department of Public Utilities 
Ben Bitler   Madison Township (Pickaway Co.) 
Rod Borden   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Mike Bradley   Central Ohio Transit Authority 
Lt Col Daryl Brezina  Ohio Air National Guard 
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Susan Brobst   Madison Township (Franklin County)  
Adrian Burns   Columbus Chamber 
Katy Delaney   FAA Detroit Airports District Office 
Dave Delaney   MAST (L Brands) 
David Dennis   ODOT Aviation 
Kristen Easterday   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Mary Ann Elliott  Harrison Township 
Amy Elsea   Pickaway County Chamber of Commerce 
Jeff Green   City of Groveport 
Lucas Haire   City of Canal Winchester 
Eric Hensley   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Kevin Hill   Forward Air 
David Kelly   State of Ohio/Adjutant Generals Department 
Dina Lopez   Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Kenny McDonald  Columbus 2020 
Rory McGuiness  City of Columbus – Dept. of Development 
Scott Messer   City of Columbus – Building and Zoning Services 
Joe Ortega   Ohio Department of Transportation  
Barry Payne   CMH ATCT  
CDR Chris Peppel  Navy/Marine Reserve Center 
Mike Pompura   UPS 
Elaine Roberts  CRAA 
Rob Sage   FedEx 
Jim Schimmer   Franklin County 
Ryan Scribner   Pickaway Progress Partnership 
Ike Stage   City of Grove City 
Rick Szabrak   Fairfield County 
Bryant  Thomas  Norfolk Southern 
Lt. Col. Kenneth Voris  Ohio Air National Guard 
Kevin Wheeler   City of Columbus 
David Whitaker  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
 
Project Team Participants 
The following team members were present at the meeting: 
Lori Duguid    Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Phil Jufko   Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Marie Keister    Engage Public Affairs 
Steve Schellenberg  IMS Worldwide, Inc. 
Paul Strack   Michael Baker International, Inc. 
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Rickenbacker International Airport Master Plan Update  
Stakeholder Advisory Committee (SAC) / MORPC Meeting #6 
 
March 15, 2018, 9:30 to 11:30 a.m.  
Rickenbacker International Airport – Rickenbacker Aviation  
7250 Star Check Drive Columbus, OH 43217 
 
Meeting Summary 
 
Meeting Purpose 
 Project updates 
 Alternatives refinement 
 Implementation plan 
 Schedule/next steps 
 Discussion 

 
Opening Remarks 
Dave Wall (Columbus Regional Airport Authority) and Phil Jufko (Michael Baker International) 
convened the meeting and thanked everyone for attending. Introductions were made around the room. 
Phil reviewed the agenda and purpose of the meeting. 
 
MORPC’s 2018 Rickenbacker Area Comprehensive Study Update 
William Murdock and Dina Lopez (MORPC) provided updates and findings regarding: 
Housing and Transportation Index:  Analysis is still in progress; next step is to compare the 
housing/transportation burden in this area with regional and state data per request of the advisory 
group. 
 
Placemaking Corridors Update:  Locations within the area need a better sense of place – which 
includes lighting and sidewalks, etc. MORPC is defining corridors that would make most sense to focus 
on for placemaking. They have identified places people may want to walk or bike to. Alum Creek Dr. 
has emerged as a priority corridor and MORPC will show examples of placemaking at the public 
meeting and ask the public what they would like to see. 
 
Economic Development Interviews:  Through their outreach land developers, economic development 
professionals, and local leaders told MORPC they are very excited about the potential for growth 
around Rickenbacker and participating in that. MORPC identified needs of better/ongoing workforce 
access, workforce training, need for mixed use development, better lighting and concerns about 
congestion as development in the area increases. 
 
GREAT On-board Survey Results:  The Groveport Rickenbacker Employee Access Transit (GREAT) 
provides COTA riders last mile connections (a shuttle) to employers in the area. MORPC surveyed 
riders on one day. They determined many people travel from the south side of the region, which aligns 
with other research. Riders express concerns about their safety walking from shuttle to/from job, 
importance of timeliness and availability of service. Many have two jobs. MORPC also observed people 
riding the shuttle with suitcases and personal belongings because they live in homeless shelters and 
have to carry everything with them. Link to full results at: 
http://www.morpc.org/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/GREAT-Survey-Results.pdf. 

http://www.morpc.org/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/GREAT-Survey-Results.pdf
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Mobility Hub Concept:  In discussions with Groveport, Obetz and others, MORPC identified interest for 
a mobility hub. The gas station that people use to connect with GREAT was not meant for how it’s 
being used. So MORPC identified the need to create a hub for bus, shuttles, bike racks, pedestrian 
access and other amenities. This will be one of the strongest recommendations in their report. MORPC 
will identify possible criteria but not a location yet.  
 
Transportation Project Priorities:  MORPC identified transportation project priorities to facilitate freight 
movement, workforce and housing choices. These priorities can be found at the following URL: 
http://www.morpc.org/program-service/rickenbacker-area-study/ under the Transportation sub-head 
and following the links “November 7, 2017 Meeting Materials Part 1” and “Part 2”. 
 
Airport Master Plan – Alternatives Refinement 
Phil summarized needs/recommendations for the following: 
 Airfield Design: Needs were recapped. 
 Overview: Runway improvements, terminal improvements, maintenance, repair and overhaul 

facility, and new facilities are recommended.  
 Airfield Recommendations: Improvements on both runways, primarily on the inboard runway: 

additional width and shoulders, increased blast pads, and pavement reconstruction. 
 Land Use Recommendations: Military base is not part of the detailed planning but we consider 

it, when addressing surface access and airfield accessibility issues. A key area of attention: 
areas where we can develop to support more cargo growth, airport maintenance, aircraft 
maintenance, area for public viewing (per public comment), preserving areas closest to runway 
to maintain access and room for warehousing to support future development needs. Some 
areas are very well suited for development because utilities are already in place. But there are 
minimal utilities on the south side of the airport.  
 

Questions/comments: 
 How are runways built? (Runways are constructed of asphalt and aprons are mostly 

constructed of concrete.) 
 

Steve Schellenberg (IMS Worldwide, Inc.) gave an update on cargo forecasts and recommended cargo 
facilities. He explained that he addressed a group of around 100 stakeholders earlier this week at a 
Columbus Region Logistics Council event, summarizing these findings and the vision. It was very well-
received by these cargo movers and experts. Steve reviewed the following topics: 
 Summarized rapid growth since 2013 and how all of this contributes to the cargo moving 

through Rickenbacker. 
 We continue to predict aggressive air cargo growth, which will drive the need for more facilities 

as early as 2024. This is a great problem to have: but we need the buildings in place to ensure a 
quick speed to market and do a careful dance to make the right investments at the right time to 
serve the rapidly changing market.  

 1.8 billion pounds to be delivered within the forecast, which means 700,000 sq. ft. of building 
space is needed to accommodate the new freight inside the fence. This doesn’t include the 
needs outside the fence. This will affect MORPC’s work: getting employees, trucks, delivery 
vans in and out of Rickenbacker area. 

http://www.morpc.org/program-service/rickenbacker-area-study/


 

                    

Tuesday, May 1, 2018  3 

 Individual ecommerce supply chains will increase by 18 to 25 percent per year over next 3 
years, accordingly to DHL. That equates to 65 billion boxes being delivered to consumers in 
2018. This is cross border individual packages – not Amazon. We need to be prepared for the 
increase in freight: speed to market in ecommerce is more critical than ever. Our guiding 
principle is to keep freight support (facilities) close to the runway to ensure speed to market. 

 Disclaimer: this is a 20-year plan so it will take some time to play out. 
 We recommend a runway system with precision instrument capability with a full length parallel 

taxiway that allows aircraft to land in low visibility weather conditions. This enables airplanes to 
turn around quickly. Having redundancy in runways provides air customers more confidence in 
using our airport. 

 We also recommend development south of the airfield to accommodate future growth (as 
demand warrants). This development would include a new Maintenance, Repair and Overhaul 
Facility (MRO) to serve larger aircraft. There are some environmental challenges in this area, as 
there are wetlands. We have noted those in the report. Also, utilities are not in place yet, 
although there are plans for future improvements here. This is why this recommendation is 
placed in the latter 10 years of the 20-year plan. This also allows room for non-aviation 
development (i.e. a large manufacturer).  

 Phasing plan:  
o ACT 5 Area Development – 150,000 SF total 
o ACT 2 Area Development – 200,000 SF total (longer lead time – have to remove some 

legacy buildings) 
o Air Cargo Development (Northeast) – 400,000 SF total 
o Air Cargo Development (South) – 600,000 SF total (at least 10 years out but preserving 

space) 
 We propose removing three legacy buildings to accommodate a new 200,000 sq. ft. building in 

the ACT 2 Area location. This keeps freight as close to the north side of the airport as possible 
to maintain freight efficiencies. This plan keeps aircraft proximity to convenient fueling. 

 
Questions/comments: 
 Have you accounted for FAA NextGen improvements? (Phil: we are following that but FAA 

doesn’t have many specifics yet for LCK. Dave: we are working with the FAA on the NextGen 
process, particularly on John Glenn International, and making sure FAA understands the 
importance of Rickenbacker and the types of operations that use the facility. We have not seen 
any specific ground-based requirements so far but think we are generally in alignment.) 

 Is the projection of 2024 based on a steady flow of cargo? (Charlie Goodwin: We are seeing 
some peaking patterns and already seeing the ACT 5 building stressed today, so we may need 
expansion before 2024. Steve: you may be able to ease that with some different sequencing 
and diversions, but yes, you will need to have well-thought out choreography to address the 
needs. The challenge is that you have some imports that have a longer dwell time – sitting on 
your floor longer. If you get more exports you may be challenged more quickly than predicted 
here.) 

 Is there a general rule of thumb of how many people would work in a warehouse facility 
based on amount of cargo being moved? (Steve: There are some guidelines but it depends 
on the mix of cargo and how things are changing so quickly. The more ecommerce you have 
coming through here the more sophisticated cargo handling you may need, so this may mean 
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more technology. Right now there is manual-intensive work to prepare cargo for being on an 
aircraft. Brian Schreiber: The current workforce is 50-60 in a 100,000 sq. ft. building.) 

 Do these numbers also include new technologies and robots in moving packages in and 
out? (Steve: There are two ways to answer: 1) If I’m a retailer I want to do the work in my 
house, not at the cargo building. I want to get that cargo on a truck and to my building outside 
the fence. 2) If you have a lot of retailers you may need to sort, and then you’ll need automation 
– like a FedEx operation.)  

 Do you suspect this will be a public sector development scenario or is there an 
opportunity for private sector? (Steve: ACT 5, built in 2016, was a public private partnership, 
and expansion is likely to be the same in that building. CRAA will decide this. Dave: CRAA 
would look for partnerships; unlikely we would fund 100%. All opportunities are on the table for 
discussion at this point. Casey: If the private sector can do it, that would be our first preference. 
We tend to support the infrastructure to and from the buildings.) 

 Is there any difference in wages in these facilities vs other warehouses around 
Rickenbacker? Is it more highly skilled? (Steve: We may be able to find a benchmark today 
but don’t know where it will be in five years. There will be a lot of competition for labor as this 
grows. The Columbus Chamber, to their credit, has been named to lead a workforce 
development initiative. If there is a shortage of labor the rates will go up.)  

 On the MRO facility, that could happen quickly if an aircraft carrier wants one right away. 
Eric Hensley (CRAA) suggests we consider locating it closer to existing utilities and 
infrastructure. Also, we’ll need another fuel farm if that south area continues to 
development.  

 
Phil summarized the refined Passenger Terminal Recommendations.  
 Expected peak activity: two Airbus 320 aircraft simultaneously on ground at same time. Thus, 

identified some current facility weaknesses. As we identified improvements during the planning 
process CRAA has already started implementing them. Some additional improvements related 
to queuing, public waiting areas, and security checkpoints are recommended.  

 Parking is now adequate due to recent improvements. We also recommend an additional lane 
to the terminal curb front and designated space for rental car parking. 

 
Questions/comments: 
 Does this allow for the case when you have a flight delay and end up having a plane 

unloading while another is loading, there is a lot of cross traffic. You could have two 
trying to deplane at same time as two inbound trying to deplane. (Phil: we considered two 
planes and have allotted for flow, baggage, passenger seating, and concessions. Sometimes 
we’ve seen three plane loads of people waiting in the terminal because of weather delays, but 
that is worst case scenario.) 

 
Phil then discussed General Aviation and Support Facilities. 
 Master plan accommodates private, general aviation traffic, and support facilities including fuel, 

maintenance storage and other maintenance facilities 
 
Questions/comments: 
 Casey: as we are doing these sites, obviously we won’t do things exactly as drawn, right? 

You’ve proved that the fuel site works in this configuration but it could go elsewhere. This plan 
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allows us to plan and preserve land – but we can change plans later based on specific needs. Is 
that correct? (Phil: Yes. The plan could be followed closely or could change quite a bit during 
design/engineering. A Master Plan doesn’t drill down into too much design level detail but to 
identify issues/opportunities so there are no surprises later on.) 

 
Phil then reviewed the following topics: roadways, UAS/drones, noise contours and the implementation 
plan. Commentary on each are listed below. 
 Roadway: Rickenbacker Parkway Extension layout now minimizes residential impacts, 

supports aeronautical and non-aeronautical development and preserves the runway protection 
zone near the end of Runway 23L. 

 UAS/Drones: Here is information to respond to Jim Schimmer’s question at the last SAC 
meeting regarding planning for drones. Today we’re not allowed to operate drones/UAS at LCK 
without special permission from FAA. However, we have plenty of apron area at airport that 
could meet that need in the future. As we see rules change we are confident we have existing 
pavement that would be suitable for UAS activity. We are seeing other airports building hangars 
for larger UAS vehicles, which can be very large. (Jim: I brought this up because I always worry 
about a future BRAC process. Preserving the ability to serve that market in the future is the 
desire. Also, I think UAS vehicles will be more involved in logistics in the future, so I just want to 
be sure we can accommodate it. (Phil: The plan accommodates for this but won’t go into detail 
since there are so many unknowns right now. Dave: We will ensure we don’t preclude options in 
the future. We need to stay as efficient and nimble as possible to be able to adapt however we 
need to. Goal is to preserve the land and infrastructure options for the future.)  

• Noise Contours: The 65 DNL noise contour remains over compatible land uses now and in 
2036. 

• Implementation Plan: Breaking plan into short-term, mid-term and long-term development 
phases.   
 

Next Steps/Action Items 
Phil reviewed the next steps and thanked SAC participants for attending. He adjourned at 11:45 a.m. 
Charlie then offered a tour of the building.  
 
Meeting Participants 
There were 23 participants at the meeting.  
Rod Borden   Columbus Regional Airport Authority  
Mike Bradley   Central Ohio Transit Authority 
Adrian Burns   Columbus Chamber 
Franklin Christman  Village of Ashville 
Casey Denny   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Kristen Easterday   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Brad Foster   Franklin County Engineer’s Office 
Charlie Goodwin  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Jeff Green   City of Groveport 
Shannetta Griffin  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Eric Hensley   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Mark Kelby   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Lisa LaMantia   Central Ohio Transit Authority 
Tim Layne   LCK ATCT  
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Dina Lopez   Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Rory McGuiness  City of Columbus – Dept. of Development 
William Murdock  Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Tory Richardson  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Brian Sarkis   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Jim Schimmer   Franklin County 
Bryan Schreiber  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
David Wall   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Christie Ward   Village of Lockbourne 
 
An additional five (5) participants also attended the meeting: 
Paul Ryan   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Ernest Lee   Resident 
Nadine Lee   Resident 
Jody Clark   Aeroterm 
Jennifer Carter  Aeroterm 
 
The following were unable to attend the meeting: 
Adam Asbury   FedEx 
Ann Aubrey   City of Columbus Department of Public Utilities 
Ben Bitler   Madison Township (Pickaway Co.) 
Stacey Boumis  Village of Obetz 
Lt Col Daryl Brezina  Ohio Air National Guard 
Susan Brobst   Madison Township (Franklin County)  
Katy Delaney   FAA Detroit Airports District Office 
Dave Delaney   MAST (L Brands) 
David Dennis   ODOT Aviation 
Mary Ann Elliott  Harrison Township 
Amy Elsea   Pickaway County Chamber of Commerce 
Mark Gialluca   Duke Realty 
Lucas Haire   City of Canal Winchester 
Kevin Hill   Forward Air 
David Kelly   State of Ohio/Adjutant Generals Department 
Kenny McDonald  Columbus 2020 
Scott Messer   City of Columbus – Building and Zoning Services 
Joe Ortega   Ohio Department of Transportation  
Barry Payne   CMH ATCT  
CDR Chris Peppel  Navy/Marine Reserve Center 
Mike Pompura   UPS 
Cpt Thomas Race  Ohio Army National Guard 
Hannah Reed   City of Columbus 
Ryan Scribner   Pickaway Progress Partnership 
Ike Stage   City of Grove City 
Rick Szabrak   Fairfield County 
Bryant  Thomas  Norfolk Southern 
Lt. Col. Kenneth Voris  Ohio Air National Guard 
Thea Walsh   Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Kevin Wheeler   City of Columbus 
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David Whitaker  Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
 
Project Team Participants 
The following team members were present at the meeting: 
Phil Jufko   Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Mike Kotlow    Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Paul Strack   Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Marie Keister    Engage Public Affairs 
Steve Schellenberg  IMS Worldwide, Inc. 
 
The following were unable to attend the meeting: 
Lori Duguid    Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Nick Hoffman   Engage Public Affairs 
Monica Newhouse  Newhouse & Assoc. 
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Rickenbacker International Airport Master Plan Update  
Public Information Meeting #1 
 
February 22, 2017, 2 p.m. to 4 p.m. and 6 p.m. to 8 p.m. 
Rickenbacker International Airport, Air Cargo Terminal 5  
2893 George Page Jr. Rd. (N. Access Rd.) Columbus, OH 43217  
 
Meeting Summary 
 
Meeting Purpose 
 Let stakeholders know about the study (overview, schedule, and preliminary data findings).  
 Solicit input on residents’ vision and aspirations for Rickenbacker.  
 Ask for feedback on community values that will be used to develop criteria for developing 

alternatives and investment priorities as the study progresses, to the extent possible.  
 
Number of Participants  
There were a total of 47 participants at the public meetings (34 from 2 p.m. to 4 p.m.; and 13 from 
6 p.m. to 8 p.m.) 
 
Project Overview  
The Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) began the Rickenbacker International Airport (LCK) 
Master Plan process in September, 2016 to outline a long range strategic direction consistent with the 
Columbus Region’s goal to be a global logistics leader.  
 
This collaborative effort is running concurrently with the Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission’s 
(MORPC) 2018 Rickenbacker Area Comprehensive Study. The results will be a strategy for assisting 
Central Ohio stakeholders to position and develop the Rickenbacker area as a successful international 
logistics hub.  
 
Both processes are engaging the community and partner organizations to ensure they reflect the great 
thinking of local and national experts and the Columbus Region.  
 
Meeting Overview 
The first public meetings for the Rickenbacker Master Plan were held on February 22, 2017 from 2 p.m. 
to 4 p.m. and 6 p.m. to 8 p.m. at Air Cargo Terminal 5, Rickenbacker International Airport.  The 
meetings were held in an open house format and exhibits were displayed at individual stations around 
the perimeter of the room. Study team members and representatives from CRAA and MORPC were 
available to answer questions and listen to comments. No formal presentation was given.  
 
Exhibits included:  
 Master Plan Process 
 Project Study Area  
 Existing Airport Facilities  
 Existing Land Use  
 Environmental Features  
 Existing Land Use  
 Environmental Features  
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 Historical Activity  
 Aviation Forecasts – Passengers  
 Aviation Forecasts – Cargo  
 MORPC 2018 Rickenbacker Area Comprehensive Study (multiple)  
 Issues and Opportunities Discussion  

 
Members of the business community, public officials and the general public attended one of the two 
sessions offered.  After attendees finished reviewing exhibits and speaking with project representatives, 
comment forms were given to solicit opinions in regards to the Rickenbacker International Airport 
Master Plan. Comments were accepted through March 10, 2017.  
 
Issues, Opportunities Discussion  
Marie Keister (Engage Public Affairs) facilitated an issues and opportunities exercise with public 
meeting participants. The purpose of the exercise was to uncover stakeholders’ needs, perceived 
opportunities and goals for the Rickenbacker International Airport Master Plan, and to help identify and 
inform priority goals during the master plan process. Comments were captured on post-it notes and 
displayed on flip chart pages. A summary of these insights are shown below.  
 

Needs 
Mobility Community Preservation Sustainability 

More drivers More services Proactive planning, but not too 
drastic Connected vehicle infrastructure  

Complete 
streets More housing Not rigid or cookie cutter Electric charging stations for 

vehicles  

More 
walkability 

More affordable 
housing Respect the history  Plans for autonomous vehicles 

 More neighborhoods  Solar panels on buildings 

 More restaurants   

 
Opportunities 

E-commerce cargo Passengers Military 
Collaborate with shippers and 

forwarders Allegiant growth More investment makes it harder 
to BRAC 

More exports via catchment zone More jobs More infrastructure investment 

Alibaba e-commerce Small business opportunities Overall vibrancy 

Fast pass for boxes (speedy 
customs process) 

Export through Rickenbacker 
instead of Chicago   

Customs and border patrol  Observation area with picnic tables  

 
Goals 

Be visionary 



 

                    

Wednesday, February 22, 2017  3 

Comment Forms  
After the open-house style public meeting, comment sheets were handed out to request input. Two 
comment forms were collected and a summary of comments are highlighted below:  
 Request for an observation area; could been seen and/or utilized as a public education initiative  
 Recognition of progressive plan, and shared their hope and support for its’ fruition  

 
Project Team Participants 
The following team members were present at the meeting: 
David Wall   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Mark Kelby   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Marie Keister    Engage Public Affairs 
Phil Jufko   Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Paul Strack   Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Lori Duguid    Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Mike Kotlow   Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Dina Lopez   Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Nick Hoffman   MurphyEpson  
Steve Schellenberg  IMS Worldwide, Inc. 
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Rickenbacker International Airport Master Plan Update  
Public Information Meeting #2 
 
September 21, 2017, 2 p.m. to 4 p.m. and 6 p.m. to 8 p.m. 
Obetz Government Center 
4175 Alum Creek Drive, Obetz, OH 43207 
 
Meeting Summary 
 
Meeting Purpose 
 Share technical findings to date with stakeholders. 
 Solicit public input on preliminary proposals. 
 Begin to focus on investment priorities. 

 
Number of Participants  
Sixty-six people attended the public meetings; 50 from 2 to 4 p.m., and 16 from 6 to 8 p.m. Some 
participants arrived prior to the 6 p.m. start time of the second meeting. 
 
Project Overview  
The Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) began the Rickenbacker International Airport (LCK) 
Master Plan process in September 2016 to outline a long range strategic direction consistent with the 
Columbus Region’s goal to be a global logistics leader.  
This collaborative effort is running concurrently with the Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission’s 
(MORPC) 2018 Rickenbacker Area Comprehensive Study. The results will be a strategy for assisting 
Central Ohio stakeholders to position and develop the Rickenbacker area as a successful international 
logistics hub.  
Both processes are engaging the community and partner organizations to ensure they reflect the great 
thinking of local and national experts and the Columbus Region.  
 
Meeting Overview 
The second series of public meetings for the Rickenbacker Master Plan were held on September 21, 
2017 from 2 to 4 p.m. and 6 to 8 p.m. at the Obetz Government Center. Meetings were held in an open 
house format and exhibits were displayed around the perimeter of the room. Study team members and 
representatives from CRAA and MORPC were available to answer questions and listen to comments. 
No formal presentation was given.  
More than 30 exhibits for both the Rickenbacker Airport Master Plan and MORPC’s 2018 Rickenbacker 
Area Comprehensive Study were on display for public view. These exhibits shared a host of information 
collected for each of the respective studies, ranging from freight forecasting to congested roadways. 
Rickenbacker Airport Master Plan exhibits included: 
 Development Constraints 
 Airfield Pavement Analysis 
 Parallel Taxiway Alternatives 
 Cargo Concept 1A 
 Cargo Concept 1B 
 Cargo Concept 2 
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 Cargo Concept 3 
 Terminal Concepts – Floor 1 
 Terminal Concepts – Floor 2 
 Terminal Access and Parking 
 General Aviation Development Area Concepts 
 Support Facilities 

MORPC’s 2018 Rickenbacker Area Comprehensive Study exhibits included: 
 Study Area Overview 
 Existing Land Use 
 Household Growth 
 Employment 
 Roadway and Freight Facilities 
 Pavement Conditions and Bridges 
 Average Daily Traffic 
 Forecast Traffic Volumes and Growth 
 Traffic Congestion 
 Transit, Bike and Pedestrian 
 Crash Density 
 Economic Development  
 Economic Development Incentive Districts 
 Households 
 Population and Income 
 School Districts and Points of Interest 
 Energy 
 Worker Flows 
 Wetlands and Flood Plains 
 Water Protection 
 Water and Sewer Service 
 Broadband 

Meeting attendees were given two meeting handouts which consisted of a project overview and 
instructions and a comment sheet.  
After attendees reviewed exhibits and spoke with project representatives, they were encouraged to 
complete a comment form (accepted through October 6, 2017). 
 
Exhibit Comments 
At each of the exhibit stations, meeting participants were invited to write down comments and 
suggestions on post-it notes. Thirty-one comments were collected from 11 exhibit boards. A listing of 
these insights is shown, per exhibit board, below.  
 
Project Study Area | Rickenbacker International Airport 
 Thru-trucks are utilizing Canal Road, west of LCK, when they should not be.  
 Canal Road needs “no thru truck” signs. 
 Trucks coming from US 23 are utilizing Canal Road, when they aren’t supposed to. 
 Trucks are repeatedly hitting a low-head bridge at Canal and Vause Roads. 
 Trucks are having to turn around on both east and west sides of Lockbourne. 
 Trucks need to be routed away from downtown Lockbourne 
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 Trucks should take 762 or Duvall Road. 
 Trucks need to be rerouted away from downtown Lockbourne 
 GPS coordination is needed. 

 
Environmental Features | Rickenbacker International Airport 
 Trucks are cutting through small roads (Ashville Pike); need GPS fixed route. 

 
Terminal Access and Parking | Rickenbacker International Airport 
 Lockbourne Road – Existing and new road names should be renamed for the historical 

events and figures surrounding the airport. 
 
Existing Land Use | MORPC 
 More bridges accessing areas south of the Scioto River are needed. There are only four in 

Franklin County. 
 More retail is needed between Canal Winchester and Grove City. 

 
Employment | MORPC 
 “No thru trucks” signage is needed along Walnut Creek Pike. 

 
Transit, Bike and Pedestrian | MORPC 
 We love the nearby Metro Park. 
 Concerned about heavy roadway traffic east of Pontius Road. 
 Would like to see limits on truck traffic along residential roads; a residential buffer needed. 
 Need bike connection to Groveport from Canal Winchester. 
 Sidewalks and/or multi-use path is needed along Lockbourne road, north and south of I-270, 

to get to Hamilton Schools. 
 Need to create trails and bike trails thru Lockbourne along Big Walnut Creek. 

 
Pavement and Bridge Conditions | MORPC 
 A resident of Air Base Road is worried that nearby vacant land will be completely used by 

warehouses; prefers a buffer zone. 
 Would like to see updated water, sewer and high-speed internet lines. 

 
Average Daily Traffic | MORPC 
 Trucks are driving along Shepherd Road and Ashville Pike, roads that are not constructed for 

trucks. 
 Suggest opening Vause Road to local traffic. 

 
Traffic Congestion | MORPC 
 Need a traffic study with a possible roundabout at Williams and Groveport. 
 Trucks are always turning around on Groveport Road in downtown Obetz at railroad bridge 

with 13’3” clearance. The trucks are taking down powerlines. 
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Crash Density | MORPC 
 When showing crash data, need to also check police department logs for unreported crashes. 

The crash data shown here is lower than reality because reports aren’t submitted. 
 Need to stagger work shifts to reduce crashes. 
 Need better signage or a raised railroad bridge at intersection of Canal / Commerce Street; 

Railroad bridge is only 12’12”. 
 
Water and Sewer Service | MORPC 
 Need to check Obetz and Groveport water service areas. 
 Need to show Obetz sewer service area. 

 
Comment Forms  
Four comment forms were collected during the two meetings and a summary of comments are 
highlighted below:  
 Request for a guest speaker for high school students at Groveport Madison High School. 

Respondent teaches a supply chain class and would like an expert to come visit in the future.  
 Respondent thought meeting was well planned and enjoyed the open-house meeting format. 
 Respondent thought displays were interesting and discussion with presenters was helpful. 
 Respondent was very interested in air cargo and walked away feeling fulfilled with responses. 

 
Project Team Participants 
The following team members were present at the meeting: 
David Wall   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Mark Kelby   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Marie Keister    Engage Public Affairs 
Nick Hoffman   Engage Public Affairs / MurphyEpson  
Steve Schellenberg  IMS Worldwide, Inc. 
Phil Jufko   Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Paul Strack   Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Lori Duguid    Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Mike Kotlow   Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Dina Lopez   Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Maria Schaper   Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission  
Terri Flora   Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Jon-Paul d’Aversa  Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Nick Gill   Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Nathaniel Kaelin  Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Thea Walsh   Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Amelia Costanzo  Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Jennifer Noll   Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Aaron Schill   Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Nathan Shay   Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
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Rickenbacker International Airport Master Plan Update  
Public Information Meeting #3 
 
March 15, 2018, 3 p.m. to 7 p.m.  
Obetz Government Center 
4175 Alum Creek Drive, Obetz, OH 43207 
 
Meeting Summary 
 
Meeting Purpose 
 Share draft recommendations with stakeholders. 
 Solicit public input on investment priorities. 

 
Number of Participants  
Eighty-two members of the people signed in and attended the meeting. In addition to the project team 
and MORPC staff, seven additional Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) staff members also 
signed in. 
 
Project Overview  
The Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) began the Rickenbacker International Airport (LCK) 
Master Plan process in September 2016 to outline a long range strategic direction consistent with the 
Columbus Region’s goal to be a global logistics leader.  
This collaborative effort is running concurrently with the Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission’s 
(MORPC) 2018 Rickenbacker Area Comprehensive Study. The results will be a strategy for assisting 
Central Ohio stakeholders to position and develop the Rickenbacker area as a successful international 
logistics hub.  
Both processes are engaging the community and partner organizations to ensure they reflect the great 
thinking of local and national experts and the Columbus Region.  
 
Meeting Overview 
The third and final public meeting for the Rickenbacker International Airport Master Plan Update was 
held on March 15, 2018 from 3 to 7 p.m. at the Obetz Government Center. The meeting was held in an 
open house format and exhibits were displayed around the perimeter of the room. Study team 
members and representatives from CRAA and MORPC were available to answer questions and listen 
to comments. No formal presentation was given.  
Approximately 30 exhibits for both the Rickenbacker Airport Master Plan and MORPC’s 2018 
Rickenbacker Area Comprehensive Study were on display for public view. These exhibits shared a host 
of information collected for each of the respective studies, ranging from air cargo facilities to mobility 
hubs. Exhibits can be found online at: http://rickenbackermasterplan.com/meetings/ and 
http://www.morpc.org/program-service/rickenbacker-area-study/.  
Rickenbacker Airport Master Plan exhibits included: 
 Master Planning Process 
 Project Study Area 
 Existing Airport Facilities 
 Forecast Summary 

http://rickenbackermasterplan.com/meetings/
http://www.morpc.org/program-service/rickenbacker-area-study/


 

                    

April 24, 2018  2 

 Historical Activity 
 Aviation Forecast 
 Preferred Alternative – Overview 
 Air Cargo Facility (ACT 4 Area) 
 Air Cargo Facility (ACT 2 Area) 
 Air Cargo Facility (Northeast Area) 
 South Airfield Development 
 Preferred Terminal Development 
 Terminal Area Development 
 General Aviation and Airport Maintenance Recommendations 
 Aircraft Fuel Storage 
 Rickenbacker Parkway Extension 
 2016 Noise Contours 
 2036 Noise Contours 
 Development Stages and approximate cost ranges 

MORPC’s 2018 Rickenbacker Area Comprehensive Study exhibits included: 
 Introduction to the Rickenbacker Area 
 Rickenbacker Area Study Themes 
 Business Attraction & Retention: Economic Development Findings 
 Workforce Mobility & Safety: Survey of GREAT Riders 
 Workforce Mobility & Safety: Mobility Hub 
 Freight Routing & Access: Characteristics 
 Freight Routing & Access: Identified Road Improvements 
 Workforce Mobility & Safety: Pedestrian & Bicycle Accommodations 
 Technology Innovation: Energy 
 Quality of Life: Household Costs 
 Quality of Life: Nearby Amenities 
 Next Steps for the Rickenbacker Area Study 

Meeting attendees were provided three meeting handouts which consisted of a project overview and 
instructions (CRAA), Rickenbacker Area Study overview (MORPC) and a comment sheet.  
After attendees reviewed exhibits and spoke with project representatives, they were encouraged to 
complete a comment form (accepted through March 30, 2018). 
 
Comment Forms  
Eight comment forms were collected during the meetings and a summary of comments are highlighted 
below:  
 Oregon Rd., Elder Rd. and Lithopolis Rd. should be considered for bicycle and pedestrian 

facilities. 
 Current roadway improvements do not include shoulder improvements and are not friendly to 

bike/ped traffic. 
 What considerations are being made for increased noise from additional flights for existing area 

residents? 
 Meeting information was very detailed; There are lots of potential work opportunities. 
 Consider integrating renewable energy technologies (like solar panels) both to power onsite 

development and surrounding communities. 
 Concerned with major widening of SR 665. Grove City would like to provide input on character 

of any improvements to this corridor. 
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 Plans look great! 
 Reconsider having bike lanes and consider safety first (too many accidents and distracted 

drivers). 
 Need a left turn lane at Groveport Rd. and Bixby Rd. 
 Need expanded COTA service in area with quicker commute times. 
 Concerned about safety, especially preventing plane crashes from happening because of 

additional planes in the air. 
 
Project Team Participants 
The following team members were present at the meeting: 
David Wall   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Mark Kelby   Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
Marie Keister    Engage Public Affairs 
Nick Hoffman   Engage Public Affairs/MurphyEpson  
Steve Schellenberg  IMS Worldwide, Inc. 
Phil Jufko   Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Paul Strack   Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Lori Duguid    Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Mike Kotlow   Michael Baker International, Inc. 
Dina Lopez   Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Maria Schaper   Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission  
Thea Walsh   Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Jon-Paul d’Aversa  Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Eileen Leuby   Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Jennifer Noll   Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Rachael Beeman  Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
Bryan Townley  Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission 
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