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INTRODUCTION 

The Texas Airport System Plan (TASP) is a representation of the 

aviation facilities required to meet the immediate and future air 

transportation needs of the State. It recommends the general location 

and characteristics of new airports and the nature of expansion for 

existing ones. It shows the estimated costs to develop the system and 

relates airport system planning to the economic development and 

environmental goals of the State. This is accomplished in a compre­

hensive planning framework. The TASP incorporates regional system 

planning and provides the basis for definitive and detailed airport 

master planning. 

Airport and Airway Development Act 

The Airport and Airway Development Act of 1970, Section 13, Plan­

ning Grants, authorized the granting of funds to planning agencies for 

airport system plans. The Act defines airport system planning as the 

development for planning purposes of information and guidance to 

determine the extent, type, nature, location, and timing of airport 

development needed in a specific area to establish a viable and 

balanced system of public airports. It includes identification of the 

specific aeronautical role of each airport within the system, develop­

ment of estimates of systemwide development costs, and the conduct of 

such studies, surveys and other planning actions as may be necessary 

to determine the short-, intermediate-, and long-range aeronautical 

demands required to be met by a particular system of airports. 
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Planning Process 

Figure 1 summarizes the airport system planning process followed 

in preparation of the TASP. TASP is a four-phased undertaking. In 

Phd'J(' I Lhc basic study design was formulated. During Phase II, 

analytical procedures were developed for forecasting demand; airport 

needs were identified on the basis of published secondary data; and 

preliminary cost estimates were prepared. Phase II findings were 

reviewed with State Planning Region staffs, airport sponsors and 

operators, and interested citizens. 
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FIGURE 1- TASP PLANNING PROCESS 
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During Phase III, approximately 350 airports were inspected and 

facility records prepared. Aircraft operations were counted at 

approximately 50 general aviation airports. Passenger, cargo, and 

general aviation forecasts were revised to a 1995 time horizon. Air­

port functional and operational roles were identified and forecast. 

Airport development needs and development costs were identified for 

the short-, intermediate-, and long-range planning periods. Findings 

were reviewed with government officials; airport owners, sponsors, 

managers, and fixed base operators; and several hundred private 

citizens during 53 public meetings. Phase III is the Texas input to 

the National Airport System Plan (NASP). 

Phase IV is the initiation of a continuous airport system plan­

ning process. This process is utilized in establishing a planning 

capability to monitor and assess the effects of changes in the many 

variables and issues influencing the plan with the objective of main­

taining a plan responsive to current and forecast conditions. 

Regional System Plans 

The TASP was developed on a planning region basis. The State 

Planning Regions provided a logical means for maintaining the various 

data bases, and the Councils of Government within each planning region 

proved to be an effective mechanism for coordination and review at the 

local level. A separate summary of the TASP was prepared for each 

State Planning Region. 

The portion of the TASP covering the South East Texas and Gulf 

Coast State Planning Regions was prepared by the Houston-Galveston 
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Area Counci 1. This study, "Houston-Ga 1 veston Area Council Airport/ 

Airspace Systems Study," was completed in December, 1973, and has been 

updated by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA). 

The portion of the TASP covering the Texoma and North Central 

Texas State Planning Regions was prepared by the North Central Texas 

Counci 1 of Governments. This study, "North Centra 1 Texas Airport 

System Plan," was completed in March, 1975. 

Figure 2 shows the area covered by these two studies and identi-

fies the 24 State Planning Regions. 
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Coordination 

Planning for the TASP was accomplished through the coordinated 

efforts of federal, state, and local governments. Aviation planners 

from the Albuquerque, Fort Worth, and Houston Federal Aviation Admini­

stration (FAA) Airports District Offices were particularly helpful 

throughout the study, providing many worthwhile suggestions and 

participating in the public meetings. Personnel from the FAA Regional 

Office, Fort Worth, provided many helpful comments throughout the 

entire study. The Councils of Government assisted with arrangements 

for the several meetings held within each State Planning Region, 

coordinated with local government, and reviewed parts of the study as 

they were completed. The Office of the Governor, Division of Plan­

ning Coordination was directly involved with Phase I and Phase II. 

Findings of the TASP are being coordinated with county and metro­

politan transportation plans developed by the State Department of 

Highways and Public Transportation. 

Figure 3 identifies the coordination linkages between state and 

local comprehensive and transportation plans, state and regional air­

port system plans, airport master plans, and the National Airport 

System Plan. 
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FIGURE 3 
FEDERAL-STATE-LOCAL GOVERNMENT COORDINATION 

Goals and Objectives 

Essential for the development of any plan is the identificat·an of 

a goal and objectives to be met by the plan. The basic goal of the 

TASP is to: 

Develop and maintain aviation facilities and a level 

of aviation service by airlines, businesses, and 

individuals which, for the least practicable cost, 

will most effectively meet the social and economic 

goals of Texans. 
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This general goal led to the establishment of the following more 

specific objectives: 

1 Provide reasonable access to scheduled air passenger trans­

portation. 

1 Provide facilities for fast delivery of emergency health 

services and disaster relief. 

• Preserve and develop smaller towns as viable economic and 

social entities by assisting their economic development. 

t Provide facilities to meet the growing aviation demands of 

our metropolitan areas. 

1 Make direct air access possible between isolated communities 

and centers of population. 

• Improve communication and coordination between state and 

local governments. 

• Provide air access to recreational areas. 

EXISTING STATE AIRPORT SYSTEM 

In this section, some background material on airport classifi­

cation and dimensional criteria is provided to assist in interpreting 

the content of the Plan. 

Airport Classification 

The national airport classification system is based on the concept 

that all airports in the system have a functional role -- this role 

being reasonably discernible by the landing facility's current per­

formance, or projected future demand, in terms of level of public 

service (enplaning passengers) and its aeronautical operational density 
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(aircraft operations). This system allows both the current level of 

service and the projected demands to be reflected for development 

purposes. 

System Role 

This role consists of three distinct subsystems of airports 

differentiated by level of public service; i.e., the number of 

enplaning passengers that are, or planned to be, accommodated by the 

airports. Each subsystem is further classified into three levels of 

aeronautical operational density (aircraft operations) for planning 

purposes. Figure 4 shows the "system ro 1 e" hei rarchy and Tab 1 e 1 pro­

vides a summary of the aeronautical activity levels which define these 

system roles. Since all airports within the TASP are not eligible for 

inclusion in the NASP, provision was made for modification of the 

system role heirarchy to more clearly reflect the role of non-NASP 

airports in the TASP. Figure 5 shows the state classification system 

and Table 2 provides a summary of aeronautical activity levels which 

define these systems. 

Operational Role 

To supplement the "system role" classification, a parallel defi­

nition, termed "operational role" classification, has been developed. 

Basically, this method uses the old user group methods of classifi­

cation for general aviation airports, while substratifying air carrier 

user service into three basic groups, dependent on aircraft types. 

These groups are summarized in Tables 3 and 4. For system planning 

purposes, operational groups are presently used for comparison with 
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TABLE 2 
AERONAUTICAL ACTIVITY LEVELS FOR SYSTEM 

ROLE AIRPORT CLASSIFICATION (TASP) 

Airport 
Category 

Primary System 
High Interest 
Medium Interest 
Low Interest 

Secondary System 
High Interest 
Medium Interest 
Low Interest 

Tertiary System 
Medium Interest 
Low Interest 

Source: TTl Analysis 

TASP 
Codes 

TPH 
TPM 
TPL 

TSH 
TSM 
TSL 

TTM 
TTL 

Aeronautical Opera­
tional Density (Annual 
Aircraft Operations) 

20,000 to 50,000 

4,000 to 20,000 

Less than 4,000 
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TABLE 1 
AERONAUTICAL ACTIVITY LEVELS FOR SYSTEM 

ROLE AIRPORT CLASSIFICATION SYSTEM (NASP) 

Airport 
Category 

Primary System 
High Density 
Medium Density 
Low Density 

Secondary System 
High Density 
Medium Density 
Low Density 

Feeder System 
High Density 
Medium Density 
Low Density 

Source: FAA 

(NASP 
Codes} 

(P1) 
(P2) 
(P3) 

(S1) 
(S2) 
(S3) 

( F1) 
(F2) 
(F3) 

Public Service Aeronautical Opera-
Level (Annual tional Density (Annual 

Enplaned Passengers) Aircraft 0 erations 
More than 1,000,000 

50,000 to 1,000,000 

Less than 50,000 
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More than 350,000 
250,000 to 350,000 
Less than 250,000 

More than 250,000 
100,000 to 250,000 
Less than 100,000 

More than 100,000 
20,000 to 100,000 
Less than 20,000 



developmen tal planning standards. Since some airports serve more than 

one operationa l group, allowance is made to record a 11 dominant 11 and 

11 Subordinate 11 role, dependent upon which group has, or is projected to 

accommodate, the most enplaned passengers. 

TABLE 3 
GENERAL AVIATION OPERATIONAL ROLE CODES 

r-------------------------------------------
Aircraft Groups 

Landing Strip 
Bas ic Utility 
General Utility 
Basic Transport 
General Transport 
Helicopter 
STOL 
VTOL 
Seaplane 

Source : FAA 

TABLE 4 

Code 

LS 
BU 
GU 
BT 
GT 
HG 
SG 
VG 
CG 

AIRLINE SERVICE OPERATIONAL CODES 

Airc raft Groups* 

A 
B-747, C-5A, 
DC-8, B-707 , 
VC-10 

B 
B-727, B-737, 
DC-10, L-1011, 
BAC-1-11, DC-9 

c 
L-188, F-27, 
F-227, YS- 11, 
CV-580, M-404 

CERTIFICATED, SCHEDULED CTOL 
AIR CARRIER AIRCRAFT GROUPS 

Length of Haul 

1 - Over 1,500 Miles 
2 - 500-1,500 Miles 
3 - 0-500 Miles 

1 - Over 1,500 Miles 
2 - 500-1,500 Miles 
3 - 0-500 Miles 

1 - NA** 
2 - 500-1,500 Miles 
3 - 0-500 Miles 

*Aircraft are grouped in accordance with genera l runway 
requirements and not by physical size or passenger 
carrying capac ities. 

Code 

A1 
A2 
A3 

B1 
B2 
B3 

C2 
C3 

**These aircraft do not have a haul length over 1,500 miles. 

Source: FAA 
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Airport Design and Dimensional Standards 

The airport design and dimensional standards used in the TASP were 

taken from FAA Advisory Circular 150/5300-4A, for basic utility and 

general utility airports, and FAA Advisory Circular 150/5300-6, for 

basic transport and general transport airports. 

Design and dimensional standards for airports with airline service 

operational role codes are dependent on the critical aircraft using or 

expected to use the airport, the length of haul, and the aircraft 

density (number of operations). Development needs for these airports 

were taken from Airport Master Plans, where available, FAA Joint 

Planning Conference reports, and discussions with individual airport 

managers. 

Utility airports, built without federal financial participation, 

have historically been constructed with low intensity runway lights 

(LIRL). FAA standards require medium intensity runway lights (MIRL) 

on utility airport runways. In developing the TASP, LIRL was specified 

for new or existing utility airports that do not qualify for the NASP. 

For airports that do qualify for the NASP, MIRL was specified for new 

construction and lighting was upgraded to MIRL at existing airports. 

Design and dimensional standards are recommended standards and 

should not be interpreted as absolute requirements in all cases. In 

applying the standards, the expected future role of the airport was 

considered. For example, an airport may have an operational role code 

of general utility for the 1980-1985 planning period, but may be 

constructed initially as a basic utility airport. By considering the 

future role in the initial design, subsequent reconstruction can be 
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minimized. Probably the most critical item is land acquisition . 

Ideally, suff icient land should be purchased initially to accommodate 

the ultimate deve lopment of the airport. 

Typical configurations of basic utility and general utility air­

ports and basic transport airports are shown in Figures 6, 7, and 8. 

These configura tions assume attainment of 95 percent wind coverage for 

a 10.5 knot crosswind component with a single runway. For locati ons 

where 95 percen t cros swind coverage cannot be obtained with a single 

runway, a crosswind runway may be needed. Runway dimensions shown are 

for sea level elevation and 95 degrees maximum temperature. For 

locations with higher elevations and temperatures, longer runways will 

be required. The basic transport runway dimensions will accommodate 

60 percent of the executive jet fleet at 60 percent load. Longer run­

ways may be required to accommodate a particular aircraft desiring to 

use the airport. 

Open To The Public Airports 

In October , 1975, there were 501 airports in Texas, public ly and 

privately owned, that were open to the public. The condition of these 

airports varies widely from short turf strips to airports with runways 

two miles long. 

Table 5 summarizes these airports by their predominant operational 

role code. Fourteen airports have air carrier operational role code s . 

This means that for these locations more passengers are enplaned by CAB 

certificated air carriers than by general aviation aircraft. 
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TABLE 5 
TEXAS AIRPORT SYSTEM PLAN 

OPEN TO THE PUBLIC AIRPORTS (1975) 

O~erational Role Codes 
Air Carrier A1 A2 A3 B1 B2 B3 Total -- --

3 1 2 8 14 

General Aviation LS BU GU BT GT Total 

155 219 66 38 9 487 

Source: TTI Analysis 

Air Carrier Service 

Scheduled air carrier service is an essential part of the aviation 

system and the part of aviation that the general public is most 

familiar with. Texas is served by seven trunk and three local service 

carriers certificated by the Civil Aeronautics Board, by seven intra-

state carriers certificated by the Texas Aeronautics Commission, and 

by four foreign air carriers. 

Scheduled air carrier service, by one or more carriers, is avail-

able from 34 Texas cities (Figure 9). Although this is only a small 

fraction of the Texas cities, almost all of the State, except the 

sparsely populated Big Bend area, is within 100 miles of scheduled air 

carrier service. 

The availability of scheduled air carrier service is closely tied 

to demand generated by population concentrations. Of the Texas cities 

which now have scheduled air carrier service, all except Big Spring, 

Brownwood, Del Rio, Lufkin, Nacogdoches, Palestine, and Paris are 

located in counties which are part of a Standard Metropolitan Statisti-

cal Area (SMSA). 
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There are 23 airports in Texas, identified in Table 6, with 

scheduled service by CAB certificated air carriers. Between 1948 and 

1975, CAB certificated air carrier service was initiated and later 

discontinued at 29 Texas cities (Figure 10). Scheduled service is now 

provided at seven of these cities (College Station, Del Rio, Big 

Spring, Galveston, Lufkin, Nacogdoches, and Palestine) by TAC certifi-

cated air carriers. 

TABLE 6 
AIRPORTS WITH CAB CERTIFICATED SERVICE 

Associated City 

Abilene 
Amarillo 
Austin 
Beaumont-Port Arthur 
Browns vi 11 e 
Brownwood 
Corpus Christi 
Dallas-Fort Worth 
E l Paso 
Harlingen 
Houston 
Laredo 
Longview 
Lubbock 
McAllen 
Midland 
Paris 
San Angelo 
San Antonio 
Temple 
Tyler 
Waco 
W i chi ta Fa 11 s 

Source: TTI Analysis 

Airport 
Abilene Municipal 
Amarillo Air Terminal 
Robert Mueller Municipal 
Jefferson County 
Brownsville International 
Brownwood Municipal 
Corpus Christi International 
Dallas-Fort Worth Regional 
El Paso International 
Harlingen Industrial Airpark 
Houston Intercontinental 
Laredo Municipal 
Gregg County 
Lubbock Regional 
Miller International 
Midland Regional Air Terminal 
Cox Field 
Mathis Field 
San Antonio International 
Draughon-Miller Municipal 
Pounds Field 
Waco-Madison Cooper 
Sheppard AFB/Wichita Falls 

A i r Term i n a l 

Role 
GT 
B2 
B3 
B3 
B3 
GT 
B3 
A1 
A2 
B3 
A1 
GT 
BT 
B3 
B3 
B3 
BT 
GT 
A1 
BT 
BT 
GT 

B3 
---·-----
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Closely associated with air carrier airports is the concept of 

reliever airports. A reliever airport is an airport whose primary 

purpose is to serve general aviation and, at the same time, relieve 

congestion at an airport having a high density of scheduled airline 

traffic. The FAA has designated ten existing airports and four pro-

posed airports as reliever airports (Table 7). Historically, con-

struction and development funds for designated reliever airports have 

come from air carrier rather than general aviation federal airport 

development funds. 

TABLE 7 
FAA DESIGNATED RELIEVER AIRPORTS 

Airport 

For Robert Mueller Municipal, Austin 
Tims Airpark, Austin 

For Dallas-Fort Worth Regional 
Addison, Da 11 as 
Dallas Love Field 
James Connally, Waco 
Meacham Field, Fort Worth 
Redbird, Dallas 

For El Paso International 
El Paso (New) 

For Houston Intercontinental 
D. W. Hooks Memorial, Houston 
Lakeside, Houston 
Northeast Harris County (New) 
Southwest Harris County (New) 
William P. Hobby, Houston 

For San Antonio International 
San Antonio (New) 
Stinson Munici al, San Antonio 

Source: FAA 
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Beginning in the mid-sixties, an intrastate air carrier system 

began to develop in Texas. Called commuter, or feeder, airlines, these 

carriers fly smaller aircraft powered by conventional reciprocating 

engines or turboprops, and provide service between smaller communities 

and the major metropolitan areas. An exception to this is Southwest 

Airlines, which operates Boeing 737s and provides commuter service 

between Dallas, Harlingen, Houston, and San Antonio. This commuter or 

feeder airline system presently provides service to 21 cities and the 

only service to 11 Texas cities (Table 8). Continued development of 

this system is expected. Figure 11 identifies the cities served and 

the routes of the seven TAC certificated air carriers. 

TABLE 8 
AIRPORTS WITH TAC CERTIFICATED SERVICE 

Associated City 

Beaumont-Port Arthur 
Big Spring 
Clear Lake City 
College Station 
Dallas 
Dallas-Fort Worth 
Del Rio 
Galveston 
Harlingen 
Houston 
Houston 
Killeen 
Lake Jackson 
Longview 
Lufkin 
Nacogdoches 
Palestine 
San Antonio 
Temple 
Tyler 
Victoria 
Waco 
W i c h ita Fall s 

Source: TTI Analysis 

Airport 

Jefferson County 
Howard County 
Clear Lake City Metroport 
Easterwood Field 
Dallas Love Field 
Dallas-Fort Worth Regional 
Del Rio International 
Scholes Field 
Harlingen Industrial Airpark 
Houston Intercontinental 
William P. Hobby 
Killeen Municipal 
Brazoria County 
Gregg County 
Angelina County 
East Texas Regional 
Palestine Municipal 
San Antonio International 
Draughon-Miller Municipal 
Pounds Field 
Victoria Regional 
Waco-Madison Cooper 
Sheppard AFB/Wichita Falls 

Air Terminal 
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IDENTIFYING FUTURE NEEDS 

The physical expanse of Texas and the great distances from Texas 

to many out-of-state centers of population, commerce, and government 

make both interstate and intrastate air travel essential for Texans. 

The TASP provides a comparison of airport facility requirements and 

facility availability at selected points in time during the planning 

periods. 

Airport facility requirements are the direct result of aviation 

activities and service needs translated into terms of runway length, 

width, and load-bearing capacity; taxiways; ramp space; hangar space; 

fuel and repair facilities; terminal facilities; parking areas; and 

surface access. Facility demand is primarily a function of the type 

and extent of anticipated aviation activity. Aviation activity divides 

into three major operational categories: transportation of passengers 

by scheduled air carriers; movement of air cargo; and general aviation 

flying. Occasionally, facility demand is motivated by recognition of 

the need to provide air access regardless of the extent of the aviation 

activity anticipated. 

Forecasts 

Table 9 shows enplanements by scheduled air carriers at Texas 

cities in 1974 and forecasts 1980-1995 enplanements. A threefold 

increase in enplanements is forecast between 1974 and 1995. 

Table 10 shows air cargo enplaned by scheduled air carriers at 

Texas cities in 1974 and forecasts 1980-1995 air cargo. Air cargo 

shipments are forecast to increase from an estimated 132,000 tons in 

1974 to 2,323,000 tons by 1995. 
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TABLE 9 
FORECASTS OF DOMESTIC AND INTERNATIONAL PASSENGER ENPLANEMENTS, 

TEXAS AND TEXAS HUBS, 1980-1995, 
BY CAB AND TAC CERTIFICATED CARRIERS 

I ----------- --------------~---. 

HUB 

Texas 

Abilene 
Amarillo 

Austin 

Beaumont 
Big Spring 

Brownsville 

Brownwood 

Clear Lake City 

College Station 

Corpus Christi 

Dallas/Fort Worth 
De 1 Rio 

El Paso 

Galveston 

Harlingen 

Houston 

1 Ki 11 een 

i Lake Jackson 

1 

Laredo 

I 

Longview 
Lubbock 

~Lufkin 
I Midland 
· McAllen 

Paris 

San Angelo 

San Antonio 
Temple 

Texarkana 

Tyler 

Victoria 

Waco 

\Wichita Falls 

1974 

14,084,397 

38,421 

208,078 

376,449 

79,917 

2,414 

68,579 

3,605 

42,426 

17,409 

190,223 

7,531,027 

1,855 

556,029 

9,870 

42,326 

3,193,600 

39,281 

6,748 

16,159 

15,870 

233,366 

2,440 

229,554 

70,933 

1, 708 

24,200 

932,907 

13,156 

27,322 

14,855 

8,328 

19,522 

64,481 

1980 

17,642.1 

41.0 

215.8 

442.8 

90.2 

78.6 

3.8 

54.6 

23.7 

201.7 

9,249.6 

2.4 

710.0 

12.4 

127.3 

3,994.4 

52.3 

10.0 

17.4 

19.5 

273.2 

277.5 

97.1 

1.9 

24.4 

1,414.6 

21.5 

36.0 

30.6 

11.4 

22.3 

84.1 

Thousands of Passengers 

1985 

23,005.0 

44.6 

293.4 

632.4 

108.8 

125.8 

4.9 

73.9 

32.2 

231.7 

12,521.3 

3.3 

960.0 

16.2 

171. 5 

5,409.1 

67.1 

15.3 

19.5 

24.2 

380.6 

392.0 

137.6 

2.6 

25. 5 

1,914.9 

24.9 

45.5 

39.4 

16.4 

29.4 

105.0 

1990 

31,424.9 

48.5 

385.5 

904.7 

128.7 

187.5 

6.2 

97.3 

42.3 

260.9 

16,471.2 

4.3 

1,270.0 

20.7 

223.4 

7,125.0 

84.1 

22.5 

20.3 

31.1 

501. 1 

527.1 

1Lu.9 

3.4 

26.5 

2,519.3 

28.5 
55.9 

49.5 

22.9 

38. 1 

129.5 
l ---~~-~--~~~~~~~~~~~~---~~-*Insufficient data on which to base forecasts. 

Source: TTI Analysis 
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40,669.7 

54.4 

494.9 

1,264.7 

146.2 

267.9 

7.7 

126.0 

54.8 

290.5 

21,305.6 

5.6 

1,640.0 

26.0 

287.1 

9,229.6 

103.9 I 

32.5 

21.2 

39.5 

644.2 

686.6 

2 52. 2 

4.4 

27.0 

3,258.2 

32.5 
67.6 

63.2 

31.3 

48.2 

156.4 



TABLE 10 
FORECASTS OF AIR CARGO, TEXAS AND TEXAS HUBS, 1980-1995, 

BY CAB AND TAC CERTIFICATED CARRIERS 

Tons 

HUB 1974 1980 1985 ~Q_ _1_9_2_2__ 

Texas 131,805.69 424,000 748,000 1.318, 000 2,323,000 

Abilene 193.35 678 1,190 2,106 3,740 

Amarillo 836.23 2,500 4,400 7,777 13,740 

Austin 1,092,67 4,950 8,620 15,401 27,160 

Beaumont 232.53 1,010 1,780 3,150 5,580 

*Big Spring 29.35 

Brownsville 627.79 1,738 3,050 5,400 9,540 

Brownwood 26.49 120 220 395 700 

Clear Lake City 14.60 14 25 45 87 

College Station 65.90 202 370 659 1,180 

Corpus Christi 484.66 2,240 3,950 6,982 12,330 

Dallas/Fort Worth 75,134.33 250,000 434,000 764,000 1 ,347 ,000 

Del Rio 10.60 72 127 224 395 

El Paso 5,466.40 12,150 21,170 37,765 66,730 

Galveston 17.70 68 120 211 372 

Harlingen 230.91 466 823 1,450 2,555 

Houston 39,889.60 110,000 202,000 356,000 627,000 

Killeen 9.20 16 28 50 88 

Lake Jackson 4.10 25 45 80 143 

Laredo 184.54 970 1, 720 3,030 5,350 

Longview 69.73 594 1,040 1,830 3,245 

Lubbock 1,229.79 2,544 4,430 7,900 13,940 

*Lufkin 27.44 

McAllen 296.16 760 1,340 2,360 4,200 

Midland 1,149.29 2,500 4,400 7,777 13,725 

Paris 38.57 84 140 263 480 

San Angelo 99.55 254 440 780 1,400 

San Antonio 5,187.20 28,000 49,000 86,000 151,000 

Temple 123.36 550 970 1, 713 3,040 

Texarkana 342.65 1,908 3,366 5,931 10,454 

Tyler 36.49 594 1,040 1,845 3,260 

Victoria 12.46 42 70 131 240 

Waco 90. 14 594 1,040 1,845 3,260 

Wichita Falls 176.02 720 1,260 2,240 3,980 

-------- -·~---s. 
Source: TTI Analysis 
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The number of active general aviation aircraft in Texas is fore-

cast to increase from 11,115 in 1973 to 25,600 in 1995 (Table 11). 

TABLE 11 
TEXAS ACTIVE GENERAL AVIATION AIRCRAFT 

1973, 1980-1995 
Year 
1973 
1980 
1985 
1990 
1995 

Source: TTl Analysis 

TASP Planning Conferences 

Aircraft 
11,115 
14,400 
17,600 
21,200 
25,600 

TASP planning conferences were held at 53 locations (Figure 12) 

between December 1974 and June 1975. An estimated 1,200 people par-

ticipated in these conferences. The Plan could not have been developed 

without this participation. 

During the conferences, preliminary airport locations and airport 

development needs were reviewed in detail. Locations and development 

needs were finalized in light of the additional information and dis-

cussion provided. The system plan described in this section represents 

the combined input of these 53 conferences and the airport system 

planning process as of this particular point in time. 

In addition to providing input directly into the Plan, the confer-

ences provided a valuable forum for exchange of aviation related 

information among local governments, discussion of common problems, and 

a better understanding of the part that aviation can play in meeting 

individual community goals and objectives. 
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Short-Range Needs 

As of October, 1975, there were 501 airports in Texas, publicly or 

privately owned, that were open to the public. Of these, 284 airports 

are included in the TASP during the short-range, 1975-1980, planning 

period. Table 12 gives the operational role codes for these airports. 

The operational role code reflects the present or expected usage 

of the airport, not the design or dimensional configuration of the air-

port. By usage is meant the types of general aviation aircraft that 

are using the airport or would use the airport if the needed facilities 

were provided. For many general aviation airports, the existing 

facilities do not meet the recommended airport design and dimensional 

standards for the type of aircraft presently using the airport. There-

fore, considerable development work is needed to bring the existing 

airport system up to desired airport standards. 

TABLE 12 
EXISTING AIRPORT SYSTEM (1975) 

Operational Role Codes 

Air Carrier Al A2 A3 B1 B2 B3 Total 

3 1 2 8 14 

General Aviation LS BU GU BT GT Total 

5 154 64 38 9 270 

Source: TTl Analysis 

Intermediate- and Long-Range Needs 

Very simply, the intermediate- and long-range public airport 

systems were developed by taking the existing public airport system, 

identifying private airports that should be acquired or replaced by new 

publicly owned facilities, identifying publicly owned airports that 

should be replaced, and identifying new airports needed to complete the 

system. 
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The proposed 1995 Texas airport system consists of 339 publicly 

owned airports. This system represents a net addition of 55 airports, 

and an increased capability for many of the existing airports. The 

number of general transport airports is increased by 4, the number of 

basic transport airports by 29, and the number of general utility air-

ports by 25. Table 13 gives the operational role codes for airports 

in the system as of 1980, 1985, and 1995. 

TABLE 13 
PROPOSED AIRPORT SYSTEM 1980, 1985, 1995 

1980 Operational Role Codes --
Air Carrier A1 A2 A3 B1 B2 B3 Total - - - - - -

3 1 -- -- 2 8 14 

General Aviation LS BU GU BT GT Total - - - -
-- 188 73 42 9 312 

1985 Operation a 1 Role Codes --
Air Carrier A1 A2 A3 B1 B2 B3 Tota 1 - - - - - -

3 2 -- -- 4 5 14 

General Aviation LS BU GU BT GT Tota 1 -
-- 163 87 62 11 323 

1995 Operational Role Codes --
Air Carrier A1 A2 A3 B1 B2 B3 Tota 1 

3 2 -- -- 4 5 14 

General Aviation LS BU GU BT GT Total 

-- 156 89 67 13 325 

Source: TTl Analysis 
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Privately Owned Airports 

Table 14 lists privately owned airports included in the TASP that 

are recommended for public acquisition. Historically, privately owned 

airports have played important roles in providing air access for many 

Texas communities. In recent years, many privately owned airports, 

particularly in metropolitan areas, have closed and the land has been 

developed for nonaviation uses. Some of the airports in Table 14 can 

be expected to continue as airports under private ownership for many 

years, and early public acquisition is not necessary or desirable. 

However, these airports are essential to the airport system, and 

acquisition is recommended when urban development, taxes, or sale would 

result in the airport's being closed and the land developed for other 

uses. 

Table 15 lists privately owned airports included in the TASP but 

not recommended for acquisition. These airports are presently essential 

to the system, but, for a variety of reasons, are not recommended for 

public acquisition. Generally, the airport is in a location where 

development to the operational role identified for the airport is not 

feasible. New publicly owned airports to meet the needs now being met 

by these airports are proposed. 

New Or Replacement Airports 

Table 16 lists publicly owned airports included in the TASP that 

are recommended for replacement. Generally, these airports are in 

locations where additional development is not feasible. In some cases, 

the airport is too near an urban area, soil conditions are unstable, or 
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TABLE 14 
PRIVATELY OWNED TASP AIRPORTS RECOMMENDED FOR ACQUISITION 

Associated City Airport 

Short Range: 1975-1980 
Amarillo 
Austin 
Brackettville 
Canyon 
Colorado City 
Dallas 
Friona 
Henrietta 
Higgins 
Houston 
Houston 
Houston 
Leakey 
Ozona 
Pearsall 
Refugio 
Rosenberg 
Salado 

Intermediate Range: 

Rockdale 
Seguin 

Source: TTl Analysis 

Tradewind 
Tims Airpark 
Fort Clark Springs 
Gartrell Field 
Colorado City-Mitchell County 
Addison 
Benger Air Park 
Myers Field 
Higgins Municipal 
D. W. Hooks Memorial 
Lakeside 
Space land 
Real County 
Ozona Municipal 
McKinley Field 
Rooke Field 
Lane Airpark 
Salado 

1981-1985 

Coffield 
Guadalupe County 

TABLE 15 
PRIVATELY OWNED TASP AIRPORTS NOT RECOMMENDED FOR ACQUISITION 

Associated City Airport 
Albany Taylor 
Bandera Flying L 
Baytown Humphrey 
Columbus Columbus 
Denver City Denver City 
El Paso Sunland Airpark 
Freer Freer Municipal 
Goldthwaite Mills County 
Houston Andrau Airpark 
Houston Clover Field 
La Grange Guenther Field, Municipal 
Sunray Sunray 
Wichita Falls Kickapoo 

Source: TTl Analysis 
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Role 

GU 
BT 
BU 
BU 
BU 
BT 
BU 
BU 
BU 
BT 
GU 
GU 
BU 
BU 
BU 
BU 
BU 
BU 

BU 
GU 

Role 

BU 
BU 
BT 
BU 
BU 
BU 
BU 
LS 
BT 
BU 
BU 
BU 
BU 



terrain features prevent extension of the runway or development to 

needed capacity. In other cases, a single new airport is recommended 

to replace two or three existing publicly owned airports, located in 

close proximity to one another, where no one existing airport can 

fulfill the system requirements. 

TABLE 16 
PUBLICLY OWNED TASP AIRPORTS RECOMMENDED FOR REPLACEMENT 

Associated City Airport 

Short Range: 1975-1980 

Canton 
De Leon 
Eagle Pass 
Edinburg 
Fabens 
George West 
Gonzales 
Hillsboro 
Silverton 
Spearman 
Spur 

Intermediate Range: 
Cisco 
Eastland 
Ranger 
Rockwall 

Canton-Van Zandt County 
De Leon Municipal 
Eagle Pass Municipal 
Auxiliary No. 1 to Moore Field 
Fabens 
Live Oak County 
Gonzales Municipal 
Hillsboro Municipal 
Silverton Municipal 
Spearman 
Spur Mun i ci pal 

1981-1985 
Cisco Municipal 
Eastland Municipal 
Ranger Municipal 
Rockwall Municipal 

Long Range: 1986-1995 

Jacksboro Jacksboro Municipal 

Source: TTI Analysis 

Role 

LS 
BU 
GU 
BU 
BU 
LS 
BU 
BU 
LS 
BU 
LS 

BU 
BU 
BU 
BU 

BU 

There are three primary reasons to build a new airport: to meet 

increased aviation demand (this is a particular problem in the metro-

politan areas of Dallas-Fort Worth, El Paso, Houston, and San Antonio); 

to replace existing airports that cannot be expanded or are in incom-

patible locations (this is a problem with several general aviation 

airports); or to fill voids in the airport system (locations such as 

Presidio where there is no aviation access). 

32 



Table 17 lists new general aviation airports needed to complete the 

system. These airports are not replacing existing TASP airports, but 

represent net additions to the system. New airport locations were 

identified from numerous sources; most frequently, from information 

provided by elected officials, from aviation demand forecasts, from 

airport capacity analyses, and through evaluation of system plan goals 

and objectives. 

Table 18 summarizes the operational role codes for the 84 new or 

replacement airports. 

Development Costs 

Costs for developing the airport system described in the TASP are 

estimated in Table 19. Development costs are divided among those costs 

eligible for federal, state, and local funding. The following 

assumptions were made: 

Federal Funds: 

Fifty percent federal funding for Dallas-Fort Worth Regional Air­

port and Houston Intercontinental Airport. 

Seventy-five percent federal funding for all other NASP airports. 

State Funds: 

Twelve and one-half percent state funding for NASP airports in 

cities of less than 75,000 population as of the 1970 census. City 

population growths were not forecast; therefore, if a city had a popu­

lation of less than 75,000 in 1970, it remained eligible for state 

funds for all three time periods. 
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TABLE 17 
RECOMMENDED NEW GENERAL AVIATION AIRPORTS 

Associated City 

Short Range: 1975-1980 

County 
Reeves 
San Jacinto 
San Patricio 
Sh<Jckelford 
Sherman 
Sterling 
Stonewall 
Tarrant 
TarrJnt 
Tarrant 
Waller 
Wheeler 
Willacy 
Wilson 
Wood 
Yoakum 
Zapata 

Assocrated rty 
Balmorhea 
Coldspring 
Portland 
Albany 
Stratford 
Sterling City 
Aspermont 
Fort Worth 
Fort Worth 
Fort Worth 
Hempstead 
Wheeler 

Austin 
Bastrop 
Bexar 
Brazoria 
Brazoria 
Camp 
Carson 
Chambers 
Chambers 
Collrn 
Colorado 
Concho 
Dallas 
Dallas 
Dallas 
Duval 
El Paso 
Fayette 
Fayette 
Franklin 
Gaines 
Galveston 
Glasscock 
Goliad 
Hansford 
Harris 
Harris 
Harris 
Irion 
Jrm Hogg 
Jones 
Kendall 
Leon 
Lipscomb 
Mrils 
Moore 
Presidro 

1975-1980 

1981-1985 

1986-1995 

Source: 

Bellville-Sealy 
Bastrop 
San Antonio 
Alvin 
Lake Jackson 
Pittsburg 
Panhandle 
Baytown 
Winnie 
McKinney 
Columbus 
Eden 
Dallas 
Dallas 
Richardson 
Freer 
El Paso (West) 
La Grange 
Schulenburg-Weimar 
Mount Vernon 
Seminole 
Texas City 
Garden City 
Goliad 
Gruver 
Houston 
Houston 
Houston 
Mertzon 
Hebbronville 
Anson 
Boerne 
Buffalo-Centervi lie 
Booker 
Goldthwaite 
Sunray 
Presidio 

BU 
BU 
BT 
BU 
BT 
BU 
BU 
BT 
BU 
GU 
BU 
BU 
GU 
GU 
GU 
BU 
GU 
BU 
BU 
BU 
BU 
GU 
BU 
BU 
BU 
BT 
BT 

STOL 
BU 
BU 
BU 
BU 
BU 
BU 
BU 
BU 
BU 

TABLE 18 

Ray mondvi lie 
Floresville 
Mineola-Quitman 
Denver City 
Zapata 

Intermediate Range: 1981-1985 

Armstrong 
Bandera 
Blanco 
Bowie 
Callahan 
Cass 
Coma! 
Jeff Davis 
Lubbock 
McMullen 
Nacogdoches 
Reeves 
San Patricio 
Wichita 
Wrchita 

Tarrant 
Tarrant 

Claude 
Bandera 
Blanco 
New Boston 
Baird-Clyde 
Linden 
Sattler 
Fort Davis 
Lubbock 
Tilden 
Lufkin- Nacogdoches 
Or Ia 
Mathis 
Electra 
Wichita Falls 

Fort Worth (North) 
Fort Worth (West) 

Source: TTl Analysis. 

TEXAS AIRPORT SYSTEM PLAN 

NEW OR REPLACEMENT AIRPORTS 

Operational Role Codes 

BU GU BT 

48 9 7 

12 3 2 

1 2 

TTl Analysis. 
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GT Total 

64 

17 

3 

Role­

BU 
BU 
BU 
BU 
BU 
BU 
BU 
GU 
;u 

GU 
J;_j 
l:Li 
BJ 
BU 
BL . 

BU I 
BU! 

BU 
BU 
BU 
BU 
BU 
BU 
BU 
BU 
GLJ 
BU 
BT 
BU 
BU 
BU 
BT 

GU 
GU 



Fifty percent state funding for non-NASP airports in cities of 

less than 75,000 population as of the the 1970 census. Again, city 

population growths were not forecast. 

Local Funds: 

All development costs not eligible for federal or state funding 

were assigned to local funds. 

TABLE 19 
TASP DEVELOPMENT COSTS, 1975-1995 

Planning 
Period Federal State Local Total 

1975-1980 $166,500,000 $15,600,000 $88,600,000 $270,700,000 

1981-1985 75,500,000 8,300,000 41,700,000 125,500,000* 
1986-1995 108,100,000 1,900,000 93,700,000 203,700,000* 

TOTAL $350,100,000 $25,800,000 $224,000,000 $599,900,000 

*Air carrier development costs for the intermediate- and long-range 
planning periods are understated. 

Source: TTl Analysis 

TASP development cost estimates are broken down in Tables 20, 21, 

and 22 by airports served by CAB certificated air carriers (eligible 

for ADAP air carrier funds), NASP airports not served by CAB certifi­

cated air carriers (eligible for ADAP general aviation funds), and air-

ports not eligible for ADAP funds (eligible for state funding only). 

Care must be exercised in the interpretation of Tables 19-22. 

Table 19 indicates a high proportion of the total TASP development 

costs occurring in the short-range planning period. There are several 

reasons for this. 

35 



Planning 
Period 

1975-1980 

1981-1985 

1986-1995 

TOTAL 

TABLE 20 
TASP DEVELOPMENT COSTS FOR AIRPORTS SERVED 
BY CAB CERTIFICATED AIR CARRIERS, 1975-1995 

Federal State Local 

$ 79,200,000 $2,200,000 $ 58,900,000 

44,600,000 800,000 30,900,000 

95,700,000 200,000 90,900,000 

$219,500,000 $3,200,000 $180,700,000 

Total 

$140,300,000 

76,300,000* 

186,800,000* 

$403,400,000* 

*Intermediate- and long-range air carrier development needs are 
understated. See page 44. 

Source: TTI Analysis 

Planning 
Period 

1975-1980 

1981-1985 

1986-1995 

TOTAL 

Source: TTI 

Planning 
Period 

1975-1980 

1981-1985 

1986-1995 

TOTAL 

TABLE 21 
TASP DEVELOPMENT COSTS FOR GENERAL AVIATION 

NASP AIRPORTS, 1975-1995 

Federal State Local 

$ 87,300,000 $ 6,400,000 $22,700,000 

30,900,000 3,500,000 6,800,000 

12,400,000 1,500,000 2,600,000 

$130,600,000 $11,400,000 $32,100,000 
Analysis 

TABLE 22 
TASP DEVELOPMENT COSTS FOR GENERAL AVIATION 

NON-NASP AIRPORTS, 1975-1995 

State Local 

$ 7,000,000 $ 7,000,000 

4,000,000 4,000,000 

200,000 200,000 

$11,200,000 $11,200,000 

Source: TTI Analysis 
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Total 

$116,400,000 

41,200,000 

16,400,000 

$174,100,000 

Total 

$14,000,000 

8,000,000 

400,000 

$22,400,000 



In developing the TASP, all airports were assumed to be upgraded 

to minimum airport standards in the 1975-1980 planning period. Many 

Texas airports do not meet minimum airport standards in terms of run­

way length, lighting, clear zones, etc., and many Texas airports have 

runways with deteriorated pavements. Costs for correcting these 

deficiencies were all assigned to the short-range planning period. 

The construction of 64 new or replacement airports in the short­

range planning period largely reflects existing locational gaps in the 

system rather than a shortage of overall airport capacity. It is 

unrealistic to think that 64 new airports will be constructed in the 

short-range period. Nevertheless, the need exists now. 

The acquisition of 20 privately owned airports in the short-range 

period is a recognition that these locations are meeting an important 

public need, and their loss or closing would adversely affect the 

system. Some of these airports, particularly those in metropolitan 

areas, will be lost if public acquisiton is not accomplished; others 

can be expected to continue as airports under private ownership for an 

extended period of time. 

These factors -- upgrading existing airports to minimum standards, 

construction of new airports, and acquisition of private airports -­

account for the high proportion of development costs in the short-range 

period. In addition, air carrier airport development needs are under­

stated for the intermediate- and long-range planning periods. The 

reason for this is that intermediate- and long-range development needs 

for air carrier airports cannot be reasonably estimated without an air­

port master plan. Many Texas air carrier airports do not have current 
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airport master plans. Long-range planning period needs could be esti­

mated for only 5 of 23 airports served by CAB certificated air carriers. 

Even with an airport master plan, runway failures requiring major over­

lay or reconstruction (such as the projects underway or recently 

completed at Houston, Lubbock, and Midland) are difficult to predict. 

The development costs shown in Tables 19-22 are needs estimates -­

the costs of providing a Texas airport system that will meet the goals 

and objectives used to develop the plan. Development costs should not 

be interpreted as programming requirements. 

PROVIDING THE SYSTEM 

In Texas, the initiative for airport development rests with local 

governments. Community awareness of the importance of air transpor­

tation is increasing. Construction costs have increased significantly. 

As a result of these and other factors, local governments are in­

creasingly looking to State and federal governments for capital 

improvement grants to develop and improve their airports. 

In this section, information on revenue sources available to 

finance the TASP are identified. Alternatives for new State revenue 

sources are developed. 

Sources of Airport Development Funds 

The following paragraphs review the primary sources of revenue 

available to airport sponsors (cities and counties) for improvement 

projects. 
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Federal Funding 

The Airport and Airway Development Act of 1970 is the most 

important federal legislation affecting airport development. This Act 

was amended in 1973 and expired June 30, 1975. New legislation is 

currently being considered by the United States Congress and is 

expected to incorporate a substantial part of the previous Act. The 

information given here is based on the 1970 Act as amended. 

The National Airport System Plan (NASP). Under the Airport and 

Airway Development Act of 1970, the Federal Aviation Administration 

(FAA) was directed to publish, and revise as necessary, a "National 

Airport System Plan" (NASP) for the development of public airports in 

the United States. 

The Plan specifies, for at least a ten-year period, the type and 

estimated cost of airport development that is necessary to provide a 

system of public airports adequate to anticipate and meet the needs of 

civil aeronautics. 

Only airport locations included in the NASP are eligible for 

federal financial assistance. 

The Airport Development Aid Program (ADAP). The Airport and Air­

way Development Act of 1970 initiated the Airport Development Aid 

Program to replace the Federal Airport Aid Program. The 1970 Act, as 

amended, provided for: 
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• A funding level of $275 million annually for airports served 

by CAB certificated air carriers and for general aviation airports that 

serve to relieve congestion at high density locations; and another $35 

million annually for general aviation airports not classified as 

"reliever airports." 

• Up to 50 percent federal aid for sponsors whose airports en-

plane not less than 1 percent of the total annual passengers enplaned 

by CAB certificated air carriers. 

• Up to 75 percent federal aid for sponsors whose airports en-

plane less than 1 percent of the total annual passengers enplaned by 

CAB certificated air carriers, and for sponsors of general aviation or 

reliever airports. 

• Up to 82 percent of the cost of safety equipment required by 

rule or regulation for certification of an airport under Section 612 of 

the FAA Act of 1958. 

• Up to 82 percent of the cost of security equipment required 

by the Secretary of Transportation by rule or regulation. 

• Up to 82 percent of the cost of eligible landing aid projects. 

• All projects must be included in the NASP and must conform to 

FAA design and construction standards. 

Revenue Sharing. The State and Local Fiscal Assistance Act 

(generally referred to as the General Revenue Sharing Act) of 1972 

authorized approximately $30.2 billion from federal income tax 

collections to 38,000 units of state and local governments over a five­

year period (1972-1976). The legislation was specifically intended to 
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replace the federal categorical grants of past years. Revenue sharing 

funds cannot be used by state or local governments to match other 

federal grants. Revenue sharing funds can be effectively used by local 

governments for airport developemnt projects at airports that are not 

eligible for federal funds (i.e., airports not in the NASP). Revenue 

sharing funds can be used by local governments to match state airport 

aid grants or for airport development items that are not eligible for 

state or federal funding (e.g., terminal and hangar construction). 

State Funding 

The Texas Aeronautics Act of 1969 is the most important State 

legislation affecting airport development. This Act provided for 

grants or loan funds to any incorporated city, town, or village for the 

establishment, construction, reconstruction, enlargement, or repair of 

airports, airstrips, or air navigational facilities. Details of this 

program are explained in the following paragraphs. 

Texas Airport Aid Program. The Texas Airport Aid Program was 

first implemented in 1966 when the new subdivision 10 was added to the 

Aeronautics Act, codified as Article 46c-6, Vernon's Texas Civil 

Statutes. 

The Texas Aeronautics Commission and the Airport Aid Program are 

financed by funds provided through the Texas Aeronautics Fund and the 

General Revenue Fund. 
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In its nine years of operation, this program has permitted the 

State to make matching grants for the construction and development of 

60 new airports. In addition, 144 other grants were made to cities, 

towns, and counties throughout the State enabling them to upgrade 

their existing airports. 

Funds are available for the following purposes: for the acqui­

sition, construction, maintenance, improvement, survey, and soil 

analysis of airstrips, airports, and other air navigational facilities 

in cooperation with local political subdivisions, communities, persons, 

and federal government, and for research, in cooperation with any 

state-supported institution of higher education. 

Local Funding 

Sources of local funds for airport development projects are: 

General revenue, general obligation bonds, revenue bonds, and federal 

revenue sharing. Of these, general obligation bonds are the primary 

revenue source of funds for airport capital improvement projects. 

Voter approval of a general revenue bond issue strictly for airport 

improvements is unusual. More frequently, airport capital improvement 

projects are included in a general revenue bond issue that includes 

several capital improvement projects (e.g., streets, public buildings, 

airports, etc.). 

Financing is with general revenue for smaller airport projects, 

particularly those with joint federal-state-local financial partici­

pation. For those projects the local share is 12 1/2 percent of the 

total cost, and the project is included in the annual capital 
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improvements budget. For example, a community can complete a $100,000 

airport project, assuming joint federal-state participation, with 

$12,500 of general revenue funds. 

Revenue bonds are used by large air carrier airports to finance 

capital improvement projects used in revenue producing operations, 

primarily terminal construction and parking. In general, airports do 

not make money, and do not generate sufficient revenue from operations 

for debt retirement or interest payments. This is generally true for 

all airports except those air carrier airports serving large hubs. 

Therefore, revenue bonds are not a primary source of funds for airport 

capital improvement projects. 

In 1972, following a legislative and gubernatorial review of the 

need for State assistance in airport development, the appropriations 

bill rider was changed, increasing the grant limits from $27,500 to 

$50,000 for any single city, town, or village. This maximum limitation 

was retained by rider in the appropriation bill for fiscal years 1976 

and 1977. 

Alternative State Funding Sources 

The Texas Aeronautics Commission 1s appropriated funds from the 

General Revenue Fund and the Aircraft Fuel Fund No. 150. In this 

section, these and other funding sources are considered. 

Aviation Fuel Taxes 

In Texas, a five cents per gallon motor fuel tax is collected on 

all aviation gasoline sales. Purchasers of aviation gasoline may file 

a refund claim, accompanied by "invoices of exemption." The State 
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Comptroller is charged with the responsibility of allocating the tax 

collected, based on the number of gallons of aviation gasoline for 

which a refund has not been claimed, to the Aircraft Fuel Fund No. 150 

(75 percent) or the Available School Fund (25 percent). The entire 

five cents per gallon tax is not refunded. A distribution deduction 

of 2 percent (of the total tax to be refunded) and a 50 cents filing 

fee are collected before the refund is paid. 

Table 23 shows the gallons of fuel sold, total taxes paid, percent 

of taxes refunded, and revenue available to the TAC during each of the 

past nine years. 

Aviation gasoline sales figures shown in Table 23 include sales 

to air carrier and general aviation users. The decline in aviation 

gasoline sales from 1966 to 1970 is attributed to the change in fleet 

mix from piston to turbine powered aircraft, particularly by air 

carriers. Aviation gasoline sales are not expected to decline further 

as a result of changes in fleet mix. Rather, yearly changes in 

aviation gasoline sales would reflect changes in the national economy 

and an increasing number of piston powered general aviation aircraft. 

Forecasts of fuel consumption by Texas general aviation aircraft are 

shown in Table 24. Table 25 presents TAC revenue estimates for four 

alternative aviation fuel tax structures. 
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TABLE 23 
TEXAS AVIATION GASOLINE SALES AND TAXES, 1966-1974 

Gallons Taxes Percent TAC 
Year Sold Paid Refunded Revenue 

1966 65,341,165 $3,267,058 78.9 $508,958 

1967 49,297,488 2,464,874 73.2 478,890 

1968 45 '741, 788 2,287,089 68.0 540,691 

1969 42,553,634 2,127,682 61.4 606,304 

1970 36,340,441 1,817,022 57.2 574,847 

1971 34,068,601 1,703,430 58.4 523,108 

1972 33,838,613 1,691,931 59.0 519,641 

1973 37,372,243 1,868,612 58.9 563,958 

1974 35,127,298 1,756,365 60.3 512,483 

Source: TAC Records 

TABLE 24 
FUEL CONSUMPTION, TEXAS GENERAL AVIATION AIRCRAFT 

Piston Aviation* Turbine Jet Fuel** 
Year Aircraft Aircraft Gasoline Aircraft (gallons} 

(gallons) 

1975 11 ,800 10,974 36,200,000 143 41,300,000 

1980 14,400 13 '248 43,700,000 634 63,400,000 

1985 17,600 15,980 52,700,000 847 84,700,000 

1990 21,200 19,016 62,800,000 1336 133,600,000 

1995 25,600 22,656 74,800,000 1843 184,300,000 

*Assumes 3,300 gallons per piston aircraft per year. 

** Assumes 100,000 gallons per turbine aircraft per year. 

Source: TTl Calculations 
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TABLE 25 
TAC REVENUE ESTIMATES FOR FOUR 

ALTERNATIVE AVIATION FUEL TAX STRUCTURES 
thousands of dollars 

Year Alternative Alternative Alternative Alternative 
A 6 

1975 $ 543 $1,358 $2,907 $ 3,526 
1980 656 1,639 4,017 4,968 

1985 791 1,976 5,152 6,423 
1990 942 2,355 7,365 9,369 
1995 1,122 2,805 9,716 12,480 
Source: TTl Calculations 

A. No change in the current tax structure. TAC will continue to 
receive approximately 40 percent of the aviation gas fuel tax, less 25 
percent for the Available School Fund. 

B. Eliminate the refund provision on the aviation gasoline tax. 
The Available School Fund continues to receive 25 percent. (The 
effective tax rate for TAC revenues would be 3.75 cents per gallon.) 

C. Tax all aviation fuel (both aviation gasoline and jet fuel) 
used in general aviation aircraft at five cents per gallon, with no 
refund provision. The Available Schoor-Fund continues to receive 25 
percent. (The effective tax rate for TAC revenues would be 3.75 cents 
per gallon on all aviation fuel.) 

D. Tax all aviation fuel (both aviation gasoline and jet fuel) 
used in general aviation aircraft at seven cents per gallon, with no 
refund provision. The Available School Fund continues to receive 25 
percent. (The effective tax rate for TAC revenues would be 5.25 cents 
per gallon on all aviation fuel.) Note: There has been considerable 
discussion of the need to increase taxes on motor fuels used on high­
ways from five cents to seven cents per gallon during the 1978-1979 
Biennium. 

General Revenues 

Aviation contributes a substantial sum to the State General 

Revenue Fund through sales and corporate franchise taxes. Part of 

these taxes are identifiable in the State Comptroller's records by 

their Standard Industrial Classification (SIC) codes. The largest 
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identifiable portion of this revenue is collected through a State sales 

tax imposed on retail sales of aircraft. Total identifiable sales and 

corporate franchise taxes paid to the General Revenue Fund were esti­

mated at just over 7 million dollars in 1974. 

The TAC has received some general revenue funding during each 

fiscal year since 1972. The suggestion here is not that aviation 

related sales and corporate franchise taxes be dedicated to aviation 

use; but, rather, that general revenue funding is a legitimate source 

of funds to supplement aviation user charges in financing the Texas 

airport system. 

Aircraft Registration Fees 

Aircraft registration fees are used by 16 states as a source of 

revenue for aviation related purposes. Table 26 estimates revenues 

that would be derived from imposition of four alternative aircraft 

registration fee structures. 

Airmen Registration Fees 

Eight states have pilot registration fees. The revenue derived 

from these fees is not substantial and is not normally considered a 

source of revenue for airport development funds. In Oregon, for 

example, the fees are used to finance search and rescue operations. 
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TABLE 26 
TAC REVENUE ESTIMATES FOR FOUR ALTERNATIVE 

AIRCRAFT REGISTRATION FEE STRUCTURES 
(thousands of dollars) 

Alternatives 

$15 Per $20 Per $25 Per $30 Per 
Year Aircraft Aircraft Aircraft Aircraft 
1975 $177 $236 $295 $354 

1980 216 288 360 432 

1985 264 352 440 528 
1990 318 424 530 636 

1995 384 512 640 768 

Source: TTl calculations 

Programming Requirements 

Planning cost estimates and programming requirements are two very 

different things. In Texas, the initiative for airport development 

rests with local government, the airport sponsor, and not with FAA or 

TAC. In developing the TASP, needs were assigned to the planning 

periods in which the needs were expected to occur, unconstrained by any 

knowledge that the airport sponsor intended to respond to the needs 

during that planning period. Indeed, many airport sponsors, while in 

complete agreement with the identified needs, are unable to generate the 

local funds required to match Federal and/or State grants. Consequently, 

the demand for FAA and TAC airport development funds will not always 

occur during the same time periods in which the needs arise. 

To develop FAA and TAC programming requirements, an estimate is 

needed as to when local governments can be expected to respond to 

identified needs, together with an estimate of total development costs. 

This is difficult, since local governments usually program capital 
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tmprovement projects on a yearly basis, even when they have a five-year 

or long-range capital improvement plan. A reasonable assumption is 

that most of the airport development needs will be met sometime during 

the 20-year planning period and, therefore, a reasonable funding pro­

gram is one that will meet the total needs during the period. 

Local government is the key to implementation of the TASP. 

Funding alternatives that reduce the requirements for local funding 

will increase the probability of implementation. 

Table 27 compares TASP programming requirements and estimated 

development revenues under one set of several possible programming 

assumptions. These assumptions are: 

• Federal funding for Texas similar to 1970-1975 ADAP 

experience. 

• State funding for airports served by CAB certificated air 

carriers continues at 12 1/2 percent for cities with less than 75,000 

population. 

• State funding for general aviation NASP airports at 12 1/2 

percent for all cities regardless of population size. Presently, 

grants are restricted to communities of less than 75,000 population. 

• State funding for general aviation non-NASP airports 

increased to 87 1/2 percent for all communities. This change enables 

airport sponsors of non-NASP airports to compete on an equal basis 

with airport sponsors of NASP airports. 

• Uniform programming over the 20-year planning period. 
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Essentially, this set of assumptions assumes state participation in all 

general aviation airport projects and in all projects for air carrier 

airports serving communities of less than 75,000 population. Such a 

program could be funded with an annual state airport aid fund of 

$2,230,000. 

Table 27 indicates a shortage of federal general aviation funds of 

$60,600,000 over the 20-year planning period, assuming 75 percent 

federal participation in all general aviation NASP airport projects. 

Federal funding for general aviation is not expected to be significantly 

increased. If Texas were to assume responsibility for development 

costs not met by the federal government, annual state airport aid 

requirements would increase by $3,030,000 per year. 

In summary, an annual state airport aid program of $5,260,000 

would finance the TASP, assuming continuation of present federal 

funding levels. This level of funding would ensure that local partici­

pation in airport development projects did not exceed 12 1/2 percent, 

except for air carrier airports serving communities of 75,000 persons 

or more. 

Conclusion 

Present airport development funding programs are not adequate to 

completely develop the airport system described in the TASP. Several 

alternatives are possible: 

t Continue to develop the system as present funding levels 

permit. 

50 



TABLE 27 
TASP PROGRAMMING REQUIREMENTS VERSUS 

ESTIMATED DEVELOPMENT REVENUE, 1975-1995* 

Federal Federal 
Planning Air General State 
Period Carrier Aviation 

1975-1980 

Revenues $105,000,000 $17,500,000 $ 5,000,000 

Needs 79,200,000 32,650,000 11,140,000 

Difference 25,800,000 (15,150,000) (6,140,000) 

1981-1985 

Revenues 105,000,000 17,500,000 5,000,000 

Needs 44,600,000* 32,650,000 11,140,000 

Difference 60,400,000 (15,150,000) (6,140,000) 

1986-1995 

Revenues 210,000,000 35,000,000 10,000,000 

Needs 95,700,000* 65,300,000 22,290,000 

Difference 114,300,000 (30,300,000) (12,290,000) 

TOTAL 

Revenues 420,000,000 70,000,000 20,000,000 

Needs 219,500,000* 130,600,000 44,570,000 

Difference 200,500,000 (60,600,000) (22,570,000) 

*Intermediate and long-range carrier development needs are under-
stated. 

Source: TTl Analysis 
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• Increase state funding. The primary state funding sources 

identified are fuel taxes and general revenue funding. 

• Limit state funding to those airports not eligible for 

federal funding; thereby reducing the demand for state funds and 

increasing the burden on local communities. 

• Change the goals and objectives used to develop the TASP so 

as to provide convenient air access to a smaller proportion of the 

State 1 s citizens. 

It is not the purpose of the TASP study to make specific recom­

mendations on how to finance the state airport system. The purpose of 

the study was to identify needs in accordance with the general criteria 

developed early in the study and to identify the existing and potential 

revenue sources available to meet those needs. This has been 

accomplished. 

It is the responsibility of the citizens of Texas, acting through 

their elected local, state, and national officials, to decide if the 

aviation needs of the state are to be met and if so, how. 
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APPENDIX A 

TASP AIRPORTS 



TA SP AlRPlJRTS 

ALPHAP.fTlC RY A S S I) C I A T E D CITY 

ASSOCIATED CITY y N T 
COUNTY F A fl. Pl15 ---Rfl\ F----

AIRPUPT NAME A s s OW~l 
STATUS R p p s y <; '~pr:r) 

SITF 1'-Jn. 
---------------------------------------------------------------

ABERNATHY 0-5 YES YES YES F3 ~' iJ 
HALE 

ABERNATHY MUN 6-10 YES YES Yt=S F3 RU 
EXISTING 

23283. 11-20 YES Y>=S YFS F? i3U 

ABILENE 0-5 YES YES YFS S3 GT 
TAYLOR 

ABILENE MUN 6-10 YES YES YES 52 ST 
EXISTING 

2 32 8 7. 11-2 () YES YES YFS ')1 r,T 

ALBANY 0-5 NO YES ~m TTL rl' J 
SHACKELFORD 

TAYLClP 6-10 ND [\! l NrJ T ..-, ·~ ~u 

EXISTING 
23300. Ll-20 f\j fl N'J I" I fl TS tv1 r' 1 J 

AL RANY 0-5 "lO YES YFS TT M P\J 
SHACK EL FORO 

N E\.J 6-10 NU YF S YES TT M r\ l 
NEW 

11-20 YF S YES YFS r:3 0, \J 

ALICF 0-5 YF=S Y>=S YfS F -3 ~T 

JIM WELLS 
ALICE PH 6-lll YES y~ s V[S F2 nT 

EXISTING 
23305. 11-70 vr:s y~ s YFS F;;> qT 

ALPINE 0-5 YF.S YFS YFS j::"l G'l 
BREWSTER 

ALPINE MUN 6-10 YES YF S YFS F3 G'j 
EXISTING 

23307. ll-2 0 YF S YF S yrs r: .,, Cl 

ALVIN 0-5 vr:: s VrS vr~ <; F ', Dl I 
BPAZnRIA 

NFW 6-l() Y~S YES YFS f- 3 f'l ,I 

NEW 
23313.1 11-20 YES YES vr·. s rJ rJ)' 

AMARILLO 0-5 YFS YF S YFS ~J 2 ~") 

PClTTFR 
A. AIR TERMI"JAL 6-10 YES YF S Y~='S c,? '\':l 

FXISTINC-:; 
23328. ll-!0 Yl:S VF S vr c, Dl ti'J_ 

Ttl s r 1\EIV [ MP E f.' p 7<) 

A-1 



TI\SP AIRPORTS 

1\LPHARFTtC RY ASSOCIATFn CITY 

ASSOCI A TED CITY 
COUNTY 

AIRPORT NAME 
STATUS 

SITE NO. 

AMARILLO 
RANDALL 

TRADEWIND 
ACQUIRE 

233 24. 

ANAHUAC 
CHAMBERS 

C HAM B fP S C 0 /1. ~ P 
EXISTING 

23332. 

ANDREWS 
ANDREWS 

ANDREWS CO 
EXISTING 

23336. 

ANSON 
JONES 

NEW 
NEW 

ARANSAS PASS 
SAN PATRICIO 

ARANSAS PASS 
EXISTING 

23345. 

ARCHER CITY 
ARCHER 

UNDER CflNSTRUCT. 
EXISTING 

ARLINGTON 
TARRANT 

ARLINGTON MUN 
EXISTINt; 

23352·1 

ASPERMONT 
STONEWALL 

NI=W 
NFW 

y 
F 
/1. 
R 

0-5 

6-10 

11-2Cl 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-LO 

11-?0 

•)- ':> 

6-LO 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-l(J 

0-5 

6-10 

ll-2 () 

0-5 

6-1) 

ll-20 

0-5 

6- L'l 

11-?0 

A-2 

N 
A 
s 
p 

YES 

YES 

VFS 

YES 

YES 

YFS 

YFS 

YES 

YES 

N'l 

Nfl 

Wl 

YF S 

YF S 

y!= s 

~~ Cl 

T 
1\ 
s 
p 

YES 

YES 

Yf S 

YFS 

Y!= S 

YF S 

YES 

YF S 

YF S 

YF S 

YES 

YF S 

YFS 

YF S 

YF S 

Y'- S 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

Yf S 

YES 

YES 

V[ S 

YES 

PIJH 
nw~l 

VFS 

YES 

YfS 

v~s 

YFS 

YFS 

YFS 

n:s 
yrs 
YFS 

YFS 

Yr:s 
YFS 

YFS 

YFS 

YES 

vrs 
vr-:s 

- -- Pfl L F- - --

S Y S 0 D !="I-' 
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S? 

S2 

F3 

F\ 

F? 

F3 

TT"-1 

TT ~~ 

TT ~~ 

TT M 

Fl 

TT r'1 

r,11 

\, J 

r,' I 

t3! J 

r<! I 

C\11 

;1 :. J 

ll'l 

:\II 

~~I I 

r,t I 

r~ i I 

~I} 

Rl J 



TASP AIRP'lRTS 

ALPHABETIC ~y ASS1CIATED CITY 

ASSOCIATEO CITY 
COUNTY 

AIRPORT NAME 
STATUS 

SITE NO. 

ATHENS 
HENDERSON 

ATHENS MUNICIPAL 
EXISTING 

23363.1 

ATLANTA 
CASS 

ATLANTA MUN 
EXISTING 

233 66. 

AUSTIN 
TRAVIS 

R • MU E L L E R M UN 
EXISTING 

23373. 

AUSTIN 
TRAVIS 

TIM'S AIR PARK 
ACQUIRE 

233 72. 1 

BAIRD-CLYDE 
CALLAHAN 

NEW 
NEW 

BALL INGER 
RUNNELS 

ARUCE FIELD 
f X I ST 1"-JG 

rnea. 

BAL"'1nRHEA 
REEVES 

NEW 
N E\.J 

BANDERA 
BAf\IDERA 

FLYING L 
EXISTING 

23398. 

y 
E 
A 
R 

0- ') 

6- LO 

11-20 

0-5 

6- 10 

ll-20 

0-5 

6-10 

ll-?0 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-1 J 

ll-20 

0-5 

6- l. () 

11-20 

a-., 
6-l.O 

ll-?0 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

~ 
A 
s 
p 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YFS 

YF S 

NrJ 

Nn 

~0 

YES 

YES 

YES 

'~ '] 

T 
A 
s 
p 

YES 

Yf S 

YES 

YES 

Yf S 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YFS 

YF S 

NO 

YES 

YES 

YF-S 

Yf" S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

Y[ S 

YES 

NO 

Nn 

PUB 
()W N 

YFS 

YES 

YF S 

YFS 

YES 

YFS 

YFS 

YES 

YF S 

YI=S 

YF S 

Nfl 

YES 

YFS 

YFS 

YI=S 

YES 

YES 

YFS 

YFS 

t-lO 

---PIll ,_- --

SYS 1pr:c~ 

F3 

F3 

F3 

F3 

F3 

F3 

S2 

P2 

S2 

S2 

S? 

TTL 

TTM 

TT M 

Fl 

F3 

F3 

TTM 

TT "'1 

TTL 

TTL 

TTL 

r,r J 

GIJ 

P,tj 

RlJ 

GLJ 

QT 

nT 

11T 

RU 

Pl) 

Q[J 

nr J 

PIJ 

c)' ' 

T <'\ S P Wl V F ~1 R F P l 'J 7 S 
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TASP 1\IRP!JRTS 

ALPHABETIC BY ASSfJCIATED CITY 

ASSOCIATED CITY y N T 
COUNTY F A 1\ run, ---Pfll !=----

AIRPORT NAME A s s 0\-Jf\J 
STATUS R p p SY S ") p F r; 

SITE 11)0. 
---------------------------------------------------------------

BANDERA 0- 'j YFS y~ s ~n F1 r1. 1 1 
BANDERA 

NEW 6-10 YES YF S y f' <; F ~ f'i.J 
NEW 

25398.1 11-2 1) YES y~ s YFS r~ 1.: I 

BASTROP 0- I) NO YF S YFS TTM RIJ 
BI\STPOP 

NEW A-10 NO Yf S vrs TT M ~'.I 

NEW 
ll-2 () 1\Jr) YF S n:s TT '~ Ql I 

BAY CITY 0-5 YES YES YES F) GU 
MATAGORDA 

BAY CITY MUN 6-1 ·J YES YFS YES F3 ~T 

FXISTING 
23409.4 11-2 0 YES YES YFS F/ ')T 

BAYTOWN 0-5 YES YFS Yr.s F? ~T 

CHAMBERS 
NEW 6-10 YES YES yr:: c <;3 I,T 

NEW 
23412.2 ll-2 0 YF S YES YFS s ~ I,T 

RAYTmm 0-5 YES YES ~JD F? '~ T 
HARRIS 

HUMPHREY 6- 10 Nil 1\j') Nfl T Ptl fH 
EXISTING 

23412.1 11-? () WI NrJ ~Hl T fH.-1 O,T 

BEAUMONT ('1- 5 YES YFS YFS F2 G1 1 
JEFFERSO"'J 

BEAUMONT MUIIJ 6-10 YES YES YES F2 r, lJ 
EXISTING 

23415. ll-20 y~ s YES YF5 F? r, I I 

BEAU-PT. ARTHUR 0-5 YES YES yrs sz n 1 
JEFFERSON 

JEFFERSON CD 6- l 0 YFS YF S YFS S2 ~~ '? 

EXISTING 
2 3416. 11-Zf' YES y t: s vr s S2 0, 1 

BEEV Ill F 0-5 YF S YFS YFS F? P.T 
BFE 

BEEVILLE ~~ IY~ 6-10 YF S YES YFS F? ~F 
FXISTING 

23418.2 11-20 Yt S YF S YF-S F2 RT 

Ttl s p ~J'1 V c Wl,F R l'i 7 5 
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TASP ~I PPOR TS 

ALPHABET I( BY ASSOCIATED CITY 

ASSOCIATED CITY y N T 
COUNTY E h A PI J f\ ---l..lrJ[_ >----·--

AIRPORT NAME A s s n.1 "J 
STATUS p p p SY S (1 p r ~ 

SITE ~!0. 
---------------------------------------------------------------

BFLLV ILLE-SEf~L Y 0-5 YES YES YfS F] RIJ 
AUSTIN 

NEW 6-1,J YES Yf S Y~=s F3 r; l! 
NFW 

23421.03 ll-20 YES YES YFS F .:J, !,II 

BIG LAKE 0- "i NO YF S YES TS H P,! J 
REAGAN 

REAGAN co 6- 11) Nn YES YFS TSH " I I 
EXISTING 

23432. ll-20 ~0 YFS YFS TSH f.>!J 

BIG SPRING 0-5 y F= s YES YFS Fl rn 
HIJWAPD 

HOwARD en 6-10 YFS YF S yr:c; rt P,T 

FXISTING 
23439.1 11-20 YF S YES Yf~ F 1 r\ T 

RISHOP ()- 5 J\jlJ VE S YFS TT "-1 0,) 
NUECES 

BISHOP MUN 6-10 ~0 YES yr-r::: ' ._) 
TH~ ntJ 

EXISTING 
234 42. 11-21J NO YES YFS T™ ~~I I 

t3L ANCO 0-5 NO Nfl NIJ TTL ~I J 

RLA"lCfl 
NEW 6-10 NO YE: S Yf:S TT ~~ Ill I 

NEW 
11-20 VFS YES VI=S F3 0,(! 

BOERNE 0-5 YES YES YFS r:3 PII 
KENC>t\LL 

NEW 6-lCJ YES YES YFS F"3 :->!I 

NFW 
11-20 YF S YF S y~ ', >1 r.11 

BONHAM 0-~ YES YE-S YF<:. fC -~ tlt 1 

FANNIN 
JONES FIFLn 6-1 ;1 VE S VF S vr:s f--l :o,:J 

EXISTING 
23454. ll-20 YES YF S YFS I= ·~ 

j PI l 

BOOKER 0-5 \l!l YES Y[S TT'v1 ~~ I ) 

LIPSCOMB 
NEW 6-lJ NO YES YI=S TT ~ p· I 

N E\~ 
ll-?0 NO YF S Y>=S T T \I PI) 

T I\ s II ~·!iWf~\lnFp 1:) 7 () 

A-5 



TASP 1\IRPilRTS 

ALPHAAETIC RY 1\SSn(IATFO CITY 

ASSDCIATED CITY 
CnUNTY 

AIRPORT 1\JA"''F 
STATtJS 

SITF Nfl. 

f3'lRGER 
HUTCH IN SON 

HUTCHINSON rn 
J:XISTING 

23461. 

BOI.<i IE 
t-10NTAGUE 

BOW IE ~UN 
EXISTING 

23469.2 

HRACKETTVILLE 
KINNEY 

F T CLARK S PR Ir'IG S 
ACQUIRE 

23472.1 

BRAOY 
MC CULLOCH 

CURTIS FIELD 
t=XISTI"JG 

234 77. 

BPECKFNRIOGE 
STEPHENS 

STEPHENS CO 
EXISTING 

23481. 

RRENHAM 
WASHINGTON 

ARE NHM-1 ~~UN 
EXISTING 

2348').1 

RR I DGEPrlP T 
WISE 

RRIOGEPORT ~HJf\! 
EXISTING 

23486. l 

BROWNFIELD 
TERRY 

TERRY (IJ 
EXISTif\:G 

zj4c;s. 

y 
E 
A 
R 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-lJ 

11-20 

0- 'j 

f:>-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-1u 

11-20 

0- ') 

6-10 

11-2 J 

0-5 

6-10 

ll-2 0 

()- 5 

6- LJ 

ll-2) 

0- ') 

6- l.i 

ll-/<) 

N 
A 
s 
p 

YFS 

YrS 

YES 

y~ s 
YES 

Yf S 

YES 

YFS 

YF S 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

v= s 
VE S 

YES 

YFS 

YfS 

YES 

YF S 

YF S 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

Y[ S 

T 
1\ 
s 
p 

YES 

YES 

YES 

VI:- S 

YFS 

YF S 

YF S 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YF S 

YrS 

YES 

YF S 

Yt: S 

YF S 

Yf S 

YF S 

YF S 

YF- S 

Yf S 

yr:: s 

Y[ S 

YFS 

YFS 

Y[S 

YF~ 

YFS 

YF" 

f\J ( 1 

vrs 
YFS 

YFS 

YES 

YES 

YFS 

YF S 

Yt:S 

Yf: S 

YF S 

Vf <; 

vr ~ 

yr:::<; 

vrc:; 

- -- ~ I 11 F - - --

F/ 

F2 

F-2 

F3 

r 3 

F2 

F3 

F2 

r, 

Fl 

13 

PT 

Pi.l 

r'' I 

r,11 

~If 

:, I 

(';I l 

(~I I 

'~I I 

(~I I 

D I 

u II 

'\') 

r, i I 

(-;!) 

~~ I 

T l\ c; p ~ i ·~ v ( '' r r ~.,. 1 c; ! c; 
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TASP AIRPORTS 

ALPHABETIC BY ASSOCIATED CITY 

AS SOC I A TED CITY 
COUNTY 

AIRPORT NAME 
STATUS 

SITE NO. 

BROWNSVILLE 
CAMERON 

BROWNSVILLE HJT 
EXISTING 

23499. 

BROWNWOOD 
BROWN 

BROWNWOOD MUN 
EXISTING 

23502. 

BRYAN 
BRAZOS 

COUL T FR FIElD 
EXISTING 

23506. 

BUFF .-CENTERV ILL 
LEON 

NEW 
NEW 

BURNET 
BURNFT 

BURNET MUN 
EXISTING 

23':)22.2 

CALDWELL 
BURL E SOt-.J 

CALDWELL MUN 
FXISTING 

23535. 

CAMERON 
MILAM 

CAMFRDN MU"J 
EXISTING 

23540. 

CfiNAOIAN 
HE'-1PHILL 

HEMPHILL CO 
FXISTING 

23545. 

y 
E 
A 
R 

0-5 

6-10 

11-2Q 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-1·) 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6- 10 

11-2 8 

0-5 

6-1J 

11-20 

0-5 

A-10 

ll-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-2 C) 

N 
A 
s 
p 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

NO 

WJ 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YFS 

T 
A 
s 
p 

YFS 

YES 

Yf:S 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

Yf S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YFS 

YF S 

PUP 
mm 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YFS 

YFS 

YFS 

YES 

YFS 

YFS 

YFS 

YFS 

YFS 

YES 

Yr:s 

VE s 
YFS 

YES 

yes 

Yt=S 

YFS 

YFS 

YF S 

YFS 

---RnLc--·--

SYS n~rP 

S3 

S3 

F2 

S3 

FC\ 

F1 

F3 

TT "1 

TT M 

TTM 

F1 

F3 

F3 

F3 

F3 

F3 

F3 

F3 

F3 

F3 

GT 

c; u 

G! J 

~·.1 

I, I) 

(~' ' 
Pl I 

·1. I 

f.\ I I 

»'I 

1-l.l I 

T t. S P 'I ' l V r M P c P 1 l 7 ") 
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T A S P A I P P fJ P T S 

ALPHARFTIC BY ASSrJCIATfn rJTv 

ASSOCIATED CfTY 
CnUNTY 

A I R PDP T l'l A "1 F 
STATUS 

S fT E ~lf~. 

CANTON 
VAN ZANDT 

CANTOI'J-VAI'J Z ANOT 
P.EPLACE 

23548.5 

C.AN TON 
VAN ZANfH 

NFW 
NEW 

CANYON 
RANDALL 

GARTRFLL FIFLD 
ACQUIPF 

?3550.21 

CARRIZO SPPINGS 
DIMMIT 

f1 H•l M IT U'l 
FXI~TING 

23560. 

CARTHAGF 
PANOLA 

PANfllA CO 
EXISTING 

235S5.1 

CASTROVILLE 
MEDINA 

CASTRflVILlf MlJN 
EXISTING 

23574.1 

CENTER 
SHELRY 

CENTER MU\J 
EXIST t ~~G 

23':179. 

CHILDRESS 
CHILDRESS 

CHI LORE SS MlnJ 
EXISTING 

2 35 en. 

y 
F 
A 
H 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

J- 5 

6-10 

11-20 

o- 5 

6-10 

11-ZJ 

o- 5 

6- 1 I) 

11-20 

0-5 

6-l •) 

11-7 0 

0- '5 

6- li' 

ll-)') 

0- 'J 

6- 1') 

11-." 0 

A-8 

N 
f\ 
s 
p 

NU 

Nfl 

1\ln 

NO 

YFS 

y f. s 

YF S 

YF S 

n:s 
YES 

YF S 

YES 

YF S 

YF S 

YfS 

YF S 

YES 

YF S 

Yr:s 
YF S 

YFS 

T 
fl 
s 
p 

YES 

N J 

Yf S 

YF.: S 

YES 

YF') 

y r: s 

YF S 

YF S 

YES 

Yt: S 

YF S 

vrs 

YES 

YF S 

Y~S 

YF S 

YF S 

vr s 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

Y[ S 

YCS 

Yi=_"S 

YF<:. 

yrs 

Y[S 

YFS 

vrs 
YFS 

YFS 

YFS 

yrc; 

vrs 

y [ c, 

YF-S 

y r: '· 

yrs 

--- i; 111 r-----

SYS i'Pf ~· 

T T >1 

TTL 

TTL 

TT ~· 

F2 

F? 

(-"'l 
' J 

F? 

!=? 

r ? 

LS 

L<: 

" ) 

~I J 

\'I 

li! I 

qT 

') T 

pT 
'' 

iC\1 I 

r; I I 

r,l J 

PT 

ll T 

I, I I 

(~I J 



TASP AIRPORTS 

ALPHABETIC BY ASSOCIATED CITY 

ASSOCIATED CITY 
COUNTY 

AIRPORT NAME 
STATUS 

SITE NO. 

CISCO 
EASTLAND 

CISCO MUN 
REPLACE 

23602. 

ClARENDON 
DONLEY 

CLARENDON MUN 
EXISTING 

23607.1 

CLARKSVILLE 
REO RIVER 

RED RIVER CO 
EXISTING 

23608.3 

CLAUDE 
ARMSTRONG 

NEW 
NEW 

CLEBURNE 
JOHNSON 

C LEBUFN E MUN 
EXISTING 

2 36 l 7. 

CLEVELAND 
LIBERTY 

CLEVELAND MUN 
EXISTING 

2 36 19. 

CLIFTON 
BOSQUE 

CLIFTON MU"' 
EXISTING 

23625. l 

COLDSPRING 
SAN JACINTO 

NEW 
NEW 

y 
E 
A 
R 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-ZO 

1\1 
A 
s 
p 

YES 

NO 

NO 

YES 

YF.S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

NO 

NO 

NO 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YFS 

YES 

VE S 

YES 

VE S 

"JO 

YF S 

YES 

T 
A 
s 
p 

YES 

NJ 

1\El 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

NO 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

PUB 
OWN 

YES 

NO 

NO 

YFS 

YES 

YFS 

YFS 

YFS 

YES 

NO 

YES 

YFS 

YFS 

YES 

YfS 

YES 

YFS 

YFS 

YES 

YES 

YFS 

YF.S 

YES 

VF S 

---ROLF----

svs flF'FP 

F3 

TS M 

TS M 

F3 

F3 

F3 

F3 

F3 

F-3 

TTL 

TTM 

TT M 

F2 

F2 

F2 

F3 

F3 

F3 

F3 

F3 

F~ 

TT M 

f3 

F3 

BU 

RIJ 

RU 

~u 

P.IJ 

BIJ 

Rll 

Gll 

RU 

[31 I 

Bll 

[31 J 

~I.J 

BU 

Gll 

P,T 

f3T 

Ril 

P.lJ 

81' 

BU 

GIJ 

GlJ 

TASP NOVFMPER 1175 
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TASP AIRPORTS 

t.LPI-41\8[T IC BY ASSfJC IAT[[) CITY 

ASSnCIATED CITY 
COUNTY 

AIRPORT NAME 
STATUS 

SITE NO. 

COL EM AN 
COLEMAN 

COL FM AN MlJN 
EXISTING 

23630. 

COLlf-GF ST~TTO"J 
RR AZOS 

fASTERWfJflf) FIFLD 
f:: X I ST HJG 

23635. 

COLORADO CITY 
MITCHELl 

C.C.-MITCHfLL CO 
ACQUIRE 

23637.2 

COLU~~BIJ$ 
COLORADO 

COL UM RUS 
EXISTING 

23638.1 

Cf'LU~BUS 
CULORADrJ 

NEW 
1\J FW 

23638.3 

COMANCHE 
CClMA"'CHf 

COM. CO-CITY 
FX I ST Hlr; 

236411. ll 

CONROE 
MONTGOMERY 

MONTGOMERY CrJ 
EXISTING 

23652· 

CORPUS CHRISTI 
l'lUECE S 

C • C HP I S T I I N T 
FXISTI"JG 

23657.? 

y 
F 
A 
R 

0-5 

6-10 

11-2(' 

6-1J 

11-2J 

0- ') 

6-H' 

0-5 

6- 1 () 

11-20 

('-? 

6- t ') 

11-?'j 

0-5 

6-1'J 

!)- 5 

6-l) 

ll-?0 

0- ':} 

6-lil 

1 t -:~a 

/\-10 

"' A 
s 
p 

Yf:S 

YF S 

Yf: S 

YF S 

YF S 

y,: s 

YF S 

YF S 

YF S 

yr <; 

NfJ 

N:J 

y I= s 

YfS 

YF <; 

y [ <; 

YrS 

YF S 

YF S 

YES 

YF S 

y '= s 
Yf S 

YES 

T 
A 
s 
p 

YF S 

Y'- S 

YF S 

y r: s 
yr.:- s 

YF S 

yr- s 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

N l 

ND 

YF S 

YFS 

Yf- S 

YF S 

YE-S 

YES 

YES 

Yf.S 

yr= s 

y r: s 

Yf S 

YFS 

DIJP 
i"l -·1~) 

y F S 

YF S 

v=s 

~J I] 

Y r S 

YFS 

YFS 

YFS 

---DflLI----

F '> 

F- -'. 

F -~ 

c;z 

I=-, 
) 

F -, 
' _! 

f- "l 

c: / 

(' 'J 
) ' 

-~ I 

-~1 ! 

f\T 

1-1T 

~I J 

:<'1 

pI I 

c~ i 1 

,_,_1 

r,1 1 

"·I I 

r;, _I 

nT 

'? 

Tfi';P ''!\}f'~Pil' _,._ 



TASP ATQ.P~lRTS 

1\tPHARFTIC RY ASSDCIATlD CITY 

ASSOCIATE[) CITY 
(flUNTY 

A I R P 0 R T ~H\ '-1 F 
STATUS 

S IT E r-.m. 

CORSICAI\JA 
NJ\VARRn 

CORSICANA MlJN 
FXISTING 

23664. 

CflTULLA 
LA SALLF 

COTULLA MlJI\J 
EXISTING 

2 3A 61. 

CRANE 
CRANE 

CRANE en 
EX!STif\lG 

2 3h ll. 

CROCKETT 
HOUSTON 

Hnusrm~ co 
EXISTING 

236 73. l 

CROSBYTON 
CROSBY 

CROSBYTCJN MUN 
FXISTING 

23675.1 

CRCl\v FLL 
FflARD 

FOARD Ul 
FXISTII\JG 

23tJ1:W. 

CRYSTAL C JTY 
l t.V 6.L A 

CRYSTt.L C I TV MlJN 
~="XISTING 

2 36 H4. 

CUFR'l 
OF WITT 

CUfRfJ ~~UN 
FXISTING 

2 36 qu. 

y 
E 
A 
p 

0- ') 

6- ltl 

11-? 0 

J- 5 

6-10 

ll-20 

0-5 

0-5 

n-10 

l 1-? ,) 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0- ') 

6-LO 

11- ."J 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

\)- 5 

6-11 

ll-20 

A-ll 

N 
A 
s 
p 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

y != s 

YF S 

YF S 

YFS 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YF S 

YES 

y~ s 

Yl== S 

y f s 

T 
A 
') 
p 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

Yf S 

YF S 

YFS 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YFS 

YES 

Yc s 

YFS 

YF S 

y ~: s 

YES 

YF S 

YF S 

Yl=: S 

YES 

fli.JP 
fl 1A ~J 

YF~ 

YrS 

YFS 

YFS 

yr=s 

YFS 

YfS 

y f- s 

YES 

yrc, 

YE' 

YfS 

YES 

YFS 

YFS 

yt=s 

YF S 

yr: S 

YFS 

YF"S 

YFS 

--- P 1ll F- ··--

S y S r' D ~- f) 

F2 

F? 

F? 

F3 

F3 

F? 

F~· 

F3 

F3 

f) 

TT ~ 

T <,II 

f-.3 

F3 

.,, ' 

n, \J 

rl,[J 

r,IJ 

:,I J 

')I J 

'<,I I 

~~ I I 

PI J 

CtJ 

8ll 

1,1 J 

'1,') 

I'_ I.) 

~I I 

r:, I 

n 1 1 

;l,ll 

.~ I 



TA S P A!RPnRTS 

ALPHABETIC HY /I.SSllCIATED CITY 

ASSOCIATED CITY y N T 
C:lUNTY f A /1. PIIK ---Drlt[-----

AIRPORT NAM[ II. s s fl',n' 
STATUS R p p s y <; r1 p {- r 

STTE f\JU. ---------------------------------------------------------------
01\INGERFifLD ,)- ') Nn vrs VI-~ T 1 '1 1\11 

MORRIS 
GREATER ~1flP R IS c 6- 1 ') NO vr: s YF S T T :~ :1 I I 

EXISTING 
23704.1 11-? I) Yf S Yf S vrs Fj t11!' 

DALHART 0-5 YES YF S Yf-S ~2 Gil 
HARTLEY 

DALHART M'Jf\J f:.-10 YfS YF S YFS r? "T 
EXISTING 

23708. 11-20 YES YES YFS ~2 PT 

DALLAS 0-5 YES YES WJ S2 '-'T 
OALL AS 

ADfH SCf\J 6-lJ YF: S YF' S vr:s s 1 l)T 

ACQUIPE 
23710·3 11-::'J YES YF- S yr::c: ')1 I\ T 

DALLAS 0- ') YF S YES yr S r'l A, l 
DALLAS 

D-FW REG 6-1.1 Yf S YF S yr-:c: [")l ~- 1 
EXISTING 

23710.6 11-?.J YF S YF- S Y r (, Pl ~ l 

DALLAS o- s YES YF S Yf:- S S1 r~ T 

DALLAS 
LOVE F I ELn 6-l 0 YF S YF S yr:c; q ,. T 

I' 

EXISTING 
23713. 11-?0 YF S y F: s YFS s l ,.. .... . , 

DALLAS 0-5 YFS Yf S vr:: S S/' r-: r 

DALLAS 
REOAIPD 6-11 YES YES YFS ~ ') 

::, .· ",T 

FXISTING 
23710.2 11-l J YES YF S y~~ Sl :~ T 

DALLAS 0-5 y F. s YES yr.: s F2 (')lj 

DALLAS 
SEPVICF: Ak FA l'> 6-10 YFS YF S YFS F? ,--,r 1 

~~ FW 
ll-20 vr:: S y r: s YF' F ! r, I 

[)ALL AS 0-5 yr:: s Y[ S yrs r ·' r; I J 

DALLAS 
Si=RVICE ~P FA 20 6- l 1:) YFS vr S yr S F > r-..,1! 

~-JEW 
ll-/) YES YF S Yf-- s c-_: ·~I I 

u.sP rJ'I/r:~f"l.-P 1" -, ( ' . ) 

A-12 



TASP AIRP 11RTS 

ALPHABETIC p, y ASSOCIAT(:D CITY 

ASSnCIATED C fTY y N T 

CnUNTY E A f:, PtJR ---ROLF----
AIRPORT Nh.~E A s s (l\ol "'' STATUS p p p SY S ~~ P F P 

SITE ~o. ----------------------------------------------------------------
DE LEON 0-5 ~Ji1 vrs yr:<:, T T ~1 ~~I I 

CllMANCHF 
DE L ECl-'-1 MUN 6- LO r-..Jn f\J'l "I I) TTL I\' t 

REP! ACE 
23740.1 11-.~0 ~.j ll 1\J:J ~J I J T T I n' I 

DE lEON 0-5 Nll YFS vrs TT "'1 f<! I 

CilMANCHF 
NFW 6-10 t\lf1 YF S y ~~ <: 

' ' 
TT "'1 '-U 

NEW 
11-20 1\JO YES vc:s TT\1 0, I J 

DEL RIO '.)- 5 YFS YF S Y' S F2 )T 
VAL V FR OF 

OEL Rill INT 6-10 YES YES YFS c:; f\T 
EXISTING 

23745. 11-20 YF S YF S yr:<:, F-? D)T 

DELL CITY 1'"1- 5 NO YFS VI-S TT •.1 0. l I 

HUDSPETH 
DELL CITY MUN 6-10 NO YES yrs TT ~1 n II 

EXISTING 
23741.?1 11-2<) ~J () Yt S ycc . j T T ') P,t I 

OFNTON 0-5 YF S y f- s v•s '1 1,11 

DENTON 
DENTON "'1UN 6-10 YCS yr:. s YF S <:,7 ~T 

EXISTING 
23750. ll-20 YES Yf:- S yt..:<; S? il.T 

DFNVER CITY 0-5 YF S Yf S r~n F ~ ''ll 
YOAKUM 

DENVER CITY 6-l 'J r-..Jf] tJ ) f\j•1 T c; '.1 ;-~I I 

EXISTING 
23752. 11-20 ~J il N'_! i\j f I TS ,-.., 01 j 

DfNVFR CITY 0-5 YES y (..:: s YF' r= -, ll t 

YOAKUM 
NFV-1 6- l\) YES v~~ S VF- S L:> ~II I -

t\JEW 
23752.1 ll-20 y~ s yr= s V'-- <:, (: '1 Dl J 

DFVI"JE 0-5 YF S YF S YFS F -~ . ~' t 

MEDINA 
UFVINF MUN 6- 10 YF S yr- s yr- S F3 ru J 

[X!STING 
237f.;O. 1 ll-ZO y r: s y [ <; YFS r) ".! J 

TA S P ~~' v r: '-1 n r ,.; l '' 7 '1 
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TASP AIPP'lRTS 

ALPHA8FTIC RY ASSnCIATED CITY 

ASSOCIATED CITY 
COUNTY 

AIRPORT NA~F 
STATUS 

SITE NlJ. 

DILLEY 
FRIO 

DILLEY AIRPARK 
EXIST JNG 

23767.ll 

DIM~ ITT 
CASTRO 

0 IMM ITT ~1UN. 
EXISTING 

23769.1 

DRYDEN 
TERRELL 

TERRELL CO DRYD 
EXISTING 

DUMAS 
MOrlRE 

2 3779. 

DUMAS MllN 
EXISTING 

23785. l 

EAGLE LAKE 
COLURADrl 

FAGLF LAKF 
EXISTING 

23787. 

FAGLE PASS 
~AVFRICK 

EAGLE PASS r'ltJN 
RfPLA(E 

237Q). 

FAGLE PASS 
MAVERICK 

NEW 
"JEW 

237Cl3.2 

EASTLANO 
FASTLAND 

FASTLMIO Mill\i 
P EPLACE 

23796. 

y 
E 
A 
R 

()- 5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-l.J 

11-20 

0-5 

6- 18 

11-20 

0-5 

&-11) 

11-2 ,'1 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0- "i 

&-10 

11-!() 

a- 5 

6-10 

11-?1) 

o- '5 

(,- 10 

Lt-10 

A-14 

N 
A 
s 
p 

YF S 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

YF S 

YF S 

YFS 

YES 

YF S 

YF S 

~ l fl 

YF S 

YF-S 

YF S 

~J ll 

~J ll 

T 
A 
s 
p 

YFS 

YF S 

YF S 

YF S 

y f= s 
Yr s 

YFS 

YF S 

y~ s 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

YF S 

YF S 

Wl 

YF S 

Y>: S 

YF S 

~IU 

P!IR ---P'll r-:---­
CJW"I 

YES 

YES 

YFS 

YFS 

YFS 

YF S 

YFS 

YFS 

Yf- c, 

'Ji) 

yr <; 

vr '· 
YtS 

YFS 

Wl 

TTY. 

F- 2 

T T '~ I I 

T T !~ 

TT '1 

F2 

F2 

t? 

r? 

F / 

T ', '~ 

s 5 

TSH 

[<.'I 

r,l I 

(',I I 

D,' I 

:',I I 

:> 1_1 

I~ I J 

~~ f 

-~~I 

\I J 

''"";!I 

~,I J 

r,l I 

',·I 

I~ ! I 

PT 

~~ T 

o,' I 

o.. I 

o I 



TASP AIPPOPTS 

ALPHARETIC RY ASS!lCIATED cITY 

ASSOCIATFD CITY y N T 
COUNTY F A fl. PUR - -- 0 ~JL I=- - - -

AIR PORT NA~E A s s 0\-IN 
S T A T'J S p p p SY S (!PC:< 

SITE NO. ---------------------------------------------------------------
EDEN 0-5 NU YF S YF S TT M ~~ lJ 

CONC Hfl 
NEW h-10 NlJ YES YES TT "'1 fjiJ 

NFW 
11-2 0 N'l YF S YFS T T ~~ 01) 

EDINBURG 0-5 NO Yt S y r= S TT r1 :ll 1 

HIDALGO 
ALJX 1 "100RE F • 6-10 NO ~J I 1\jl) TTL ".II 

REPLACE 
Z3Bu4. 11-ZO Nil N'l ~j!) TTL 0,1 J 

I==DINBUKG 0-5 YES YES YE' r·~ ., ! f 

HIDALGO 
EDlNRtJRG ~-1UN 6-10 NO r--J 1 "J[l TTL p If 

REPLACE 
23R05. 11-21) \10 ~! J '\l 'l TTL 0, l J 

EDINBURG 0-5 Y[S YES Y~S Fl R, I 

HIDALGO 
NEW 6-10 YFS YE: S vrs F-3 '; ll 

NFI..J 
2180'1. 1 11-20 Yt S YES y;::<:, F3 i,IJ 

E 01'1 A 0-5 YES YES YFS Fl n ,) 

JACKSON 
JACK SON Cll 6-1•) YF S YF S Y[S Fl ~~I J 

EXISTING 
23808. 1 11-2'1 YES HS YFS F ~ r~ I I 

EL r>fl.Sll 0- ') YES YES YFS f'? '·' J 
EL PAS!l 

EAST ( \l HI) 6-10 YF S YES YI-S F' L c~ 1 ' 
NEW 

11-20 YES Y[ S vr:s ~' L Gil 

El PASll 0-5 YES y E: s y f= s C,? fl'! 
FL PASO 

EL PASn PH 6-1,) YF S YF S YfS P' A2 
EXISTING 

23810. 11-20 YES v~ s vrc_ P? t-.2 

FL PASn 0- s YES YES :~I J F7 ''.) 

EL PASO 
SUNLAND AIRPARK 6-10 !\Jfl 1\1 1 'n T fl .' n,! l 

EXISTP-Ji, 
23s::l30.1 t 1- 2') ~j 11 !"J I) ~I!) TD •: 0' 1 

TASP ~: r 1 ; F r1,., f- r; l '; 7 o-, 

A-15 



TASP AIRPORTS 

ALPHABETIC BY ASSOCIATED CITY 

ASSDCIATFD CITY y N T 
COUNTY E A A PUP ---Pr:L F----

AIRPORT NAMF A s s mm 
STATUS R p p SY S 'J P r P 

SITE NO. ---------------------------------------------------------------
EL PASO 0-5 YES YF S Yrs F-7 r;t 1 

El PASO 
WFST (NEW) 6-10 y r: s YES Yrs F-2 r,l t 

NFW 
ll-,~0 YF S YF S YFS F? CIJ 

ELDORADO 0-5 NfJ YES YFS TSH 131 I 
SCHL F ICHFR 

ElDORADO MUN 6-1\) NO YF S YtS TSH nu 
EXISTING 

23817. lL-20 NO YES YES T<; ti P! I 

ELECTRA 0- 5 ~JO YES YF S TT M c~' 1 

WICHITA 
NEW 6-10 '\j[) YES YES TT '~ :~I J 

NEW 
ll-20 "Jl YES YFS TTM K'.l 

ENNIS 0-5 YJ-: S YES Y~s F3 P,lf 

ELLIS 
ENNIS MUN 6-10 Yf S YES VFS F -~ llj 

EXISTING 
23836.1 ll-? 0 Y[ S VF S vrs F~ rL! 

FABENS 0-5 yc:s y~ s YFS F1 '1 I j 
Fl PASO 

FABENS 6-l) '\JO ~Ji) ~~ il r:< ,, I I 

REPLACE 
23844. ll-20 NiJ NJ rw F3 '-'' J 

FALFURRIAS 0-5 YES YES YF5 != -~ ~T 

BROOKS 
BROOKS co 6-10 VF S YES vr s F~ jT 

EXISTING 
2~852. 11-7•) YES Yf S Yf-'S f) rn 

FLOQ.ESV ILLE 0-5 N'l YES VFS TT '-1 f) ~ l 
WILSON 

NEW 6-10 YF::S YES YI=S F3 Pt I 
NEW 

11-20 Y'- S YF S YFS r-< D,! J 

FLOYDADA 0-5 YES Y[ S v F <; F3 'l' J 

FLOYD 
FLOYDM1 A MU~·J 6- ll Yt S YF S YFS F -~ n t 1 

EXISTING 
23871.1 11--~C) y F= s YF S YF S F ~. '.J I t 

T 1\ S P ~·F1V r '1': r::q l () 7 r; 
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TASP AIRPf1RTS 

ALPHAtlFTIC BY ASSnCIAT'=D CITY 

ASSfJCIATED CITY y N T 
COUNTY E A A PI!~ ---RrlL '----

AIRPORT NA"1E A s s (JWI 
STATUS R p p SY S ') ;J ~:: ~) 

SITE \J Q. 

---------------------------------------------------------------
FOLLETT n-s ~0 YES v f~ <; T T '1 P! I 

LIP SCOM R 
F-LIPSCOMP. en 6- L0 NO YF S yrc; TT ~1 :'II 

EXISTING 
23873.15 ll-2') "Jil YF- <; vr c., T T ~A )I I 

FORT DAVIS 0-5 1\J(l ~·I (I W1 TTl ~J I J 

JrFf DAVIS 
NFW 1)-10 NU vrs Yr<; TT '-1 r>,: J 

NFW 
ll-20 W1 y~ s YFS TT M 'I 1. I 

FC'PT S TOCKTflN 0-5 YFS YES y ~- (' 
' - .) f", nT 

PECOS 
PECOS CCJ 6-1) n=s YES YF-~ F? qr 

EXISTING 
23'385. ll-ZO v~s y E: s Y~S F2 <T 

FORT wnR TI-l 0- ') vr=s YF S yr S Sl n, T 

TARRANT 
MFACH~\1 FIELD 6- l (' Yf S YF S Y r: <; q :-(T 

EXISTING 
23R87. ll-~1) YF S YF S yr: c: <;t r' T 

' ' • J 

fClRT wr)R T H !)- 5 YF S y t= <; Y> S F? r,11 

TARRANT 
SERVICE AR FA l h-10 YFS y f- <; yr· "· r;; r;, I 

r-.j f.'.~ 
ll-? 0 YF S ns y r: <. F ) r; I I 

FORT WORTH n- 5 YF S yr:c, yr <:, '\3 ~~~I 

ThRRANT 
S FR VIC f 1\P fA ? 6- l .~, Yf S YF S YFS s '> Cil 

NEW 
11-2 .) YF S Y[" S Y"S s~ ~~! 1 

FOPT WCRTH 0-5 YF S y r= s v~ s F2 I, I I 

TARRANT 
SEPVICf ARfA 4 6-10 YF S YES yc::<; r? (;I I 

N FW 
ll-20 vc: s y f- s yr:~ 1=; (' I 

' ' 

F(lRT WORTH 0-5 Yt= S Yt= S vr:s F2 r,l! 
TAP RANT 

SEPVICF i\ P ~A 6 6- l,) VFS yr S Yf<:, F.:> !"';I I 

I'J F:W 
ll- ~· 0 Yt S Y F- r . ) y (: ') f- ? r,! ~ 

T t .. <) r' ~ I '<j i ·~ t• r P I r '' 
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TASP AIPPrJPTS 

ALPHABETIC BY ASSrJCIATFD CITY 

ASSOCIATED CITY 
CflU"lTY 

,~I R PORT NA~E 
STATUS 

SITE "10. 

FORT WORTH 
TARRANT 

SERVICE AREA 9 
NEW 

F R E 0 F R I CK S BURG 
GILLfSPIE 

GILLESPIE CO 
EXISTING 

23"-}03. 

FREER 
nUVAL 

FREER MUN 
EXISTING 

23907. 

FREER 
DUVAL 

NEW 
NFW 

FRIONA 
PARMEP 

BENGER AIR PAPK 
ACQUIRE 

23908. 

GAINESVIUF 
cnnKE 

r, 1\l N E S V IL L r '-1 fn,J 
EXlSTING 

2 Jq ll. 

GALVESTON 
GAL VfSTCl\J 

SCHOLES FIELn 
FXISTHJG 

23915. 

GARDE"J CITY 
GLASS COCK 

1\JHI 
NEW 

y 
E 
A 
R 

0-5 

6-10 

ll-20 

0- ') 

6- li) 

ll-2C 

0- '5 

6- l·' 

11-?) 

0-5 

6- 1J 

ll-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-2:::1 

0- '5 

(,-1 0 

tt-zn 

0-5 

6-1') 

11-20 

0-'1 

6-111 

Li-20 

A-18 

"J 
A 
s 
p 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

i\j(J 

I'JO 

YFS 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YF S 

Yt S 

YES 

Yf S 

YF S 

"J() 

NO 

T 
A 
s 
p 

YF:S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

yr:: s 
YF S 

YES 

Yf S 

YES 

YF S 

YF S 

YF S 

y !- <, 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

PI I I~ 
\l"''~J 

YES 

YF:S 

YFS 

vrs 
YtS 

"J(l 

WJ 

YtS 

YF S 

yr.:s 

YfS 

Yf-S 

v r c; 

Yf'') 

YFS 

vr:.s 

YfS 

YF"S 

y r:. <; 

---PJlL F----

S;J 

S2 

S2 

FJ 

F1 

TTL 

TTl 

F2 

F-? 

T Tv, 

pT 

lT 

r,1 t 

GIJ 

kl I 

Pt J 

nJ 

Pl. t 

PI J 

Df J 

p l) 

(~ ' 
()I 

'l. T 

.. ~ .,.. 

fl, T 

f\ I J 

r~ I) 



TASP AIRP'lRTS 

Al PH ABE Tl C ~y ASSOCIATED CITY 

ASSOCIATED CITY y N T 
COUNTY F A A PlJP ---Pill F----

AIRPORT NAMf A s <:, mm 
STATUS p p p c:, y ') :1 P F t> 

SITE N () • 
---------------------------------------------------------------

GATESVIllf 
CORY Ell 

0- ') NU YF:S YFS TT '-1 I~ I J 

G. CITY-COUNTY 6-1·) YES YfS YfS F-=1 1\' J 
EXISTING 

2'3930.2 11-20 YES YES YF=S FJ ·~I I 

GEORGE WEST 0-5 
LIVE OAK 

N'l YES YES TT ~1 l <:, 

LIVE OAK co 6-10 
REPLACE 

~JO 1\j'] ~·Jn TTL L') 

23934.6 11-20 \jf) NO NrJ TTL LS 

GEflRGE WEST 0-5 NO YES YES T T ~~ Q[l 

LIVE OAK 
NEW 6-10 NfJ YES YFS TT ~1 ~II 

NEW 
11-2iJ Nrl Yf S YFS TT '-1 ~~I J 

GEORGETOWN 0-5 Yf S YF S vtS F ~ (',I I 
WILLIAMSON 

GEORGFT OW ~J MUN A-10 YES YES YFS FJ PT 
EXISTING 

23934. 11-20 YES YES Vf<:: FJ '~ T 

GIDDINGS 
LEE 

0-5 NO YES YFS TT .•1 P.lt 

GlflDINGS-LFE en 6-10 1\Jn Yf S YFS TT ~1 f~ I l 

fXISTING 
23937.1 11-20 YES Yr: s YFS F< 

' -' PI) 

GILMER 0- ') Yf S YES YFS Fl ql I 
UPSHUR 

GILMER UPSHUR co 6-ll) VE S Yf S VF=S F'3 !11 J 
FXISTING 

23939.11 11-?0 YES YES YFS F?, PU 

GLADEWATER 0-5 YES y F- s Yt: S F ·~ 
j !~I I 

GREGG 
GLADEWATER ."'1UN 6- 1 () Yf S YES YfS Fj Gtl 

EXISTING 
23948. ll-20 YF S YF S YF=S F ' r;11 

GCJLDTHWAITF 0-5 Wl YF S Nn T1L L< 
rATLLS 

1>1ILLS COUNTY 6-lQ ~JO NO 1\J () TTl I S 
EXISTING 

23950.11 ll-70 NO Nfl NfJ TTL 
l " 

TA SP rJ:1V F '1 :'. r: ~ 1 () 7 5 
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TASP AIFPURTS 

ALPHABETIC BY ASSOCIATED CITY 

fiSSOCIATED CITY 
cnuNTV 

A I R PCl R T N AM!= 
STAT:JS 

SITE ~Jf:J. 

GOL DTHWA I Tf 
MILLS 

NEW 
NEW 

23950.12 

GnL I AD 
GnLIAD 

NEW 
NEW 

GONZALES 
GONZJ\LES 

GONZALES MUN 
RFPLACE 

23951.1 

GONZALES 
GONZALES 

NEW 
NEW 

23951.12 

GRAHAM 
YOUNG 

GRAHAr-1 MUN • 
EXISTING 

23961. 

GR A~IAUR V 
HOOD 

GRANBURY MUN 
EXISTING 

23965.1 

GRAND PPAIPIE 
TARRANT 

GRAND PRAIPIF M 
EXISTING 

23969.01 

GREENVILLE 
HUNT 

MAJORS 
FXISTING 

239 85. 

y 
E' 
A 
R 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

ll-20 

0-5 

6-10 

ll-20 

0-5 

6-l(' 

11-?0 

0-5 

6-1 \.) 

11-20 

0-5 

6-11 

ll-2') 

0-5 

6- 1 ') 

ll-2 0 

0- ') 

A-1;) 

ll-/·" 

A-20 

N 
A 
s 
p 

YF S 

YES 

Yf S 

Nn 

NO 

1\J[) 

YF S 

"J() 

NCl 

YES 

YES 

VE S 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YF S 

YFS 

YES 

YES 

YJ:S 

Yf S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

T 
A 
s 
p 

YF S 

YE <; 

y I= s 

YES 

YES 

YI=S 

YES 

VE <; 

YF <; 

YES 

Yf S 

Yf S 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

YFS 

YF S 

YF S 

YF S 

YES 

Y E S 

YFS 

Yf-S 

YFS 

yr~ S 

YES 

Nfl 

WJ 

YFS 

VFS 

vrs 

V[S 

YES 

vrs 

VfS 

YFS 

vrs 

yrs 

YrS 

YFS 

YFS 

---PI'! f-----

~, y s r1 p r :l 

;>,II 

q I 1 

F3 

TTM 

TT ''-1 

T C. 1-1 

T S ·~ ill I 

C'l 

(~I ) 

f- •) _, r, I 

F3 [lT 

F3 'IT 

F3 

F3 

F3 'l J 

r~1 I 

01) 

F? ~II 

Qll 



TASP AIRPORTS 

ALPHAAFTIC BY ASSOCIATED ( ITY 

ASSOCIATED CITY y N T 
COUNTY E A A PlJ P, ---PilL f----

AIRPORT NAME A s s OWN 
STATUS R p p SY S (lP!=r.' 

SITE Nfl. ---------------------------------------------------------------
GROVETON 0-5 NO YFS YF S TT~ P, I J 

TPINITY 
GROVE .-TR IN.CO. 6-10 '\Jf) YES YES TT 1.1 BLJ 

EXISTING 
2399(1. ll-20 NO YES YFS TTI1 I\ II 

GRUVER 0-5 YES Yf S Yf S F3 ~II 

HANSFORD 
NEW 6-10 YFS YES YF S F3 ~II 

NEW 
23995.1 ll-20 YES YES YFS F~ fll I 

HALLETTSVILLE 0-5 YES YF S YES FJ .qJ 
L AV AC A 

H. MUNICIPAL 6-1) YES YF S YF S F 3 P' I 
EXISTING 

240 02. 11 ll-20 YES YES YfS F3 r; I I 

HAMIL TON 0-5 YES YES YFS ~: 3 ~~~I 

HAMILTON 
HAMIL TON MUN 6- 10 YES Yf= S YFS F3 'llJ 

EXISTING 
240 03. ll-20 YF S YF S YES F3 8L1 

HAMLIN o- 5 NO y,::: s YF S TT~ ~~'' ,JClNES 
HAMLIN MUN 6- 10 NO YES YFS TH1 GIJ 

EXIST lNG 
24005. 1 11-20 Nil YES YFS TT M Rll 

HARLINGEN 0- ') YES YF S YFS s 3 83 
CAMERON 

H. IND AIRPK 6-10 YES Yt S Yt=S S3 P) 
EXISTING 

24012. 11-.~0 YES vr s vr:s S3 tn 

HASKEll J- ') YES Yf S v~=s r 3 1\ I I 

HASKELL 
HASKEll MUN 6-1,) yr: s YES YFS F2 P,l J 

EXISTING 
24015.12 11-20 VF S YF S YFS F) 'lll 

HEARNE o- s YES YFS vr:s F3 (; 1..! 
ROBERTSON 

HEARNE MUN 6-10 YES YES YFC. F3 (",I' 

EXISTING 
24026. 11-20 yr: s YF S YFS r3 ('I I ,, 

Tl\ s p ~1nv r: ~1R r- ~ 1° 7 s 
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TA S P AIRPORTS 

ALPHARETIC BY ASSrJC IATFD CITY 

ASSOCIATED CITY y N T 
COUNTY E .'\ A PUP --- P fll F----

AIRPORT NAME A s s 0\->1 ~J 
STATUS R p p SY S 11 p f: r. 

SIT f NO. ---------------------------------------------------------------
HFBBRONVILL E 0-5 NO YES YrS TT M ~IJ 

JIM HOGG 
NfW 6-10 NO YES YES TT M ~1.1 

NEW 
11-20 f\10 YES YFS T T ~~ PlJ 

HEMPSTEAD 0-5 YES YES YES F3 ~!! 
WALLER 

NEW 6-10 YFS YES YFS F"3 nt I 
NEW 

24320.6 11-20 YES Yf. S yr-s F3 ')tJ 

HENDERSON 0-5 YES YES YFS F -; G' I 
RUSK 

~USK co 6-1·) YES YES YFS F3 r<T 
EXISTING 

24034. ll-?0 YF S YF S YES FJ liT 

HENRIETTA (1- 5 NO VFS "Jfl TTL 0 .!1 
CLAY 

MYERS FIELD 6-10 YES YES YES F -3 ~~ I J 
ACQUIRE 

240 3 7. 11-20 YES YES YFS F ? '.l.' J 

HEREFORD 0-5 YES YES YF S Fl' r;! J 
DEAF SMITH 

HEREFORD MU~.J 6-10 YES YES YfS rz Gil 
EXISTING 

24042. ll-20 YF S YES Vf'; F2 )T 

HIGGINS 0-5 ~~.Jn YES r•J r, TTL ')I J 
LIPSCOMB 

HIGGINS MU"J 6-l J 1\j iJ YES YES T T ~~ c) I I 
ACQUIRE 

24048. 11-?0 Nn YF S yrs TT '.1 P( I 

HILLSBORO 0-"' YF S YF S vrs F -~ l' I 
HILL 

HTLLSRORO t~! JN 6- 11' f\jf) 1\) l 1\J"' I I T <; ~~. <II 
REPlACE 

240 58.2 ll-.~ ') NO 1\jn "~I) T c; "1 Pi. I 

HILLSBORO (J- 5 YF S yr S YF"; F -~ 1.1.' I 

HILL 
!'JEW 6- 1 } y f- s YF S yr S F) r,l f 

"JEW 
24057.9 11-? \) YES YES YES r1 Gil 

HSD ww E '1~ F~ Fl7 5 
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TASP AIFPORTS 

ALPHARETIC BY ASSOCIATED CITY 

ASSOCIATED CITY 
COUNTY 

AIRPORT NAME 
STATUS 

SITE NO. 

HONDO 
MEDINA 

HONDO MUN 
EXISTING 

24062. 

HOUSTON 
BRAZORIA 

CLOVER FIELD 
EXISTING 

2406 7.1 

HOUSTON 
GALVESTON 

SPACELAND 
ACQUIRE 

24068.3 

HOUSTON 
HARRIS 

ANORAU AIRPARK 
EXISTING 

24067. 

HOUSTON 
HARRIS 

D.W. HOOKS 
ACQUIRE 

240 73. 1 

HOUSTON 
HARRIS 

INTERCONTINENTAL 
EXISTING 

24071.1 

HOUSTON 
HARRIS 

LAKES JOE 
ACQUJRF. 

24068.2 

HOUSTON 
HARRIS 

NEW 
NEW 

2 4(171. 11 

y 
E 
A 
p 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-2 J 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

o-s 
6- 10 

ll-20 

0-5 

6- 10 

11-~0 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6- 10 

ll-,?.) 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YF: S 

NO 

NO 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

N!J 

NO 

YES 

VFS 

YES 

YES 

YFS 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

Yf S 

T 
A 
s 
p 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

N'J 

NO 

YES 

YES 

YEs 

YES 

N·l 

NO 

YFS 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YF: S 

YF S 

YES 

PUR 
OWN 

YES 

Y~S 

YES 

NO 

Nfl 

NO 

NO 

YFS 

YES 

NO 

NO 

NrJ 

1\!0 

YF S 

YFS 

YFS 

YF S 

vr-s 

YES 

YES 

YF: S 

YFS 

YF S 

---RrJLF----

svs nnFP 

F3 

F3 

F3 

F2 

TP "'1 

F3 

F? 

F2 

S3 

TPM 

TP tv1 

S2 

S2 

S2 

P3 

D(' 

Pt 

f-2 

S3 

S? 

r,u 

GU 

GIJ 

RU 

RlJ 

!3 J 

Gll 

GU 
>iT 

~T 

fH 

FT 

C\T 

~T 

:J,T 

Al 

1\ 1 

Al 

Gil 

RT 

'\ T 

RT 

~T 

Ttl. S P W'V F ''f-l E R 19 7 ') 
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TASP Alf<PORTS 

ALPHABETIC BY ASSnCIATED CITY 

ASSOCIATED CITY 
COUNTY 

AIRPORT NAME 
STATUS 

SITE NO. 

HOUSTON 
HARRIS 

1\JFW 
NEW 

HOUSTON 
HARRIS 

240 73. 2 

STOL PORT (NEW) 
NEW 

HOUSTON 
HARRIS 

240 70. 38 

W P Hf1E3BY 
EXISTING 

240 71. 

HUNTSVILLE 
WALKER 

HUNTSVILLF MUN 
EXISTING 

24)92. 

IP AAN 
PECOS 

IRAAN MUr--J 
EXISTING 

24099. 

JACKSBORO 
JACK 

JACKSBORO MUN 
REPLACE 

24106.2 

JACKSBORO 
JACK 

NEW 
NEW 

J ACKSONV ILL E 
CHEROKEE 

CHEROKEE Cll 
EXISTING 

24113-l 

y 
E 
A 
R 

0-S 

6-10 

11-20 

o- 5 

6-lO 

tl-20 

0-5 

6-lO 

ll-20 

0- ') 

11-20 

0-5 

6-lO 

ll-20 

o- 5 

6-l() 

ll-20 

0-5 

~-10 

0-5 

6-lU 

11-? •) 

A-24 

~ 
A 
s 
p 

YES 

YFS 

YFS 

YFS 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YF S 

yr=s 

YES 

NCJ 

YF S 

YFS 

Nn 

"!(J 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YE <; 

T 
A 
s 
p 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

Yt: S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YFS 

y~ s 
Yf S 

Yt S 

YES 

N'J 

NO 

Yf S 

YF S 

YES 

Yf S 

YES 

PUR 
mm 

YES 

YF S 

YF S 

YF S 

YES 

YF S 

YC:S 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YFS 

y I= s 
vrs 
Yt:<; 

YF S 

YES 

N'1 

NO 

YFS 

vr=s 

YFS 

YFS 

YFS 

---PnLr----

FZ 

53 

S3 

<; -~ 

S3 

S1 

Sl 

Sl 

Sl 

F-2 

F2 

F2 

TTM 

F3 

Fl 

fiT 

ilT 

~<T 

SG 

SG 

GT 

GT 

i,T 

RT 

f)T 

K' I 

111 

r~ l J 

f:l! J 

0, I I 

GIJ 

r>,T 

f<T 



TASP A!PPrJRTS 

AlPHABETIC BY ASSCJC!ATF:D CITY 

ASSnCIATED CITY y ·\1 T 
COUNTY r- A A PIJ p, ---R.rH r-- --

AIRPnPT NAMF A s s Cl'.-Hl 
STATUS R p r c:;y s ( i p: ') 

SrTE 1'1 n. 
---------------------------------------------------------------

JASPER 0- 'J YF S YF S Y F S r l ';t; 
JASPER 

JASPtP Cil 6-1:) Yf S YfS Yf.=<: r ·: ~) 1 

E'XISTPJr. 
Z4ll7• 11-20 YF S YF S YFS fj nT 

JAYTON 0-5 f\,Jf) YfS YFS TTl~ P,\ J 

KENT 
KENT (J 6-10 NO Vf S yr:s TT "1 '~I J 

EXISTING 
?4120. 2l tl-2•) ~~ 1) YFS YES TT M Pl_l 

JEFF-ERSOI'I ()- 5 Nl YES YES T T ~1 ·~! I 

MAR ION 
CYPRESS RIVFR 6-10 ~~ '] Yf S YFS TT "1 0, l I 

fXISTPJG 
24121. Ll-20 NJ YF S vrs T T ·~ )' j 

JUNCT InN •"- 5 Yt-S YF S vr s F- -~ 0. I j 

KIMBLE 
K P1 BL t co 6-1') YFS YES YFS t ~ 'I. I I 

EXIST IN\, 
24135. 11-2 ) YF S y r:- <; YFS r .,, ,II! I 

K H-It DY o- s yr- s YF S y ,. s r-: 5 ll' j 

KARNES 
KAPNfS en 6-ll) vrs y r= <; YFS r ') (',11 

EXTSTINr~ 
24149.ll 11-(1(1 YF S Yf S y ~~ s F 1 r-; j 

KFPRVILLF 0-5 YES YF S yrs F? :,ll 
KERR 

KfRqV{LLF MUN 6-lJ YE:S YE: S yt(, S1 'l T 

FXISTING 
24159. 11-~ 0 YES YES y r:: <; s 3 PT 

KILLE EN 0- ') YES YES YF S s '1, ., T 

BELL 
KILLEFN MUN 6-1,1 yr:: s v r= s YF S .- ) 

) ) 
') T 

FXISTJ"J{, 
24163. lt-;:>() y~ s y F <; yr.:<::. S.' !J,'T 

KINGSVILLF ,)- 'J y r: s Y[ S Yf S r: ) 'I 1' 

t<.LE~ERG 
KLfRFRG (r1 ()- 1 .) YF S vrs yrc:; F ~ Ill'. 

fXTSTI"JG 
~J/-t l !)(,. 7 11- .! :_) Y r s yr S Y r ", r--=' n 

T A <; ~) ~: ., V F ·"-' ~'. r: k l .. , 7 'J 
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TASP AIRP'JRTS 

ALP H" R F T U: BY i\ S S 'J C I AT t: D C IT Y 

ASSOCIATED CITY 
COUNTY 

AIRPOFT NA~E 
STATUS 

STTF r-w. 

KIP~YVILLf 
JASPER 

KIRBYVILLf­
FXISTlf\JG 

24171. 

KNOX CITY 
KNOX 

KNOX (I TY 'JI'JN 
EXISTING 

24174.1 

KClUNT Zf:-S IL SRfl= 
HAl";( OJ !\J 

HAR Ot "' Cfl 
EXISTING 

24175. 

LA GRANGE 
FAYETTE 

G U f NT HER F I F Lf) 
FXISTING 

241 79. 

LA GRANGF 
F:\YfTTE 

N F~.J 
N I= 'tJ 

LA PDRTF 
HARC!IS 

LA POPTF f~t!r2 
FXISTING 

24190. 

L A K E J A C K S (I t>J 
f3RAHlRIA 

NEW 
NFW 

24180.52 

LAMFSA 
DAWSON 

L AM F SA "'1 U t\1 
EXIST INC; 

24184. 

v 
F 
(1 

R 

6-lO 

ll-l 0 

0-5 

6- 10 

ll-2CJ 

0-5 

(,- 10 

11-ZC' 

0-5 

6-1:) 

ll-20 

0-5 

6-ltl 

0-5 

6-lJ 

ll-20 

0-5 

6-10 

ll-?.0 

0-5 

6-l 0 

ll-7() 

A-26 

N 
A 
s 
p 

YES 

YF S 

NO 

YES 

YF S 

YF S 

YF ~ 

YF S 

YF S 

YES 

YF S 

Yf S 

YES 

Vf S 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

yr S 

YF S 

T 
A 
s 
p 

YES 

YF S 

YF S 

YFS 

Y~S 

YF S 

YF S 

YF S 

YF S 

YFS 

NU 

!','] 

YF S 

YF S 

vr= s 

YES 

YF S 

YF S 

Yt S 

y t: s 

YES 

YF S 

y f ') 

Yf <; 

PU f3 
nw~J 

YF S 

YFS 

YFS 

YFS 

YES 

YFS 

yr:c; 

yr S 

NO 

f\Jf) 

NtJ 

yr=c_ 

VFS 

YFS 

Yf S 

YF-S 

YF S 

YFS 

Y~S 

yr s 
Yf<:. 

Y f r, 

---PrL~='----

SYS 'lDI=P 

TT N1 

TTM 

F3 

r~ 

FJ 

F3 

FZ 

F2 

S? 

S3 

F3 

r; 

'1,1 J 

P,l J 

~u 

RU 

RU 

PIJ 

r1, I J 

OT 

\,T 

(~! J 



TASP AIRPORTS 

1\ L PH A f3 [ T [ ( G Y fl S S 0 C I A TF f) C I T Y 

ASSrJCIATEfl CITY 
(f)t)f\JTY 

AIRPORT NA"-1F 
STATUS 

SITE NO. 

LAMPASAS 
L,~ ~1 PAS AS 

LAII.1PASAS 
EXISTING 

24189.1 

LA PX DO 
V-i EBB 

LAREDU MUI'J 
fXISTING 

24194. 

LEAKEY 
PF.<\L 

'-<.EAL CU. 
ACQUIRE 

24?0J. 

LEVELLAND 
HOCKLEY 

LEVELLAI\JD r"!tJN 
EXISTING 

24206. 

LIRERTY 
LTiJERTY 

LIRERTY MUN 
EXISTING 

24216.1 

LINDEN 
CASS 

NEW 
f\lfW 

LITTLEFIELD 
LAMB 

LITTLEFIELD MlJN 
FXIST!NG 

24221.1 

LIVINGSTON 
POLK 

LIVINGSTnN MUN 
EXISTING 

24226. l 

y 
[ 
A 
K 

0-5 

6-10 

ll-20 

0-5 

6-lJ 

ll-2 0 

0- "i 

6-1.1 

11-2 f) 

u- ~ 

6- 10 

ll-20 

('- 5 

6- l•) 

L 1-? 0 

0-5 

6-l') 

11-20 

,J- 5 

6-1) 

li-20 

0-5 

6- L' 

ll-20 

A-27 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YF S 

YES 

~HJ 

YES 

YF S 

YF S 

YES 

Yt: S 

NO 

NJ 

N!l 

YES 

Yf S 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

T 
A 
<; 
p 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YF S 

YES 

y f- s 

YES 

Yf S 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

Yf= S 

Yf S 

y F' s 

y~ s 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

Yf 5 

Yf S 

p: J f~ 
f]...J ~J 

YFS 

YES 

yr: S 

y;::-<; 

'J r 1 

yrs 

YES 

YfS 

YFS 

Yf S 

Y[~ 

YFS 

yrs 

v F <; 

yr c: 

yr:s 

YES 

y I= s 

--- p fll f - ---

S y S [' p r I 

F3 

S? 

Sl 

TTl 

TT '1 

F/ 

F7 

F? 

T T ',1 

T T r.• 

F2 

~I I 

D• I 

",T 
,_ ... . , 

,~ T 

' 

'''t I 

(",II 

r,, I 

,-I 1 
Jl; 

::>! J 

r; I I 

ill! 

"''I 

·'II 

r;' I 

r;r 1 

r, I J 



TA S P ATRPr1f~TS 

ALPHARETlC f1Y 1\ SSr)( I ATFO CITY 

ASSOCIATED CITY y 1\j T 
COUI'JT Y F. A A PUR --- R Ul r'----

AIRPORT NA'-IF A s s f1'"' 1\1 
STATUS K p p SY S f1PI=P 

SITF ~~ [). 

---------------------------------------------------------------
LLANO 0- ') YES YES vr:s F~ 'iU 

LLANO 
LLANO MUN 6-10 YES YF S YFS F3 811 

EXIST I"~ G 
242 2 8. 11-20 YES Yf S YF S F3 01,\J 

LOCKHART 0-5 NO YF. S YFS TT ~~ tV J 
CALDWELL 

LOCKHART "-1l!N 6-10 YES YF S YES F3 p.!' 
EXISTING 

2 42 31. 11-20 YF S YES YFS F3 P'J 

LONGV l E~.J :)- 5 YFS YES Yf".: S S3 r<T 
GREGG 

GREGG Cl 6-lJ YES YES yr: s S2 '' T 
FXISTING 

2 42 39. 11-20 YES YF S n= s sz rn 

LUBBOCK 0-5 YES Yf:: S YF S sz P3 
LllBBOCK 

LUBBOCK RFf;IOf'<I\L 6-10 Yf S YES vrs S? 0,') 
. { 

EXlSTP~G 
242 45. ll-20 YES YF S YES Sl (~ 2 

LUBBOCK o- 5 YES YES YES F2 G ~~ 
LUBBOCK 

NEW 6-10 YES YF S YES F2 r, I J 
~FW 

ll-20 YES YE <; YI=S F2 GtJ 

LUFKIN 0-5 YF S YES YF S F~ n,T 
ANGEL INA 

.~NGfL INA co 6-10 YES Yf S vrs F2 P,T 
EXISTING 

24249. 11-20 YES YF S YFS F? "T 

LIJFK IN - 1\JAC. ()- 5 "-Ill 1\J[l ~.J [] TS '-1 Fn 
N I\ COG f:ll CH E S 

~JEW 6- 10 YFS YF S YFS F? HT 
1\IFW 

24400.1 11-20 YES YF S vr=s F? ;n 

LULING 0-5 y r: s YES YFS F3 f11J 
CALDWEll 

LUL INC; MF\1 6- lO YES YES YFS F3 n,u 
FXISTINS 

24254. ll-2 0 Yt S YF S YFS Fl 13U 

TASP t-jnV F MR FR 1975 

A-28 



TASP AIQPf1RTS 

ALPHABETIC RY ASSflCIATI=O CITY 

ASSOCIATED CITY y N T 
COUNTY E !\ fl. PIJil ---PrlL F----

AIRPORT N A~F A s <; !lW f'l 
STATUS p p p <; y s ., p r· '. 

SITE !\1 (). 
---------------------------------------------------------------

MADISONVILLE" 0- '> Nrl YF S y t c; T"'M !l.ll 

MADISON 
MADISfl'JVILLF MLJN 6- 10 NO YF S YFS T T '~ '\I I 

FXISTING 
24281.1 1 L -~ 0 YF S YF S YFS r--. 

"' J 

MA1~.FA 0-5 Y!: S YES Vf-<:, Fl r;! I 
PRESIOH1 

MARfA MUN 6-10 YES YF S YFS I? r;u 
FXISTING 

242 98. 11-20 Yf S YF S yr:c; F? (,I I 

MARLIN ()- 5 YES YES YFS f=3 cl,ll 

ft\LLS 
MARLIN h-10 YFS vr s yr<; r: -~ '1.11 

EXISTING 
24299.2 Ll-20 YF S YF S vrs F- '\ Ul! 

MARSHAll 0-5 y F <; YFS YFS r 1 ',!J 
HARRISON 

HARRISON Cll 6-l'J YF:S yr S Y"-S Fj W) T 

EXISTING 
24302· ll-?0 Yt S y r: s vr: s !'="\ nT 

MASOf\J 0-5 r...Jfl y f= s yr S TP-1 L\J I 

MASON 
t~ASON en 6-10 Nfl YF S YES TT "'1 ,, J 

EXISTING 
24308. ll-20 Yl= S YF S YFS F3 '<l! 

Mf\THIS 0-5 Nfl Nn f\J I 1 TTL \!I 
SAN PATRICin 

NEW 6-lJ NU YES yr:-<; TTM o, I ! 
NHI 

ll-20 ~n YF S vrs TT \.1 ·~I I 

M( ALLEN 0- ') YF S YFS YF S r .): 
) ' ·~ ) 

HIDALGO 
MILLER INT 6- l '.) YFS YF S YFS s " '· -~ 

FXIST!NG 
2 1t2 61). 11-h) YF S y F c; yr· S c; i \ -~ 

~K C:AMEY 0-5 YJ=·S Yf= S v r· c, ~~ 'II I 
UPTON 

UPTON en A-10 Yt ') YF S Y~S t:' ), r\ I I 

EXISTING 
2 1t263. ll-20 yr:- s Yf S Vf=C, =-) .1,1 J 

Tt~SP r.: 1 v c "' "· r r> ll 7 r; 
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TASP 1\IRPORTS 

ALPHABETIC BY ASSOCIATED CITY 

ASSOCIATED CITY y N T 
COUNTY F .'\ A rtJP ---RnLr----

AIPPOFT NA~f A s s !J',·Pl 
STATUS R p p SY S n prrc 

SITF NO. ---------------------------------------------------------------
rK GREGOR 0- 'j YFS YF S YFS F2 \,I J 

~c L£1\JNMJ 
MC GREG()P MUN 6-10 YFS YES vr:s F2 (~IJ 

FXISTING 
24269. 11-2 0 YES Y[ S YES F2 S!J 

MC KINNEY 0-5 yr s YES YES FZ GU 
CULLIN 

SERVICE AR FA 26 6-10 YES YES YFS FZ f)T 
NEW 

ll-20 YES YES YES F2 ~T 

MC LEAN 0- r:; NO YES YFS TT...., fl\ I 
GRAY 

MC LEAN-GRAY ((1 6-10 i~P VF S yF S TT "}, f'-\1' 
EXISTING 

24275.1 ll-20 NO YES YES TT '·1 flU 

ME~PHIS 0-5 YES YES YES f-=) I I I 

HALL 
~!=MPH IS MUt'-J 6-10 YES YF S Yi==S FJ r> I I 

EXIST I NG 
243 3q. ll-20 YFS YES YFS F~ '-\I I 

1-1ENARD I.J- 'j ~~·J YES YFS TT '1 q, J 
MENARD 

MEN ARn CD 6-10 NO YES YFS TT M ~I I 
FXISTING 

24340. 11-2 D YF S YF S YES F3 t~ I I 

~IERT ZflN 0- r:; ~~ fJ YES YFS TT "'1 n.u 
I R I m'.l 

!\JEW A- 10 !\JO YF S Yf S TT "'1 ~ ll 
f\'FW 

11-2\1 ~w YES YF S TT '-1 0, I I 

MEXIA 0-5 YFS YES YFS F~ fi I J 
LIMFSTONF 

L P-1ESH1Nf Cl 6-l'J y~ s YF S YF-S F3 F\ i J 
FXISTING 

2'"t347.0l ll- 2 r) YES Yt S Yf: S F5 f~ l' 

MIA~ I 0-5 r~tl Yf: S y F ') TT '1 ~IJ 
Rn R tR TS 

M -IHJR FR TS c;-1 6-18 ~~ (l YF S YF S TT~ P. I f 
fXISTHJG 

2 It] 4C) o l ll-70 ~~ fl Yt: S YF S TTH ll I ) 

TASP ~ 1 nVF"'1Hf:P l(.17S 
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TASP AlP PORTS 

ALPHABFTIC BY A SSOC l ATED CITY 

ASSOCIATFD CITY y N T 
COUNTY E I\ A PIJR --- P nt F----

AIRPnRT NAMF A ') <; Ot,.,'~l 
STAl!JS R p p SY S 1" p r r .. ' 

SITF Nfl. ---------------------------------------------------------------
M I OLANO 0-5 YFS Yf S YFS F! (~I ) 

MIDLJ\ND 
MIDLAND AIRPARK 6-10 YES YF S Yi=S F? i, I f ,. 

FXISTING 
24352. ll-20 YF S YES YES FZ r,l J 

M I OLANO 0-5 y>= s YF S YFS ,., 
~L 

cp, 
MIDLAND 

MID RFG AIP TERM 6- 10 YES YES YES 52 nz 
EXISTING 

243 53. 11-20 YES YES YES sz 0,? 

MINE'JLA-QUITMAN 0-5 y r: s YES YFS F~ t~! J 
wnoo 

NEW 6-10 YES YES YES F3 f< I j 

NH~ 
243'59. ll-?0 YF S YES yr:c; F' J ll I 

MINFRAL WELLS ()- 5 YES Yf S VFS f-1 r,• J 

PARKER 
MINERAL WFLt S MU 6-10 Yf S YF S YFS F l ,~,, i 

EXISTING 
Ztt363. ll-? ·) YES YES YFS Fl (~ 1 

MONAHANS 0-5 yr: s YES YES F3 n, I I 
',<JARO 

ROY HURD MEM 6-10 YES YES YFS Fj r,• J 

EXISTING 
24374. ll-20 YES Yf S Yi=S F3 f; I I 

MORTON 0-5 YF S YES YES F3 PI J 

COCHRAN 
COCHRAN CrJ 6-lJ YtS YES YES F2 -Ill 

EXISTING 
24384. ll-20 YES Yf S yr;:c.. F2 '"''J 

M QUN T PLEASANT 0- ') y >= s YF S Yf: S F-,, ?, r 

T TTUS 
"'1T PLFASANT MlJN 6- l'' YFS V[ S yr:c, t? ~l T 

EXISTING 
243R7. tl-?') YFS y F' s Yf-S ' ? -1. T 

r-10UNT VEkNnN !)- 5 ~n yr s y r c; T T '.-1 I'' 
F R ~NK LIN 

NEW 6- l'J WJ YF S YF S TT tv1 i>'! 

I\IE\4 
ll-20 ~JIJ YES yr=s TT '·I "'I 

TASD ~1"\/ F ~~[") fP 10 ! ') 
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TASP AlkPflPTS 

ALPHABETIC RY ASSOCfATtD CITY 

ASSQCIATFO CITY 
COUNTY 

AIRPOPT NA~F 
STATUS 

SITE NO. 

Mll L fS HOE 
BAILEY 

FO. WARREN FIFLD 
EXIST l"lG 

24395. 

MUNDAY 
KNOX 

~11NOA Y MUN 
EXISTING 

24397.l1 

N A Ul G DOC HE S 
NACOGOr:J(HFS 

EAST TEXAS f<.i=G 
EXISTING 

244110. 

NAVASOTA 
GRIMES 

NAVASOTA M' JI\J 
FXISTtN(; 

24't03. 

~~EW tWS Tlli'. 
ROW IE 

NHJ 
NEW 

NEW BRAUNff:LS 
GUAOALUPE "I • R • M lJ "J • 

f:XISTING 
2440 7. 

NFWTDN 
NEWHl"l 

NEWTON f>1UN 
FXISTING 

24414.5 

NOCONA 
MONTAGUf-

!\IJ( fli\J /\ 
EXISTING 

241t 2 0. l 

v 
F 

" R 

0- '5 

6-10 

11-2 0 

0-5 

6-1 tJ 

11-20 

0-5 

A-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-? 0 

0- ') 

6-10 

11-2!) 

0-5 

6-10 

11-2 0 

0- ') 

6-10 

11-2 1J 

0-5 

6-10 

11-/ ,) 

A-32 

N 
A 
s 
p 

YES 

'([ s 
YF S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

Nll 

".Jf) 

YES 

'Jfl 

YES 

YES 

y F: s 

"JO 

YFS 

y E <; 

T 
A 
s 
p 

YF S 

Yf S 

YF S 

y r: s 
Yl= S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

YF S 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YFS 

YF S 

YF S 

PlJ R 
flW ~J 

YF <:; 

yr<; 

Yi=S 

YFS 

YFS 

Yi=S 

YFS 

yr:s 

YES 

YF S 

YF<:: 

YFS 

YES 

yr:s 

YES 

YFS 

YFS 

YFS 

YES 

YFS 

YES 

--- R fll F- ---

F-3 

Fl 

F2 

Fl 

F3 

F3 

F3 

TT M 

TTL 

T T '1 

TT ''1 

F? 

r:z 

F? 

T T '~ 

F3 

TT M 

TT 1.1 

r; I J 

GIJ 

,.~u 

RlJ 

(',IJ 

Glf 

l,lJ 

RU 

RU 

RIJ 

RlJ 

P.T 

CIJ 

\,IJ 

~II 

~IJ 

PIJ 



TASP AIFPfJRTS 

ALPHARETIC BY hSSOCIATED CITY 

ASSnCIATED CITY 
COUNTY 

AIRPORT NAMF 
STATUS 

SITE NO. 

ODESSA 
ECTOR 

ECTOR CO 
EXISTING 

24427. 

lJLNFY 
YOUNG 

OLNEY M UN 
FXISTING 

244 37. 

ORANGE 
rJR MJGE 

ORANGE CO. 
EXISTING 

24445. 

ORLA 
REFVES 

NEW 
f\lFW 

rlZCJNA 
CROCKETT 

OZONA MUN 
hCQUIRF 

P t\ OU C AH 
CIJTTLE 

2 44 55. 1 

DAN E. RICHARDS 
EXISTHJG 

244 57. 3 

PALACIOS 
MATAGORDA 

PALAC Jr1S MUN 
~XISTING 

241t62. 

PALESTINE 
AN f) EP Sm! 

PALESTINE MU!'J 
EXISTING 

2446 5. 

y 
F 
A 
R 

0-5 

A-10 

ll-2.') 

0-5 

6- 1:) 

ll-~0 

0-5 

6-1D 

ll-?0 

0-5 

6-10 

ll-?0 

()- ') 

6-10 

ll-20 

0-5 

6-10 

ll-2.1 

0-5 

6-10 

ll-20 

0- ') 

6- 1\1 

11-7 0 

A-33 

N 
A 
s 
p 

Y~S 

Yrs 

Yr s 

YF S 

YF S 

Yl=: S 

Y>= S 

YES 

YES 

Wl 

1\.JO 

YES 

YES 

YE-S 

Yf S 

YFS 

YF S 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

y~ s 

YF S 

T 
A 
s 
p 

YE:S 

YF S 

y r: s 

Yt-=S 

YF S 

YF- S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

N 1 

YES 

YES 

vr s 
YF S 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YF S 

YES 

YFS 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YFS 

YFS 

YFS 

YFS 

vr s 

YCS 

vrs 

yrs 
YFS 

YFS 

YFS 

Y[S 

YFS 

YFS 

YFS 

YES 

Yf-S 

YfS 

---QnL~----

SYS r1 o>=~ 

F2 

53 

<; ~ 

F2 

TTL 

F -J 

F 3 

r., 
J 

F3 

F3 

1:), T 

r,\J 

I,J 

r,11 

tlT 

P,' I 

n, I ! 

'1' 1 

PII 

n, I I 

f' I 

(,'I 



TASP AIRPORTS 

ALPHARETIC MY 1\SSClCIIITED CITY 

ASSr1CIATED CITY y N T 
COUNTY f 1\ A PU~ ---POL F----

AIRPORT NAME {\ <; s 'lW ~J 
STATUS R p fJ SY S !lPEP 

SITE NO. ---------------------------------------------------------------
PAMPA 0- ') Yt: S YF S YFS F? GU 

GRAY 
PFPRY LEFORS F 6-10 YFS YF S YF S FZ Gil 

EXISTING 
24472.1 11-20 YES YES YFS F2 RT 

PANHI\NDL E 0-5 f\.JD YF S YFS TT M. [\ i ' 
CARSflN 

NEW 6-l,) NO YF S vr=-s TT M RIJ 
N EI-J 

ll-20 ,~I) YF S YFS TT"1 ~II 

PAR IS 0-5 YF S YF S VFS F? ~T 

LAMAR 
cox FIELD 6- 10 YF S YES YES F? RT 

EXISTING 
24480. ll-2'J YES YES YfS F? 1\ T 

PEARSALL 0-5 Yf S YES "l 'l F3 Q I J 
FRIO 

~1 c KINLEY FIELD 6-10 YES YF S v FS F3 Sll 
ACQUIRF 

24491. 1 tl-20 Vf S YES Yl= S F3 GIJ 

PFC!JS 0-5 YES YES YES F? ~T 

REEVES 
PECOS MUN 6-10 YF S YES YFS F? c3 T 

EXISTING 
24494. ll-20 Yf S Yf S YFS F2 8T 

PERH.YTON 0-5 vr: s YES YCS FZ I,! J 
nc tHL TR FF 

PERRYT~N-'lCH co 6-10 YES YF S Y[S F ;:> RT 
FXISTING 

2450,). 11-70 YF S YF S YF <::, F? n,T 

PINF:U\ND 0-5 YES YES YFS Fl M1 I 
S.~81NF 

PINELAND i~UN 6-lO YFS YF S YFS F3 r, I' 
EXISTI~G 

2 1-t503.~ 11-2 0 YES YES YES F3 Gt' 

PITTSBURG 0-5 W) Yt=S YF <) TTM Ri I 
CAMP 

r..Jr:w 6-lO NO Yf S Yi=S TT M D,i J 

NEW 
ll-20 NIJ YES YFS TT :'-1 Rl} 

T~SP ~JCVF'-1RFR lrJ 7 5 
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TASP AIRPORTS 

ALPHABETIC BY ASSOCIATED CITY 

ASSOCIATED CITY y N T 
COUNTY f A A PUR ---P nL r- ---

AIRPORT NAME A s s nW"I 
STATUS R p p SY S n p c p 

SITE NO. 
---------------------------------------------------------------

PLAINS 0-5 NO YES YFS TTM f) I J 
YOAKUM 

YOAKU~ co 6-1) NO YES YFS TT M PLJ 
EXISTING 

24513. 11-20 NO YES YES TTM ~I I 

PLAINVIEW 0-5 YES YES YES q !lT 
HALE 

HALE co 6-1() YFS YES YES S3 fiT 
EXISTING 

245 19. ll-20 YF: S YES YFS S1 r> T 

PLEASANTON 0-5 YES YES YFS F -3 n:J 
ATASCOSA 

PLEASANTON MUN 6-18 YES YES YFS F~ r, I I 
EXISTING 

24525-ll 11-2 0 YES YF S YES F-r, \,I J 

PORTLAND 0-5 y;: s YF S YFS FJ ::l,IJ 

SAN PATRICIO 
NEW (,- 10 YES YES vrs F3 r,t I 

"JFW 
11-? 0 YF S YES YES F?- r, l I 

PORT ISABEL 0-5 YES YES YES F3 r~ '· 1 
CAMERON 

p 1-CAMERflN co 6-10 YF S YF: S vrs Fl "'I I 
EXISTING 

245 37. 11-ZO YES Yf S YFS F-1 0, I .1 

PORT LAVACA 0-5 YES YES Y[ <", Fl (;I J 
CALHOUN 

CALHOUN co 6-l') Yf:' S YES YES F ) PT 
EXISTING 

24542.2 11-20 YF <; YES YF S f-- -~ iJ) T 

PORT MANSFIELD 0-5 NO YF S YFS ;n~ r,1 I 
WILLACY 

c. R.. JOHN SON 6-10 YF S YES yrc, H r; II 
[X[STJNG 

2't5 4 3. ll-20 YF S YES Yf") F -~ r; I J 

POST 0-5 YF S YF S YES Fl cu 
GARZA 

P-GARlA CrJ MUN 6-lJ YES Yf S Y!=S F< (',I I 

EXISTING 
24548. ll 11-20 Yt:S YES yi= s F3 r,[/ 

TI\SP ~J'lV > ~~ f~ r:: f.' 1 f) 7 '> 
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TASP AIRPf)RTS 

ALPHABFTIC HY J\SS'lCIATF[) CITY 

ASSOCIATED CITY y N T 
COUNTY F .'\ A PUH ---ROLE----

AIRPORT NAME A <:; s mm 
STATUS R p r> SY S fl Dr:: f.' 

SITE NQ. ---------------------------------------------------------------
PRESIDIO 0-5 NO YES YFS TT ') PLJ 

PRESIDIO 
NEW 6-10 Nll n= s YFS TT 1-1 f~ll 

NEW 
ll-20 "J•l YES YFS TT "'1 RIJ 

QUANAH 0-5 YF S YES YFS H !1.1 J 
HARf -MAN 

QUAt\IAH •"'UN 6- !() YES YES VF<:; F3 Gil 
F.XISTING 

24586. ll-20 YF S Y'= S YFS F3 (', l J 

RANGER 0-5 YES YES YES F3 GlJ 
EASTLAND 

RANGER MUN 6-lJ NO Nr) NC1 TS M 8U 
REPLACE 

24593. ll-20 "JO NiJ Nfl TS M n.u 

RANGER-EAST LAN f) 0-5 YES YF S YfS 1=""3 Gtt 
EASTLAND 

NEW 6- 10 YES YES YES F3 (;I J 
"JEVI 

11-20 YES YES YfS F3 GlJ 

RANKIN 0-5 ~~o YES YF S TT M Pi_! 

UPTON 
RANK t N 6-10 NO YF S YFS TT '-1 P, I J 

EX! STING 
24595.1 ll-21) Nfl YES YF S TT~ prJ 

RAYMONDVILLE 0-5 YES YFS YES Fl P,(J 
WILLACY 

NEW 6-10 YES YES YES F-~ 1'-\IJ 
NEW 

ll-20 VF S YES Y~S F3 n.r J 

R EFUG rn .J- 5 YtS YES "m F3 ·~u 
REFUGIO 

ROOKE FIELD 6-10 YES YES Yt:S F3 r•' 
ACQUIRE 

246 os. 11-20 YES YF S YFS 1=3 Cl,!J 

RICHAR!1SON Q-C) Yf S YES YFS F2 C'J 
DALLAS 

SERVICE AREA 12 6- FJ YF') YES YFS F2 r,ll 
f\1 FW 

ll-20 yr: s YF S YFS rz r; tl 

Th S P "~ fl v r "'1 P, r r~ 1 q 7 r; 
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TASP AIPPDRTS 

ALPHABETIC RY ASSOCIATED CITY 

ASSOCIATED CITY 
COUNTY 

AIRPORT NAMf 
STATUS 

SITE NO. 

RIO GRANDE CITY 
STARR 

STARP COUI\JTY 
EXISTING 

24612. l 

ROBERT LEE 
COKE 

ROBERT LEE 
EXISTING 

24629. 

ROBS TOWN 
NUECES 

1\.JUECES CO 
EXISTING 

246 31. 

RORY-ROTAN 
FISHER 

FISHER COUNTY 
EXISTING 

ROCKOAL E 
MJ LAM 

COFFIELD 
ACQUIRE 

24631.7 

ROCKPORT 
ARANSAS 

ARANSAS CO 
EXISTING 

24633. 

ROCKSPRINGS 
EDWARDS 

F OW ARDS CO 
FXISTING 

246 3'5. 2 

ROCKWALL 
ROCKWALL 

ROCKW At L M UN 
REPLACE 

246 38. 

y 
E 
A 
R 

0- ') 

6-10 

ll-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

Ll-?.0 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

N 
A 
<:; 
p 

NO 

NO 

NO 

NO 

YES 

Yf S 

YF S 

NO 

NO 

NO 

NO 

NO 

NO 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

NO 

NO 

T 
A 
s 
p 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YF: S 

YF S 

NO 

NO 

PUR 
O'..J~J 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

n=s 
YES 

YFS 

YES 

YES 

YFS 

YFS 

YES 

NO 

YES 

YES 

YFS 

VFS 

Yf:S 

YES 

YF S 

YFS 

VFS 

NO 

"J(l 

---ROt F----

SYS flPFP 

TT "1 

TT M 

TTM 

TTM 

TT M 

TT M 

F3 

F3 

F3 

TTM 

TT M 

TT M 

TTL 

TTM 

TT M 

F2 

F3 

F3 

F~ 

F2 

TTL 

TTL 

RIJ 

811 

811 

Rll 

RU 

Gll 

GU 

Gil 

~IJ 

RIJ 

[)I J 

GU 

Gil 

811 

RU 

Rll 

T A S P r--! D V F ~~ " E R 1 9 7 5 
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TASP AIRPORTS 

AlPHABETIC BY ~SSOCIATED CITY 

ASSOCIATED CITY 
COUNTY 

AIRPORT NAME 
STATUS 

SITE NO. 

ROCKWALL 
ROCKWALL 

SERVICE APEA 27 
NEW 

ROMA 
STARR 

FALCON ST PARK 
EXISTING 

24642. 

ROSFNBERG 
FORT BEND 

L AN E A I R P A~ K 
ACQUIRE 

24652. 

SALADO 
BELL 

SAL ADO AIRPORT 
ACQUIRE 

246 76. l 

SAN ANGELO 
TOM GREEN 

MATHIS FIELD 
EXISTING 

246 93. 

SAN ANTONIO 
BEXAR 

NEW 
NEW 

24694.4 

SAN ANTON In 
AEXAR 

S. A. INT 
EXISTING 

24709. 

SAN ANTONIO 
BFXAR 

STtNSON MUN 
EXISTING 

24708. 

y 
E 
A 
R 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0- E) 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

o-" 
6-10 

ll-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

ll-20 

o- s 
6-10 

ll-20 

0-5 

6-1() 

ll-2 0 

N 
~ 
s 
p 

YES 

YES 

YES 

NO 

NO 

YES 

YES 

Yf S 

NO 

1\JO 

NO 

YF S 

YF S 

YES 

Yf: S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

Yf= S 

YF S 

YF S 

T 
A 
s 
p 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

VE S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YF S 

YES 

YF S 

PUR 
OWN 

YES 

YFS 

YES 

YFS 

YES 

YES 

NO 

YES 

YES 

1\jfl 

YES 

YFS 

YF S 

YFS 

Yrs 

YES 

YES 

YFS 

YFS 

YES 

YFS 

YES 

YC::S 

YFS 

---ROLF----

SYS OPFR 

F2 

F? 

F? 

TT M 

TT M 

TTM 

F3 

F3 

F3 

TTL 

TT M 

TT r.A 

S;> 

52 

Sl 

F2 

53 

S3 

P2 

Dl 

Pl 

S2 

S;> 

S2 

Gil 

I,!' 

RU 

RU 

RU 

RU 

BU 

GIJ 

r. T 

I,T 

I,T 

BT 

BT 

RT 

A 1 

Al 

i\l 

Gil 

Gil 

1,\ I 

T A S P Wl V F M ~ F P l '.l 7 ') 
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TASP AlRP·!RTS 

ALPHABETIC RY ASS0ClAT~D CITY 

ASSOCIATED CITY 
COUNTY 

AIRPORT NA"'1f 
STATUS 

SITE "JIJ. 

SAN AUGUSTINE 
SAN AUGUSTIN 

SAN AIJG. ('l. 
FXISTING 

24712.71 

SAN ~ENITfl 
(A"'1ERON 

SAN PENITO ~lJN 
EXISTING 

24716. 

SAN MAPCOS 
CALOWH l 

SAN ~.ARCOS ~·1UN 
EXISTING 

24 7 3 2. 

SAN S /\!3 A 
SAN SABA 

SAf\J SAE/\ CfJ 
rxiST[NG 

?4741.9 

SATTLER 
Ul~AL 

NEI.J 
"p=w 

S C HU L E f\J I'\ UP G - W F I '-I 
FAYETTE 

~I E\'-1 
~.J Et.J 

S!=:GUI"J 
GUAD/\LUPE 

GIJACALUPF CO 
ACQIHRF 

24762.1 

SEMTNfJLF 
GAif\JFS 

f\JFW 
"IF~~ 

24770.11 

y 
r 
A 
C) ,. 

0-5 

6-l·.J 

11-10 

0- ') 

6- l•"~ 

11-.?0 

()- 5 

6- 10 

11-2 0 

0-5 

&-10 

11- ;;> ,) 

0-5 

6- 1 'J 

11-.Zt! 

0-5 

6-l·J 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

ll-~0 

0- s 
6-1 I 

A-39 

".JO 

NIJ 

Yf S 

Yt S 

YES 

Nil 

'J f) 

~l Cl 

~JO 

NO 
y;::s 

YF S 

Yl= S 

y I= s 
YF S 

YES 

y I= s 

YF S 

T 
A 
s 
p 

vr:s 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

Yf S 

YES 

yr.: s 

YES 

yr.: s 

yr S 

y f: s 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

YFS 

YES 

yr S 

YF: S 

YES 

YES 

Yl S 

YF S 

Y'S 

YFS 

V[S 

Yl:S 

YfS 

y r- S 

vrs 

vr s 

YFS 

- -- o Ill r- - - -

~- -, 

T ') 11 

TSH 

TSH 

F3 

F3 

TT 'J, 

T T ·.~ 

F-' 

'·',II 

fliJ 

Ill I 

"'IJ 

'\I) 

'' 1 

n I 

0.11 

U I! 

r~ I I 

r;r; 

r', I I 

',i I 

ll,IJ 



TASP AIRPORTS 

ALPHABETIC BY ~SSOCIATEn CITY 

ASS DCIATFO CITY 
COUNTY 

AIRPORT NAME 
STATUS 

SITE NO. 

S ~ YMOUP. 
RA YL OR 

5C:YMOUR t-1t JN 
FX IST 11\IG 

2't770. 11 

SHAM ROCK 
\·! HEELER 

SHAMROCK ~1UN 
EXISTING 

2477Lt. 1 

SHERMAN-DEN I SOI\J 
GQAYSON 

GRA YS ON Cfl ARPT 
EXISTING 

24780. 

SILVERT ON 
BP !SCUE 

S ILVERTON MIIN 
OE PLACE 

24799.1 

SILVERTON 
HRISC OE 

N E'•i 
1\l E\.J 

S INT ON 
S 1\N D AT R I C I CJ 

SINTOI\J 
EXISTING 

24804. 

S LATON 
Ul!3!30CK 

SLATON ~UN 
FXISTING 

2't812.2 

S r,1ITHVILLF 
RASTROP 

S~ITHVILLE MUN. 
FXISTING 

24Rl5.L1 

v 
E 
A 
p 

0-5 

6-10 

ll-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11- 20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-2 0 

0-5 

6-10 

11-?0 

0-5 

6-l t) 

11-2 0 

o- '> 

6-10 

ll-?0 

0-5 

6-1 :) 

11-2 •) 

0-5 

6-10 

11-21) 

A-40 

N 
A 
s 
p 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YE S 

YF S 

YF S 

YES 

NO 

NO 

NO 

Nll 

Nn 

NO 

YES 

Y ES 

Yf. S 

yr:. s 
Yf S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

T 
A 
s 
p 

Y[ S 

YF S 

YF S 

y t: s 

YES 

vr s 

YES 

YES 

y~ s 

YF S 

NO 

NC1 

vr: s 
YES 

YES 

YES 

YE S 

YE S 

YF S 

YE S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

PI I P 
DW~ l 

YFS 

YF S 

v r:s 

YFS 

Yf S 

vrs 
Y!-S 

vr s 

YE S 

yr s 

YES 

y r=s 

Y!=S 

YF S 

YFS 

Yf S 

YES 

YFS 

YES 

YFS 

--- P:lL •----

S y $ ''"'DCC' 

F 3 

F3 

F3 

F3 

F 3 

F 3 

F ] 

t- 2 

TT 11A 

TTL 

TTL 

T T '1 

TT ~ 

f- J 

r 3 

F3 

t-3 

F3 

F 3 

F- J 

Pll 

f>.ll 

i~ l l 

i\ I ) 

LS 

I S 

Lt::. 

I~ I J 

i~ll 

P,IJ 

I, I I 

r,· 1 

r, r J 

~l l 

U, I J 

~ ~I 

n : 1 



TASP AIRPORTS 

ALPH.'~BETIC RY fiSS OCIATED CITY 

ASSOCIATED CITY y N r 
COUNTY F. A A PU B ---ROL f ----

AIRPORT NAME A s s OWN 
STATUS R p p SY S c PF P 

SITE NO. ---------------------------------------------------------------
SNYDER 0-5 YES YES YFS F3 Gt J 

SCURRY 
WINSTON FIELD 6-1J YES YES YFS F 3 (;l) 

EXISTING 
24820.1 ll-20 YES YF S YES F?. \,1 I 

SON ORA 0-5 NO YES YES TS H r.u 
SUTTON 

SONORA MtJN 6- l'J YES y >= s YF S F3 (3l l 
EXISTING 

24827.3 11-20 YES YES YES F3 rtJ 

SPEARMAN 0-5 YES YES YFS F3 ~!J 
HANSFORD 

SPEARMAN 6-10 NO WJ NO T') M R! J 
REPLACE 

2 4B 31. ll-?. 0 NO NU NO TS r~ RU 

SPEARMAN 0-5 YES YES YES F3 11U 
HANSFORD 

NEW 6-10 YES YES YES F3 0, I J 
NEW 

ll-2 0 YES YES Yf-S F3 f:IIJ 

SPUR ()- 5 NO YES YFS TT M L.<) 
DICKENS 

SPUR MUN 6-l l) Nn NO ~Jn TTL L <; 
REPLACE 

2 48 3 6. 11- ?. 0 NIJ NO NO TTL Lc:; 

SPUR 0-5 NO YES Y ~S TT M RI J 
DICKENS 

NEW 6- 1 () NO YES YES TT M P.IJ 
1\!EW 

ll-20 WJ YF S Yf S TT M RU 

STA"1FORD 0-5 YES YES YES F3 RU 
JONES 

ARLEDGE F I EL 0 6-10 YF S YF S YF S H RIJ 
EXISTING 

24 841. ll-20 YES YES YFS F3 '1U 

STANTON 0-5 YES YES YFS F3 ~I) 

MARTIN 
STANTON MUN 6-1 0 YES Yr s Y': ~ f?, ~I) 

EXISTING 
24843. l3 11 -?0 YF. S YF S Yrs F3 t)t J 

TA S P ~1' 1 '/ r Mil r :, 1 'I 7 <; 
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TASP AIRPORTS 

ALPHABETIC BY ASSOCIATED CITY 

ASSOCIATED CITY y N T 
COUNTY F A A PUR ---ROLE----

AIRPORT NAME A s s OW"! 
STATUS R p p SY S fl PfP 

SITE NO. ---------------------------------------------------------------
STEPI-4F.NVILLE 0- ') YFS YfS YES F3 ~I) 

ERATH 
CLARK FIELD r·1U~I 6-10 YES Yf S YES F3 ~ll 

EXISTING 
24849. 11-20 YES YES YES F2 i:l,l) 

STERLING CITY 0-5 ~u YES YFS TTM P, t l 
STERLING 

NEW 6-10 -~I_) Yf S YFS TT rv1 RI.J 
NEW 

ll-20 Nil YES YFS TT "'1 0, l J 

STRATFORD 0-5 YES Yf S YF-S F1 11,1) 
SHFRMAN 

!'JEW 6-lJ YES YFS YFS F3 fl!J 
NFW 

11-2·') YF S YF S YFS F3 Jl' 

SULPHUP SPRIN(;S 0-5 YF S YES YES F3 r, l J 
HOPKINS 

s.s. ~UN o-10 YFS YES YES F3 f.lT 
EXISTING 

24868. ll-20 YES YES YFS ~3 D,T 

SU~RAY 0-5 Yf S YES "l r1 F3 ilU 
"''OORE 

SUI\JRA Y 6-l·J Nil N'1 r--w TS'-~ '~!I 
EXISTING 

24374.2 ll-20 ~n NO ~() T S ·~ R'J 

SUI'!RAY 0-5 YES YES YFS F3 P!) 

'4UO RF 
"JFW 6-10 vr-s YES YFC:. F~ Cl,ll 

NEW 
ll-?') YF S YF S YES F3 !il J 

SWFETWATEP 0-5 YES YES yc-<; r3 pT 

NllL AN 
SWFETW/\TEF ~·'W·i 6- tO Yf S YF <) YFS F3 1\T 

EXISTING 
248 75. ll-2 0 Yf-: s YES YES f2 RT 

TAHOKA \1- ') "110 YES Yt:C, TT 1-.1 n11 
LYNN 

T -R AR 6- lO ~>10 yr S vr:s TT 1-1 ;-1,1.' 
EXISTHJG 

24?111.1 11-?\) t\Jn Yf S y r: s TT ~ r~ • 1 

T/'; s p ~1r1VE~f\r:p l ') 7 5 
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TASP 1\!PPrJRTS 

ALPHABETIC HY ASSnCIATED CITY 

AS SOC I A TED CITY 
COUNTY 

AIRPORT N/\MF 
STATUS 

SITE NO. 

TAYLOR 
WILLIAMSON 

TAYLOR MUN 
EXISTING 

24889. 

TEAGUE 
FREESTONE 

MUNICIPAL 
EXISTING 

248<}3. l 

TEMPLE 
RELL 

D-M ILLER MIJN 
EXISTING 

248q5. 

TERRELL 
KAUFMAN 

TEPRELL MUN 
EXISTING 

24899. 

TEXARKANA 
ROW IE 

TEXARKANA MUN 
EXISTING 

118 8. 

TEXAS CITY 
GALVFSTllN 

NEW 
NEW 

24905.01 

THROCKMORTON 
THROCKMORTON 

THROCKMORTON MUN 
EXISTING 

249 21. 

TILDEN 
MC MULLEN 

NEW 
NEW 

y 
F 
1\ 
R 

0-5 

6-10 

ll-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

ll-20 

0-5 

6-l J 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-l 0 

ll-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0- ') 

6-10 

ll-20 

N 
!'!.. 
s 
p 

YES 

YES 

YES 

ND 

NO 

NO 

YES 

YF S 

YFS 

Y>= S 

YF S 

YF S 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YFS 

YES 

NO 

Nil 

NO 

NO 

NO 

VE S 

T 
A 
s 
p 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

Yf S 

YF. S 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

Yf S 

YES 

Yf S 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YF S 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

NO 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YFS 

VFS 

YFS 

yr::. s 

YES 

YF S 

Vf S 

YES 

YFS 

YES 

YFS 

YFS 

YES 

YFS 

YFS 

YES 

VF S 

YES 

YFS 

vrs 
YES 

---R!JLF---­

SYS npcy 

F3 

F3 

F3 

TT M 

TT ~ 

TTM 

F7 

s ~~ 

F2 

F? 

F2 

S3 

S2 

52 

F3 

F3 

F3 

TT "1 

TTM 

TTL 

TTM 

F3 

P, '.1 

GIJ 

r;u 

RIJ 

RU 

I\ II 

RT 

~lJ 

Ill) 

GT 

GT 

Gil 

PT 

fH 

P, I J 

Rll 

P, I J 

TASP ~!JVFMPFR 1175 
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TASP AIRPORTS 

ALPHABrTIC AV ASSfJCTATF:D (, JTV 

ASSOCIATED CITY y N T 
COUNTY F A f\ Pt.JR ---Rfll F----

AIRPORT NA~f:" A s s (l\1\ r-.: 
STATUS p p p <; y s [I p F D 

SIT': NO. ---------------------------------------------------------------
TULIA 0-5 Yf S YES vr s F3 "'' 

S~/ I SHER 
TULIA 6-10 YES Yf S yr::c: F3 ;-1)1! 

FXISTING 
24938. ll-20 YES YES YFS FJ PII 

TYL>=R 0-5 Yr: s YF S yr::<; SJ 1-\T 

S·'-1 I TH 
Ptl\1\J!)S FTELD 6-10 YES YF S vr::s s -, ~T 

EXIST I "JG 
2'-t947. 11-20 Yf. S YES YFS S? GT 

UV Al Df 0- :> YES YF S YFS F3 or 
UVALOE 

Gf\RNEP FIELO 6-10 YES YF <; YF S F? ~T 

FXISTING 
24955. 11-20 YES YES YES F? DT 

VAllEY MILLS 0- 'i Nn YES YFS n~ f\IJ 
MC LFNNMJ 

v. ~ILLS MUf\J 6-l\} NO YF S YF <; TT M rq J 
EXISTING 

24959.4 11-20 NO YES YFS TT M i-<1) 

VAN HORN 0-5 Yf S Yf S YFS F3 c~ I _I 

CUL "'ERSON 
CULBERSON co 6-10 vr: s Yt S YES F'3 (;II 

FXISTING 
24964. 11-20 YES YES YFS F3 r'' J ' 

VEGA (l- 5 YES YES VFS F3 Q I 
OLDHAM 

V f::G A-Cll OHM-1 en. 6-10 YES YF S Yf S F .1 ?,IJ 

EXISTING 
24966.61 ll-20 YES vr s YFS F -;, ;,1 I 

VER"JJN 0-5 YES YF S YFS F3 :~ T 

WILRARGFR 
WILBAPGER cu 6-10 YES YES YfS F3 U.T 

FXISTING 
24970. 11-20 YES YF S yrc; F :1 '1T 

VICTORIA 0-5 YES Yf S v:::s FZ 'T 
VlCTOPIA 

VICTORIA REG 6-10 YES Yf S YES FZ ClT 

I=X[STING 
2 4<J 71. 11-211 YF S y E c; YF S -.:z DT 

T f\ S P rJnv F ~.p, F 1<. l " 7 ') 
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TASP AIRPORTS 

ALPHABETIC OY ~SSOCIATFD CITY 

ASSOCIATED CITY 
COUNTY 

WACO 

AIRPORT NAME 
STATUS 

SITE NO. 

MC LENNAN 

WACO 

JAMES CONNALLY 
EXISTING 

24qao. 

MC LENNAN 
W-MAD IS ON COOPER 

FXISTING 
24976. 

WELLINGTON 
COLLINGSWORT 

MARIAN AIRPARK 
EXISTING 

24996. 

WESLACO 
HIDALGO 

MID VALLEY 
EXISTING 

2 'iO 01. 

WHARTON 
WHARTON 

WHARTON MUN 
EXISTING 

25016. ll 

WHEELER 
WHEELER 

NEW 
NEW 

WHITNEY 
HILL 

lAKE WHITNEY S P 
EXISTING 

25023.3 

WICHITA FALLS 
WICHITA 

KICKAPOO 
EXISTING 

2 50 28. 

y 
E 
A 
R 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-2 0 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 

0-5 

6-10 

11-20 
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N 
A 
s 
p 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

VE S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

NO 

NO 

NO 

NO 

NO 

NO 

YES 

NO 

NO 

T 
A 
s 
p 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YF S 

YES 

YES 

"11 

NO 

PUR 
OWN 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

Yrs 
YES 

YES 

YES 

YFS 

YES 

YFS 

YFS 

YES 

YES 

VF S 

Y[S 

YES 

YES 

NO 

- -- R Cl L F- - --

SYS !JPER 

F3 

F3 

F3 

S3 

S3 

S2 

F3 

F3 

F3 

F3 

F3 

F3 

F3 

F2 

F2 

TT M 

TT M 

TT M 

TT M 

TT M 

TT M 

F? 

TPM 

TPM 

GT 

GT 
I,T 

GT 

GT 

GT 

RIJ 

~lJ 

RlJ 

GU 

GIJ 

GIJ 

Gl J 

Gil 

BT 

RU 

RU 

PU 

~u 

Btl 

RIJ 

P,IJ 

RIJ 
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TASP AIRPORTS 

ALPHABETIC BY ASSOCIATED CITY 

ASSOCTATEO CITY y N T 
C(1lJNTY E A fl PUR --- Rf'L ~="- ---

AIPPllRT ~AME A s s 0.'.-.' ~I 
STATUS p p p SY S 'l p rp 

snr f'J f J. ---------------------------------------------------------------
W ICHlTJ\ FALLS 0-5 YF S YFS Yf S Sl R< 

WTCHIT:\ 
SHEP AFR/W.F. 6-10 YES YES vr: s S1 rn 

FXTSTING 
25029. 11-20 YF S YF S YfS Sl rn 

WICHITA FALLS 0-5 YF S YES YES Sl O,T 
WICHITA 

NEW 6- 1 () YES YES YFS S3 DT 
N f:I . ...J 

2 5') 2 8. l 11-20 YES YF: S YFS 52 OT 

~~ ILLS POI NT 0-5 NO YF S YF S TT~ :'jl! 

VAN ZANDT 
WILLS POINT MUN 6-10 N'J YES YFS TT '-'1 ~I I 

EXISTING 
25039.1 ll-20 NO YF S YES TT '1 ~~ J 

WINK ('- 5 YF S YES YF S F~ ·~I I 
1,-/ INK L ER 

W INKL FP en 6-10 YFS y F- s YFS F3 il I J 
EXISTING 

25049. ll-2:') YES YES YFS FJ ·~ I 

WINNIE 0-5 NO YF S YF S TT ·~ fJ I J 
CHAMBERS 

NEW 6-10 NO YES vrs T T '1 flU 
NEW 

ll-20 NO YF S n-s TT M 'J,I,J 

WINNSRORO 0-5 YF S y~ s YFS F3 PI I 
Hnno 

WINNSBORO MUN 6-10 YES YF S Yf S F? '\: J 
FXISTING 

250 54. L u-:zo YES YF S Y>=S F3 rl[J 

WTNTFRS 0-5 NO YES YFS T T ·~ ,, !J 

RUNNELS 
WINTEPS ~~lJ f'J 6-10 NO YES YF S TT ~A -,,,, 

I=XTSTING 
2 50 57. l ll-2 0 "JO YF S YFS TT ·~ r.l,f J 

WOClOVILLE 0-5 Yf S YES YFS F2 ('I I 
7 ' 

TYLER 
T YL r:R co 6-H' YES Y[ S YF S 1=3 ';II 

E:XISTTN\. 
2 50 6 5. 11-20 YES YES YFS F3 i"':t I 

TASP ~nv F '-lfl >=I), t I 7 ', 

A-46 



TASP AIFPIJf<TS 

ALPHABETIC RY ASSOCIATED CITY 

ASSOCIATED CITY y "J T 
CflUNTY F A A PUR --- Rrt F- ---

AIRPOPT NAME A s s ow~~ 
STATUS R p p SY S '1 p F r 

SITF f\W. 

YOAKUM 0- s NO YF S YFS TS H !11 J 
lAVACA 

YOAKUM MUN 6-1.) NO VE S YES TSH rr. J 
FXISTII\JG 

25070. 1 11-?0 NC1 YFS YES TS H RU 

ZAPATA 0-5 1\JO YES YES TT M RIJ 
ZAP AT A 

NEW 6-10 f\J() YES YCS TT M P,[ J 

NF.W 
11-?. 0 YF S YES YFS F3 :)I J 

TASP "Jnv c MR r: P 1 q 7:5 
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BIBLIOGRAPHY 

DOCUMENTS PUBLISHED IN CONNECTION WITH THE TEXAS AIRPORT SYSTEM PLAN 

PHASE I 

Air Transportation For Texas - Work Plan, Texas Transportation Institute, 
Texas A&M University, College Station, Texas Prepared for the Texas 
Aeronautics Commission in cooperation with the Office of the Governor, 
Division of Planning Coordination, State of Texas, August, 1970. 
(Out of Print). 

The Work Plan outlines the research and development efforts 
anticipated and required for the preparation of the Texas 
Air Transportation Plan. 

Air Transportation For Texas - Commentary, Texas Transportation Institute, 
Texas A&M University, College Station, Texas, Prepared for the Office 
of the Governor, Division of Planning Coordination, State of Texas, 
September, 1970. 

This report presents condensed data regarding Texas airports, 
aircraft, airmen, and air service, and also includes a brief 
presentation of projected air traffic demand. 

Air Transportation For Texas - Airport Invent~. Texas Transportation 
Institute, Texas A&M University, College Station, Texas, Prepared 
for the Texas Aeronautics Commission in cooperation with the Office 
of the Governor, Division of Planning Coordination, State of Texas, 
September, 1970. 

This report provides an inventory of present physical facilities 
for air transportation in Texas. 

Air Transportation For Texas -V/STOL Applications--1970, Texas Trans­
portation Institute, Texas A&M University, College Station, Texas, 
Prepared for the Texas Aeronautics Commission in cooperation with 
the Office of the Governor, Division of Planning Coordination, 
September, 1970. 

This report discusses the current and ensuing crises in air 
traffic and air terminal conqestion. The matter of need and 
feasibility of a V/STOL system is outlined and attention is 
given to pertinent investigations of the concept and demon­
stration programs conducted for information purposes. 

Air Transportation For Texas - References--1970, Texas Transportation 
Institute, Texas A&M~Un1Vers-fty-, Colll2ge Station, Texas, Prepared 
for the Texas Aeronautics Commission in cooperation with the Office 
of the Governor, Division of Plannin9 Coordination, September, 1970. 

The list of references represents the documents that have been 
compiled by the planning staff for use in preparation of the 
Texas Air Transportation Plan. 
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PHASE II 

Quick, Leonard H., Forecast Aircraft Mix, Texas Airport Hubs, Texas Air 
Cargo Study in support of the Texas Airport System Plan, Economics 
Research Associates, Los Angeles, California, April, 1972. 

This report presents an analysis of air carrier operations to 
determine the future air carrier aircraft mix at key Texas 
airport hubs--Dallas/Fort Worth, Houston, San Antonio, and 
El Paso. 

Foster, Ralph E., Air Passenger Demand Model: Description, Texas Air­
port System Plan, Texas Transportation Institute, Texas A&M 
University, College Station, Texas, August, 1972. 

This report describes a model developed for relating air travel 
to demographic, socioeconomic, and travel network character­
istics which can be forecast independently. 

Richards, Hoy A., and John P. Doyle, Background of State Airport Program 
Funding, Texas Airport System Plan, Texas Transportation Institute, 
Texas A&M University, College Station, Texas, August, 1972. (Out 
of Print). 

This report describes the funding background of the Texas 
Airport Aid Program and the Texas Aeronautics Commission. 

Foster, Ralph E., Air Passenger Demand Model: Forecasting County Income 
Distributions, Texas Airport System Plan, Texas Transportation 
Institute, Texas A&M University, College Station, Texas, September, 
1972. 

This report presents an analysis of and a methodology for 
forecasting income distributions and average incomes within 
selected income ranges for Texas counties. 

Foster, Ralph E., Air Passenger Demand Model: Data Base and Data Sources, 
Texas Airport System Plan, Texas Transportation Institute, Texas A&M 
University, College Station, Texas, October, 1972. 

This report documents the data base of the Air Passenger Demand 
Model and presents a discussion of the several data sets in­
volved as a basis for data base evaluation. 

Air Cargo Analysis and Forecasts, Texas Airport System_~~. Texas Trans­
portation Institute, Texas A&M University, College Station, Texas, 
and Economics Research Associates, Los Angeles, California, November, 
1972. 

This report: (1) provides estimates of present air cargo move­
ments; (2) assesses the impact of air cargo technology as it 
may affect present freight distribution patterns for products 
Texans produce or consume; (3) provides forecasts for antici­
pated air car~o movements; (4) relates air cargo demand to air­
craft operations; and (5) supports policy formulation for pro­
motion of air cargo service for Texans. 
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Foster, Ralph E., Air Passenger Demand Model: Model Test and Evaluation, 
Texas Airport System Plan , Tex as Transportation Institute, Texas 
A&M University, College Station, Texas, January, 1973. 

This report presents the rationale for the selection of the 
methodology employed in the design and development of the 
Air Passenger Demand Model; reviews the procedures used to 
test and calibrate the model; and evaluates the model and 
the forecasts which it produces. 

Foster, Ralph E., Air Passenger Demand Model: Forecasts and Analysis 
of Alternatives , Texas Airport System Plan, Texas Transportation 
Institute, Texas A&M University, College Stati on, Texas, January, 
1973. 

This report describes the different f orecasting techniques 
and demand analysis areas in developing the Air Passenger 
Demand Model. 

Lyons, Clarence J., Jr., The Impact of Military Aviation on Texas Civil 
Airports, Texas Airport System Plan, Texas Aeronautics Commission, 
Austin, Texas, January, 1973. 

This report describes the mi litary aviati on activity at the 
civil airports in Texas. 

Interim Report, Texas Airport System Plan, Prepared by the Texas Aero­
nautics Commission and the Office of the Governor, Di vi s ion of 
Planning Coordinat ion, Austin, Texas, with technical and policy 
analysi s support by the Texas Transportation Institute, Texas A&M 
University, College Station, Texas, January, 1973. (Out of Print). 

This report describes the development of the Texas Airport 
System Plan, the progress to date, and future phases of the 
Plan . 

The Texas Fligh t Plan, Office of the Governor, Division of Planning 
Coordination, and the Texas Aeronautics Commission, Austin, Texas, 
and the Texas Transportation Institute, Texas A&M University, College 
Station, Texas, January, 1973. (Out of Print) . 

A Commentary on the Texas Airport System Plan, Texas Aeronautics Commission, 
Austin, Texas, undated. 

This booklet describes briefly the background and development 
of the Texas Airport System Plan. 
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Preliminary Draft, Part A, Texas Airport System Plan, Developed jointly 
by the Texas Aeronautics Commission and the Office of the Governor, 
Division of Planning Coordination, Austin, Texas, and the Texas 
Transportation Institute, Texas A&M University, College Station, 
Texas, March, 1973. (Out of Print). 

This is a working document for review and evaluation. Part A 
describes the development of the Texas Airport System Plan, 
the progress to date, and future phases of the Plan. 

Preliminary Draft, Part B, Texas Airport System Plan, Developed jointly 
by the Texas Aeronautics Commission and the Office of the Governor, 
Division of Planning Coordination, Austin, Texas, and the Texas 
Transportation Institute, Texas A&M University, College Station, 
Texas, March, 1973. (Out of Print). 

This is a working document for review and evaluation. Part B 
contains regional narratives of general information and county 
narratives of aviation activity. 

Langford, Wanda J., Application of FAA Airport Capacity Methodol~, 
Texas Airport System Plan, rev. ed., Texas Transportation Institute, 
Texas A&M University, College Station, Texas, July, 1973. 

This report documents the procedures, assumptions, limitations, 
and influencing factors which affect the application of FAA 
airport capacity analysis criteria to the Texas Airport System 
Plan. Original document July, 1972, Larry Mathison. 

Langford, Wanda J., Functional Classification of Airports, Texas Airport 
System Plan, rev. ed., Texas Transportation Institute, Texas A&M 
University, College Station, Texas, July, 1973. 

This report documents the classification of airports within 
the State study area. Original document July, 1972, Larry 
Mathison. 

Smith, Roy A., Utility Airport Requirements and Costs, Tex~~Aii~~I~t 
System Plan, Texas Transportation Institute, Texas A&M University, 
College Station, Texas, September, 1973. 

This technical note documents the minimum requirements for two 
classes of utility airports, and the expansion required to 
accommodate business jets. Also included are typical cost 
estimates for each class of utility airport at elevations of 
sea level, 2,800 feet, and 3,700 feet. 
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Byrom, Gustav, Environmental Considerations, Texas Airport System Plan, 
Texas Transportation Institute, Texas A&M University, College Station, 
Texas, September, 1973. 

This report discusses the environmental gains and dis­
advantages that result from the operation of airports. 

Venhuizen, David, C. Jay Lyons, Jr., and W. 0. Karpenko, Operation and 
Maintenance Costs for Uti 1 ity Airports, Texas Airport Sys temfl_a_n_, 
Texas Aeronautics Commission, Austin, Texas, October, 1973. 

This technical note provides airport sponsors with a means 
of estimating costs which will be incurred in the operation 
and maintenance of utility airports. 

TASP Phase II Report, Texas Airport System Plan, Texas Transportation 
Institute, Texas A&M University, College Station, Texas, November, 
1973. (Available from the Office of the Governor, Division of 
Planning Coordination, Austin, Texas 78711). 

This report discusses the activities of Phase II of the airpo:'t 
system pla:ming process, including airport and airmen inventories, 
present and future aviation demand, facility needs, systemwide 
development costs, funding alternatives, and implementation 
opportunities. 

TASP Phase II Report, Appendix, Texas Airport System Plan, Texas Trans­
portation Institute, Texas A&M University, College Station, Texas, 
November, 1973. 

This is a working document containing regional narratives of 
general information, county-by-county inventory, aviation 
demand forecasts, and facility needs information. 
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PHASE III 

Foster, Ralph E., Air Passenger Demand Model: Forecasting County Income 
Distributions, Texas Airport System Plan, rev. ed., Texas Trans­
portation Institute, Texas A&M University, College Station, Texas, 
Februray, 1974. 

This report presents an analysis of and a methodology for 
forecasting income distributions and average incomes within 
selected income ranges for Texas counties. 

Dresser, George B., and Andrew L. Sikes, United States and Texas General 
Aviation Forecasts (Task 5), Texas Airport System Plan, Texas 
Transportation Institute, Texas A&M University, College Station, 
Texas, May, 1974. 

This document forecasts United States and Texas general aviation 
for 1975 through 1995. The Texas forecast provides control 
totals for forecasting general aviation aircraft by State 
Planning Region. 

Foster, Ralph E., and George B. Dresser, Operations Count for Nontower 
Airports (Task 1), Texas Airport System Plan, Texas Transportation 
Institute, Texas A&M University, College Station, Texas, June, 1974. 

This document describes the procedures used to select a sample 
of airports for counting aircraft operations during Phase III. 

Foster, Ralph E., and George B. Dresser, Airspace Analysis (Tasks 7, 8, 
and 9), Texas Airport System Plan, Texas Transportation Inst1tute, 
Texas A&M University, College Station, Texas, June, 1974. 

This report presents an inventory of existing airspace related 
facilities, indicators of future airspace demands, an exami­
nation of existing and proposed airports for airspace conflicts 
in accordance with FAA criteria, and procedures for develop­
ment and application of TASP criteria for navigation and 
approach aid needs. 

Autrey, Thomas L., Nonoperational Airport Demand (Ta~~J9~~-T_ex~s Aii~~t 
System Plan, Texas Transportation Institute, Texas A&M University, 
College Station, Texas, July, 1974. 

This report discusses in detail a number of general service 
criteria which will facilitate state and local efforts in 
determining future airport needs based on nonoperational 
factors. 
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This report projects domestic and international passenger 
activity through 1995. 

Buechler, Jay, and George B. Dresser, Trend-Based Forecasts of Car o 
Ori inated at Texas Air Carrier Air arts Task 4 Texas Airport 
System Plan, Texas Transportation Institute, Texas A&M University, 
College Station, Texas, November, 1974. 

This report presents air cargo forecasts for Texas, its three 
major hubs, and the 25 residual hubs based on a share of the 
market approach. 

Buechler, Jay, George B. Dresser and Vergil G. Stover, Transportation 
Alternatives for the Dallas/Fort Worth-Houston Intercity Corridor: 
1975-1995, Texas Airport System Plan, Texas Transportation Institute, 
Texas A&M University, College Station, Texas, November, 1974. 

This paper examines the existing and potential demand for 
intercity passenger movement and the feasibility of alterna­
tive transportation modes for the Dallas/Fort Worth-Houston 
corridor. 

Dresser, George B., and Andrew L. Sikes, United States and Texas General 
Aviation Forecasts (Task 5), Texas Airport System Plan, Texas Trans­
portation Institute, Texas A&M University, College Station, Texas, 
August, 1975. (Supersedes report dated May, 1974.) 

This document forecasts United States and Texas general 
aviation for 1975 through 1995. The Texas forecast provides 
control totals for forecasting general aviation aircraft by 
State Planning Region. 

Langford, Wanda J., and George B. Dresser, Application of FAA Airport 
Capacity Methodology, Texas Airport System Plan, Texas Transportation 
Institute, Texas A&M University, College Station, Texas, August, 1975. 

This report documents the procedures, assumptions, limitations, 
and influencing factors which affect the application of FAA 
airport capacity analysis criteria to the Texas Airport System 
Plan. 

Langford, Wanda J., and George B. Dresser, Functional Classification of 
Airports, Texas Airport System Plan, Texas Transportation Institute, 
Texas A&M University, College Station, Texas, August, 1975. 

This report documents the classification of airports within 
the State study area. 
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Dresser, George B., and Richard A. Bachmeyer, Share-of-Market Forecasts 
of Passenger Enplanements for Texas and Texas Hubs (Task 4), Texas 
Airport System Plan, Texas Transportation Institute, Texas A&M 
University, College Station, Texas, November, 1975. (Supersedes 
report dated August, 1974.) 

This report projects domestic and international scheduled 
air passenger enplanements at Texas airports through 1995. 

Regional Summary, Alamo State Planning Region, Texas Airport System Plan, 
Texas Transportation Institute, Texas A&M University, College 
Station, Texas, January, 1976. 

This report presents a brief overview of the TASP; a narrative 
of the region 1 s economic activity; an inventory of airports in 
the region that are open to the public; and the recommended 
development of the region 1 s airports that are included in TASP. 

A Regional Summary was also prepared for each of the following 
State Planning Regions: 

Brazos Valley 
Capital 
Central Texas 
Coastal Bend 
Concho Valley 
Deep East Texas 
East Texas 
Golden Crescent 
Heart of Texas 
Lower Rio Grande Valley 

Middle Rio Grande 
North East Texas 
North Texas 
Panhandle 
Permian Basin 
South Plains 
South Texas 
Upper Rio Grande 
West Central Texas 

Autrey, Thomas L., and George B. Dresser, Alternative Financial Plans 
(Task 25), Texas Airport System Plan, Texas Transportation Institute, 
Texas A&M University, College Station, Texas, January, 1976. 

Dresser, George B., Phase III Summary Report, Texas Airport System Plan, 
Texas Transportation Institute, Texas A&M University, College Station, 
Texas, January, 1976. 

Copies of reports may be obtained from the Texas Aeronautics Commission, 
P. 0. Box 12607, Capitol Station, Austin, Texas 78711. 
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