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Audio recordings are made of this meeting



AGENDA

1. Consent

1.1. Approval of January 29, 2020 Meeting Minutes
1.2. Reports

1.2.1 Monthly Operations Reports: January and February 2020

1.2.2 Monthly Operations Reports: March and April 2020

1.2.3 MSP Complaint Data Assessment
2. Public Comment Period

3. Business

3.1 Eagan Request to FAA
4. Information

4.1 2019 Actual Noise Contour Report and Residential Noise Mitigation Program Eligibility
4.2 Converging Runway Operations Update

4.3 MSP 2040 Long Term Plan Stakeholder Engagement Update
5. Announcements

6. Adjourn
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ITEM 3
3.1. EAGAN REQUEST TO FAA
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Process to Date




Eagan Request Process to Date

Eagan ARC develops
proposals and sends
them to NOC for review
and endorsement

e August 2019

MAC Commission
approves NOC
recommendation and
forwards proposals to
FAA

e December 2019

> @

@

NOC reviews proposal
and recommends MAC
forward four to FAA

e November 2019

FAA completes high
level feasibility review

* February 2020



FAA Departure Procedure Adjustment Process

Amending Instrument Departure Procedures Through Collaboration — A Process Approach

Affected communities

work with the airport

operator to develop a
proposal.

Based on FAA feedback, the airport
operator develops more details about the
proposal and provide that to the FAA.

1. The proposal has to be ripe for evaluation.
2.  Should involve resident air carriers and other
commercial entities with a stake in the outcome.

The airport operator
endorses and supports
the proposal taking into

account existing
infrastructure and
impacts.

1

The proposal is subject to a high level FAA
review focusing on feasibility and safety
of operations.

If the proposal consists of multiple approaches,
please identify the order of preference.

—

FAA conducts appropriate
feasibility and safety assessment.

1.  Parties need to determine and agree
on who would bear the cost of
development and implementation.

2.  Assessment may include a pilot
program that evaluates feasibility of
public acceptance of multiple,
competing procedures.

) 4

If new procedures are
determined appropriate for
implementation, then they are
subject to environmental review
with appropriate community
outreach prior to
implementation.




FAA Response

* Request 1

- “During times with low arrival demand, MSP Tower finds it feasible and safe

to move departures with an initial fix of COULT to runway 12L.”

* Request 2
“The FAA has determined that there is no value in further consideration of
this request since it raises safety and efficiency concerns. Runway 17

departure headings are currently varied to the maximum extent possible. ”

* Request 3
“The FAA has determined that there is no value in further consideration of
this request since it raises safety and efficiency concerns. As discussed
above, Runway 17 departure headings are currently varied to the maximum
extent possible.”

* Request 4

“The FAA has determined that this request potentially has merit if limited
to night-time operations. It should be noted that MSP Air Traffic Control

does not direct aircraft to follow landmarks or geographical features.”

Q

Great Lakes Region
US. Department 2300 East Devon Avenue
of Transporiation Des Plaines, IL 60018
Federal Aviation
Administration

February 14, 2020
Rick King

Chairman, Metropolitan Airports Commission
6040 28" Avenue South
Minneapolis, MN 55450

Re: MSP Departure Procedure Adjustment Requests
Dear Mr. King,

Staff at the Minneapolis Tower (MSP Tower) of the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) has
had the opportunity to review the four requests for changes to how the MSP Tower directs
aircraft departures from runway 17 at Minneapolis St. Paul Airport (MSP) submitted to the FAA
by the MSP Noise Oversight Committee (NOC) through the Metropolitan Airports C: i
(MAC). These requests were outlined are based on a longer list of recommendations developed
by residents of the City of Eagan and are intended to reduce the amount of noise experienced by
Eagan residents.

The FAA has conducted its initial review for feasibility and safety of the proposed changes in
accordance with the flow chart presented to the NOC in the Fall of 2019 at one of its bi-monthly
meetings. The review is a high-level review of the proposed changes and does not constitute a
final commitment by the Agency. However, generally speaking, if the FAA notes that it has
significant concerns, it is unlikely that there would be value in continuing to pursue that

icull dation. Cy ly, if the FAA notes that a particular change may have
merit, an airport may wish to further pursue whether carriers would be willing to accept the
proposed change, as well as assess whether the ding ity would ulti 1
support the FAA adopting the change. Please note that changes to existing processes may
simply shift the noise from one community to another. The FAA expects the MAC to work
with the NOC and with the broader community to resolve these issues. The FAA’s assessment
of each of the four proposed changes is provided below.

Adjustment Request #1

* Direct departures from Runway 17 with an initial departure fix of COULT
or ZMBRO to Runway 12R or Runway 12L unless the departure would
impede or be impeded by arrival traffic to those runways.

The FAA has determined that this request potentially has merit if limited to
departure fix COULT.

During times with low arrival demand, MSP Tower finds it feasible and safe to
move departures with an initial fix of COULT to runway 12L. If MSP Tower
were to move both the COULT and ZMBRO departure fix aircraft to Runway
12R or 12L, efficiency would be lost, causing delays for departures. During times
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FAA Response

« “...the Agency recommends the MAC collaborate with
its resident air carriers and other commercial entities
with a stake in the outcome.”

« “...the FAA anticipates that the MAC will work with the
NOC to make sure there will be broad community
acceptance of the proposed changes since some of the
changes may simply move noise from one community

to another.”

Q

Great Lakes Region
US. Department 2300 East Devon Avenue
of Transporiation Des Plaines, IL 60018
Federal Aviation
Administration

February 14, 2020
Rick King

Chairman, Metropolitan Airports Commission
6040 28" Avenue South
Minneapolis, MN 55450

Re: MSP Departure Procedure Adjustment Requests
Dear Mr. King,

Staff at the Minneapolis Tower (MSP Tower) of the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) has
had the opportunity to review the four requests for changes to how the MSP Tower directs
aircraft departures from runway 17 at Minneapolis St. Paul Airport (MSP) submitted to the FAA
by the MSP Noise Oversight Committee (NOC) through the Metropolitan Airports C: i
(MAC). These requests were outlined are based on a longer list of recommendations developed

by residents of the City of Eagan and are intended to reduce the amount of noise experienced by
Eagan residents.

The FAA has conducted its initial review for feasibility and safety of the proposed changes in
accordance with the flow chart presented to the NOC in the Fall of 2019 at one of its bi-monthly
meetings. The review is a high-level review of the proposed changes and does not constitute a
final commitment by the Agency. However, generally speaking, if the FAA notes that it has
significant concerns, it is unlikely that there would be value in continuing to pursue that

icull dation. Cy ly, if the FAA notes that a particular change may have
merit, an airport may wish to further pursue whether carriers would be willing to accept the
proposed change, as well as assess whether the ding ity would ulti 1
support the FAA adopting the change. Please note that changes to existing processes may
simply shift the noise from one community to another. The FAA expects the MAC to work
with the NOC and with the broader community to resolve these issues. The FAA’s assessment
of each of the four proposed changes is provided below.

Adjustment Request #1

* Direct departures from Runway 17 with an initial departure fix of COULT
or ZMBRO to Runway 12R or Runway 12L unless the departure would
impede or be impeded by arrival traffic to those runways.

The FAA has determined that this request potentially has merit if limited to
departure fix COULT.

During times with low arrival demand, MSP Tower finds it feasible and safe to
move departures with an initial fix of COULT to runway 12L. If MSP Tower
were to move both the COULT and ZMBRO departure fix aircraft to Runway
12R or 12L, efficiency would be lost, causing delays for departures. During times
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EAGAN REQUEST 1: AEDT MODEL TRACKS

P '1"1 -! \ /.'\S]j =~ T T
i I . ﬁf_- <,ut| Departures on orange tracks
) j { decreased from the base model
! # —&tandoth : Y 1
] 8 / Mendota 3 L D
; + V" Heights [ | Departures on black tracks
d " E 70th st i MinneapdNgcSaint ~lincreased from the base model
i Paul Internat®™weal » 7 z % T
F Airport V., \ 1
I # 2
E 76th St f‘)’ b \
. Fext Snelling Z
. Sthte Park i*:
< \\ L T
= Inver Grove
o E 8¢ -
Z ] \\ Heights
Modeled Departures
Eagan

RWY 2019 Requestl Change

Diffley.Rd

121 81.8 91.0 9.2

Cliff Rd

17 180.2 171.0 '9.2 Lebanon Hills Park

LR A b

Average Daily Departures Average Daily Departures

<1 <1
1to2 1to2
2to3 2to3
0 1.25 2.5 5

I I \liles

— > 3 — > 3



MSP 2019 ANNUAL DNL CONTOUR

=

<
£ Hiawatha Golf Club

Mendota
Heights

S

Penn Ave

W 94th St

pn

th Ave S

sotaValley
Wildlife Refuge

&

e e

Yankee Doodle Rd Yao\¥

_ e

§ qouy 10)1d

o

. | 60dBDNL
| | 65dBDNL
I 70 4B DNL

0 0.75 1.5 3
N S Viles

11



Areas
where the
60 dB DNL

contracted

EAGAN REQUEST 1: CHANGE IN 60 DB DNL CONTOUR
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DAY NIGHT AVERAGE SOUND LEVEL (DNL)
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EAGAN REQUEST 1: CHANGE IN EVENTS ABOVE 65 DB
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EAGAN REQUEST 1: CHANGE IN TIME ABO

= {
\ >, 4
o 0N
T A
A' { » \‘
; >
X g \\
|. [ \\\
i ; South St. Pau
:;: oes eo00000 I o
:a: o::ooo:c’ “} ]
.:;. S N
00 000 u DN
[ee 6000 ‘ SN
ald ¢ f r:: EE YT 1) \
&000 !
poee i
boee
soo00 )
2 | '® 00
E /6th 5t :ooo /
peccecee /
-®

VE 65 DB

! Inver Grove
. . |
Z Heights
1 St i
G A
Diffley.f .
) -
Eagan-Mendota Heights Corridor @  <-5min/day -2 min to -30 sec / day 30 sec to 2 min / day
® -5to-2min/da -30to 30 sec/ da ® 2to5min/da
/ day / day / day 8 wH 5

® >5min/day T a— Viles



Request 4

20



EAGAN REQUEST 4: AEDT MODEL TRACKS

e
g Bl Es.rﬂl o P
L 5
;

Departures on orange tracks
decreased from the base model

’ e I
! -

ta b |

Modeled Departures W 66th St Heig  Departures on black tracks ]

st Richfield "E7othst i Minneap ~ increased from the base model

Airport

RWY 2019 Request4 Change

E 76th St

Paul Interna )
l’

121 81.8 81.5 -0.3

ollet Ave

Nic

12R 417 38.1 -2.8

17 180.2 183.3

N,

Lebahan Hills Park

Junon

Y

L

W0 o W R L

o
Average Daily Departures Average Daily Departures
<2 <0.5
2to4 ()50
4to6 e—;1. 102

0 1.25 2.5 5

—>6

Miles




EAGAN REQUEST 4: CHANGE IN 60 DB DNL CONTOUR
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EAGAN REQUEST 4: DAY NIGHT AVERAGE SOUND LEVEL (DNL)
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EAGAN REQUEST 4: DNL CHANGE
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EAGAN REQUEST 4: CHANGE IN EVENTS ABOVE 65 DB
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EAGAN REQUEST 4: CHANGE IN EVENTS ABOVE 65 DB
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EAGAN REQUEST 4: CHANGE IN TIME ABOVE 65 DB
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Action Requested

REQUEST THAT THE MAC PLANNING, DEVELOPMENT AND ENVIRONMENT
COMMITTEE FORWARD THE PROPOSAL FOR FAA TO CONDUCT AN APPROPRIATE
FEASIBILITY AND SAFETY ASSESSMENT OF THE PROCEDURE CHANGES SUPPORTED BY
THE NOC. FURTHER, REQUEST THE MAC COMMUNICATE TO THE FAA THE DESIRE FOR
THE FAA’S FINDINGS TO BE PROVIDED IN WRITING AND PRESENTED AT A FUTURE NOC

MEETING.

NOISE OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE
MAY 20, 2020 29




ITEM 4
INFORMATION

NOISE OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE

/- MAY 20, 2020
30




Item 4.2: 2019 Annual Noise Contour Report and Mitigation
Activity
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Item 4.2: 2019 Annual Noise Contour Report and Mitigation

Ay South Flow |
MSP 2019 CONTOUR COMPARED TO MSP 2018 CONTOUR Runway 12L and 12R Arrival Lobe
Runway 17 Departure Lobe

Runway 12L Departure Lobe




Item 4.2: 2019 Annual Noise Contour Report and Mitigation Activity

Overview of Mitigation Eligibility per the Amended Consent Decree

The home must meet the following 2 criteria:

(@) The community in which the home is located has adopted local land use controls and building performance standards to
ensure the practices are consistent with the noise mitigation provided by the MAC.

(b) The home is located for 3 consecutive years in the actual 60 DNL noise contour and within a higher mitigation area when
compared to the original program.

The current program will provide mitigation to eligible homes until 2024 based on actual noise exposure 5 dB DNL beyond
the federal threshold of 65 dB DNL

NOISE OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE
MAY 20, 2020

33



Item 4.2: 2019 Annual Noise Contour Report and Mitigation Activity

Overview of Mitigation Eligibility per the Amended Consent Decree

The MAC will provide 2 different packages depending on exposure area:
» Eligible homes within the 63 dB DNL contour receive the Full 5dB Reduction Package, designed to reduce interior
noise levels by an average of 5 decibels
* Eligible homes within the 60 db DNL contour receive the Partial Noise Reduction Package, which comes with two

options:
— Central air conditioning + $5,580** of mitigation products and services; or
— §19,533** of noise mitigation products and services

The MAC will provide mitigation to homes the year following eligibility determination.

*Any reimbursement or mitigation improvements previously provided by the MAC will be deducted from the dollar amounts
+Dollar amounts are subject to change and will be adjusted according to the project year CPI.

W S _p

NOISE OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE
MAY 20, 2020 ”




Item 4.2: 2019 Annual Noise Contour Report and Mitigation Activity

1 1992 - 2006
* MSP Residential Noise Mitigation
Program
e 7,800 single family homes
e 1,327 multi family units
e 19 schools
2007 — 2013
e Original Consent Decree
e 404 single family homes received
full mitigation package
/ ¢ 5,055 single family homes
N~ received partial mitigation
&> package
* 1,773 single family homes
participated in reimbursement
> program
% e 1,976 multi-family units

@
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Item 4.2: 2019 Annual Noise Contour Report and Mitigation Activity
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Item 4.2: 2019 Annual Noise Contour Report and Mitigation Activity

The MAC will contact eligible homeowners. At this time,

there is nothing for the homeowners to do to initiate the
2021 mitigation process.

i P
paul lntemational Airport {MsP)

. is St.
Minneapolis 5 o Contour Report

2019 Annual No

Materials regarding the Residential Noise Mitigation
Program are available at

http://www.macnoise.com/noise-mitigation-program

NOISE OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE
MAY 20, 2020
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ITEM 5

ANNOUNCEMENTS
July NOC Meeting Summer Listening Session
Wednesday, July 15, 2020 @ 1:30 PM Wednesday, July 22, 2020 @ 7:00 PM
**MAC General Offices** **Haeg Conference Room at Civic Plaza**
**Lindbergh Conference Room** **1800 W. Old Shakopee Road, Bloomington™*

**Locations are currently tentative **

NOISE
OO FGHT NOISE OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE

MAY 20, 2020
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