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Riverside County ALUCP—West County Airports Background Data  (December 2004) W4–1 

Background Data: 
French Valley Airport and Environs 

INTRODUCTION 
County-owned French Valley Airport opened in 1990 as a replacement for privately owned Rancho 
California Airport 6 miles to the south.  It is the newest airport in Riverside County and among the 
newest in the state.  During this short period, French Valley Airport has grown to become the third 
busiest airport in the county, exceeded only by Palm Springs International and Riverside Municipal air-
ports.  Occupying some 261 acres, the airport has a single, 4,600-foot long runway which, as of the De-
cember 2004 adoption date of this plan, is being extended southward to a new length of 6,000 feet.  
The current airport master plan calls for adding a 3,600-foot parallel runway on the east.  Acquisition of 
additional land will be required for the parallel runway. 

Concurrent with the airport’s construction, the nearby cities of Temecula and Murrieta incorporated in 
1989 and 1991, respectively.  Formation of these new cities both responded to and fostered tremen-
dous growth in the region.  As recently as the early 1980s, the area consisted of a collection of small, 
unincorporated towns and sparsely populated countryside.  As of early 2003, over 130,000 people re-
sided in the two cities alone, and many more live in the surrounding unincorporated areas. Maintenance 
of compatibility between French Valley Airport and this rapidly growing urban area has proved chal-
lenging. 

Exhibit FV–1 describes current and planned features of the airport.  The adopted long-range develop-
ment plan is depicted in Exhibit FV–2.  Exhibit FV–3 summarizes data regarding present and future 
airport activity.  Current and projected noise impacts are shown in the two following maps, Exhibits 
FV–4 and FV–5.  Exhibit FV–6 illustrates in a combined manner the noise, flight track, risk and other 
factors that are the source of the French Valley Airport compatibility map included in Volume 1. 

A summary of information about land uses and land use policies in the airport vicinity is presented in 
Exhibit FV–7.  Exhibit FV–8 presents a simplified map of planned airport area land uses as found in 
the general plans of Riverside County and the cities of Murrieta and Temecula.  The final exhibit, FV–9 
contains an initial assessment of consistencies and inconsistencies between these plans and compatibil-
ity policies set forth in Volume 1 of the Compatibility Plan. 
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Exhibit FV–1 

Airport Features Summary 
French Valley Airport 

GENERAL INFORMATION 
 Airport Ownership:  County of Riverside 
 Year Opened:  1989 
 Property Size 

 Fee title:  261 acres 
 Avigation easements:  Numerous 

 Airport Classification:  General Aviation 
 Airport Elevation:  1,350 feet MSL 

AIRPORT PLANNING DOCUMENTS 
 Airport Master Plan 

 Adopted by Riverside County Board of Supervisors, 
November 1995 

 Airport Layout Plan Drawing 
 Last revised February 2004 

RUNWAY/TAXIWAY DESIGN 
Runway 18-36 

 Critical Aircraft:  Turboprop; small business jet 
 Airport Reference Code:  B-II 
 Dimensions:  4,600 ft. long, 75 ft. wide 
 Pavement Strength (main landing gear configuration 

 30,000 lbs (single wheel) 
 Average Gradient:  0.15% (rising to north) 
 Runway Lighting 

 Medium-intensity edge lights (MIRL) 
 Runways 18, 36:  Runway End Indicator Lights (REILs) 

 Primary Taxiways:  Full-length parallel taxiway on west 

TRAFFIC PATTERNS AND APPROACH PROCEDURES 
 Airplane Traffic Patterns 

 Runway 18:  Left traffic 
 Runway 36:  Right traffic 
 Pattern altitude:  1,000 ft. AGL 

 Instrument Approach Procedures (lowest minimums) 
 Runway 18 GPS: 

 Straight-in (1 mile visibility; 473 ft. descent height) 
 Circling (1 mile visibility, 750 ft. descent height); no 
circling west of runway 

 Standard Inst. Departure Procedures:  None 
 Visual Approach Aids 

 Airport:  Rotating beacon 
 Runways 18, 36:  PAPI (3.0˚) 

 Operational Restrictions / Noise Abatement Procedures 
 All departures:  Noise sensitive areas to north and 
south; use optimum rate of climb to traffic pattern alti-
tude before departing pattern 

 Preferred calm wind runway:  Runway 18  

APPROACH PROTECTION 
 Runway Protection Zones (RPZs) 

 Runway 18:  1,000-ft. long; all on airport 
 Runway 36:  1,000-ft. long; all on airport 

 Approach Obstacles 
 Runway 18:  Road 725 feet from runway end 
 Runway 36:  Road 350 feet from runway end 

BUILDING AREA 
 Location:  West side of runway at midfield 
 Aircraft Parking Capacity 

 Hangar spaces:  60 units of various types 
 Tiedowns:  118 

 Other Major Facilities 
 Terminal building with pilots’ lounge, restaurant, con-
ference room, gift shop 

 Services 
 Fuel:  Jet A, 100LL (by truck & 24-hour self-service) 
 Other:  Aircraft rental & charter; flight instruction 

PLANNED FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS 
 Airfield 

 Extend runway 1,400 ft. south to 6,000 ft. total (under 
construction as of December 2004) 

 Establish Runway 18 VOR-DME or Localizer nonpreci-
sion approach procedure with <1 mile visibility (RPZ 
becomes 1,700-ft. long; all on existing airport property) 

 Construct 3,600 ft. lighted parallel runway (18L-36R) 
700 ft. east of primary runway; parallel taxiway be-
tween runways 

 Building Area 
 Add 100± hangar spaces 

 Property 
 Fee title acquisition for parallel runway 
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Exhibit FV–3 

Airport Activity Data Summary 
French Valley Airport 

BASED AIRCRAFT 
 Current a Future b 

 2002 data Ultimate 
 Aircraft Type 
  Single-Engine 266 358 
  Twin-Engine Piston 6 18 
  Turboprop 0 10 
  Business Jet 3 20 
  Helicopter 3 8 
  Ultralight 3 6  
   Total 281 420  

AIRCRAFT OPERATIONS 
 Current  Future  

 2002 data Ultimate 
 Total 
  Annual 84,400  c         185,000 b 

  Average Day 231 506 
 
 Distribution by Aircraft Type a 
  Single-Engine 79%  
  Twin-Engine Piston 8% no 
  Twin-Engine, Turboprop 5% change 
  Business Jet 6%  
  Helicopter 1%  
  Other 1% 
 Distribution by Type of Operation a 
  Local 70%  
   (incl. touch-and-goes)  no 
  Itinerant 30% change 
 

 

TIME OF DAY DISTRIBUTION 
 Current a Future c 

 All Aircraft 
  Day 90% no 
  Evening 5% change 
  Night 5%  

RUNWAY USE DISTRIBUTION 
 Current a Future c 

 Piston Airplanes – Day/Evening/Night 
  Takeoffs & Landings 
   Runway 18(R) 70% 56% 
   Runway 36(L) 30% 24% 
   Runway 18L — 14% 
   Runway 36R — 6% 
 Turboprops & Business Jets – Day/Evening/Night 
  Takeoffs & Landings 
   Runway 18 70% 70% 
   Runway 36 30% 30% 
   Runway 18L — 0% 
   Runway 36R — 0% 
 Helicopters 
  Takeoffs & Landings 
   Helipad H1 75% no  
   Helipad H2 10% change 
   Helipad H3 15%  

FLIGHT TRACK USAGE 
 Data not available 

 
 

 
Notes 

a Source:  Airport management records and estimates 
b Source:  Projected for compatibility planning purposes; time frame is 20+ years 
c Source:  California Division of Aeronautics aircraft operations counter program  
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Exhibit FV–7 

Airport Environs Information 
French Valley Airport 

AIRPORT SITE 
 Location 

 Southwestern Riverside County 
 5 miles east of Murrieta city center; 5 miles north of 
Temecula city center 

 Nearby Terrain 
 Airport situated on relatively level floor of French Valley 
 Gently rolling hills nearby; no major peaks  

AIRPORT ENVIRONS LAND USE JURISDICTIONS 
 County of Riverside 

 Airport and lands north and east within unincorporated 
county jurisdiction 

 City of Murrieta 
 City limits along Hwy 79, ½ mile west of runway 

 City of Temecula 
 City limits 1¼ mile southeast, 2 miles south of runway 
 Airport within city sphere of influence 

STATUS OF COMMUNITY PLANS  
 Riverside County 

 General Plan, a portion of Riverside County Integrated 
Project, adopted by Board of Supervisors Oct. 2003 

 City of Murrieta 
 General plan adopted July 1999 
 Nine specific plans cover various portions of airport 
environs 

 City of Temecula 
 General plan adopted November 1993 
 Specific Plan 309 encompasses part of airport vicinity 

EXISTING AIRPORT AREA LAND USES 
 General Character 

 Rapidly urbanizing area 
 Runway Approaches 

 North (Runway 18):  Industrial uses (adjacent to and 
within 2,000 feet of runway end); residential subdivi-
sion (1.0 mile); rural residential (beyond 1 mile) 

 South (Runway 36):  Undeveloped (inside ½ mile); Tu-
calota Creek (¾ mile); industrial; residential subdivi-
sion (1¼ mile) 

 Traffic Pattern 
 East:  Generally rural residential, but with residential 
subdivisions to northeast and southeast 

PLANNED AIRPORT AREA LAND USES 
 Riverside County 

 Light industrial and business park near runway ends 
 Medium and medium-high density residential to east 
beneath traffic pattern 

 City of Murrieta 
 Business park, low density residential west of Hwy 79 

 City of Temecula 
 Business park uses nearest airport 
 Medium-density residential farther south 

ESTABLISHED AIRPORT COMPATIBILITY MEASURES 
 Riverside County General Plan 

 Prohibit new residential uses, except single-family 
dwellings on legal residential lots of record, within air-
ports’ 60 dB CNEL contour as defined by ALUC (Policy 
N 7.4) 

 Safety compatibility zones and criteria from previous 
compatibility plan incorporated into General Plan 

 Review all proposed projects and require consistency 
with any applicable compatibility plan (LU 14.2) 

 Submit proposed actions and projects to ALUC as re-
quired by state law (Policy LU 1.9); other actions may 
be submitted on voluntary, advisory basis (LU 14.8) 

 
 City of Murrieta General Plan 

 Residential uses discouraged under flight patterns 
 Within 60-65 CNEL, single-family residential discour-
aged and mobile homes prohibited; above 65 CNEL, 
residential prohibited, institutional uses discouraged; 
above 70 CNEL, institutional uses prohibited 

 No specific reference to airport compatibility or ALUC 
 City of Murrieta Zoning Codes 

 No specific reference to airport compatibility or ALUC 
 City of Temecula General Plan 

 Residential, educational, other institutional uses condi-
tionally acceptable below 60 CNEL; generally unac-
ceptable at 60-65 CNEL; discouraged above 70 CNEL 

 No specific reference to airport compatibility or ALUC 
 City of Temecula Zoning Codes 

 No specific reference to airport compatibility or ALUC 
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Exhibit FV–9 

General Plan Consistency Review (Preliminary) 
French Valley Airport 

 

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE: 
  GENERAL PLAN (2003) AND SOUTHWEST AREA PLAN 

 

Residential Land Use 
 Compatibility Zone C 

 Medium-Density Residential (2.1 to 5.0 dwelling 
units/acre) designation north of airport conflicts with 
Zone C compatibility criteria [R1]  

 Compatibility Zone D 
 Medium-Density Residential (2.1 to 5.0 dwelling 
units/acre) designation north of airport and Estate 
Density, Very-Low-Density, and Low-Density Residen-
tial ( 0.4 to 2.0 dwelling units/acre) designations east 
and northeast of airport potentially conflict with the 
high-and-low options for Zone D [R2]  

 Compatibility Zone A, B1, B2, and E 
 No inconsistencies noted  

Other Policies 
 General Plan 

 Acknowledgement of ALUC policies–no conflict  
 Established ALUC 60 dB CNEL noise contour policy 
for new residential development–no conflict 

 Zoning Codes 
 Height limit zoning not established  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Non-Residential Land Use 
 Compatibility Zone A 

 Office/Business Park indicated in Zone A east of air-
port [R3] is a potential conflict; no structures are al-
lowed in Zone A 

 Compatibility Zone B1 
 Potential Conflict: Zone B1 intensity limits (25 peo-
ple/acre)  apply to areas designated as Office/ Busi-
ness Park north and south of airport [R4]  

 Compatibility Zone B2 
 Potential Conflict: Zone B2 intensity limits (100 peo-
ple/acre)  apply to areas designated as Of-
fice/Business Park east and west of airport [R5]  

 Compatibility Zone C 
 Potential Conflict: Zone C intensity limits (75 peo-
ple/acre) apply to areas designated as Heavy Indus-
trial north of airport and Office/Business Park north 
and south of airport [R6]   

 Compatibility Zone D 
 Potential Conflict: Zone D intensity limits (100 peo-
ple/acre) apply to areas designated as Heavy Indus-
trial north of airport and Office/Business Park at the 
northern edge of the airport[R7]  

 

  

 
 
 
 
 

 

Note: This is an initial land use consistency review prepared for the purpose of identifying areas where a conflict exists or poten-
tially exists with ALUC compatibility zone criteria.  This review is based upon available general plan documents and does not take 
into account existing land use.  When a conflict between the general plan and compatibility criteria exists, it is not deemed incon-
sistent when the general plan is merely representing existing development.  A more comprehensive analysis is necessary at the 
time a general plan land modification is presented to the ALUC for review.     
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Exhibit FV-9, continued 
 
 
 
 

CITY OF MURRIETA: 
  GENERAL PLAN (1999), AND ZONING CODES 

 

Residential Land Use 
 Compatibility Zone D 

 Residential designations with densities ranging from 
2.1 to 5.0 dwelling units/acre west of airport potentially 
conflict with the high-and-low options for Zone D [M1]   

Other Policies 
 General Plan 

 No acknowledgment of ALUC coordination 
 Potential conflict: Noise policy indicates a range of 60 
to 65 dB CNEL as marginally acceptable for residen-
tial development; ALUC policy for residential use is 
acceptable in the 55 to 60 dB CNEL range 

 Zoning Codes 
 Height limit zoning not established  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Non-Residential Land Use 
 Compatibility Zone B1 

 Potential Conflict: Zone B1 intensity limits (25 peo-
ple/acre)  apply to the area designated as Heavy In-
dustrial north of airport [M2]  

 Compatibility Zone C 
 Potential Conflict: Zone C intensity limits (75 peo-
ple/acre) apply to area designated as Heavy Industrial 
north of airport [M3] 

 Compatibility Zone E 
 No inconsistencies noted 

 

  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 

Note: This is an initial land use consistency review prepared for the purpose of identifying areas where a conflict exists or poten-
tially exists with ALUC compatibility zone criteria.  This review is based upon available general plan documents and does not take 
into account existing land use.  When a conflict between the general plan and compatibility criteria exists, it is not deemed incon-
sistent when the general plan is merely representing existing development.  A more comprehensive analysis is necessary at the 
time a general plan land modification is presented to the ALUC for review.     
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CITY OF TEMECULA: 
  GENERAL PLAN (1993), AND ZONING CODES 

 

Residential Land Use 
 Compatibility Zone D 

 Residential designations with densities ranging from 0.4 
to 2.0 dwelling units/acre and 2.1 to 5.0 dwelling 
units/acre southeast of airport potentially conflict with 
the high-and-low options for Zone D [T1]  

 Compatibility Zone E 
 No inconsistencies noted  

Other Policies 
 General Plan 

 No acknowledgment of ALUC coordination 
 Noise policy for residential development is consistent 
with ALUC policy; residential use acceptable in the 55 to 
60 dB CNEL range 

 Zoning Codes 
 Height limit zoning not established  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Non-Residential Land Use 
 Compatibility Zone D 

 Potential Conflict: Zone D intensity limits (100 peo-
ple/acre) apply to areas designated as Low-Intensity 
Commercial/Office and Office/Business Park south of 
airport [T2] 

 Compatibility Zone E 
 No inconsistencies noted 

 

Note: This is an initial land use consistency review prepared for the purpose of identifying areas where a conflict exists or po-
tentially exists with ALUC compatibility zone criteria.  This review is based upon available general plan documents and does 
not take into account existing land use.  When a conflict between the general plan and compatibility criteria exists, it is not 
deemed inconsistent when the general plan is merely representing existing development.  A more comprehensive analysis is 
necessary at the time a general plan land modification is presented to the ALUC for review.     
 

 Exhibit FV-9, continued 
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Background Data: 
Flabob Airport and Environs 

INTRODUCTION 
Situated along the edge of the Santa Ana River just west of downtown Riverside, Flabob Airport’s long 
history goes back to the early days of aviation.  The present airport has existed since at least 1925—
some accounts say a dirt landing strip was located on the site as early as 1907.  Flavio Madariaga and 
Bob Bogen became the airport’s owners in 1943 and gave their names to the facility.  The now-
nationwide Experimental Aviation Association was founded there in 1953.  After languishing for many 
years and almost closing in the late 1990s, the airport was acquired by the Thomas W. Walthen Founda-
tion in 2000.  The new owners have removed some of the old buildings, constructed several new han-
gars, and repaved much of the airfield. 

Today, the airport is home to some 200 aircraft, many of them vintage or experimental airplanes.  Pro-
viding educational programs for local school children is another role played by the airport.  Facility im-
provement plans call for construction of additional hangars with space for perhaps another 80 aircraft.  
A corresponding increase in aircraft operations can be anticipated.  However, the limited land area pre-
vents expansion of the single 3,190-foot runway (a shorter turf runway was closed in the early 1980s). 

Parts of the surrounding unincorporated community of Rubidoux have existed even longer than the 
airport, but much of the area remained agricultural until the 1990s.  The residential neighborhood to 
the north and a mobile home park to the east have been there for many years; the subdivision along the 
river’s edge just south of the airport is a recent development.  Lands around the west end of the runway 
remain generally low-density in character and potentially could be further developed in the future. 

Exhibits FL–1 through FL–3 on the following pages provides tabular and diagrammatic summaries of 
information about Flabob Airport and its activity levels.  Current and projected noise contours are de-
picted in Exhibits FL–4 and FL–5, respectively.  Factors contributing to the compatibility zone 
boundaries delineated in the Flabob Compatibility Map are shown in Exhibit FL–6.  Information about 
the land uses in the Flabob Airport environs is summarized in the table and map presented in Exhibits 
FL–7 and FL–8.  Exhibit FL–9 presents a preliminary assessment of Riverside County and City of Riv-
erside general plans relative to Compatibility Plan policies. 
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Exhibit FL–1 

Airport Features Summary 
Flabob Airport 
 

GENERAL INFORMATION 
 Airport Ownership:  Private 

(Thomas W. Wathen Foundation) 
 Year Opened:  1925 
  Property Size 

 Fee title:  82 acres 
 Avigation easements:  None 

 Airport Classification:  General Aviation 
 Airport Elevation:  764 feet MSL 

AIRPORT PLANNING DOCUMENTS 
 Airport Master Plan 

 None 
 Airport Layout Plan Drawing 

 Last update May 2003 

RUNWAY/TAXIWAY DESIGN 
Runway 6-24 

 Critical Aircraft:  Single-engine, piston 
 Airport Reference Code:  B-I (small airplanes) 
 Dimensions:  3,190 ft. long, 50 ft. wide 

 Runway 28 threshold displaced 330 ft. 
 Pavement Strength (main landing gear configuration) 

 8,000 lbs. (single-wheel) 
 Average Gradient:  0.5% (rising to east) 
 Runway Lighting 

 Medium-intensity edge lights (MIRL); non-standard; 
330 ft. at approach end of Rwy 24 unlighted 

 Primary Taxiways:  Full-length parallel on north 

TRAFFIC PATTERNS AND APPROACH PROCEDURES 
 Airplane Traffic Patterns 

 Runways 6 & 24:  Left traffic 
 Pattern altitude:  700 ft. AGL (1,464 ft. MSL) 
 Nighttime pattern altitude:  1,000 ft. AGL, around 
mountain 

 Instrument Approach and Departure Procedures 
 None 

 Visual Approach Aids 
 None 

 Operational Restrictions / Noise Abatement Procedures 
 Runway 6 departures:  Avoid overflight of trailer park, 
1,000 ft. east of runway 

 Mt. Rubidoux (elev. 1,340 ft. MSL plus 20 ft. cross on 
top) ¾ mile southeast of airport 

 Flights to/from south controlled by Riverside Municipal 
Airport airspace  

APPROACH PROTECTION 
 Runway Protection Zones (RPZ) 

 Runway 6:  1,000 ft. long (25±% on airport property) 
 Runway 24:  1,000 ft. long (25±% on airport property) 

 Approach Obstacles 
 Runway 6:  5 ft. fence, 215 ft. from threshold 
 Runway 24:  4 ft. fence, 200 ft. from threshold 

BUILDING AREA 
 Location:  North side of runway 
 Aircraft Parking Capacity 

 Hangar spaces:  174 
 Tiedowns:  125 

 Other Major Facilities 
 Experimental Aircraft Association quarters 

 Services 
 Fuel:  100LL/80 (available during regular business 
hours) 

 Other:  Avionics, charter flights, flight instruction, 
aircraft rental and sales 

PLANNED FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS 
 Airfield 

 None 
 Building Area 

 Increase aircraft hangar spaces to 100 
 Property 

 None 
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Exhibit FL–3 

Airport Activity Data Summary 
Flabob Airport 

BASED AIRCRAFT 
 Current a Future b 

 2002 data Ultimate 
 Aircraft Type 
  Single-Engine 190 262 
  Twin-Engine Piston   
   & Turboprop 8 17 
  Business Jet 0 0 
  Helicopter 0 0 
  Sailplanes 1 1 
   Total 199 280  

AIRCRAFT OPERATIONS 
 Current  Future  

 2002 data Ultimate 
 Total 
  Annual 27,000 c 43,400 b 
  Average Day 75 121 
 
 Distribution by Aircraft Type d 
  Single-Engine 96% 94% 
  Twin-Engine Piston 
   & Turboprop 4% 6% 
  Business Jet 0% 0% 
  Helicopter 0% 0% 
  Sailplanes <1% <1% 
 
 Distribution by Type of Operation d 

  Local 50% 50%  
      (incl. touch-and-goes) 
  Itinerant 50% 50% 
 

 

TIME OF DAY DISTRIBUTION d 

 Current  Future 
 All Aircraft 
  Day 85% no 
  Evening 10% change 
  Night 5%  

RUNWAY USE DISTRIBUTION d 
 Current  Future 
 All Aircraft – Day/Evening/Night 
  Takeoffs & Landings 
   Runway 6 10% no  
   Runway 24 90% change   

FLIGHT TRACK USAGE c 
Current and Future 

 Approaches, Runway 6 
 Primarily straight-in traffic 

 Departures, Runway 6 
 Aircraft mostly follow Santa Ana River to northeast 

 Approaches, Runway 24 
 Most aircraft enter left-traffic pattern from north 
 Pattern stays inside Mt. Rubidoux during daylight 
hours; circles around east side of mountain at night 

 Departures, Runway 24 
 Unless cleared through Riverside Municipal Airport 
airspace to southwest, aircraft make 230°-270° left turn 
to depart along river or overhead the airport 

 
Notes 

a Source:  Airport records 
b Source:  Coffman Associates; projected for compatibility planning purposes; time frame is 20+ years  
c Source:  California Division  of Aeronautics aircraft operations counter program 
d Source:   Estimated by Coffman Associates from data provided by airport staff 
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Exhibit FL–7 

Airport Environs Information 
Flabob Airport 

AIRPORT SITE 
 Location 

 Western Riverside County 
 In unincorporated community of Rubidoux 
 2 miles northwest of Riverside Central Business District 

 Nearby Terrain 
 Airport site generally level 
 Santa Ana River within 1 mile south and east of runway 
 Nearby high points:  Mt. Rubidoux  (elevation 2,655 ft.) 
1 mile southeast; Pedley Hills (elevation 1,000-1,200 
ft.) 1-2 miles west; hill (elevation 1,735 ft.) 1¾ miles 
north  

AIRPORT ENVIRONS LAND USE JURISDICTIONS 
 County of Riverside 

 Airport entirely within unincorporated Riverside County 
 City of Riverside 

 Riverside city limits within 1 mile south and east of 
runway  

STATUS OF COMMUNITY PLANS  
 Riverside County 

 General Plan, a portion of Riverside County Integrated 
Project, adopted by Board of Supervisors Oct. 2003 

 City of Riverside 
 General Plan adopted September 1993 

EXISTING AIRPORT AREA LAND USES 
 General Character 

 Primarily urban residential, low- to moderate-density 
except along Santa Ana River 

 Runway Approaches 
 East (Runway 24):  Mobile home parks (¼ and ½ mile 
from runway end); commercial along Mission Blvd. (½ 
mile); Santa Ana River (¾ mile) 

 West (Runway 6):  Low-density residential (near run-
way end); urban residential (beyond ½ mile) 

 Traffic Patterns 
 South:  Parks (Santa Ana River Regional Park; Rancho 
Jurupa Park); Santa Ana River; Mt. Rubidoux; urban 
residential east of Mt. Rubidoux 

 North:  Mostly urban residential; Hwy 60 (1 mile north) 

PLANNED AIRPORT AREA LAND USES 
 Riverside County 

 Mostly continuation of existing development pattern 
 Park and open space lands along river 
 Additional residential south and west; infill elsewhere 
 Potential additional commercial uses along Mission 
Blvd. 

 City of Riverside 
 Open space along river and on Mt. Rubidoux 
 Existing residential areas farther south and east 

ESTABLISHED AIRPORT COMPATIBILITY MEASURES 
 Riverside County General Plan 

 Prohibit new residential uses, except single-family 
dwellings on legal residential lots of record, within air-
ports’ 60 dB CNEL contour as defined by ALUC (Policy 
N 7.4) 

 Safety compatibility zones and criteria from previous 
compatibility plan incorporated into General Plan 

 Review all proposed projects and require consistency 
with any applicable compatibility plan (LU 14.2) 

 Submit proposed actions and projects to ALUC as re-
quired by state law (Policy LU 1.9); other actions may 
be submitted on voluntary and advisory basis (LU 
14.8) 

 
 City of Riverside General Plan 

 Residential development considered conditionally ac-
ceptable in the 60-70 CNEL range; normally unaccept-
able at 70-75 CNEL; clearly unacceptable above 75 
CNEL 

 Although intended for Riverside Municipal Airport, 
Transportation Element Policy T 3.8 could also apply 
to Flabob; policy states that “City should limit building 
heights and land use intensities beneath airport ap-
proach and departure paths to protect public safety” 

 City of Riverside Zoning Codes 
 No FAR Part 77 height limit zoning 
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Riverside County ALUCP—West County Airports Background Data  (December 2004) W3–9 

Exhibit FL–9 

General Plan Consistency Review (Preliminary) 
Flabob Airport Environs 

 

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE: 
     GENERAL PLAN (2003) AND JURUPA AREA PLAN 

Residential Land Use 
 Compatibility Zone A 

 Estate-Density, Very-Low Density, and Low-Density 
Residential (0.4 to 2.0 dwelling units/acre) designa-
tions east and west of airport [R1] conflict with Zone A 
compatibility criteria; no structures are allowed in 
Zone A   

 Compatibility Zone B1 
 Estate-Density, Very-Low Density, and Low-Density 
Residential (0.4 to 2.0 dwelling units/acre) designa-
tions and High-Density Residential (8.1 to 14.0 dwell-
ing units/acre) designation west and east of airport 
[R2], respectively, conflict with Zone 1 compatibility 
criteria  

 Compatibility Zone B2 
 Estate-Density, Very-Low Density, and Low-Density 
Residential (0.4 to 2.0 dwelling units/acre) designa-
tions and Medium-Density Residential (2.1 to 5.0 
dwelling units/acre) designation south of airport [R3] 
conflict with Zone B2 compatibility criteria   

 Compatibility Zone C 
 Estate-Density, Very-Low Density, and Low-Density 
Residential (0.4 to 2.0 dwelling units/acre) designa-
tions west of the airport and High-Density Residential 
(8.1 to 14.0 dwelling units/acre) designation east of 
the airport [R4] conflict with Zone C compatibility crite-
ria  

 Compatibility Zone D 
 Estate-Density, Very-Low Density, and Low-Density 
Residential (0.4 to 2.0 dwelling units/acre) designa-
tions and Medium-Density Residential (2.1 to 5.0 
dwelling units/acre) designation north and south of 
airport [R5] potentially conflict with the high-and-low 
options for Zone D  

 Compatibility Zone E 
 No inconsistencies noted  

Other Policies 
 General Plan 

 Acknowledgement of ALUC policies–no conflict  
 Established ALUC 60 dB CNEL noise contour policy 
for new residential development–no conflict 

 Zoning Codes 
 Height limit zoning not established 

 

Non-Residential Land Use 
 Compatibility Zone D 

 Potential Conflict: Zone D intensity limits (100 peo-
ple/acre) apply to areas designated as Other Pub-
lic/Institutional northwest of airport [R6] 

 

 
 

 
Note: This is an initial land use consistency review prepared for the purpose of identifying areas where a conflict exists or poten-
tially exists with ALUC compatibility zone criteria.  This review is based upon available general plan documents and does not take 
into account existing land use.  When a conflict between the general plan and compatibility criteria exists, it is not deemed incon-
sistent when the general plan is merely representing existing development.  A more comprehensive analysis is necessary at the 
time a general plan land modification is presented to the ALUC for review.     
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W3–10 Riverside County ALUCP—West County Airports Background Data  (December 2004) 

Exhibit FL-9, continued 

CITY OF RIVERSIDE: 
  GENERAL PLAN (1993), AND ZONING CODES 

Residential Land Use 
 Compatibility Zone C 

 No inconsistencies noted 
 Compatibility Zone D 

 Residential designations with densities ranging from 
2.1 to 5.0 dwelling units/acre southeast of airport 
[CIR1] potentially conflict with the high-and-low op-
tions for Zone D 

 Compatibility Zone E 
 No inconsistencies noted  

 
 
 

 

Other Policies 
 General Plan 

 No acknowledgment of ALUC coordination 
 Noise policy conditionally allows residential develop-
ment up to 70 dB CNEL conflicts with Compatibility 
Plan limit of 60 dB CNEL 

 Zoning Codes 
 Height limit zoning not established  

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Note: This is an initial land use consistency review prepared for the purpose of identifying areas where a conflict exists or poten-
tially exists with ALUC compatibility zone criteria.  This review is based upon available general plan documents and does not take 
into account existing land use.  When a conflict between the general plan and compatibility criteria exists, it is not deemed incon-
sistent when the general plan is merely representing existing development.  A more comprehensive analysis is necessary at the 
time a general plan land modification is presented to the ALUC for review.     
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Riverside County ALUCP—West County Airports Background Data  (January 2006 Draft) W5–1 

Background Data: 
Hemet-Ryan Airport and Environs 

INTRODUCTION 
Hemet-Ryan Airport is owned and operated by the County of Riverside and serves the cities of Hemet, 
San Jacinto, and other nearby communities in the east-central portion of western Riverside County.  
The airport sits at an elevation of 1,517 feet in the San Jacinto Valley at the foot of the San Jacinto 
Mountains.  The airport today (2005) comprises 440 acres and has two paved runways plus defined, but 
unpaved, areas used for sailplane and tow plane operations.  The primary runway, 5-23, is 4,315-feet in 
length and 100-feet wide.  The second runway—designated 4-22 but parallel to the primary runway—is 
restricted to sailplane and towplane operations.  It is 2,045 feet long and 25 feet wide.  Hemet-Ryan 
Airport provides storage for approximately 250 based aircraft, about half of which are sailplanes.  A 
California Department of Forestry and Firefighting fire attack base is located at the airport as well.  To-
tal annual aircraft operations, including sailplane operations, were estimated at 70,000 in 2002. 

A draft Airport Master Plan (AMP) for Hemet-Ryan was completed in late 2004.  The plan is currently 
undergoing environmental review.  Airport data in the exhibits that follow in this chapter are based 
upon material in the draft plan and are subject to change when the AMP is adopted.  Major proposed 
airfield changes include extending Runway 5-23 by 985 feet to the southwest and reducing Runway 4-22 
to a length of 1,485 feet.  The plan projects the based aircraft population to increase to 335 by 2025.  
Aircraft operations are projected to reach 100,000 at that time. 

Exhibit HR–1 describes current and planned features of the airport.  The draft long-range development 
plan is depicted in Exhibit HR–2.  Exhibit HR–3 summarizes data regarding present and future airport 
activity.  Current and projected noise impacts are shown in the two following maps, Exhibits HR–4 and 
HR–5 (subject to revision with AMP adoption).  Exhibit HR–6 illustrates in a composite manner the 
noise, flight track, risk and other factors that are the source of the Hemet-Ryan Airport compatibility 
map to be included in Volume 1.  The central area of the city of Hemet lies directly to the east of the 
airport along the runway approach corridor.  The city is expanding westward, both north and south of 
the airport.  Lands to the west remain generally rural.  A summary of information about land uses and 
land use policies in the airport vicinity is presented in Exhibit HR–7.  Exhibit HR–8 presents a simpli-
fied map of planned airport area land uses as found in the general plans of Riverside County and the 
city of Hemet as of 2004.  The final exhibit, HR–9 [to be added], contains an initial assessment of consis-
tencies and inconsistencies between these plans and compatibility policies set forth in Volume 1 of the 
Compatibility Plan. 



CHAPTER W5     BACKGROUND DATA:  HEMET-RYAN AIRPORT AND ENVIRONS 
 

W5–2 Riverside County ALUCP—West County Airports Background Data  (January 2006 Draft) 

Exhibit HR–1 

Airport Features Summary 
Hemet-Ryan Airport 

GENERAL INFORMATION 
 Airport Ownership:  County of Riverside 
 Property Size 

 Fee title:  440 acres 
 Avigation easements:  45 acres 

 Airport Classification:  General Aviation 
 Airport Elevation:  1,517 feet MSL 

AIRPORT PLANNING DOCUMENTS 
 Airport Master Plan 

 Last comprehensive update in 1982; draft update 
completed 2004, undergoing environmental review  

 Airport Layout Plan Drawing 
 Last approval:  January 19, 2000 

RUNWAY/TAXIWAY DESIGN 
Runway 4-22 

 Critical Aircraft:  Restricted to sailplanes and tow planes 
 Airport Reference Code:  A-I 
 Dimensions:  2,045 ft. long, 25 ft. wide 

 Adjacent unpaved area used for sailplane landings 
 Pavement Strength:  5,000 lbs (for aircraft with single-
wheel main landing gear configuration) 

 Average Gradient:  0.29% (rising to east) 
 Runway Lighting:  None 
 Primary Taxiways:  None 

Runway 5-23 
 Critical Aircraft:  Medium business jet 
 Airport Reference Code:  B-II 
 Dimensions:  4,315 ft. long, 100 ft. wide 
 Pavement Strength (landing gear configuration): 

 80,000 lbs (single wheel) 
 130,000 lbs (dual wheel) 

 Average Gradient:  0.25% (rising to east) 
 Runway Lighting 

 Medium-intensity edge lights 
 Primary Taxiways:  Full-length parallel on south 

Tow Plane Landing Area 
 Critical Aircraft:  Tow plane 
 Dimensions:  approx. 600 feet long 

 Located east of Runway 4-22 
 Surface:  Dirt 

TRAFFIC PATTERNS AND APPROACH PROCEDURES 
 Airplane Traffic Patterns 

 Runways 4, 23:  Left traffic 
 Runways 5, 22:  Right traffic 
 Pattern altitude:  1,000 ft. AGL 

 Instrument Approach Procedures (lowest minimums) 
 Runway 5 RNAV (GPS) 

 Straight-in (1 mi. visibility; 855 ft. descent ht.) 
 Circling (1mi. visibility; 848 ft. descent height) 

 NDB-A 
 Circling (1¼ mi visibility; 1,248 ft. descent height) 

 Visual Approach Aids 
 Airport:  Rotating beacon 
 Runway 23:  Precision Approach Path Indicator (3.0˚) 

 Operational Restrictions / Noise Abatement Procedures 
 Rwy 4-22 restricted to sailplanes and towplanes  

APPROACH PROTECTION 
 Runway Protection Zones (RPZ) 

 Runways 4, 5, 22:  1,000-ft. long; on airport property 
 Runway 23:  1,000-ft. long; majority on airport prop-
erty, except small portion in southern corner; avigation 
easement on remaining piece 

 Approach Obstacles 
 None 

BUILDING AREA 
 Location:  Primary area south of runways; sailplane facili-
ties north of runways 

 Aircraft Parking Capacity 
 Hangars:  103 
 Tiedowns:  79; plus parking for 100+ sailplanes 

 Other Major Facilities 
 Commercial sailplane operations 
 Fire attack base 
 Riverside County Sheriff’s Aviation Unit base 

 Services 
 Fuel:  Jet, Jet A, 100LL (FBO fuel truck service) 
 Other:  Flight instruction; aircraft maintenance; sail-
plane launching; aircraft rental; charter; avionics repair 

POTENTIAL FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS 
(pending ALUCP adoption) 

 Airfield 
 Extend Runway 5-23 to 5,300 feet 
 Upgrade GPS approach to future end of Runway 5 to 
provide ¾-mile visibility minimums; resulting RPZ 
mostly on existing airport property 

 Reduce Runway 4-22 length to 1,485 feet with lead-in 
taxiway for sailplane launching 

 Relocate sailplane landing area 
 Building Area 

 Add up to 50 T-hangars and 24 box hangars 
 Property 

 Acquire 24 acres fee simple in approach to Runways 
22 and 23 

 Acquire 3 acres of approach protection easement on 
remainder of future Runway 5 RPZ. 
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Riverside County ALUCP—West County Airports Background Data  (January 2006 Draft) W5–3 

Exhibit HR–3 

Airport Activity Data Summary 
Hemet-Ryan Airport 

BASED AIRCRAFT 
 Current  a Future b Ultimate  

 2002 data  2025 
 Aircraft Type 
  Single-Engine 110 165  
  Twin-Engine Piston 9 12 data 
  Turboprop 1 6 not 
  Business Jets 1  4 available 
  Sailplanes 120 140 
  Helicopters 6 8  
   Total 247 335  

AIRCRAFT OPERATIONS 
 Current  a Future b Ultimate c 

 2002 data  2025 
 Total 
  Annual 70,000  100,000   
  Average Day 192 274  
 
 Distribution by Aircraft Type 
  Single-Engine 71% 67% data 
  Twin-Engine Piston 1% 2% not 
  Turboprop 1% 4% available 
  Business Jets <1% 3%  
  Sailplanes 24% 20% 
  Helicopters 3% 3%  
 
 Distribution by Type of Operation 
  Local 60% 55% 
   (mostly tow plane & sailplane operations; 
    limited touch-and-goes) 
  Itinerant 40% 45% 

TIME OF DAY DISTRIBUTION a 
 Current  Future & 

   Ultimate 
 All Aircraft 
  Day 93.0% no 
  Evening 5.0% change 
  Night 2.0%  

RUNWAY USE DISTRIBUTION a 
 Current  Future & 

   Ultimate 
Takeoffs & Landings 
 Single-Engine, Variable Pitch (excluding tow planes) –  
 Day/Evening/Night 
   Runway 5 3%  
   Runway 23 48% no 
   Runway 4 1% change 
   Runway 22 48% 

Other Airplanes – Day/Evening/Night 
   Runway 5 5%  
   Runway 23 95% no 
   Runway 4 0% change 
   Runway 22 0% 
Takeoffs 

Single-Engine, Variable Pitch  
Tow Planes &  Sailplanes– Day/Evening/Night 
           Runway 4                             2%                no 
           Runway 22                         98%            change 

Landings 
Single-Engine, Variable Pitch  
Tow Planes & Sailplanes– Day/Evening/Night 

 Dirt Strips                         100%                no 
                                                                               change 
                Helicopters – Day/Evening/Night 
   Helipad 100% no 
     change 

FLIGHT TRACK USAGE a 
Current, Future, Ultimate 

 Approaches, Runway 5 
 All Airplanes:  100% straight in 

 Approaches, Runway 23 
 Business Jets:  100% straight in or extended base leg 
 Others:  100% left pattern 

 Approaches, Runway 4 
 Single-engine, variable pitch (excluding tow planes): 
100% left pattern 

 Approaches, Runway 22  
 Single-engine, variable pitch:  100% right pattern  

 Approaches, Dirt Strip 
 Tow planes land on dirt strip north of Runway 23 
 Sailplanes land on dirt strip between paved runways 

 Approaches, Helipad 
 100% from north 

 
 

 Departures, Runway 5 
 Business Jets:  100% straight out 
 Others:  100% right downwind 

 Departures, Runway 23 
 All Airplanes:  100% straight out 

 Departures, Runway 4 
 Single-engine, variable pitch (excluding tow planes):  
100% left pattern 

 Departures, Runway 22 
 Single-engine, variable pitch:  100% right pattern 

 Departures, Dirt Strip 
 Tow planes and sailplanes depart from Runway 22 

 Departures, Helicopters 
 Helicopters depart to south 

 

Notes 
a Source:  Hemet-Ryan Airport Master Plan (December 2004 Draft) 
b Source:  2022 Airport Master Plan forecast assumed as 2025 for compatibility planning purposes 
c Source:  Estimated/projected by Mead & Hunt for compatibility planning purposes; reflects time frame beyond 20 years 
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W5–8 Riverside County ALUCP—West County Airports Background Data (January 2006 Draft) 

Exhibit HR–7 

Airport Environs Information 
Hemet-Ryan Airport 

AIRPORT LOCATION AND NEARBY TOPOGRAPHY 
 Location 

 West-central Riverside County 
 3 miles west of Hemet city center 

 Topography 
 Situated in southern end of San Jacinto Valley; valley 
floor elevations 1,500–1,600 feet MSL 

 Base of San Jacinto Mountains 10 miles east; Mt. San 
Jacinto peak (elevation 10,804 feet) 20 miles east 

 Lower nearby hills including:  Lakeview Mountains  
(max. elev. 2,649 ft.) to northwest; Double Butte (elev. 
2,574 ft.) to west; Domenigoni Mountains to south; 
Santa Rosa Hills (max. elev. 3,343 ft.) to southeast 

 Diamond Valley Lake 2.5 miles south 

AIRPORT ENVIRONS LAND USE JURISDICTIONS 
 County of Riverside 

 Western and southern portions of airport environs in 
unincorporated county jurisdiction 

 City of Hemet 
 Entire airport property and most of airport environs 
within city limits 

 Sphere of influence extends 3 miles south of airport 
 City of San Jacinto 

 Nearest point to airport 2½ miles north (encompasses 
northern edge of airport FAR Part 77 airspace area)  

STATUS OF COMMUNITY PLANS  
 County of Riverside 

 General Plan, a portion of Riverside County Integrated 
Project, adopted by Board of Supervisors Oct. 2003 

 City of Hemet 
 General Plan:  adopted August 1992; amended August 
1999; Housing Element amended September 2001 

 Land Use Map:  adopted August 1992; amended No-
vember 1994 

 Specific Plans:  Heartland Village (adopted 1983; last 
amended 1999); Hemet Valley Country Club (adopted 
1991; last amended 1999); McSweeny Ranch (adopt-
ed 1991); Page Ranch (adopted 1980) 

EXISTING AIRPORT AREA LAND USES 
 General Character 

 On western edge of Hemet urbanized area 
 Mostly undeveloped to northwest and southwest 

 Runway Approaches 
 Southwest (Rwy 5):  Road (1,200± feet from runway 
end); agricultural lands beyond 

 Northeast (Rwy 23):  Vacant land to 1± mile along cen-
terline; commercial and industrial uses to each side 

 Traffic Pattern 
 North:  Mostly undeveloped except toward east; mo-
bile home park adjacent to airport 

 South:  Undeveloped to southwest; new residential 
subdivisions south and southeast 

PLANNED AIRPORT AREA LAND USES 
 Riverside County 

 Mostly Estate Residential (2-acre minimum parcels) 
within 1± mile of runway end; low- and medium-density 
residential beyond 

 State Route 79 realignment proposed west of airport; 
various alternatives under study  

 City of Hemet 
 Additional regional commercial uses planned along 
Florida Avenue (St. Rte 74) 

 Residential subdivision development to continue north 
and south of airport plus infill to east 

 Runway approaches planned for industrial uses 

ESTABLISHED COMPATIBILITY MEASURES 
 Riverside County General Plan 

 Prohibit new residential uses, except single-family 
dwellings on legal residential lots of record, within air-
ports’ 60 dB CNEL contour as defined by ALUC (Policy 
N 7.4) 

 Safety compatibility zones and criteria from previous 
compatibility plan incorporated into General Plan 

 Review all proposed projects and require consistency 
with any applicable compatibility plan (LU 14.2) 

 Submit proposed actions and projects to ALUC as re-
quired by state law (Policy LU 1.8); other actions may 
be submitted on voluntary, advisory basis (LU 14.8) 

 Comply with Hemet-Ryan Airport CLUP (Harvest Val-
ley/Winchester Area Plan 1.1) 

 
 City of Hemet General Plan (1992) 

 Public Health and Safety Element sets maximum noise 
level standard for new residential development at 65 
dB CNEL based on contours in 1986 ALUC plan 

 Development intensities within safety zones to be lim-
ited in accordance with ALUC plan criteria 

 Dedication of avigation easements required as part of 
development review process for airport area projects 

 
 

 



����������������	�
�������������
�������������������������

���������	
	����

���������
�������
��	
��������

���
��
���

�	



��
��
��

�	
����������	


�����������

��
��

���
��
�	


����
������

�	

��
��
��
��
���

�	

�����������	

�������������
������������������

�������������
������������������



��
��
��

�	


�����������

�����������	

��
����

��
���
��

	

��
��
���

����
��
�	

������
����	

���������	

�������������	

��������	

��������	

��
��
��
�	

��
��
��
�	

�� ������	
������!���

��� �����	

�������	

�� ���������	

"�����	

��
���

��
�	

��
���

��
���

�	

$����������

���������	

����������

�����	

����������	�
����������
��������������
�����	�
����������
������������������
������������	�
����������
�������������������
�������	�
����������
����� ������������
!"#�	�
����������
��������� ��������
�����!"#�	�
����������
������������������
�"$����"��%��&
�����'
��
����("���������)**���
!"#�'
��
����("���������)**���
)**����+���
���%��&
���,�'
��������
!����'
���������-����"���
�
��.��/��
0��1"��
2��""�
)����%�$����'
�������"
��
%��&�3��������"

�����������
������� �������1�������
0������������������1�������
)1�
21����("
���,���"

4������!�
��
2����!�
��
'
���
!�
��
/
������*���

("�1���$�����5"
��
��
#��
0��1"��%�"1����!�
�
(���!�����

�����������	
��
����	�������������	��������������

������	
�������	����������	
�������

6"��78�����1���"�$�
���
����1��*���
*�"���1�"*���*"��"#�
��"�����7
��,������("�
��9�
����%��
�)��"$�����:�
(���"*�����9�
����%��
�6",��$���;;��

���� � ���� 4���

�����	��������
����������	�
�����������

6

����
����  !����"�#

21���*��%��






























 

W6 
 

Riverside County ALUCP—West County Airports Background Data  (March 2005) W6–1 

Background Data: 
Riverside Municipal Airport and Environs 

INTRODUCTION 
Owned and operated by the City of Riverside, Riverside Municipal Airport is situated inside the western 
portion of the city limits.  The airport occupies some 441 acres on the flat lands of the Santa Ana River 
plain.  It has two intersecting runways—the primary runway running roughly east/west and a shorter, 
crosswind runway aligned north/south.  A precision instrument approach procedure is established from 
the west, although most of the aircraft operations are in the opposite direction.  An air traffic control 
tower serves the airport.  Exhibit RI–1 lists other major features of the airport.  From a land use com-
patibility standpoint, the most significant improvement planned for the airport is a 750-foot easterly ex-
tension of the runway.  Establishment of a nonprecision instrument approach procedure from the east 
also is planned.  These modifications are reflected on the airport layout plan approved by the city in 
2001 (Exhibit RI–2).   

Updated airport activity forecasts prepared for the city anticipate some 160,000 annual operations in 
2025 compared to just over 110,000 in 2002/03 (Exhibit RI–3).  Beyond this time frame, the already 
evident trend toward more use of the airport by turboprop aircraft, business jets, and helicopters is ex-
pected to be much stronger.  A corresponding “ultimate” forecast of 220,000 annual operations (in-
cluded in Exhibit RI–3) reflects this trend.  The noise impacts associated with each of these activity lev-
els are depicted in Exhibits RI–4, RI-5, and RI–6.  Because the noisiest aircraft will be eliminated from 
the fleet over time, the future noise impact area is about the same as at present even with the projected 
activity increases.  However, the substantially higher jet aircraft activity indicated in the ultimate forecast 
results in the ultimate noise contours being significantly larger than the other two contour sets.  The ul-
timate activity levels and noise impact area is used as the basis for the Riverside Municipal Airport 
compatibility map included in Volume 1.  These noise contours and other compatibility factors con-
tributing to the compatibility map delineation are depicted in Exhibit RI–7. 

The surrounding area is heavily urbanized, especially to the east and south.  Much of this development 
is not in conformance with either the former or new compatibility criteria.  The opportunities for addi-
tional development in the airport environs are limited, however.  Most such development can occur 
only as either infill or redevelopment.  Information regarding local land uses and land use compatibility 
policies of the City of Riverside and Riverside County is summarized in Exhibit RI–8 and current gen-
eral plan designations of the two jurisdictions are mapped in Exhibit RI–9.  The final exhibit (RI–10) 
contains a preliminary assessment of inconsistencies between the city and county general plans and the 
Compatibility Plan. 
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W6–2 Riverside County ALUCP—West County Airports Background Data  (March 2005) 

Exhibit RI–1 

Airport Features Summary 
Riverside Municipal Airport 

GENERAL INFORMATION 
 Airport Ownership:  City of Riverside 
 Year Opened:  c. 1930 
 Property Size 

 Fee Title:  441 acres 
 Avigation Easements:  Required for all development in 
airport influence area; acreage uncertain 

 Airport Classification:  General Aviation 
 Airport Elevation:  818 feet MSL 

AIRPORT PLANNING DOCUMENTS 
 Airport Master Plan 

 Adopted by Riverside City Council, November 1999 
 Airport Layout Plan Drawing 

 Last updated January 2001 
 FAR Part 150 Airport Noise Compatibility Program 

 Approved by FAA, March 1995 

RUNWAY/TAXIWAY DESIGN 
Runway 9-27 

 Critical Aircraft:  Small business jet 
 Airport Reference Code:  B-II 
 Dimensions:  5,401 ft. long, 100 ft. wide 
 Pavement Strength (main landing gear configuration) 

 48,000 lbs (single wheel) 
 70,000 lbs (dual wheel) 
 110,000 lbs (dual-tandem wheel) 

 Average Gradient:  1.1% (rising to east) 
 Runway Lighting 

 Medium-intensity edge lights (MIRL) 
 Runway 9:  Approach lights (MALSR) 
 Runway 27:  Runway End Identifier Lights (REILs) 

 Primary Taxiways:  Full-length parallel on south 

Runway 16-34 
 Critical Aircraft:  Single-engine, piston 
 Airport Reference Code:  B-I 
 Dimensions:  2,851 ft. long, 48 ft. wide 
 Pavement Strength (main landing gear configuration) 

 40,000 lbs (single wheel) 
 50,000 lbs (dual wheel) 
 80,000 lbs (dual-tandem wheel) 

 Average Gradient:  0.8% (rising to north) 
 Runway Lighting 

 Medium-intensity edge lights (MIRL) 
 Primary Taxiways:  Full-length parallel taxiway on west 

TRAFFIC PATTERNS AND APPROACH PROCEDURES 
 Airplane Traffic Patterns 

 Runways 9, 27, 34:  Left traffic 
 Runway 16:  Right traffic 
 Pattern altitude:  1,000 ft. AGL light aircraft; 1,500 ft. 
AGL jets and others 

 Instrument Approach Procedures (lowest minimums) 
 Runway 9 ILS: 

 Straight-in (½-mile- visibility; 200 ft. descent height) 
 Circling (1-mile visibility, 442 ft. descent height); no 
circling north of Runway 9-27 

 Runway 9 VOR or GPS 
 Straight-in (½-mile visibility; 466 ft. descent height) 
 Circling (1-mile visibility, 442 ft. descent height) 

 Two additional procedures provide circling only 
 Standard Inst. Departure Procedures:  None 
 Visual Approach Aids 

 Airport:  Rotating beacon 
 Runway 27:  Visual Approach Slope Indicator (3.0˚) 
 Runway 34:  Precision Approach Slope Indicator  

 Operational Restrictions / Noise Abatement Procedures 
 Runway 16-34 usage limited to 12,500-lb aircraft  

APPROACH PROTECTION 
 Runway Protection Zones (RPZs) 

 Runway 9:  2,500 ft. long; >¾ on airport or road r.o.w. 
 Runway 27:  1,000 ft. long; all on airport property 
 Runway 16: 1,000 ft. long; ¾ on airport property 
 Runway 34: 1,000-ft. long; <¼ on airport property 

 Approach Obstacles:  None 

BUILDING AREA 
 Location:  Southeast quadrant of airport 
 Aircraft Parking Capacity 

 Hangar spaces: 137 indiv. units; add’l in large hangars 
 Tiedowns:  Uncertain 

 Other Major Facilities 
 Air traffic control tower 
 Lighted helipad southeast of runway intersection 
 Terminal building with pilots’ lounge, restaurant 

 Services 
 Fuel:  Jet A, 100LL (by truck) 
 Other:  Aircraft rental & charter; flight instruction 

PLANNED FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS 
 Airfield 

 Extend Rwy 9-27 eastward to 6,153 ft. length 
 Establish Rwy 27 straight-in nonprecision approach 

 Building Area 
 Increase based aircraft parking 

 Property 
 None 
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Exhibit RI–3 

Airport Activity Data Summary 
Riverside Municipal Airport 

BASED AIRCRAFT 
 Current  a Future a Ultimate  

 2002 data   2025 
 Aircraft Type 
  Single-Engine 205 250  
  Twin-Engine Piston   data 
      & Turboprop 24 100 not 
  Business Jets 1  50 available 
  Helicopters / Others 10 50  
   Total 240 450  

AIRCRAFT OPERATIONS 
 Current  a Future a Ultimate c 

 2002 data   2025 
 Total 
  Annual  114,100 b 160,800  220,000 
  Average Day 312 441 603 
 
 Distribution by Aircraft Type 
  Single-Engine 84% 62% 41% 
  Twin-Engine Piston 10% 8% 5% 
  Twin-Engine, 
    Turboprop 2% 11% 23% 
  Business Jet 1% 17% 20% 
  Helicopters / Other 3% 2% 11% 
 
 Distribution by Type of Operation c 
  Local (incl. touch-and-goes)    
   Single-Engine   45% 
   Twin-Engine Piston   20% 
   Helicopter   45% 
   All Others   0% 
   Total 43% 45% 24% 
  Itinerant 
   Single-Engine   55% 
   Twin-Engine Piston   80%
   Helicopter   55% 
   All Others   100% 
   Total 57% 55% 76% 
 

 

TIME OF DAY DISTRIBUTION c 
 Current  Future & 

   & Ultimate 
 Single-Engine 
  Day 80% no 
  Evening 18% change 
  Night 2% 
 Other Aircraft 
  Day 90% no 
  Evening 9% change 
  Night 1%  

RUNWAY USE DISTRIBUTION c 
 Current  Future & 

   & Ultimate 
Business Jets & Turbo Props 
  Day/Evening/Night 
 Takeoffs  
  Runway 9 10% 10% 
  Runway 27 90% 90% 
  Runway 16 0%   0% 
  Runway 34 0%   0% 
 Landings  
  Runway 9 10% 50% 
  Runway 27 90% 50% 
  Runway 16 0%   0% 
  Runway 34 0%   0% 
Other Airplanes – Day/Evening/Night 
 Takeoffs & Landings   
  Runway 9 9% no  
  Runway 27 88% change 
  Runway 16 1% 
  Runway 34 2%  

FLIGHT TRACK USAGE 
 
Data summary not available 

 
Notes 

a Source:  Riverside Municipal Airport Forecast Update (2002)  
b Source:  Air Traffic Control (ATC) tower counts plus estimated night operations  
c Source:  Estimated/projected for compatibility planning purposes based on discussion with Airport Manager 

(February 2004) 
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Exhibit RI–8 

Airport Environs Information 
Riverside Municipal Airport 

AIRPORT SITE 
 Location 

 Western Riverside County 
 Three miles west of Riverside city center 

 Nearby Terrain 
 Generally level terrain in immediate area 
 Santa Ana River 1.0 mile north. 
 Nearby high points include Twin Buttes 3 mi. south-
west and Mt. Rubidoux (elev. 1,339 ft.) 4 mi. northeast  

AIRPORT ENVIRONS LAND USE JURISDICTIONS 
 County of Riverside 

 Unincorporated area north of Santa Ana River 
 City of Riverside 

 Airport property and lands east, west, and south in 
city limits  

STATUS OF COMMUNITY PLANS  
 Riverside County 

 General Plan, a portion of Riverside County Integrated 
Project, adopted by Board of Supervisors Oct. 2003  

 City of Riverside 
 General Plan adopted September 1993 

EXISTING AIRPORT AREA LAND USES 
 General Character 

 Highly urbanized in all directions 
 Runway Approaches 

 West (Runway 9):  Union Pacific rail line (600 ft. from 
runway end); Van Buren Blvd. (0.2 mi.); Sky Links Golf 
Course west of road; residential area (1.0 mile) 

 East (Runway 27):  Residential and commercial/busi-
ness uses (0.4 mi. from runway end); continuous ur-
ban beyond 

 North (Runway 16):  Central Ave. (400 ft.); industrial 
area north of road; Santa Ana River (1.0 mi.) 

 South (Runway 34):  Arlington Ave. (500 ft.); mini stor-
age south of road; residential area (0.2 miles) 

PLANNED AIRPORT AREA LAND USES 
 Riverside County 

 North:  Open space and industrial uses. 
 City of Riverside 

 North:  Industrial uses 
 East:  Residential and commercial/business uses 
 South:  Industrial and commercial uses immediately 
south of the Airport.  These areas are bordered by 
residential areas. 

 West:   Industrial and manufacturing uses bordering 
the airport.  Open space and residential uses are lo-
cated beyond these areas. 

ESTABLISHED AIRPORT COMPATIBILITY MEASURES 
 Riverside County General Plan 

 Prohibit new residential uses, except single-family 
dwellings on legal residential lots of record, within air-
ports’ 60 dB CNEL contour as defined by ALUC (Policy 
N 7.4) 

 Safety compatibility zones and criteria from previous 
compatibility plan incorporated into General Plan 

 Review all proposed projects and require consistency 
with any applicable compatibility plan (LU 14.2) 

 Submit proposed actions and projects to ALUC as re-
quired by state law (Policy LU 1.9); other actions may 
be submitted on voluntary and advisory basis (LU 
14.8) 

 
 City of Riverside General Plan (1993) 

 Residential development deemed conditionally ac-
ceptable in 60–70 CNEL range; normally unaccept-
able at 70–75 CNEL; clearly unacceptable above 75 
CNEL 

 Transportation Element Policy T 3.8 states that city 
“should limit building heights and land use intensities 
beneath airport approach and departure paths to pro-
tect public safety”  

 City of Riverside Zoning Codes 
 Airport zone (AIR) and airport industrial (AI) zone re-
strict types of uses and heights of structures on and 
near airport 

 No FAR Part 77 height limit zoning 
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Riverside County ALUCP–West County Airport Background Data (March 2005) W6–9 

Exhibit RI–10 

General Plan Consistency Review (Preliminary) 
Riverside Municipal Airport Environs 

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE: 
  GENERAL PLAN (2003) AND JURUPA AREA PLAN  

Non-Residential Land Use 

 Compatibility Zone D 
 Potential Conflict: Zone D intensity limits (100 
people/acre) apply to the areas designated as Heavy 
Industrial, Light Industrial/Warehousing, and 
Office/Business Park north of the airport [R1]  

Other Policies 

 General Plan 
 Acknowledgement of ALUC policies–no conflict 
 Established ALUC 60 dB CNEL noise contour policy 
for new residential development–no conflict 

 Zoning Codes 
No height limit zoning established 

 

Note: This is an initial land use consistency review prepared for the purpose of identifying areas where a conflict exists or 
potentially exists with ALUC compatibility zone criteria.  This review is based upon available general plan documents and 
does not take into account existing land use.  When a conflict between the general plan and compatibility criteria exists, it 
is not deemed inconsistent when the general plan is merely representing existing development.  A more comprehensive 
analysis is necessary at the time a general plan land modification is presented to the ALUC for review. 
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Exhibit RI–10, continued 

 
CITY OF RIVERSIDE: 
  GENERAL PLAN (1993), AND ZONING CODES 

Residential Land Use 

 Compatibility Zone C 
 Residential designations with densities ranging from 
0.4 to 2.0 dwelling units/acre west of the airport [CIR1] 
conflict with Zone C compatibility criteria  

 Compatibility Zone D 
 In accordance with Policy RI.2.3(a), residential 
densities are unrestricted in this portion of Zone D 
[CIR2]  

Other Policies 

 General Plan 
 No acknowledgment of ALUC coordination 
 Noise policy conditionally allows residential 
development up to 70 dB CNEL conflicts with 
Compatibility Plan limit of 60 dB CNEL 

 Zoning Codes 
 Height limit zoning not established  

 

Non-Residential Land Use 

 Compatibility Zone B1 
 Potential Conflict: Zone B1 intensity limits (25 
people/acre) apply to the area designated as Heavy 
Industrial north of the airport [CIR3]  

 Compatibility Zone B2 
 Potential Conflict: Zone B2 Intensity limits (100 
people/acre) apply to the areas designated as Light 
Industrial/Warehousing north, Light Industrial/ 
Warehousing and Public/Institutional south of the 
airport [CIR4]  

 Compatibility Zone C 
 Potential Conflict: Zone C intensity limits (75 
people/acre) apply to the areas designated as Other 
Public/Institutional and Light Industrial/Warehousing 
north of airport and Light Industrial east of the airport 
[CIR5]  

 Compatibility Zone D 
 Potential Conflict: Zone D intensity limits (100 
people/acre) apply to the areas designated as Light 
Industrial and Other Public/Institutional north of airport 
and  Heavy Industrial/Warehousing south of the 
airport [CIR6]  

 

 
Note: This is an initial land use consistency review prepared for the purpose of identifying areas where a conflict exists or 
potentially exists with ALUC compatibility zone criteria.  This review is based upon available general plan documents and 
does not take into account existing land use.  When a conflict between the general plan and compatibility criteria exists, it 
is not deemed inconsistent when the general plan is merely representing existing development.  A more comprehensive 
analysis is necessary at the time a general plan land modification is presented to the ALUC for review. 
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Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data  (December 2004) E2–1 

Background Data: 
Bermuda Dunes Airport and Environs 

INTRODUCTION 
Situated in the center of the Coachella Valley, privately owned Bermuda Dunes Airport is a major point 
of general aviation access to the surrounding desert communities of eastern Riverside County.  The air-
port particularly caters to corporate-type, twin-engine propeller aircraft and small business jets.  More 
than half of the aircraft operations are by aircraft of these types.  Activity is particularly seasonal in 
character with average winter days experiencing double the annual average traffic. 

The physical facilities of Bermuda Dunes Airport are constrained.  The airport occupies only some 100 
acres of land.  At 5,000 feet in length, its single roughly east/west runway is adequate for the aircraft 
mix that operates there, but the lateral clearances are marginal for some of the larger aircraft.  A 
straight-in nonprecision instrument approach procedure is available, but the good desert weather mini-
mizes the necessity of its use.  These and other features of the airport are further described in Exhibit 
BD–1 and shown on the airport layout plan, Exhibit BD–2.  The airport’s small size limits in potential 
for growth.  Future aircraft activity is projected to reach no more than 75,000 annual operations, about 
75% more than at present (Exhibit BD–3).  The runway constraints and space to park aircraft both 
serve to prevent a significantly higher number.  Although construction of some additional aircraft park-
ing is planned, no changes to the runway are contemplated. 

Exhibits BD–4 through BD–7 depict the airport’s existing and projected noise impacts, both for an an-
nual average day and an average day of the peak season.  The impacts fall predominantly along the ex-
tended runway centerline.  For both noise abatement and aircraft performance reasons, the aircraft traf-
fic pattern is elongated.  To the west—the principal departure direction—the noise impacts fall along 
the Interstate 10 corridor.  The extended traffic pattern and noise impacts are key factors in the con-
figuration of the airport’s compatibility zones (Exhibit BD–8). 

Except to the north, much of the land near Bermuda Dunes Airport is developed with a variety of ur-
ban uses.  To the north, extensive new residential development is on-going.  The airport itself is located 
in the unincorporated community of Bermuda Dunes, but is surrounded by the cities of Indio to the 
north and east, Palm Desert to the west, and La Quinta to the south.  Exhibit BD–9 describes the 
nearby land uses and the compatibility policies of these jurisdictions.  A map of planned land uses in the 
area, simplified from the respective general plans, is presented in Exhibit BD–10.  Exhibit BD–11 as-
sesses the consistency status between these general plans and the Compatibility Plan. 
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Exhibit BD–1 

Airport Features Summary 
Bermuda Dunes Airport 

GENERAL INFORMATION 
 Airport Ownership:  Private 

(Bermuda Dunes Airport Corp.) 
 Year Opened:  1962 
 Property Size 

 Fee title:  100± acres 
 Avigation easements:  None 

 Airport Classification:  General Aviation 
 Airport Elevation:  73 feet MSL 

AIRPORT PLANNING DOCUMENTS 
 Airport Master Plan 

 None 
 Airport Layout Plan Drawing 

 Last updated 2001 
 Bermuda Dunes Airport Noise Study 

 Prepared in 1986 by Aviation Systems Associates, Inc. 
 Riverside County Permit 

 Airport operates under Riverside County Conditional 
Use Permit expiring 2023 

RUNWAY/TAXIWAY DESIGN 

Runway 10-28 
 Critical Aircraft:  Small business jet 
 Airport Reference Code:  B-I (small airplanes) 
 Dimensions:  5,002 ft. long, 70 ft. wide 

 Runway 28 threshold displaced 300 feet 
 Pavement Strength (main landing gear configuration) 

 70,000 lbs (dual wheel) 
 Average Gradient:  0.6% (rising to west) 
 Runway Lighting 

 Low-intensity edge lights (LIRL) 
 Primary Taxiways:  Full-length parallel on south  

APPROACH PROTECTION 
 Runway Protection Zones (RPZ) 

 Runway 10:  1,000-ft. long; 50±% on airport property 
 Runway 28:  1,000-ft. long; 70±% on airport property 

 Approach Obstacles 
 Runway 10:  None 
 Runway 28:  Road 
 Trees 125 ft. north of runway granted California Divi-
sion of Aeronautics waiver of transitional surface limits; 
trees restricted to 25 feet in height 

TRAFFIC PATTERNS AND APPROACH PROCEDURES 
 Airplane Traffic Patterns 

 Runways 10 and 28:  Left traffic 
 Pattern altitude:  1,000 ft. AGL (1,500 ft. advised for 
turbine aircraft) 

 Instrument Approach Procedures (best minimums) 
 Runway 28 VOR 

 Circling (1 mi. visibility, 847 ft. min. descent height) 
 Runway 28 RNAV (GPS) 

 Nonprecision straight-in or circling (1¼ mi. visibility; 
954 ft. min. descent height) 

 Visual Approach Aids 
 Airport: Rotating beacon 
 Runway 28:  VASI (3.0˚) 

 Operational Restrictions / Noise Abatement Procedures 
 No turbine aircraft operations 11:00 p.m.–6:00 a.m. 
 No agricultural operations without prior authorization 
 Parallel twy closed to aircraft with >65 ft. wingspan 
 Intersection departures prohibited 
 No straight-in approaches when other aircraft inbound 
 Runway 28 approaches:  Maintain pattern altitude until 
turning to final approach if pattern extends beyond 
Whitewater River 

 Runway 28 departures:  Make 10˚ right turn to follow 
railroad tracks 

 Runway 10 approaches:  Maintain pattern altitude until 
crossing Washington St. 

BUILDING AREA 
 Location:  South of Runway 28 approach end 
 Aircraft Parking Capacity 

 Hangar spaces: 60± of various types 
 Tiedowns: 100± paved spaces, including transient 
spaces; 100± overflow spaces on turf 

 Other Major Facilities 
 Terminal Building 

 Services 
 Fuel:  100LL, Jet A (available 6:30 a.m.–8:30 p.m.; no 
self-service fueling) 

 Other:  Aircraft repairs; flight instruction; sales and 
charter 

POTENTIAL FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS 
 Airfield 

 No changes planned 
 Building Area 

 100± additional hangar spaces contemplated for addi-
tional land area 

 Property 
 12± acres south of Runway 10 approach end planned 
for transfer to airport; land currently vacant and under 
same corporate ownership as airport 
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Exhibit BD–3 

Airport Activity Data Summary 
Bermuda Dunes Airport 

 

BASED AIRCRAFT 
 Current a Future b 

 2002 data Ultimate 
   
 Aircraft Type 
  Single-Engine 85 
  Twin-Engine 22  data 
   (piston & turboprop)  not 
         Business Jets                   6          available 
  Helicopters 3  
   Total 116 250  

AIRCRAFT OPERATIONS 
 Current  Future  

 2002 data Ultimate 
  Total 
      Annual   42,000c           75,000b 
  Average Day, Annual 115 205 
  Average Day, Peak Season 230 400 
 
 Distribution by Aircraft Type c 
  Single-Engine 42% 40% 
  Twin-Engine Piston 10% 8% 
  Twin-Engine, Turboprop 10% 12% 
  Business Jet 33% 36% 
  Helicopter 5% 4% 
 
 Distribution by Type of Operation c 
  Local 25% 20% 
      (incl. touch-and-goes) 
  Itinerant 75% 80% 
 

TIME OF DAY DISTRIBUTION c 
 Current   Future 
 Business Jets & Turboprops 
  Day 90% no 
  Evening 8% change 
  Night 2% 
 Other Aircraft 
  Day 81% no 
  Evening 15% change 
  Night 4%  

RUNWAY USE DISTRIBUTION c 
 Current  Future 
 All Aircraft – Day/Evening/Night 
  Takeoffs & Landings 
   Runway 10 20% no  
   Runway 28 80% change  

FLIGHT TRACK USAGE C 
(Current & Future) 

 Takeoffs, Runway 10 – All Aircraft 
 80% left turn or traffic pattern 
 20% straight out 

 Takeoffs, Runway 28 – Business Jets & Turboprops 
 10% left turn or downwind departure 
 60% noise abatement turn (10˚ right turn to rail line) 
 30% straight out 

 Takeoffs, Runway 28 – Piston Airplanes 
 30% left turn or traffic pattern 
 65% noise abatement turn (10˚ right turn to rail line) 
 5% straight out 

 Takeoffs, Both Runways – Helicopters 
 100% straight out along freeway 

 Landings, Both Runways – All Airplanes & Helicopters 
 80% traffic pattern 
 20% straight in 

 
Notes 

a Source:  Airport management records 
b Projections based upon physical capacity of airport property for parking aircraft; time frame is indefinite, but is as-

sumed to be at least 20 years in the future 
c Source:  Estimated by Mead & Hunt from information provided by airport management and/or from California Di-

vision of Aeronautics acoustical counter data 
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Exhibit BD–9 

Airport Environs Information 
Bermuda Dunes Airport 

AIRPORT SITE 
 Location 

 Central Riverside County 
 13 miles southeast of Palm Springs 

 Nearby Terrain 
 Situated on floor of Coachella Valley at 70± ft. eleva-
tion; relatively flat terrain nearby 

 East face of San Jacinto Mountains 5± miles south-
west; Indio Mtn. (elev. 2,226 ft.) 6 miles southwest 

 Indio Hills 4± miles northeast 

AIRPORT ENVIRONS LAND USE JURISDICTIONS 
 County of Riverside 

 Airport and adjacent lands to south part of unincorpo-
rated community of Bermuda Dunes 

 City of Indio 
 City limits adjoin airport to north and east 

 City of La Quinta 
 City boundary 1.3± miles south 
 Sphere of influence has minor northward extension 

 City of Palm Desert 
 City boundary 1.3± miles west 

EXISTING AIRPORT AREA LAND USES 
 General Character 

 Union Pacific Railroad line and Interstate 10 border 
north side of airport 

 Mostly urbanized south of freeway; partially devel-
oped, partially agriculture to north 

 Runway Approaches 
 West (Runway 10):  Mixture of undeveloped land and 
low-density residential plus freeway right-of-way 

 East (Runway 28):  Freeway overpass within 1,000 ft. 
of runway end; undeveloped lands, highway r.o.w. 
beyond 

 Traffic Pattern 
 North:  Predominantly agricultural with some low-
density and newer medium-density residential 

 South:  Residential area of Bermuda Dunes 

STATUS OF COMMUNITY PLANS 
 Riverside County 

 General Plan, a portion of Riverside County Integrated 
Project, adopted by Board of Supervisors Oct. 2004 

 City of Indio 
 General Plan adopted October 1993 
 Land use map updated October 1998 
 General Plan update in progress as of mid 2003 

 City of La Quinta 
 General Plan adopted early 2002 
 Land use map updated March 2002 

 City of Palm Desert 
 General Plan update in progress as of mid 2003 

PLANNED AIRPORT AREA LAND USES 
 Riverside County  

 Mostly continuation/infill of existing land use pattern 
 Light industrial area at west end of runway  

 City of La Quinta 
 South:  Low-density residential planned for annexation 
area adjacent to south edge of Bermuda Dunes 

 City of Palm Desert 
 West:  Minimal changes anticipated; land use pattern 
largely established 

 No land use planning yet done for future Bermuda 
Dunes area annexation 

 

 

 City of Indio 
 North:  New industrial and community commercial ar-
eas north of Interstate 10, across from airport west of 
Jefferson Street 

 Northeast:  New residential planned development east 
of Jefferson Street; neighborhood commercial adja-
cent to freeway 

 East:  Industrial and commercial uses for ±2 miles 
along extended Runway 28 centerline 

 Southeast:  Low-density residential (5 du/ac) ±¾ mile 
from runway end including beneath traffic pattern 
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E2–10 Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data  (December 2004) 

Exhibit BD–9, continued 

ESTABLISHED COMPATIBILITY MEASURES 
Riverside County 

 Riverside County General Plan  
 Prohibit new residential uses, except single-family 
dwellings on legal residential lots of record, within air-
ports’ 60 dB CNEL contour as defined by ALUC (Pol-
icy N 7.4) 

 Safety compatibility zones and criteria from previous 
compatibility plan incorporated into General Plan 

 Review all proposed projects and require consistency 
with any applicable compatibility plan (LU 14.2) 

 Submit proposed actions and projects to ALUC as re-
quired by state law (Policy LU 1.9); other actions may 
be submitted on voluntary and advisory basis (LU 
14.8) 

City of Indio 

 Indio General Plan (1993) 
 Public Health and Safety element policies on airports 
and associated implementation measures implement 
1986 ALUC compatibility plan (pp. 5-28–5-30) 

 No schools to be located within 2 miles of airport 
 Development proposals involving General Plan 
amendment to be submitted to ALUC for review (no 
mention made of zoning changes) 

 High risk and critical facility uses prohibited in airport 
influence area 

 Residences permitted within 65-CNEL contour if insu-
lated to achieve 45 CNEL interior maximum 

 Avigation easements required for all new land uses in 
airport influence area 

 Other Policies 
 No apparent reference to airport compatibility matters, 
including airport-related height limits, or to ALUC re-
ferral requirements in zoning code 

 
 

 
City of La Quinta 

 City of La Quinta General Plan (2002) 
 Bermuda Dunes Airport not specifically mentioned, 
only Desert Resorts Regional Airport 

 Program 4.1 calls for new standards to “maximize the 
need for public safety” for development near airports 

City of Palm Desert  
 No mention of airport in general plan or zoning code 
 No specific airport compatibility policies 
 Structure height limits, including antennas, 70 feet or 
less depending upon zoning district 
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Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data  (December 2004) E2–11 
 

 Exhibit BD–11 

General Plan Consistency Review (Preliminary) 
Bermuda Dunes Airport Environs 

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE: 
  GENERAL PLAN (2003) AND WESTERN COACHELLA AREA PLAN 

Residential Land Use  

 Compatibility Zone B2 
 Medium-Density Residential (2.1 to 5.0 dwelling units 
per acre) and Low-Density, Very-Low Density, and 
Estate Density Residential (0.4 to 2.0 dwelling units 
per acre) designations south of runway [R2] conflict 
with Zone B2 compatibility criteria  

 Compatibility Zone C 
 At 8.1 to 14.0 dwelling units per acre, the area 
designated as High-Density Residential west and 
northwest of airport [ R3] conflicts with Zone C 
compatibility criteria  

 Compatibility Zone D 
 Medium-Density Residential (2.1 to 5.0 dwelling units 
per acre) and Low-Density, Very-Low Density, and 
Estate Density Residential (0.4 to 2.0 dwelling units 
per acre) designations north of airport [R4] potentially 
conflict with the high- and- low options for Zone D  

 Medium-Density Residential (2.1 to 5.0 dwelling units 
per acre) designation south of airport [R5] potentially 
conflicts with the high- and- low options for Zone D  

 Compatibility Zone E 
 No inconsistencies noted 

  

Other Policies 

 General Plan 
 Acknowledgement of ALUC policies–no conflict  
 Established ALUC 60 dB CNEL noise contour policy 
for new residential development–no conflict 

 Zoning Codes 
 No height limit zoning established 

 
 

Non-Residential Land Use  

 Compatibility Zone A 
 A potential conflict exists in Zone A; half of Zone A is 
designated as Light Industrial /Warehousing west of 
airport [R6]; no structures are allowed in Zone A  

 Compatibility Zone C 
 Potential Conflict: Zone C intensity limits (75 
people/acre)apply to areas designated as Low-
Intensity Commercial/Office and Light 
Industrial/Warehousing northwest of airport [R7]  

 Compatibility Zone D 
 Potential Conflict: Zone D intensity limits (100 
people/acre) apply to areas designated as Low-
Intensity Commercial/Office and Light 
Industrial/Warehousing northwest of airport [R8] 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Note: This is an initial land use consistency review prepared for the purpose of identifying areas where a conflict exists or 
potentially exists with ALUC compatibility zone criteria.  This review is based upon available general plan documents and 
does not take into account existing land use.  When a conflict between the general plan and compatibility criteria exists, it 
is not deemed inconsistent when the general plan is merely representing existing development.  A more comprehensive 
analysis is necessary at the time a general plan land modification is presented to the ALUC for review.     
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Exhibit BD–11, continued 
 

CITY OF INDIO: 
  GENERAL PLAN (1998), AND ZONING CODES 

Residential Land Use  

 Compatibility Zone B1 
 Area northwest of airport [IN1] designated as Medium-
Density Residential (8.1 to 14.0 dwelling units per 
acre) conflicts with Zone B1 compatibility criteria  

 Compatibility Zone C 
 Area northwest of airport [IN2] indicated as Medium-
Density Residential (8.1 to 14.0 dwelling units per 
acre) designation conflicts with Zone C compatibility 
criteria  

 At 2.1 to 5.0 dwelling units per acre, Country Estates 
and Residential-Low designations, and Equestrian 
Estates (0.4 to 2.0 dwelling units/acre) designation 
southeast of airport [IN3] conflict with Zone C 
compatibility criteria  

 Compatibility Zone D 
  At 2.1 to 5.0 dwelling units per acre, Country Estates 
and Residential-Low designations northeast of airport 
and Equestrian Estates (0.4 to 2.0 dwelling units per 
acre) designation north of airport [IN4] potentially 
conflict with the high- and- low options for Zone D 

 Country Estates and Residential-Low (2.1 to 5.0 
dwelling units per acre) designations south and 
southeast of airport [IN5] potentially conflict with the 
high- and- low options for Zone D  

 Compatibility Zone E 
 No inconsistencies noted  

Other Policies 

 General Plan 
 Basic approach to implement ALUC policies through 
incorporation of the ALUC Compatibility Plan; 
implementation measures are outlined in the General 
Plan’s Public Health and Safety elements 

 The general plan should be amended to incorporate 
the current ALUC Compatibility Plan with respect to 
Bermuda Dunes Airport  

 Noise policy allows residences up to 65 dB CNEL if 
insulated to achieve 45 dB CNEL conflicts with 
Compatibility Plan limit of 60 dB CNEL even if interior 
45 dB CNEL criterion is met; policy does not state 
what set of noise contours are to be used in 
application of this criteria  

 Zoning Codes 
 Height limit zoning not established 

 
 
 

Non-Residential Land Use  

 Compatibility Zone A 
 High-Intensity Commercial/ Office use indicated in half 
of Runway 28 protection zone [IN6] is a potential 
conflict; no structures are allowed in Zone A  

 Compatibility Zone B1 
 Potential Conflict: Zone B1 intensity limits (25 
people/acre)apply to area designated High-Intensity 
Commercial/Office northwest of airport [IN7] 

 Potential Conflict: Zone B1 intensity limits (25 
people/acre)apply to areas designated as High-
Intensity Commercial/Office and Office/Business Park 
east of airport [IN8]  

 Compatibility Zone B2 
 Potential Conflict: Zone B2 intensity limits (100 
people/acre)apply to area southeast of airport [IN9] 
designated as Office/Business Park  

 Compatibility Zone C 
 Potential Conflict: Zone C intensity limits (75 
people/acre) apply to area designated as High-
Intensity Commercial/Office northwest of airport [IN10] 

 Compatibility Zone E 
 No inconsistencies noted 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Note: This is an initial land use consistency review prepared for the purpose of identifying areas where a conflict exists or 
potentially exists with ALUC compatibility zone criteria.  This review is based upon available general plan documents and 
does not take into account existing land use.  When a conflict between the general plan and compatibility criteria exists, it 
is not deemed inconsistent when the general plan is merely representing existing development.  A more comprehensive 
analysis is necessary at the time a general plan land modification is presented to the ALUC for review.     
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Exhibit BD–11, continued 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CITY OF LA QUINTA: 
  GENERAL PLAN (2002), AND ZONING CODES 

Residential or Non-Residential Land Use  

 Compatibility Zone E 
 No consistencies noted 

 
 

Other Policies 

 General Plan 
 No acknowledgement of ALUC policies 
 Noise contours for new residential development not 
established; the general plan should be amended to 
include a 60 dB CNEL noise contour policy to be  
consistent with the ALUC Plan 

 Zoning Codes 
 Height limit zoning not established 
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Exhibit BD–11, continued 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CITY OF PALM DESERT: 
  GENERAL PLAN (2003), AND ZONING CODES 

Residential Land Use  

 Compatibility Zone C 
 Low-Density Residential (2.1 to 5.0 dwelling units per 
acre) and Medium-Density Residential (5.1 to 8.0 
dwelling units per acre) designations west of airport 
[P1] conflict with Zone C compatibility criteria  

 Compatibility Zone D 
 Low-Density Residential (2.1 to 5.0 dwelling units per 
acre) and Medium-Density Residential (5.1 to 8.0 
dwelling units per acre) designations west and 
southwest of airport [P2] potentially conflict with the 
high- and- low options for Zone D 

 

Other Policies 

 General Plan 
 No acknowledgement of ALUC policies 
 Noise contours for new residential development not 
established; the general plan should be amended to 
include a 60 dB CNEL noise contour policy to be 
consistent with the ALUC Plan 

 Zoning Codes 
 Height limit zoning not established 

 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Note: This is an initial land use consistency review prepared for the purpose of identifying areas where a conflict exists or 
potentially exists with ALUC compatibility zone criteria.  This review is based upon available general plan documents and 
does not take into account existing land use.  When a conflict between the general plan and compatibility criteria exists, it 
is not deemed inconsistent when the general plan is merely representing existing development.  A more comprehensive 
analysis is necessary at the time a general plan land modification is presented to the ALUC for review.     
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Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data  (October 2004) E3–1 

Background Data: 
Blythe Airport and Environs 

INTRODUCTION 
Blythe Airport provides general aviation access to the Colorado River region of southeastern California 
and western Arizona.  The airport has had limited commercial airline service in the past and potentially 
could again in the future.  As of 2003, total annual aircraft operations equal about 25,000.  For long-
range compatibility planning purposes, this number is assumed to potentially reach 58,000, including 
some airline operations. 

Owned by Riverside County and leased to the City of Blythe, the airport covers more than 3,900 mostly 
undeveloped acres.  It features two intersecting runways.  The primary runway, currently 6,562 feet 
long, is proposed in the 2001 Airport Master Plan to be extended to 10,012 feet. 

Current and proposed airport features are described and illustrated in Exhibits BL–1 and BL–2.  Cur-
rent and future airport activity data is summarized in Exhibit BL–3.  Associated current and long-range 
noise contours are included in Exhibits BL–4 and 5.  A third set of noise contours is presented in Ex-
hibit BL–6.  These contours—originally depicted in the 2001 Airport Master Plan—reflect a theoretical 
“ultimate” level of airport activity, including a large volume of large jet transport aircraft operations.  
The “ultimate” contours are shown here for informational purposes—they were not explicitly consid-
ered in creation of the Blythe Airport compatibility zones.  Exhibit BL–7 depicts the long-range (Ex-
hibit BL–5) contours, together with flight track locations, risk data, and other factors that were used to 
determine the compatibility zone boundaries. 

Much of the airport environs consist of unpopulated desert.  The center of Blythe lies some six miles 
east, but some urbanization extends along Interstate 10 to within about half of that distance.  The city’s 
general plan shows future residential development reaching to within a mile of the east end of the 
east/west runway.  Another population center, the unincorporated community of Nicholls Warm 
Springs, lies less than a mile southwest of the airport.  Primary aircraft flight tracks pass near or some-
times over this community. 

Information about the airport environs is summarized in Exhibit BL–8.  Planned land uses for the area 
are illustrated in Exhibit BL–9.  Exhibit BL–10 assesses the relationship between the county and city 
general plans for the area and the criteria indicated in the Compatibility Plan. 
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Exhibit BL–1 

Airport Features Summary 
Blythe Airport 

GENERAL INFORMATION 
 Airport Ownership:  County of Riverside 

 Leased to City of Blythe 
 Year Opened:  1942 
 Property Size 

 Fee title:  3,904 acres 
 Avigation easements:  17± acres 

 Airport Classification:  General Aviation 
 Airport Elevation:  397 feet MSL 

AIRPORT PLANNING DOCUMENTS 
 Airport Master Plan 

 Adopted November 2001 
 Airport Layout Plan Drawing 

 Adopted November 2001 

RUNWAY/TAXIWAY DESIGN 
Runway 8-26 

 Critical Aircraft:  Small business jet 
 Airport Reference Code:  B-II 
 Dimensions:  6,562 ft. long, 150 ft. wide 
 Pavement Strength (main landing gear configuration) 

 80,000 lbs (single wheel) 
 160,000 lbs (dual wheel) 
 300,000 lbs (dual-tandem wheel) 

 Average Gradient:  0.03% 
 Runway Lighting 

 Medium-intensity edge lights (MIRL) 
 Primary Taxiways:  Full-length parallel on south 

Runway 17-35 
 Critical Aircraft:  Small business jet 
 Airport Reference Code:  B-II 
 Dimensions:  5,820 ft. long, 100 ft. wide 
 Pavement Strength (main landing gear configuration) 

 52,000 lbs (single wheel) 
 76,000 lbs (dual wheel) 
 135,000 lbs (dual-tandem wheel) 

 Average Gradient:  0.08% 
 Runway Lighting 

 Medium-intensity edge lights (MIRL) 
 Primary Taxiways:  Partial eastern parallel, south end of 

runway 

TRAFFIC PATTERNS AND APPROACH PROCEDURES 
 Airplane Traffic Patterns 

 All runways:  Left traffic 
 Pattern altitude:  800 ft. AGL 

 Instrument Approach Procedures (best minimums) 
 Runway 26 VOR/DME or GPS: 
 Straight-in (1 mi. visibility; 366 ft. descent height); 
approach course aligned 25° right of rwy centerline 

 Circling (1 mi. visibility; 443 ft. descent height) 
 VOR / GPS-A:  Circling (1 mi. vis.; 443 ft. descent ht.) 

 Standard Inst. Departure Procedures:  None 
 Visual Approach Aids 

 Airport:  Rotating beacon 
 Runways 17, 26, & 35:  VASI (all 3.0˚) 

 Operational Restrictions / Noise Abatement Procedures: 
 Runway 26:  Use wide traffic pattern 
 Runway 35:  Use wide pattern; establish final approach 
2 n.m. from touchdown 

 Runway 17 Departures:  Make climbing left turn 
 Aircraft weighing over 12,500 lbs:  Avoid residential 
area 1.5 n.m. southwest, below 2,000 ft.  

APPROACH PROTECTION 
 Runway Protection Zones (RPZ) 

 Runways 8, 17, & 26:  1,700-ft. long; all on airport 
 Runway 35:  1,700-ft. long; most on airport property; 
outer 200± ft. within avigation easement 

 Approach Obstacles 
 Runway 17:  Fence 354 ft. from runway end 
 Runway 26:  Power plant (1 mile from runway end) 
produces visual and thermal plume 

BUILDING AREA 
 Location:  Southeast quadrant of airport 
 Aircraft Parking Capacity  

 Hangars:  11 individual units; 1 large conventional 
 Tiedowns:  16 

 Other Major Facilities 
 Aviation-related:  Airline terminal; National Weather 
Service facility 

 Other:  Various federal and county facilities 
 Services 

 Fuel:  Jet A, 100LL (during regular business hours) 
 Other:  Flight instruction; aircraft rental; air  cargo; air 
ambulance 

PLANNED FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS 
 Airfield 

 Extend Runway 8-26 and parallel taxiway 3,450 ft. west 
to ultimate length of 10,012 ft. 

 Extend Runway 17-35 parallel taxiway to full length 
 No instrument approaches improvements planned 

 Building Area 
 Provide lease areas for private hangar development 

 Property 
 No fee acquisition planned 
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Exhibit BL–3 

Airport Activity Data Summary 
Blythe Airport 

BASED AIRCRAFT 
 Current a Future b 

 1999 data 2020 
 Aircraft Type 
  Single-Engine 11 19 
  Twin-Engine Piston 4 8 
  Turboprop 0 1 
  Turbojet 0  1 
  Helicopters 0 0  
   Total 15 29  

AIRCRAFT OPERATIONS 
 Current  a Future b Ultimate c 

 1999 data 2020 
 Total 
  Annual 24,650 58,100  d 230,000 
  Average Day 68 159 630 
 
 Distribution by Aircraft Type 
  Single-Engine 85% 82% 83% 
  Twin-Engine Piston 11% 11% 9% 
  Twin-Engine, 
    Turboprop 2% 3% 4% 
  Business Jet 2% 3% 2% 
  Transport Jet e 0% 0% 1% 
  Helicopter 1% 1% 1% 
 
 Distribution by Type of Operation 
  Local 50% 38% no 
      (incl. touch-and-goes)   data 
  Itinerant 50% 62% available 
 

 

TIME OF DAY DISTRIBUTION 
 Current a Future b 

   & Ultimate 
 Piston-Engine, Local 
  Day 88% no 
  Evening 10% change 
  Night 2% 
 All Aircraft, Itinerant 
  Day 85% no 
  Evening 10% change 
  Night 5%  

RUNWAY USE DISTRIBUTION 
 Current a Future b 

   & Ultimate 
 Piston-Engine – Day/Evening/Night 
  Takeoffs & Landings 
   Runway 8 5% no  
   Runway 26 50% change 
   Runway 17 30% 
   Runway 35 15% 
 Turboprops – Day/Evening/Night 
  Takeoffs & Landings   
   Runway 8 5% no  
   Runway 26 75% change 
   Runway 17 10% 
   Runway 35 10% 
 Business Jets – Day/Evening/Night 
  Takeoffs & Landings   
   Runway 8 5% no  
   Runway 26 85% change 
   Runway 17 5% 
   Runway 35 5%  

FLIGHT TRACK USAGE 

No data available 
 
 

 
Notes 

a Source:  2001 Airport Master Plan estimates  
b Source:  2001 Airport Master Plan forecast  
c Source:  2001 Airport Master Plan runway capacity forecast 
d Source:  2001 Airport Master Plan forecast plus 2,200 airline operations 
e Includes B-727-huskit, A-300, and B-747-400 
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E3–8 Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Data  (October 2004) 

Exhibit BL–8 

Airport Environs Information 
Blythe Airport 

AIRPORT SITE 
 Location 

 Eastern Riverside County 
 6 miles west of Blythe city center 

 Nearby Terrain 
 Relatively flat terrain nearby 

AIRPORT ENVIRONS LAND USE JURISDICTIONS 
 County of Riverside 

 Entire airport within unincorporated area 
 City of Blythe 

 Current city limits border east airport property  

STATUS OF COMMUNITY PLANS  
 Riverside County 

 General Plan, a portion of Riverside County Integrated 
Project, adopted by Board of Supervisors Oct. 2003 

 City of Blythe 
 General Plan adopted 1989 
 Adoption of updated plan anticipated in late 2005 

EXISTING AIRPORT AREA LAND USES 
 General Character 

 Interstate 10 located south of airport property 
 Primarily surrounded by agricultural uses and open 
space to the north, east, and west; residential devel-
opment south of airport 

 Power plant located east of the airport 
 Runway Approaches 

 West (Runway 8):  Agriculture and open desert lands; 
Blythe Drag Racing Sandtrack (approx. 0.6 mile from 
runway end) 

 East (Runway 26):  Agriculture, open desert lands; 
power plant (1 mile from runway end) 

 North (Runway 17):  Agriculture and open desert 
lands 

 South (Runway 35):   Residential uses (0.7 mile from 
runway end); open desert lands beyond 

 Traffic Patterns 
 Mostly agriculture and open desert lands except as 
noted above 

PLANNED AIRPORT AREA LAND USES 
 Riverside County 

 Agriculture; no planned development currently identi-
fied for nearby areas 

 City of Blythe 
 Agriculture and industrial uses planned for areas east 
of airport property 

ESTABLISHED AIRPORT COMPATIBILITY MEASURES 
 Riverside County General Plan 

 Prohibit new residential uses, except single-family 
dwellings on legal residential lots of record, within air-
ports’ 60 dB CNEL contour as defined by ALUC (Policy 
N 7.4) 

 Safety compatibility zones and criteria from previous 
compatibility plan incorporated into General Plan 

 Review all proposed projects and require consistency 
with any applicable compatibility plan (LU 14.2) 

 Submit proposed actions and projects to ALUC as re-
quired by state law (Policy LU 1.9); other actions may 
be submitted on voluntary and advisory basis (LU 
14.8) 

 
 City of Blythe General Plan  

 No reference to airport land use compatibility issues 
 City of Blythe Zoning Codes 

 No airport-related height limit zoning 
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BACKGROUND DATA:  BLYTHE AIRPORT AND ENVIRONS    CHAPTER E3     
 

Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data  (October 2004)  E3–9  

Exhibit BL–10 

General Plan Consistency Review (Preliminary) 
Blythe Airport Environs 

 

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE: 
  GENERAL PLAN (2003) AND PALO VERDE AREA PLAN 

Residential Land Use 
 Compatibility Zone A 

 No inconsistencies noted 
 Compatibility Zone B1 

 Medium-Density Residential designation (2.1 to 5.0 
dwelling units/acre) south of airport [R1] exceeds  
Zone B1 compatibility criteria  

 Compatibility Zone C 
 Estate-Density, Very-Low Density, and Low-Density 
Residential (0.4 to 2.0 dwelling units/acre) designa-
tions (south and east of airport) and Medium-Density 
Residential (2.1 to 5.0 dwelling units/acre) designation 
(south of airport) exceeds Zone C compatibility criteria 
[R2]  

 Compatibility Zone D 
 Estate-Density, Very-Low Density, and Low-Density 
Residential (0.4 to 2.0 dwelling units/acre) designa-
tions and Medium-Density Residential (2.1 to 5.0 
dwelling units/acre) designation south, southwest and 
east of the airport potentially conflict with the high-
and-low options for Zone D [R3]  

 Compatibility Zone E 
 No inconsistencies noted  

Other Policies 
 General Plan 

 Acknowledgement of ALUC policies–no conflict  
 Established ALUC 60 dB CNEL noise contour policy 
for new residential development–no conflict 

 Zoning Codes 
 No height limit zoning established 

 
 
 

Non-Residential Land Use 
 Compatibility Zone B1 

 Potential Conflict: Zone B1 intensity limits (25 peo-
ple/acre)  apply to areas designated as Low-Intensity 
Commercial/Office and Office/Business Park south of 
airport [R4] 

 Compatibility Zone B2 
 Potential Conflict: Zone B2 intensity limits (100 peo-
ple/acre)  apply to areas designated as Low-Intensity 
Commercial/Office and Office/Business Park south of 
airport  [R5] 

 Compatibility Zone C 
 Potential Conflict: Zone C intensity limits (75 peo-
ple/acre) apply to areas designated as Low-Intensity 
Commercial/Office and Office/Business Park south of 
the airport [R6] 

 Compatibility Zone D 
 Potential Conflict: Zone D intensity limits (100 peo-
ple/acre) apply to areas designated as Light Indus-
trial/Warehousing, Low-Intensity Commercial/Office, 
and Office/Business Park south of airport [R7] 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Note: This is an initial land use consistency review prepared for the purpose of identifying areas where a conflict exists or poten-
tially exists with ALUC compatibility zone criteria.  This review is based upon available general plan documents and does not take 
into account existing land use. When a conflict between the general plan and compatibility criteria exists, it is not deemed incon-
sistent when the general plan is merely representing existing development.  A more comprehensive analysis is necessary at the 
time a general plan land modification is presented to the ALUC for review.     
. 
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E3–10 Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data  (October 2004)  

Exhibit BL–10, continued 
 
 
 

CITY OF BLYTHE: 
  GENERAL PLAN (1989-DRAFT), AND ZONING CODES 

Non-Residential Land Use 
 Compatibility Zone B1 

 Potential Conflict: Zone B1 intensity limits (25 peo-
ple/acre) apply to area designated as Heavy Industrial 
east of airport [B2] 

 Compatibility Zone C 
 Potential Conflict: Zone C intensity limits (75 peo-
ple/acre) apply to area designated as Heavy Industrial 
east of airport [B1] 

 Compatibility Zone D 
 Potential Conflict: Zone D intensity limits (100 peo-
ple/acre) apply to area designated as Heavy Industrial 
east of airport [B2] 

 
 
 
 

Other Policies 
 General Plan 

 No acknowledgment of ALUC coordination 
 Noise contours for new residential development not 
established 

 Zoning Codes 
 Height limit zoning not established  

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Note: This is an initial land use consistency review prepared for the purpose of identifying areas where a conflict exists or poten-
tially exists with ALUC compatibility zone criteria.  This review is based upon available general plan documents and does not take 
into account existing land use.  When a conflict between the general plan and compatibility criteria exists, it is not deemed incon-
sistent when the general plan is merely representing existing development.  A more comprehensive analysis is necessary at the 
time a general plan land modification is presented to the ALUC for review.     
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Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data  (October 2004) E1–1 

Background Data: 
Banning Municipal Airport and Environs 

INTRODUCTION 
Banning Municipal Airport sits at a 2,200-foot elevation in the midst of the San Gorgonio Pass of cen-
tral Riverside County.  The pass separates the 10,000-foot-high ranges of the San Bernardino Moun-
tains to the north and the San Jacinto Mountains to the south as well as the low lands of the Los Ange-
les Basin to the west and the Coachella Valley to the east.  This location makes the airport a highly im-
portant component of the regional airport system.  Additionally, the airport is home to some 75 aircraft 
belonging to businesses and residents of Banning, Beaumont, and other nearby communities. 

The airport consists of a single east/west runway nearly 5,000 feet in length.  Aircraft operate under 
visual procedures—no instrument approach procedures have been created.  Exhibit BN–1 describes 
other major features of the airport.  The airport layout plan (Exhibit BN–2) was last updated in 1990 
and does not show the modification to the runway’s eastern end which resulted in a minor reduction of 
the length.  No major airfield improvements are indicated in the Airport Master Plan adopted by the city 
in 1989. 

The volume of aircraft operations at Banning Municipal Airport is low relative to the number of based 
aircraft.  The surrounding terrain and often strong winds limit flight training activity.  The city’s Master 
Plan, though, anticipates that activity could eventually grow some seven-fold and this assumption is re-
flected in the compatibility planning for the airport (Exhibit BN–3). 

Nearby land uses are largely compatible with the airport operations both at present and in the future.  
Aircraft noise impacts (Exhibits BN–4 and BN–5) mostly overlap noise from Interstate 10 and the Un-
ion Pacific Railroad line which parallel the runway to the north.  Exhibit BN–6 shows the factors upon 
which the Compatibility Map for the airport (included in Volume 1) is based.  Features of the airport 
environs are described in Exhibit BN–7.  Existing land uses directly to the west consist of a mixture of 
light industrial, residential, and vacant land.  Planned uses are industrial as shown in Exhibit BN–8.  To 
the east, beginning just beyond the runway end, lies a portion of the Morongo Indian Reservation.  The 
Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission has no authority over potential development of this 
land, but no plans for development are known.  A preliminary review of the compatibility status be-
tween the City of Banning and Riverside County general plans and the compatibility plan for Banning 
Municipal Airport is included in Exhibit BN–9. 
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E1–2 Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data  (October 2004) 

Exhibit BN–1 

Airport Features Summary 
Banning Municipal Airport 

GENERAL INFORMATION 
 Airport Ownership:  City of Banning 
 Year Opened:  1945 
 Property Size 

 Fee title:  185± acres 
 Avigation easements:  Acreage uncertain 

 Airport Classification:  General Aviation 
 Airport Elevation:  2,219 feet MSL 

AIRPORT PLANNING DOCUMENTS 
 Airport Master Plan 

 Adopted by City Council, c. 1989 
 Airport Layout Plan Drawing 

 Last updated December 1990 

RUNWAY/TAXIWAY DESIGN 
Runway 8-26 

 Critical Aircraft:  Medium twin, small business jet 
 Airport Reference Code:  B-II 
 Dimensions:  4,960 ft. long, 150 ft. wide 

 Runway 26 end relocated 232 ft. from pavement end 
 Pavement Strength (main landing gear configuration) 

 12,500 lbs (single-wheel) 
 Average Gradient:  2.4% 
 Runway Lighting 

 Medium-intensity edge lights 
 Primary Taxiways:  Full-length parallel on south 

TRAFFIC PATTERNS AND APPROACH PROCEDURES 
 Airplane Traffic Patterns 

 Runway 26:  Right traffic 
 Pattern altitude:  1,000 ft. AGL 

 Instrument Approach Procedures 
 None 

 Visual Approach Aids 
 Airport:  Rotating beacon 
 Runway 26:  Precision Approach Path Indicator (3.5˚)  

 Operational Restrictions / Noise Abatement Procedures 
 No straight-in landings 
 Runway 26 departures:  no intersection departures; no 
turns below 2900 feet MSL  

APPROACH PROTECTION 
 Runway Protection Zones (RPZ) 

 Runway 8:  1,000-ft. long; all on airport property 
 Runway 26:  1,000-ft. long; none on airport property 
[FAA waiver letter dated 1/27/78] 

 Approach Obstacles 
 None 

BUILDING AREA 
 Location:  North and south sides of Runway 8 approach 

end 
 Aircraft Parking Capacity 

 Hangar spaces: 65±  
 Tiedowns: 30±  

 Other Major Facilities 
 Administration bldg. 

 Services 
 Fuel:  100LL (by attendant, 8 am to 5 pm) 
 Other:  Aircraft maintenance 

PLANNED FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS 
 Airfield 

 Construct partial parallel taxiway on north side 
 Building Area 

 Construct additional hangars 
 Property 

 Acquire 94± acres of land south of airport for building 
area expansion 

 





BACKGROUND DATA:  BANNING MUNICIPAL AIRPORT AND ENVIRONS    CHAPTER E1 
 

Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data  (October 2004) E1–3 

Exhibit BN–3 

Airport Activity Data Summary 
Banning Municipal Airport 

BASED AIRCRAFT 
 Current a Future b 

 2002 data  Ultimate 
 Aircraft Type 
  Single-Engine 70 193 
  Twin-Engine, Piston 0 23 
  Twin-Engine, Turboprop 3 5 
  Turbojet 0 0 
  Helicopters 2 4 
   Total 75 225  

AIRCRAFT OPERATIONS 
 Current Future 
 Total 
  Annual 12,000 c 70,000 d 
  Average Day 33 192 
 
 Distribution by Aircraft Type e 
  Single-Engine 77% 81% 
  Twin-Engine Piston 5% 10% 
  Twin-Engine, Turboprop 1% 4% 
  Business Jet 0% 1% 
  Helicopter 17% 4% 
 
 Distribution by Type of Operation a 
  Local 30% no 
      (incl. touch-and-goes)  change 
  Itinerant 70% 
 

 

TIME OF DAY DISTRIBUTION e 

 Current  Future 
 All Aircraft 
  Day 95% no 
  Evening 3% change 
  Night 2%  

RUNWAY USE DISTRIBUTION e 
 Current  Future 
 All Airplanes – Day & Evening 
  Takeoffs & Landings 
   Runway 8 10% no  
   Runway 26 90% change 
 All Airplanes – Night 
  Takeoffs & Landings 
   Runway 8 0% no 
   Runway 26 100% change 
 Helicopters 
  Takeoffs & Landings (Helipad) 
   Runway 8 direction  10% no 
   Runway 26 direction 90% change  

FLIGHT TRACK USAGE e 
Current & Future 

 Takeoffs, Runway 8 
 30% straight out 
 70% left turn 

 Takeoffs, Runway 26 
 65% straight out 
 35% right turn 

 Landings, both runways 
 100% traffic pattern (no straight in) 

 Helicopters follow freeway alignment; helipad is north of 
approach end of Runway 8 

 
Notes 

a Source:  FAA Airport Master Record (Form 5010) 
b Source:  Banning Municipal Airport Master Plan Report (1989); original projection was for 2008, but is assumed here 

to be for an indefinite time frame at least 20 years in the future 
c Source:  California Division of Aeronautics aircraft operations counter program plus estimated helicopter operations 
d Source:  Airport Master Plan projection of airplane operations plus estimated 3,000 future helicopter operations; 

time frame is assumed to be beyond 20 years 
e Source:  Estimated by Mead & Hunt from information provided by airport staff 
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E1–6 Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data  (October 2004) 
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E1–8 Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data  (October 2004) 

Exhibit BN–7 

Airport Environs Information 
Banning Municipal Airport 

AIRPORT SITE 
 Location 

 North-central Riverside County 
 1¼ mile east of Banning city center 

 Nearby Terrain 
 Situated in San Gorgonio Pass at 2,200± ft. elevation 
 Base of San Jacinto Mountains 1 mile south; Mt. San 
Jacinto peak (elevation 10,804 ft.) 12 miles southeast 

 Base of San Bernardino Mountains 2+ miles north, 
Mt. San Gorgonio peak (elevation 11,499 ft.) 12 miles 
north 

AIRPORT ENVIRONS LAND USE JURISDICTIONS 
 County of Riverside 

 Lands under unincorporated county jurisdiction within 
¼ mile southeast and ¾ mile southwest of runway 

 City of Banning 
 Entire airport property within city limits 
 Urbanized area of city lies west and northwest 

 Morongo Indian Reservation 
 Reservation lands immediately east of runway (includ-
ing Runway 26 RPZ ) and within 0.6 miles north and 1 
mile south 

 Indian lands not subject to ALUC authority  

STATUS OF COMMUNITY PLANS  
 Riverside County 

 General Plan, a portion of Riverside County Integrated 
Project, adopted by Board of Supervisors Oct. 2003 

 City of Banning 
 General Plan adopted May 1986 

 Morongo Indian Reservation 
 No known land use plans 

EXISTING AIRPORT AREA LAND USES 
 General Character 

 Mixed use area on eastern edge of city 
 Union Pacific Railroad line and Interstate 10 border 
north side of airport 

 Runway Approaches 
 West (Runway 8):  Mixture of industrial and scattered 
residential uses; high school south of final approach 
course, 1¼ mile from runway end 

 East (Runway 26):  Undeveloped desert lands 
 Traffic Pattern 

 North:  Freeway/railroad corridor and undeveloped 
land except to northwest 

PLANNED AIRPORT AREA LAND USES 
 Riverside County 

 Southwest and Southeast:  No currently identified de-
velopment planned for nearby areas 

 City of Banning 
 West:  Industrial uses along approach; mostly very 
low density residential south of Barbour Street 

 North:  New industrial area north of freeway; infill resi-
dential and mixed use to northwest 

 South:  Airport-related industry, including automobile 
drag strip adjoining airport; very-low-density residen-
tial south of Charles Street 

 Morongo Indian Reservation 
 No known development plans for lands adjoining east 
end of airport 

ESTABLISHED AIRPORT COMPATIBILITY MEASURES 
 Riverside County General Plan 

 Prohibit new residential uses, except single-family 
dwellings on legal residential lots of record, within air-
ports’ 60 dB CNEL contour as defined by ALUC (Policy 
N 7.4) 

 Safety compatibility zones and criteria from previous 
compatibility plan incorporated into General Plan 

 Review all proposed projects and require consistency 
with any applicable compatibility plan (LU 14.2) 

 Submit proposed actions and projects to ALUC as re-
quired by state law (Policy LU 1.9); other actions may 
be submitted on voluntary and advisory basis (LU 
14.8) 

 
 

 
 City of Banning General Plan 

 New single-family residential land uses deemed nor-
mally acceptable up to 60 dB CNEL and conditionally 
acceptable up to 70 dB CNEL 

 Certification that interior noise level will not exceed 45 
dB CNEL required for residential development where 
outdoor noise exceeds 65 dB CNEL 

 City of Banning Zoning Codes 
 Mostly 35-foot height limit in city; higher allowed in in-
dustrial zones and with conditional use permit 

 Height limits established to protect airport airspace 
(specific language is outdated) 
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BACKGROUND DATA:  BANNING MUNICIPAL AIRPORT AND ENVIRONS    CHAPTER E1 
 

Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data  (October 2004) E1–9 

Exhibit BN–9 

General plan Consistency Review (Preliminary) 
Banning Municipal Airport Environs 

 

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE: 
  GENERAL PLAN (2003) AND PASS AREA PLAN 

Residential Land Use 
 Compatibility Zones  A, B1, C, and  D  

 No unincorporated land east of airport, except Mo-
rongo Indian Reservation 

 Indian land not subject to ALUC authority 
 Compatibility Zone B2 

 No unincorporated land 
 Compatibility Zone E 

 No unincorporated land north and east of airport, ex-
cept Morongo Indian Reservation 

 Indian land not subject to ALUC authority  

Non-Residential Land Use 
 Compatibility Zone E 

 Potential Conflict: no references to airspace protection 
height limitations in the Pass Area Plan  

Other Policies 
 General Plan 

 Acknowledgement of ALUC policies–no conflict 
 Established ALUC 60 dB CNEL noise contour policy 
for new residential development–no conflict 

 Zoning Codes 
 No height limit zoning established 

 
 

 

MORONGO INDIAN RESERVATION 
 Compatibility Zones A, B1, C, D, and E 

 Potential inconsistencies in land use development e-
ast of airport [M1] 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Note: This is an initial land use consistency review prepared for the purpose of identifying areas where a conflict exists or poten-
tially exists with ALUC compatibility zone criteria.  This review is based upon available general plan documents and does not take 
into account existing land use.  When a conflict between the general plan and compatibility criteria exists, it is not deemed incon-
sistent when the general plan is merely representing existing development.  A more comprehensive analysis is necessary at the 
time a general plan land modification is presented to the ALUC for review.     
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E1–10 Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data  (October 2004) 

Exhibit BN–9, continued 
 

CITY OF BANNING: 
  GENERAL PLAN (1986), AND ZONING CODES 

Residential Land Use 
 Compatibility Zone C 

 Residential designations with densities ranging from 
0.4 to 2.0 dwelling units/acre are inconsistent with 
Zone C compatibility criteria; existing development 
south of Lincoln Street is nonconforming  

Other Policies 
 General Plan 

 No acknowledgment of ALUC coordination 
 Noise Element policy conditionally allowing new resi-
dential development up to 70 dB CNEL conflicts with 
Compatibility Plan limit of 60 dB CNEL even if interior 
45 dB CNEL criterion is met; policy does not state 
what set of noise contours are to be used in applica-
tion of this criterion 

 Zoning Codes 
 Height limit zoning established to protect airport air-
space (specific language is outdated) 

 
 

 

Non-Residential Land Use 
 Compatibility Zone A 

 Zone A (west) entirely on airport property 
 Compatibility Zone B1 

 Potential Conflict: Zone B1 intensity limits (25 peo-
ple/acre) apply to area designated as Light Indus-
trial/Warehousing northern and southern edges of air-
port [B1] 

 Compatibility Zone B2 
 Potential Conflict: Zone B2 intensity limits (100 peo-
ple/acre) apply to area designated as Light Indus-
trial/Warehousing north and south of airport [B2] 

 Plans for an automobile drag-strip south of runway is 
a potential conflict with Zone B2 compatibility criteria  
(100 people/acre) depending upon the location and 
intensity of the development 

 Compatibility Zone C 
 Potential Conflict: Zone C intensity limits (75 peo-
ple/acre) apply to areas designated as Light Indus-
trial/Warehousing, Heavy Industrial and Other Pub-
lic/Institutional west of airport [B3] 

 Compatibility Zone D 
 Potential Conflict: Zone D intensity limits (100 peo-
ple/acre) apply to areas designated as Heavy Indus-
trial and Low-Intensity Commercial/Office north of air-
port [B4] 

 Potential Conflict: Zone D intensity limits (100 peo-
ple/acre) apply to area designated as Light Indus-
trial/Warehousing and south of airport [B5] 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Note: This is an initial land use consistency review prepared for the purpose of identifying areas where a conflict exists or poten-
tially exists with ALUC compatibility zone criteria.  This review is based upon available general plan documents and does not take 
into account existing land use.  When a conflict between the general plan and compatibility criteria exists, it is not deemed incon-
sistent when the general plan is merely representing existing development.  A more comprehensive analysis is necessary at the 
time a general plan land modification is presented to the ALUC for review.     
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Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data  (October 2004) E4–1 

Background Data: 
Chiriaco Summit Airport and Environs 

INTRODUCTION 
Chiriaco Summit Airport is a low-activity airport situated in the midst of the desert at the eastern edge 
of the Coachella Valley.  The airport serves as an access point to nearby Joshua Tree National Park as 
well as a stopover or emergency landing site for aircraft crossing the desert.  No aircraft are based there 
and total operations are estimated at only some 4,000 annually. 

The airport’s history is considerably more active.  Established at the outset of World War II and known 
initially as Shavers Summit Army Air Field, the airport was part of Camp Young, the command post for 
the Army’s Desert Training Center (later renamed the California-Arizona Maneuver Area).  More than a 
million men trained at bases in the surrounding desert.  The area’s history is documented at the General 
Patton Memorial Museum located adjacent to the airport. 

Except for the museum, a truck stop, and a few other buildings at the small community of Chiriaco 
Summit at the west end of the runway, the airport environs are nearly unpopulated.  Much of this de-
velopment is within the approach zone of the airport.  However, the very-low activity levels of the air-
port, together with the fact that most aircraft approach from and depart toward the opposite end of the 
runway, minimize any compatibility conflicts. 

Data regarding the airport and its usage is portrayed Exhibits CS–1 through CS–5 on the following 
pages.  Land use information is summarized in Exhibits CS–6 and CS–7. 
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E4–2 Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data  (October 2004) 

Exhibit CS–1 

Airport Features Summary 
Chiriaco Summit Airport 

GENERAL INFORMATION 
 Airport Ownership:  County of Riverside 
 Year Opened:  1942; County-owned since 1947 
 Property Size 

 Fee title:  570 acres 
 Avigation easements:  None 

 Airport Classification:  General Aviation 
 Airport Elevation:  1,713 feet MSL 

AIRPORT PLANNING DOCUMENTS 
 Airport Master Plan 

 None 
 Airport Layout Plan Drawing 

 January 1992 

RUNWAY/TAXIWAY DESIGN 
Runway 6-24  

 Critical Aircraft:  Single engine, piston 
 Airport Reference Code:  A-I 
 Dimensions: 4,600 ft. long, 50 ft. wide 
 Pavement Strength (main landing gear configuration) 

 6,000 lbs (single wheel) 
 Average Gradient:  0.9% (rising to west) 
 Runway Lighting 

 None 
 Primary Taxiways:  No parallel taxiway; only a connecting 
taxiway between apron and Rwy 6 approach end 

TRAFFIC PATTERNS AND APPROACH PROCEDURES 
 Airplane Traffic Patterns 

 Runways 6 & 24:  Left traffic 
 Instrument Approach and Departure Procedures 

 None 
 Visual Approach Aids 

 None 
 Operational Restrictions / Noise Abatement Procedures 

 Line of sight limited to 1,400 feet from either end of 
runway 

 Daytime operations only  

APPROACH PROTECTION 
 Runway Protection Zones (RPZ) 

 Runway 6:  1,000 ft. long; all on airport property 
 Runway 24:  1,000 ft. long; all on airport property 

 Approach Obstacles 
 None 

BUILDING AREA 
 Location:  Southwest corner of airport property 
 Aircraft Parking Capacity 

 Hangar spaces:  0 
 Tiedowns:  4 

 Other Major Facilities 
 General Patton Memorial Museum 
 Service station; mini-market 
 Restaurant 
 Water and sewage treatment plant 

 Services 
 None; airport unattended 

PLANNED FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS 
 Airfield and Building Area 

 None 
 Property 

 None 
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Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data  (October 2004) E4–3 

Exhibit CS–3 

Airport Activity Data Summary 
Chiriaco Summit Airport 

BASED AIRCRAFT 
 Current a Future b 

 2002 data 2025 forecast 
 Aircraft Type 
  Single-Engine 2 5 
  Twin-Engine Piston 0 0 
  Turboprop 0 0 
  Turbojet 0  0 
  Helicopters 0 0  
   Total 2 5  

AIRCRAFT OPERATIONS 
 Current a Future b 

 2002 data 2025 forecast 
 Total 
  Annual 4,000  c 5,200 
  Average Day 11 14 
 
 Distribution by Aircraft Type 
  Single-Engine 95%  
  Twin-Engine Piston 5% no 
  Twin-Engine, Turboprop 0% change 
  Business Jet 0%  
  Helicopter 0%  
  
 Distribution by Type of Operation 
  Local 3%  
      (incl. touch-and-goes)  no 
  Itinerant 97% change 
 

 

TIME OF DAY DISTRIBUTION b 
 Current   Future   
 All Aircraft 
  Day 95% no 
  Evening 5% change 
  Night 0%  

RUNWAY USE DISTRIBUTION b 
 Current    Future   
 All Airplanes – Daylight Hours 
  Takeoffs 
   Runway 6 67% no  
   Runway 24 33% change  
  Landings 
   Runway 6 17% no  
   Runway 24 83% change   

FLIGHT TRACK USAGE b 

Current & Future 
 Approaches, Both Runways 

 Mostly left-hand pattern, some straight-in, depending 
upon direction of arrival 

 Departures, Both Runways 
 Mostly straight-out, some left-hand pattern, depending 
upon direction of travel 

 

 
Notes 

a Source:  Airport management records and estimates 
b Source:  Estimated/Projected for compatibility planning purposes 
c Source:  California Division of Aeronautics aircraft operations counter program  
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E4–6 Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data  (October 2004) 

Exhibit CS–6 

Airport Environs Information 
Chiriaco Summit Airport 

AIRPORT SITE 
 Location 

 Eastern Riverside County 
 30 miles east of Indio; 65 miles west of Blythe 
 Eastern edge of small community of Chiriaco Summit 

 Nearby Terrain 
 Airport on desert floor (elevation 1,713 ft. MSL) at sad-
dle between mountain ranges (Shavers Valley) 

 Cottonwood and Eagle Mountains to north; summit 
(elev. 5,350 ft.) 6 miles northwest 

 Orocopia Mountains to south; summit (elev. 3,816 ft.) 8 
miles south 

AIRPORT ENVIRONS LAND USE JURISDICTIONS 
 County of Riverside 

 Located entirely within unincorporated Riverside 
County 

 National Park Service 
 Joshua Tree National Park north of airport  

STATUS OF COMMUNITY PLANS  
 Riverside County 

 General Plan, a portion of Riverside County Integrated 
Project, adopted by Board of Supervisors Oct. 2003 

EXISTING AIRPORT AREA LAND USES 
 General Character 

 Primarily uninhabited desert 
 Joshua Tree National Park boundary, 0.5± mi. north 

 Runway Approaches 
 West (Runway 6):  Chiriaco Summit (approx. 2 dozen 
buildings—industrial, commercial, and residential) 
1,500± feet from runway end; desert beyond 

 East (Runway 24):  Undeveloped desert lands 
 Traffic Pattern 

 Interstate 10 parallel to runway, 1,000 ft. south 
 Desert north and south 

PLANNED AIRPORT AREA LAND USES 
 Riverside County 

 West:  Continuation of commercial designation for 
Chiriaco Summit community; open space rural with ru-
ral village beyond (overlay allows densities up to 8 
dwelling units per acre) 

 South:  Open space rural along freeway 
 East and North:  Open space conservation habitat (no 
development) 

ESTABLISHED AIRPORT COMPATIBILITY MEASURES 
 Riverside County General Plan 

 Prohibit new residential uses, except single-family 
dwellings on legal residential lots of record, within air-
ports’ 60 dB CNEL contour as defined by ALUC (Policy 
N 7.4) 

 Safety compatibility zones and criteria from previous 
compatibility plan incorporated into General Plan 

 Review all proposed projects and require consistency 
with any applicable compatibility plan (LU 14.2) 

 Submit proposed actions and projects to ALUC as re-
quired by state law (Policy LU 1.9); other actions may 
be submitted on voluntary, advisory basis (LU 14.8) 
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Riverside County ALCUP―East County Airports Background Data (October 2004) E4–7 

Exhibit CS–8 

General Plan Consistency Review (Preliminary) 
Chiriaco Summit Airport Environs 

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE: 
  GENERAL PLAN (2003) AND EASTERN COACHELLA VALLEY AREA PLAN 

Residential Land Use 

 Compatibility Zone A, B1, B2, C, and E 
 No inconsistencies noted  

Other Policies 

 General Plan 
 Acknowledgement of ALUC policies  
 Established ALUC 60 dB CNEL noise contour policy 
for new residential development 

 Zoning Codes 
 No height limit zoning established 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Non-Residential Land Use 

 Compatibility Zone A, B1, B2, C, and E  
 No inconsistencies noted 
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Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data  (October 2004) E5–1 

Background Data: 
Desert Center Airport and Environs 

INTRODUCTION 
Desert Center is situated in a remote area of eastern Riverside County, literally—as the same suggests—
in the center of the desert.  The nearest cities—Indio to the west and Blythe to the east—are both more 
than 50 miles away via Interstate 10.  The area’s population is mostly clustered near the freeway inter-
change and nearby at the Lake Tamarisk retirement community and golf course. 

Desert Center Airport was originally constructed early in World War II as one of numerous training fa-
cilities that were part of the Army’s California-Arizona Maneuver Area.  Known then as Desert Center 
Army Air Field, it had two runways capable of accommodating B-24 aircraft, an aircraft parking area, 
and more than 40 buildings.  Today, the airport is owned by Riverside County and operated primarily 
for emergency access to the local community.  One runway and a small aircraft parking apron remain, 
but there are no services and no aircraft are based there. 

Data regarding the airport’s facilities and usage are summarized in the tables and maps on the following 
pages (Exhibits DC–1 through DC–4). 

Surrounding land uses consist of desert and some agricultural areas.  The nearest populated areas are 
more than 3 miles distant.  There are no existing land use compatibility conflicts and none are antici-
pated.  An assessment of local land use conditions and plans is presented in Exhibits DC–5 and DC–6.



CHAPTER E5     BACKGROUND DATA:  DESERT CENTER AIRPORT AND ENVIRONS 
 

E5–2 Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data  (October 2004) 

Exhibit DC–1 

Airport Features Summary 
Desert Center Airport 

GENERAL INFORMATION 
 Airport Ownership:  County of Riverside 
 Year Opened:  1942; County-owned since 1947 
 Property Size 

 Fee title:  1,129 acres 
 Avigation easements:  None 

 Airport Classification:  General Aviation 
 Airport Elevation:  559 feet MSL 

AIRPORT PLANNING DOCUMENTS 
 Airport Master Plan 

 None 
 Airport Layout Plan Drawing 

 Last updated June 1992 

RUNWAY/TAXIWAY DESIGN 
Runway 5-23  

 Critical Aircraft:  Single engine, piston 
 Airport Reference Code:  B-II 
 Dimensions: 4,200 ft. long, 50 ft. wide 
 Pavement Strength (main landing gear configuration) 

 45,000 lbs (single wheel) 
 80,000 lbs (dual wheel) 
 140,000 lbs (dual-tandem wheel) 

 Average Gradient:  0.9% (rising to west) 
 Runway Lighting 

 None 
 Primary Taxiways:  No parallel taxiway; only a connecting 
taxiway between apron and Rwy 5 approach end 

TRAFFIC PATTERNS AND APPROACH PROCEDURES 
 Airplane Traffic Patterns 

 Runways 5 & 23:  Left traffic 
 Pattern Altitude:  1,000 feet AGL 

 Instrument Approach and Departure Procedures 
 None 

 Visual Approach Aids 
 None 

 Operational Restrictions / Noise Abatement Procedures 
 Daytime operations only  

APPROACH PROTECTION 
 Runway Protection Zones (RPZ) 

 Runway 5:  1,000 ft. long; all on airport property 
 Runway 23:  1,000 ft. long; all on airport property 

 Approach Obstacles 
 None 

BUILDING AREA 
 Location:  Southwest corner of airport property 
 Aircraft Parking Capacity 

 Hangar spaces:  0 
 Tiedowns:  3 

 Other Major Facilities 
 None 

 Services 
 None; airport unattended 

PLANNED FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS 
 Airfield and Building Area 

 None 
 Property 

 None 
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Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data  (October 2004) E5–3 

Exhibit DC–3 

Airport Activity Data Summary 
Desert Center Airport 

BASED AIRCRAFT 
 Current a Future b 

 2002 data 2025 forecast 
 Aircraft Type 
  Single-Engine 0 5  
  Twin-Engine Piston 0 0 
  Turboprop 0 0 
  Turbojet 0  0 
  Helicopters 0 0  
   Total 0 5  

AIRCRAFT OPERATIONS 
 Current a Future b 

 2002 data 2025 forecast 
 Total 
  Annual 150  c 2,300 
  Average Day <1 6 
 
 Distribution by Aircraft Type 
  Single-Engine 95%  
  Twin-Engine Piston 5% no 
  Twin-Engine, Turboprop 0% change 
  Business Jet 0%  
  Helicopter 0%  
  
 Distribution by Type of Operation 
  Local 50%   
      (incl. touch-and-goes)  no 
  Itinerant 50% change 
 

 

TIME OF DAY DISTRIBUTION b 

 Current  Future  
All Aircraft 
  Day 80% no 
  Evening 20% change 
  Night 0%  

RUNWAY USE DISTRIBUTION b 

 Current  Future 
 All Airplanes 
  Takeoffs & Landings 
   Runway 5 60% no  
   Runway 23 40% change   

FLIGHT TRACK USAGE 
Current & Future 

 Approaches, Both Runways 
 Mostly left-hand pattern, some straight-in, depending 
upon direction of arrival 

 Departures, Both Runways 
 Mostly straight-out, some left-hand pattern, depending 
upon direction of travel 

 

 
Notes 

a Source:  Airport management records and estimates 
b Source:  Estimated/projected for compatibility planning purposes 
c Source:  California Division of Aeronautics aircraft operations counter program  
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E5–6 Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data  (October 2004) 

Exhibit DC–5 

Airport Environs Information 
Desert Center Airport 

AIRPORT SITE 
 Location 

 Eastern Riverside County 
 55 miles east of Indio; 50 miles west of Blythe 
 4 miles northeast of community of Desert Center 

 Nearby Terrain 
 Airport in flat desert lands of Chuckwalla Valley, eleva-
tion 559 feet MSL 

 Coxcomb Mtns to north, Eagle Mtns to west, Chuck-
walla Mtns to south, Palen Mtns to east all 7+ miles 
distant with peak elevations 3,000 to 4,000 feet 

AIRPORT ENVIRONS LAND USE JURISDICTIONS 
 County of Riverside 

 Located entirely within unincorporated Riverside 
County  

STATUS OF COMMUNITY PLANS  
 Riverside County 

 General Plan, a portion of Riverside County Integrated 
Project, adopted by Board of Supervisors Oct. 2003 

EXISTING AIRPORT AREA LAND USES 
 General Character 

 Primarily uninhabited desert; some agriculture 
 Runway Approaches 

 Southwest (Runway 5):  Desert; agriculture; Lake 
Tamarisk retirement community, 3 miles from runway 

 Northeast (Runway 23):  Desert 
 Traffic Patterns 

 Desert; Highway 177, 1.5 miles northwest 

PLANNED AIRPORT AREA LAND USES 
 Riverside County 

 Open space rural lands (1 dwelling unit per 20 acres) 
entirely surrounding airport 

ESTABLISHED AIRPORT COMPATIBILITY MEASURES 
 Riverside County General Plan 

 Prohibit new residential uses, except single-family 
dwellings on legal residential lots of record, within air-
ports’ 60 dB CNEL contour as defined by ALUC (Policy 
N 7.4) 

 Safety compatibility zones and criteria from previous 
compatibility plan incorporated into General Plan 

 Review all proposed projects and require consistency 
with any applicable compatibility plan (LU 14.2) 

 Submit proposed actions and projects to ALUC as re-
quired by state law (Policy LU 1.9); other actions may 
be submitted on voluntary and advisory basis (LU 
14.8) 
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Riverside County ALUCP―East County Airports Background Data (October 2004) E5–7 

Exhibit DC–7 

General Plan Consistency Review (Preliminary) 
Desert Center Airport Environs 

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE: 
  GENERAL PLAN (2003) AND DESERT CENTER AREA PLAN  

Residential Land Use 

 Compatibility Zones A – D 
 No inconsistencies noted  

Other Policies 

 General Plan 
 Acknowledgement of ALUC policies  
 Established ALUC 60 dB CNEL noise contour policy 
for new residential development 

 Zoning Codes 
 No height limit zoning established 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Non-Residential Land Use 

 Compatibility Zones A – D 
 No inconsistencies noted 
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Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data  (December 2004 Draft) E6–1 

Background Data: 
Jacqueline Cochran Regional Airport and   

Environs 

INTRODUCTION 
Built during World War II and used by both the Army and the Navy, Jacqueline Cochran Regional Airport 
has had several name changes.  As a civilian facility, it was called Thermal Airport from 1948 to 1998.  To 
better reflect its regional function, the name was then changed to Desert Resorts Regional Airport.  The 
most recent name change, to honor the pioneering woman pilot, took place in 2004. 

The airport is located in the lower Coachella Valley of central Riverside County at an elevation of 114 feet 
below sea level.  The facility has two runways:  the primary, north/south runway (17-35) is 8,500 feet in 
length; and a northwest/southeast runway (12-30) measures 5,000 feet.  A new master plan for the airport, 
completed in 2004, calls for extension of Runway 17-35 southward to a length of 10,000 feet.  A future 
parallel, north/south runway that had been included in previous plans has been deleted from the current 
master plan.  A summary of major existing and planned features of the airport is presented in Exhibit JC–
1.  Exhibit JC–2 depicts the updated airport layout plan drawing. 

Annual aircraft operations at Jacqueline Cochran Regional Airport were estimated at 65,000 in 2002.  The 
master plan projects this activity to reach some 110,000 by 2022 and continue to grow along with the ur-
banization of the Coachella Valley.  Growth in business jet usage of the airport is expected to be particu-
larly strong.  For long-range compatibility planning purposes, an “ultimate” activity level of 220,000 annual 
operations is assumed.  Further activity data is detailed in Exhibit JC–3.  Noise impacts generated by the 
current, future, and ultimate activity levels are shown in Exhibits JC–4 through JC–6. The “ultimate” con-
tours are also representative of a peak-season day in 2022.  Exhibit JC–7 presents a compilation of the 
noise, risk, and other factors that form the basis for the compatibility map included in Chapter 3.  

Land uses in the vicinity of the airport are in transition.  As of 2004, the immediate environs are mostly ag-
riculture or undeveloped.  However, urban areas of the city of Coachella are barely a mile north.  Coa-
chella, as well as La Quinta to the west, plan to expand their cities southward.  Within the unincorporated 
county area, a major development—Kohl Ranch—is proposed immediately south of the airport.  This ur-
banization will pose challenges for long-term airport/land use compatibility.  Exhibits JC–8 and JC–9 pre-
sent tabular and map summaries of current and planned land uses around the airport.  Exhibit JC–10 detail 
tabular and mapping of significant conflicts between the compatibility plan and local land use plans. 
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E6–2 Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data  (December 2004 Draft) 

Exhibit JC–1 

Airport Features Summary 
Jacqueline Cochran Regional Airport 

GENERAL INFORMATION 
 Airport Ownership:  County of Riverside 
 Property Size 

 Fee title:  1,752 acres 
 Avigation easements:  None 

 Airport Classification:  Transport 
 Airport Elevation:  minus 114 feet MSL 

RUNWAY/TAXIWAY DESIGN 

Runway 12-30 
 Critical Aircraft:  Medium twin 
 Airport Reference Code:  B-II 
 Dimensions:  5,000 ft. long, 100 ft. wide 
 Pavement Strength (main landing gear configuration) 

 20,000 lbs (single wheel) 
 Average Gradient:  0.22% (rising to northwest) 
 Runway Lighting: 

 Medium-intensity edge lights (MIRL) 
 Primary Taxiways:  Full-length parallel on southwest 

Runway 17-35 
 Critical Aircraft:  Boeing Business Jet 2 
 Airport Reference Code:  D-III 
 Dimensions:  8,500 ft. long, 150 ft. wide 
 Pavement Strength (main landing gear configuration) 

 174,000 lbs (dual wheel) 
 Average Gradient:  0.24% (rising to north) 
 Runway Lighting: 

 Medium-intensity edge lights (MIRL) 
 Runways 17, 35: (Runway End Indicator Lights (REILs) 

 Primary Taxiways:  Full-length parallel on west 

AIRPORT PLANNING DOCUMENTS 
 Airport Master Plan 

 Approved by Riverside County Board of Supervisors 
December 2004 

 Airport Layout Plan Drawing 
 Aproved by Riverside County Board of Supervisors 
December 2004 

TRAFFIC PATTERNS AND APPROACH PROCEDURES 
 Airplane Traffic Patterns 

 All runways:  Left traffic 
 Pattern altitude:  1,000 ft. AGL 

 Instrument Approach Procedures (lowest minimums) 
 Runway 30 VOR/DME 

 Straight-in (1 mi. visibility, 240 ft. descent height) 
 Circling (1 mi. visibility, 340 ft. descent height) 

 Runway 30 RNAV (GPS ) 
 Straight-in (1 mi. visibility, 260 ft. descent height) 
 Circling (1 mi. visibility, 320 ft. descent height) 

 Runway 35 RNAV (GPS ) 
 Straight-in (1 mi. visibility, 700 ft. descent height) 
 Circling (1 mi. visibility, 700 ft. descent height) 

 All runways VOR  
 Circling (1¼ mi. visibility; 1,100 ft. descent height) 

 Standard Inst. Departure Procedures:  None 
 Visual Approach Aids 

 Airport:  Rotating beacon 
 Runway 35:  Precision Approach Path Indicator (3.0°) 
 Runway 17:  Visual Approach Slope Indicator (3.0°) 

 Operational Restrictions / Noise Abatement Procedures 
 None  

APPROACH PROTECTION 
 Runway Protection Zones (RPZs) 

 Runway 17:  1,700-ft. long; majority on airport property 
 Runway 35:  1,000-ft. long; ½ on airport property 
 Runways 12 and 30:  1,000-ft. long; all on airport 

 Approach Obstacles  
 Runway 17:  Road 
 Runway 30:  Trees 580 ft. beyond runway end 

BUILDING AREA 
 Location:  North side of airport, between runways 
 Aircraft Parking Capacity 

 Hangar spaces:  56 
 Tiedowns:  43 

 Other Major Facilities 
 Riverside County fire station 

 Services 
 Fuel:  100LL, Jet A (24-hour call out) 
 Other:  Aircraft rental, maintenance and storage; sea-
sonal sailplane rides 

POTENTIAL FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS 
 Airfield 

 Extend Runway 35 to 10,000-ft. 
 Establish Runway 35 straight-in precision approach 
 Establish Runway 17 nonprecision approach 
 Construct helicopter facility south of Taxiway A 

 Building Area 
 Add up to 130 hangar spaces 
 Expand transient apron for large business jets 

 Property 
 Acquire 128 acres for Runway 35 extension and RPZ 
 Acquire 62 acres for future aviation use west of Run-
way 35 approach end 

 Acquire 8 acres for Runway17 RPZ 
 Release 60 acres on north and south as excess to 
aviation needs 
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Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data  (December 2004 Draft) E6–3 

Exhibit JC–3 

Airport Activity Data Summary 
Jacqueline Cochran Regional Airport 

BASED AIRCRAFT 
 Current  a Future a Ultimate  

 2002 data   2025 
 Aircraft Type 
  Single-Engine 51 161  
  Twin-Engine Piston   data 
      & Turboprop 14 54 not 
  Business Jets 4  34 available 
  Helicopters / Others 2 6  
   Total 71 255  

AIRCRAFT OPERATIONS 
 Current  a Future a Ultimate b 

 2002 data   2025 
 Total 
  Annual  65,000  110,000  220,000  
  Average Day 178 301 603 c 
 
 Distribution by Aircraft Type 
  Single-Engine 35% 29% 25% 
  Twin-Engine Piston 15% 12% 10% 
  Twin-Engine, 
    Turboprop 22% 23% 24% 
  Business & Large Jet 26% 33% 37% 
  Helicopters / Other 2% 3% 4% 
 
 Distribution by Type of Operation 
  Local (incl. touch-and-goes)    
   Single-Engine 34% 34% 33% 
   Twin-Engine Piston 30% 30% 30% 
   Turboprop 10% 10% 10% 
   All Others 100% 100% 100% 
    Total 19% 15% 14% 
  Itinerant 
   Single-Engine 66% 66% 67% 
   Twin-Engine Piston 70% 70% 70%
   Turboprop 90% 90% 90% 
   All Others 100% 100% 100% 
    Total 57% 55% 76% 

TIME OF DAY DISTRIBUTION a 
 Current  Future & 

   Ultimate 
 Single-Engine 
  Day 95.0% no 
  Evening 3.0% change 
  Night 2.0% 
 Twin-Engine, Piston 
  Day 96.0% no 
  Evening 2.5% change 
  Night 1.5% 
 Large (Charter) Jets 
  Day 90% no 
  Evening 5% change 
  Night 5% 
 Business Jets & Other Aircraft 
  Day 98.0% no 
  Evening 1.5% change 
  Night 0.5%  

RUNWAY USE DISTRIBUTION a 
 Current  Future & 

   Ultimate 
Takeoffs & Landings 
 Single & Twin-Engine, Piston – Day/Evening/Night 
   Runway 17 20%  
   Runway 35 70% no 
   Runway 12 3% change 
   Runway 30 7% 
 Twin-Engine Turboprop& Helicopter – Day/Evening/Night 
   Runway 17 22%  
   Runway 35 74% no 
   Runway 12 1%   change 
   Runway 30 3% 
 Small Business Jets – Day/Evening/Night 
   Runway 17 10%  
   Runway 35 86% no 
   Runway 12 0%   change 
   Runway 30 4% 
 Medium Business Jets & Large Jets – Day/Evening/Nigh
   Runway 17 5% no 
   Runway 35 95%   change 

FLIGHT TRACK USAGE a 
Current & Future 

 Approaches, Runway 17 
 All:  90% right traffic; 10% straight in 

 Approaches, Runway 35 
 Jets: 60% left traffic; 40% straight in 
 Others: 60% left traffic; 10% right traffic; 30% straight  

 Approaches, Runways 12 & 30 
 All: 100% straight in 

 
 Departures, Runway 17 

 Jets:  100% straight out 
 Others:  60% left turns; 10% right turns; 30% straight 

 Departures, Runway 35 
 Med & Large Jets:  80% left; 10% right; 10% straight 
 Others:  80% left turns; 10% right turns; 10% straight 

 Departures, Runways 12 & 30 
 All:  100% straight out 

Notes 
a Source:  Jacqueline Cochran Regional Airport Master Plan (December 2004) and Environmental Baseline Data/CEQA Initial 

Study (December 2004); 2022 Airport Master Plan forecast assumed as 2025 for compatibility planning purposes  
b Source:  Estimated/projected by Mead & Hunt for compatibility planning purposes; reflects time frame beyond 20 years 
c Ultimate annual average day also representative of future peak season average day 
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Exhibit JC–8 

Airport Environs Information 
Jacqueline Cochran Regional Airport 

AIRPORT SITE 
 Location 

 Central Riverside County 
 25 miles southeast of Palm Springs 
 10 miles northeast of Salton Sea 

 Nearby Terrain 
 Situated on floor of Coachella Valley at elevation of 
114 ft. below sea level; mostly flat terrain nearby 

 Santa Rosa Mountains 10± miles southwest; Toro 
Peak (elev. 8,716 ft.) 16 miles southwest 

 Mecca Hills 2± miles northeast; Little San Bernardino 
Mountains 8± miles northeast (peak elevations mostly 
5,000-6,000 feet MSL) 

AIRPORT ENVIRONS LAND USE JURISDICTIONS 
 County of Riverside 

 Airport within unincorporated county jurisdiction 
 Community of Thermal at northeast corner of airport 

 City of Coachella 
 City limits touch northwest corner of airport (area is 
within Augustine Indian Reservation) and within 1 mile 
north of Runway 17 approach end 

 City sphere including additional area north west of air-
port 

 City of Indio 
 Nearest point within city limits, 4 miles northwest (out-
side airport influence area) 

 City of La Quinta 
 Southern extension of city within 3 miles west  

STATUS OF COMMUNITY PLANS  
 Riverside County 

 General Plan, a portion of Riverside County Integrated 
Project, adopted by Board of Supervisors Oct. 2003 

 Kohl Ranch Specific Plan, amended January 2003 
 City of Coachella 

 General Plan 2020 adopted October 1998 
 City of La Quinta 

 General Plan adopted early 2002 
 Land use map updated March 2002 

EXISTING AIRPORT AREA LAND USES 
 General Character 

 Predominantly agriculture or undeveloped desert 
within 1 mile; urban areas farther north 

 Runway Approaches 
 Northwest (Runway 12):  Undeveloped near runway; 
high school 2.0 miles from runway end 

 Southeast (Runway 30):  Agriculture and undeveloped 
 North (Runway 17):  Undeveloped near runway; Hwy 
111, 1½ miles from runway end 

 South (Runway 35):  Agriculture, undeveloped desert 
 Traffic Patterns 

 Southwest:  Agriculture and undeveloped 
 East:  Community of Thermal on northeast; agriculture 
elsewhere 

PLANNED AIRPORT AREA LAND USES 
 Riverside County 

 North:  Heavy & light industrial within 1 mile of runway 
 East:  Additional urban uses (residential, light indus-
trial, commercial) in Thermal; agriculture south of town 

 South:  New community (Kohl Ranch) along extended 
runway centerline; open space & industrial up to 1 mile 
beyond existing runway end 

 West:  Vista Santa Rosa Policy Area to remain agricul-
tural & rural residential 

 City of Coachella 
 Light industrial north of airport 
 Commercial & low-density residential along Hwy 86 
beyond 1 mile from airport 

 Very-low-density residential in West Coachella 
 City of La Quinta 

 Low-density residential to west outside city sphere 
 New community to south, as in county plan; outside 
city sphere of influence 
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Exhibit JC–8, continued 

ESTABLISHED AIRPORT COMPATIBILITY MEASURES 
Riverside County 

 Riverside County General Plan 
 Prohibit new residential uses, except single-family 
dwellings on legal residential lots of record, within air-
ports’ 60 dB CNEL contour as defined by ALUC (Policy 
N 7.4) 

 Safety compatibility zones and criteria from previous 
compatibility plan incorporated into General Plan 

 Review all proposed projects and require consistency 
with any applicable compatibility plan (LU 14.2) 

 Submit proposed actions and projects to ALUC as re-
quired by state law (Policy LU 1.9); other actions may 
be submitted on voluntary and advisory basis (LU 
14.8) 

 Kohl Ranch Specific Plan 
 Incorporates safety compatibility guidelines from 1992 
ALUC Comprehensive Land Use Plan 

 Sets guidelines for water features to minimize bird at-
traction 

 No mention of noise standards noted 

 
City of Coachella 

 City of Coachella General Plan 
 “… designate land use patterns to avoid conflicts be-
tween new development and flight approaches to the 
airport, and to avoid placing conflicting land uses ad-
jacent to airport property” (pg 18) 

 “Within the Thermal Airport Master Plan boundary, the 
Thermal Airport Master Plan is the official General Plan 
land use diagram, except where specific land uses 
have been assigned.  The Master Plan should be con-
sulted for a detailed understanding of allowable land 
uses and maximum densities or intensities.” (Land Use 
Element) 

City of La Quinta 
 General Plan Land Use Element 

 “City shall consider airport Master Plans in all devel-
opment proposals adjacent to … airport” (Policy 4) 

 “Coordinate and cooperate with Riverside County Air-
port [Land Use?] Commission …” to assure that the 
airport continues to meet the city’s existing and future 
transportation, commercial, and emergency needs 
(Policy 9) 
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 Exhibit JC–10 

General Plan Consistency Review (Preliminary) 
Jacqueline Cochran Regional Airport Environs 

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE: 
  GENERAL PLAN (2003)  

Residential Land Use  

 Compatibility Zone B1 
 Medium-Density Residential (2.1 to 5.0 dwelling units 
per acre) designation south of 62nd Avenue [R1] 
conflicts with Zone B1 compatibility criteria  

 Compatibility Zone C 
 Medium-Density Residential (2.1 to 5.0 dwelling units 
per acre), Medium-High Density Residential (5.1 to 8.0 
dwelling units per acre), and Very-High Density 
Residential (14.1 to 20.0 dwelling units per acre) 
designations south of airport [R2] conflict with Zone C 
compatibility criteria 

 Compatibility Zone D 
 Low-Density, Very-Low Density, and Estate Density 
Residential (0.4 to 2.0 dwelling units per acre) 
designations west of airport [R3] potentially conflict 
with the high- and- low options for Zone D  

 Medium Density Residential (2.1 to 5.0 dwelling units 
per acre), Medium-High Density Residential (5.1 to 8.0 
dwelling units per acre), and High-Density Residential 
(8.1 to 14.0 dwelling units per acre) designations east 
of airport [R4] potentially conflict with the high- and     
-low density options for Zone D  

 Medium Density Residential (2.1 to 5.0 dwelling units 
per acre), Medium-High Density Residential (5.1 to 8.0 
dwelling units per acre), and Highest Density 
Residential (>20 dwelling units per acre) designations 
south of airport [R5] potentially conflict with the high- 
and -low density options for Zone D 

 Compatibility Zone E 
 No inconsistencies noted 

  

Other Policies 

 General Plan 
 Acknowledgement of ALUC policies–no conflict  
 Established ALUC 60 dB CNEL noise contour policy 
for new residential development–no conflict 

 Zoning Codes 
 No height limit zoning established 

 
 

Non-Residential Land Use  

 Compatibility Zone A 
 A potential conflict exists in Zone A; a portion of the 
northeast corner of Zone A (north of Airport 
Boulevard) is designated as Heavy Industrial/ 
Warehousing [R6]; no structures are allowed in Zone 
A; site proposed for airport acquisition  

 Compatibility Zone B1 
 Potential Conflict: Zone B1 intensity limits (25 
people/acre)apply to areas designated as Heavy 
Industrial and Light Industrial/Warehousing (north and 
south of airport) and Low and High Intensity 
Commercial/Office south of the airport [R7]  

 Compatibility Zone B2 
 Potential Conflict: Zone B2 intensity limits (100 
people/acre) apply to areas designated as Heavy 
Industrial and Light Industrial/Warehousing east of 
airport [R8] 

 Compatibility Zone C 
 Potential Conflict: Zone C intensity limits (75 
people/acre) apply to areas designated as Heavy 
Industrial and Light Industrial/Warehousing north and 
south of airport [R9], High Intensity Commercial/Office 
south of airport [R10], and Light Industrial/Warehous-
ing and Low-Intensity Commercial/Office west of the 
airport [R11]  

 Compatibility Zone D 
 Potential Conflict: Zone D intensity limits (100 
people/acre) apply to areas designated as Heavy 
Industrial, Light Industrial/Warehousing, and Low-
Intensity Commercial north, south, and east of airport 
[R12]  

 Compatibility Zone E 
 No inconsistencies noted  

AUGUSTINE INDIAN RESERVATION 
 Compatibility Zone C 

 Potential Conflict: Zone C intensity limits (75 
people/acre) apply to Indian lands northwest of airport 
[A1] 

 Compatibility Zone D 
 Potential Conflict: Zone D intensity limits (100 
people/acre) apply to Indian lands northwest of airport 
[A2] 

Note: This is an initial land use consistency review prepared for the purpose of identifying areas where a conflict exists or 
potentially exists with ALUC compatibility zone criteria.  This review is based upon available general plan documents and 
does not take into account existing land use.  When a conflict between the general plan and compatibility criteria exists, it is 
not deemed inconsistent when the general plan is merely representing existing development.  A more comprehensive 
analysis is necessary at the time a general plan land modification is presented to the ALUC for review.     
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CITY OF COACHELLA: 
  GENERAL PLAN (1998), AND ZONING CODES 

Residential Land Use  

 Compatibility Zone D 
 Residential land use designations with densities 
ranging from 5.1 to 8.0 dwelling units per acre  north 
of the airport [C1] potentially conflict with the high- 
and- low options for Zone D 

 Compatibility Zone E 
 No inconsistencies noted  

Other Policies 

 General Plan 
 The Circulation Element “encourages implementation 
of the Thermal Airport Master Plan as it relates to 
safety, land use, and noise.” 

 No acknowledgment of ALUC coordination 
 The General Plan should be amended to incorporate 
the current ALUC Compatibility Plan with respect to 
Jacqueline Cochran Regional Airport  

 Noise policy conditionally allows residential 
development up to 70 dB CNEL conflicts with 
Compatibility Plan limit of 60 dB CNEL  

 Zoning Codes 
 Airport height limit zoning not established 

 
 
 

Non-Residential Land Use  

 Compatibility Zone C 
 Potential Conflict: Zone C intensity limits (75 
people/acre) apply to area designated as Light 
Industrial/Warehousing north of airport [C2]  

 Compatibility Zone D 
 Potential Conflict: Zone D intensity limits (100 
people/acre) apply to areas designated as Light 
Industrial/Warehousing and Low-Intensity 
Commercial/Office northwest and northeast of airport 
[C3]  

 Compatibility Zone E 
 No inconsistencies noted 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
Note: This is an initial land use consistency review prepared for the purpose of identifying areas where a conflict exists or 
potentially exists with ALUC compatibility zone criteria.  This review is based upon available general plan documents and 
does not take into account existing land use.  When a conflict between the general plan and compatibility criteria exists, it 
is not deemed inconsistent when the general plan is merely representing existing development.  A more comprehensive 
analysis is necessary at the time a general plan land modification is presented to the ALUC for review.     
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Background Data: 
Palm Springs International Airport 

 and Environs 

INTRODUCTION 
Palm Springs International Airport, the sole air carrier airport in Riverside County, provides both 
scheduled airline and general aviation access to the Coachella Valley and surrounding desert region.  
Airlines serving the airport provide nonstop service all along the west coast, including Canada, and as 
far east as Chicago.  In 2002, almost 1.3 million enplaning and deplaning passengers passed through the 
airport.  Together with general aviation activity, total aircraft operations reached nearly 110,000.  Some 
127 general aviation aircraft are based at the airport. 

A new Master Plan, adopted by the Palm Springs City Council in May 2003, envisions continued 
growth of the airport.  Total airline passengers are projected to reach 2.7 million in 2020, over double 
the present passenger volume.  Aircraft operations and based aircraft are both expected nearly double, 
reaching 170,000 and 220, respectively.  To accommodate this growth, major improvements to the air-
line terminal and construction of new general aviation aircraft hangars are planned.  Establishment of a 
precision instrument approach procedure from the south is proposed, but no physical changes to the 
runway system are included in the plan. 

From a land use compatibility perspective, the projected increases in airport activity might be expected 
to result in greater impacts.  However, airline and corporate jets are the major source of current noise 
impacts and these aircraft will get quieter as newer models are added to the airline and general aviation 
fleets.  The effect on Palm Springs International Airport noise impacts is that the long-range (2022) 
noise contours are expected to be slightly smaller than the present contours despite the projected activ-
ity growth.  The larger, current contours are therefore used for compatibility planning purposes. 

Lands in the immediate vicinity of the airport are heavily urbanized.  Residential uses predominate to 
the north and industrial uses to the south.  Except for additional industrial development planned along 
the airport’s northeast side and as infill to the south, most opportunities for new land use development 
are two miles or more distant. 

Information about the airport and its surroundings is summarized on the following pages.  Exhibits 
PS–1 through PS–7 focus on the airport’s features, activity, and noise impacts.  Current and planned 
land uses are described in the tables and maps presented in Exhibits PS–8 through PS–10. 
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Exhibit PS–1 

Airport Features Summary 
Palm Springs International Airport 

GENERAL INFORMATION 
 Airport Ownership:  City of Palm Springs 
 Year Opened:  1939 
 Property Size 

 Fee title:  932 acres 
 Avigation easements:  16 acres 

 Airport Classification:  Primary Commercial Service 
 Airport Elevation:  474 feet MSL 

AIRPORT PLANNING DOCUMENTS 
 Airport Master Plan 

 Adopted by City Council, May 2003 
 Airport Layout Plan Drawing 

 Last updated, May 2003 
 FAR Part 150 Airport Noise Compatibility Program 

 Approved by FAA, June 1994 

RUNWAY/TAXIWAY DESIGN 
Runway 13R-31L 

 Critical Aircraft:  DC-10, B-747 
 Airport Reference Code:  D-IV 
 Dimensions:  10,000 ft. long, 150 ft. wide 

 Runway 13R end displaced 3,000 ft. 
 Runway 31L end displaced 1,500 ft. 

 Pavement Strength:  (main landing gear configuration) 
 105,000 lbs (single wheel) 
 200,000 lbs (dual wheel) 
 330,000 lbs (dual-tandem wheel) 
 800,000 lbs (double-dual-tandem-wheel) 

 Average Gradient:  0.8% (rising to north) 
 Runway Lighting:  High-intensity edge lights (HIRL) 
 Primary Taxiways:  Full-length parallel on both sides 

Runway 13L-31R 
 Critical Aircraft:  Medium twin 
 Airport Reference Code:  B-II 
 Dimensions:  4,952 ft. long, 75 ft. wide 
 Pavement Strength:  (main landing gear configuration) 

 12,500 lbs (single wheel) 
 60,000 lbs (dual wheel) 

 Average Gradient:  0.9% (rising to north) 
 Runway Lighting:  Medium-intensity edge lights (MIRL) 
 Primary Taxiways:  Full-length parallel on east side 

TRAFFIC PATTERNS AND APPROACH PROCEDURES 
 Airplane Traffic Patterns 

 Runways 13L, 13R:  Left traffic 
 Runways 31L, 31R:  Right traffic 
 Pattern Altitude:  1,000 ft. AGL small aircraft, 1,500 ft. 
AGL others 

 Instrument Approach Procedures (lowest minimums) 
 Runway 31L VOR or GPS-B 

 Circling (1¼ mile visibility, 1,900 ft. descent height) 
 Standard Inst. Departure Procedures (initial direction) 

 Runways 13L/R:  Climbing left turn to 040° 
 Runways 31L/R:  Climbing right turn 

 Visual Approach Aids 
 Runway 13R:  VASI (3.0°); REIL 
 Runway  31L:  PAPI (3.0°); REIL 
 Runway  13L:  PAPI (3.5°); REIL 
 Runway  31R:  PAPI (3.5°); REIL 

 Operational Restrictions / Noise Abatement Procedures 
 Calm winds:  Use Runway 13 
 Noise-sensitive area all quadrants; use quiet flight pro-
cedures 

 Runways 13R, 31L thresholds displaced for noise 
abatement  

APPROACH PROTECTION 
 Runway Protection Zones (RPZ) 

 Rwys 13L, 31R:  1,000 ft. long; all on airport property 
 Runway 13R:  1,700 ft.; most on airport 
 Runway 31L:  1,700 ft.; ½ on airport 

 Approach Obstacles 
 Runway 13R:  None close in; distant rising terrain 
 Runway  31L:  None close in; distant rising terrain 

BUILDING AREA 
 Location:  South side and northwest along property line 
 Aircraft Parking Capacity 

 Hangar spaces:  75 (includes FBO, Skywest hangars) 
 Tiedowns:  90 

 Other Major Facilities 
 Air traffic control tower 
 Pilots lounge 

 Services 
 Fuel:  100LL, Jet A (via truck, 6:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m.) 
 Commercial airline service 
 Other:  Aircraft rental & instruction; aircraft mainte-
nance & modification; sightseeing tours 

 

PLANNED FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS 
 Airfield 

 Add approach light system to Runway 31L 
 Establish Rwy 31L Cat. I precision inst. approach 

 Building Area 
 Replace air traffic control tower 
 Expand terminal apron 

 Property 
 No planned acquisition 
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Exhibit PS–3 

Airport Activity Data Summary 
Palm Springs International Airport 

BASED AIRCRAFT 
 Current a Future b 

 2002 data 2025 
 Aircraft Type 
  Single-Engine 99 152 
  Twin-Engine Piston 20 35 
  Turboprop 4 18 
  Turbojet 2  11 
  Helicopters 2 1  
   Total 127 220  

AIRLINE ACTIVITY 
 Current a Future b 

 2002 data 2025 
 Enplaned Passengers 642,458 1,350,000 
 Air Carrier Operations 35,786 56,460  

AIRCRAFT OPERATIONS 
 Current a Future b 

 2002 data 2025 
 Total 
  Annual 109,544  170,260  
  Average Day 304 473 
 
 Distribution by Aircraft Type 
  Single-Engine 51% 49% 
  Twin-Engine 
   Piston & Turboprop 4% 5% 
  Business Jet 8% 11% 
  Helicopter 2% 3% 
  Airline, Jet & Turboprop 35% 32% 
 
 Distribution by Type of Operation 
  Local 14% 14%  
      (incl. touch-and-goes) 
  Itinerant 86% 86% 
 

 

TIME OF DAY DISTRIBUTION 
 Current c Future b 

 Airline 
  Day 77% 76% 
  Evening 14% 19% 
  Night 9% 5% 
 Other Airplanes 
  Day 78% no 
  Evening 15% change 
  Night 7% 
 Helicopters 
  Day 81% no 
  Evening 15% change 
  Night 4%  

RUNWAY USE DISTRIBUTION 
 Current c Future b 

 General Aviation, Local 
  Takeoffs & Landings 
   Runway 13L 35% no  
   Runway 31R 65% change 
   Runway 13R 0% 
   Runway 31L 0% 
 General Aviation, Itinerant 
  Takeoffs & Landings   
   Runway 13L 17% no  
   Runway 31R 32% change 
   Runway 13R 18% 
   Runway 31L 33% 
 Business Jet & Commuter Airline 
  Takeoffs & Landings 
   Runway 13L 4% no  
   Runway 31R 5% change 
   Runway 13R 32% 
   Runway 31L 60% 
 Air Carrier 
  Takeoffs & Landings 
   Runway 13L 0% no  
   Runway 31R 0% change 
   Runway 13R 35% 
   Runway 31L 65%  

FLIGHT TRACK USAGE c 
Current and Future 

 Approaches generally straight-in except for tough-and-go 
 Departures turn eastward to avoid residential areas and 
San Jacinto Mountains 

 

 
Notes 

a Source:  Airport management records 
b Source:  2003 Airport Master Plan forecast for 2020 assumed as 2025 for compatibility planning purposes 
c Source:  2003 Airport Master Plan estimates 
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Exhibit PS–8 

Airport Environs Information 
Palm Springs International Airport 

AIRPORT SITE 
 Location 

 Central Riverside County 
 Eastern edge of city; 2 miles from Palm Springs central 
business district 

 Nearby Terrain 
 Flat floor of Coachella Valley in immediate vicinity; air-
port elevation 474 ft. MSL 

 Murray Hill (elevation 2,210 ft.) 4± miles south 
 Base of San Jacinto Mountains 3 miles west; Mt. San 
Jacinto peak (elevation 10,804 ft.) 10± miles west 

AIRPORT ENVIRONS LAND USE JURISDICTIONS 
 County of Riverside 

 Nearest unincorporated area 2½ miles north 
 City of Cathedral City 

 City limits within ¼ mile east of airport and 2 miles 
southeast (along runway approach) 

 City of Palm Springs 
 Airport entirely within the city limits 

 City of Rancho Mirage 
 City limits 3± miles southeast along future precision in-
strument approach route   

STATUS OF COMMUNITY PLANS  
 City of Cathedral City 

 General plan adopted July 2002 
 City of Palm Springs 

 General Plan adopted March 1993 
 City of Rancho Mirage 

 General Plan adopted 1996 

EXISTING AIRPORT AREA LAND USES 
 General Character 

 Mostly urban uses, particularly residential, except un-
developed desert land to northeast and southeast 

 Runway Approaches 
 Northwest (Runways 13R/L):  Residential within ½ mile 
of Rwy 13R end (landing threshold displaced 3,000 ft.); 
religious facility 4,000± ft. from runway end; desert be-
yond 1½ mile 

 Southeast (Runways 31R/L):  Generally undeveloped 
desert within 1½ miles, except some commercial/in-
dustrial uses within ¼ mile of Rwy 31L end (landing 
threshold displaced 1,500 ft.); urban residential and 
golf courses beyond 1½ mile 

 Traffic Patterns 
 Northeast:  Whitewater River Storm Channel (1 mile 
distant); residential and golf course beyond 

 No pattern on southwest 

PLANNED AIRPORT AREA LAND USES 
 City of Cathedral City 

 Southeast:  Mostly existing resort/low-density residen-
tial and open space; scattered commercial uses 

 City of Palm Springs 
 North:  Industrial uses bordering airport property; exist-
ing low-density residential beyond 

 East:  Industrial uses adjacent to airport 
 Southeast:  Large industrial area off runway ends 
 South and West:  Infill of existing urban uses 

 City of Rancho Mirage 
 West of Hwy 111 beneath future ILS approach corri-
dor:  Infill commercial and industrial uses 

ESTABLISHED AIRPORT COMPATIBILITY MEASURES 
 City of Cathedral City General Plan 

 Single-family residential conditionally acceptable 
within 55-CNEL contour; normally unacceptable within 
70-CNEL contour 

 Multi-family residences and other noise-sensitive de-
velopment conditionally acceptable within 60 CNEL 
noise contour and normally unacceptable above 70 
CNEL 

 
 City of Palm Springs General Plan 

 Residential uses normally acceptable between 60 and 
70 CNEL; rural/low-density residential clearly unac-
ceptable above 70-CNEL; medium- to high-density 
residential normally unacceptable between 70 and 75 
CNEL and clearly unacceptable above 75 CNEL 

 City of Palm Springs Zoning Codes 
 Within Airport (A) zone, height of structures limited to 
30 feet; soundproofing and avigation easement guide-
lines established 

 No airport-related height limit zoning 
 City of Rancho Mirage General Plan 

 Residential and other noise-sensitive uses condition-
ally acceptable below 55 CNEL; generally unaccept-
able above 65 CNEL 
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BACKGROUND DATA:  PALM SPRINGS INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT AND ENVIRONS    CHAPTER E7 
 

Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data (March 2005) E7–9 

Exhibit PS–10 

General Plan Consistency Review (Preliminary) 
Palm Springs International Airport Environs 

 

CITY OF CATHEDRAL CITY: 
  GENERAL PLAN (2002) 

Residential Land Use 
 Compatibility Zone C 

 Residential designations with densities ranging from 
2.1 to 5.0 dwelling units/acre and 5.1 to 8.0 dwelling 
units/acre conflict with Zone C  compatibility criteria 
south-southeast of airport [C1] 

 Compatibility Zone D 
 Residential designations with densities ranging from 
2.1 to 5.0 dwelling units/acre 5.1 to 8.0 dwelling 
units/acre east and southeast of airport potentially 
conflict with the high-and-low options of Zone D [C2]  

Other Policies 
 General Plan 

 No acknowledgement of ALUC coordination 
 Noise policy allowing up to 70 dB CNEL for residential 
development conflicts with Compatibility Plan limit of 
60 dB CNEL 

 Zoning Codes 
 No airport-related height limit zoning established 

 

Non-Residential Land Use 
 Compatibility Zone D  

 Zone D intensity limits (100 people/acre) apply to 
areas designated as Low-Intensity Commercial/Office 
south-southeast of airport [C3] 

 

Note: This is an initial land use consistency review prepared for the purpose of identifying areas where a conflict exists or 
potentially exists with ALUC compatibility zone criteria.  This review is based upon available general plan documents and 
does not take into account existing land use.  When a conflict between the general plan and compatibility criteria exists, it is 
not deemed inconsistent when the general plan is merely representing existing development.  A more comprehensive 
analysis is necessary at the time a general plan land modification is presented to the ALUC for review. 

 

 



CHAPTER E7     BACKGROUND DATA:  PALM SPRINGS INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT AND ENVIRONS 
 

E7–10 Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data (March 2005) 

Exhibit PS–10, continued 
 
 
 
 

CITY OF PALM SPRINGS: 
  GENERAL PLAN (1993), AND ZONING CODES 

Residential Land Use 
 Compatibility Zone B1 

 Residential development within this zone is existing 
and therefore not in conflict with the ALUCP 

 Compatibility Zone C 
 Planned residential development in these areas north 
of airport are consistent with Policy PS.2.2 which 
allows residential densities of either less than 0.2 du/ac 
or between 3.0 and 15.0 du/ac [P1a] 

 Residential designations with densities ranging from 
2.1 to 5.0 du/acre southeast of airport are consistent 
with Policy PS.2.2 [P1b] 

 Compatibility Zone D 
 Planned residential development in these areas are 
consistent with Policy PS.2.3 which allows residential 
densities of either less than 0.2 du/ac or at least 3.0 
du/ac [P2] 

 Compatibility Zone E 
 No inconsistencies noted  

Other Policies 
 General Plan 

 No acknowledgment of ALUC coordination 
 Noise policy allows residential development up to 70 
dB CNEL conflicts with Compatibility Plan limit of 60 
dB CNEL  

 Zoning Codes 
 No height limit zoning established 

 

Non-Residential Land Use 
 Compatibility Zone A 

 Light Industrial/ Warehousing designation at the 
northern edge of airport and Other Public/Institutional 
designation at the southern edge of the airport conflict 
with Zone A compatibility  criteria; no structures are 
allowed in Zone A [P3] 

 Compatibility Zone B1 
 Basic Zone B1 intensity limits (25 people/acre) apply 
to areas designated as Light Industrial Warehousing at 
the north-western edge of the airport [P4] 

 Within the designated portion of Zone B1, Policy 
PS.2.4(a) permits usage intensities of 40 to 50 people 
per acre depending upon the amount of open land on 
the site.  Most of the Light Industrial/Warehousing 
uses planned for this area are expected to be 
consistent with these criteria, but specific higher-
intensity uses such as retail stores may not be [P5] 

 Compatibility Zone C 
 Planned Light Industrial Warehousing on the north 
side of the airport are assumed to be consistent with 
the basic intensity limit of 75 people/acre; high-
intensity uses must be prevented, however [P6] 

 Within the designated portion of Zone C, Policy 
PS.2.4(b) permits usage intensities of 80 to100 people 
per acre depending upon the amount of open land on 
the site.  Most of the Light Industrial/Warehousing 
uses planned for this area are expected to be 
consistent with these criteria, but specific higher-
intensity uses such as retail stores may not be [P7] 

 Compatibility Zone D 
 Basic intensity limit in Zone D is 100 people/acre.   
Most of the Light Industrial/Warehousing uses 
planned for this area are expected to be consistent 
with these criteria, but specific higher-intensity uses 
such as retail stores may not be [P8] 

 Compatibility Zone E 
 No inconsistencies noted 

Note: This is an initial land use consistency review prepared for the purpose of identifying areas where a conflict exists or 
potentially exists with ALUC compatibility zone criteria.  This review is based upon available general plan documents and 
does not take into account existing land use.  When a conflict between the general plan and compatibility criteria exists, it is 
not deemed inconsistent when the general plan is merely representing existing development.  A more comprehensive 
analysis is necessary at the time a general plan land modification is presented to the ALUC for review. 

 

 



BACKGROUND DATA:  PALM SPRINGS INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT AND ENVIRONS    CHAPTER E7 
 

Riverside County ALUCP—East County Airports Background Data (March 2005) E7–11 

Exhibit PS–10, continued 
 
 
 
 

CITY OF RANCHO MIRAGE: 
  GENERAL PLAN (1998) 

Non-Residential Land Use 
 Compatibility Zone E 

 No inconsistencies noted 

Other Policies 
 General Plan 

 No acknowledgement of ALUC coordination 
 Noise policy conditional acceptance of up to 65 dB 
CNEL for residential development conflicts with 
Compatibility Plan limit of 60 dB CNEL 

 Zoning Codes 
 No airport-related height limit zoning established 

Note: This is an initial land use consistency review prepared for the purpose of identifying areas where a conflict exists or 
potentially exists with ALUC compatibility zone criteria.  This review is based upon available general plan documents and 
does not take into account existing land use.  When a conflict between the general plan and compatibility criteria exists, it is 
not deemed inconsistent when the general plan is merely representing existing development.  A more comprehensive 
analysis is necessary at the time a general plan land modification is presented to the ALUC for review. 

 

 




































































































































































