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Summary

Purpose

Chicago is developing a third major airport. To justify the effort, several studies explore the potential impact of a new airport. One of the main considerations is the economic impact of adding (or not adding) a major airport.

Hypothesis

Failure to build the South Suburban Airport would have a negative economic impact on the Chigagoland area.

Procedures to Gather Data

The working group tapped diverse information, such as population growth, total annual enplanements, Chicago area job migration, environmental impact studies, and 9/11-induced airline job loss. Sources included the FAA, Boeing, the Census Bureau, and city job records.

Method of data analysis

The group used enplanements as their principle basis for comparison, then developed a model to determine projected impact to an area in the form of jobs. They factored in direct jobs (at the airport), indirect jobs (generated by visitor expenditures at hotels, restaurants, etc), and induced jobs (suppliers to tourist industries and jobs created by spent wages).  Their model closely estimated the actual impact in jobs at 14 major U.S. airports.  By modeling the impact of a new airport, then geographically mapping the expected jobs around the proposed site, the group graphically projected the economic impact to the south-Chicago area.

Recommendations

The group recommended building a third airport south of the two existing Chicago airports. They established a small environmental impact and significant benefits in terms of jobs, money, housing, and overall economic balance in the region.

Critique

The paper was delivered in the aftermath of the 9/11 terrorist attacks. An opening section seems to have been grafted onto the report to explain why some of their findings may no longer be entirely accurate.  There was no explanation for the additional section, though it may have been obvious at the time to the conference participants.  After this section, what had been the original paper seemed well laid out and easy to understand. The research group had been working on the site impact analysis since 1985.  Population, environment, housing, enplanements, legislation, and jobs all had changed during the study period, so their research was an iterative process.  Developing an accurate model takes time, but the excessive time periods now required to complete government-mandated studies tend to make initial work suspect. It was exciting to see an accurate model for job impact based on enplanements.

