APPENDIX D: DRAFT MSP 2030 LTCP COMMENTS AND RESPONSES
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General Topic
The Draft MSP 2030 LTCP
forecasts increased noise levels
around MSP in 2030. As such,
the LTCP should specify the
planned mitigation for newlyimpacted properties, including
those located in the 64-60 DNL
noise contours.

The Draft MSP 2030 LTCP
forecasts annual operations to
reach 630,000 by 2030. As
such, the LTCP should address
the need for ongoing planning
for
capacity
and/or
a
supplemental airport. Airport
planning guidelines (FAA Order
5090.3c) state that an additional
runway or supplemental airport
planning process begins when
the airfield reaches 60-75% of
annual capacity.

Index
GR-1

GR-2
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Additional airfield operational level analysis was also reported in the 2015 Terminal Expansion
Project Draft Environmental Assessment. In this study, operational levels up to 723,000 annual
operations were evaluated with an average anticipated delay of 12.7 minutes per operation.
Again, this level of delay does not establish an airfield capacity limit, but a level of delay that is
considered to be the maximum level tolerable based on a review of the nation’s most
congested airports.

The 1993 Minneapolis-St. Paul International Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan evaluated
various capacity levels and developed delay curves for the existing airport configuration with
alternative airfield improvements, facilities and equipment improvements and operational
improvements. These delay curves did not establish a maximum airfield capacity, but provided
anticipated delay with a given operational level.

The Draft MSP 2030 LTCP evaluated the planning and capacity needs for both landside and
airside facilities during the planning period through 2030. MSP is anticipated to reach
approximately 630,837 operations by 2030. Based on this forecast, no additional runway
capacity is necessary to meet the forecasted growth.

Based on the forecast contained in the Draft MSP 2030 LTCP, operational levels at MSP are
not anticipated to reach the annual levels presently being mitigated (that is, the 2005 and 2007
60 DNL noise contours developed based on a forecasted annual operations level of 582,366)
until approximately 2020.

The MAC is currently implementing an aggressive residential noise mitigation program providing
mitigation to homes located in the 2005 and 2007 60 DNL noise contours. The FAA and the MAC
developed these noise contours based on a forecasted annual operations level of 582,366. The
MAC will complete the ongoing mitigation effort in 2014.

General Response
NEPA/MEPA environmental review documentation will precede implementation of any project that
may arise from the Draft MSP 2030 LTCP. Such environmental review is the appropriate
mechanism for evaluating any environmental impact of the project and possible mitigation
measures. In the case of airport noise, mitigation may include a noise analysis under 14 C.F.R.
Part 150.

General Comments and Responses
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The Draft MSP 2030 LTCP anticipates operational level recovery to the 2004 level of
approximately 541,000 annual operations to occur in 2019 to 2020 time period. An FAA
Capacity Study may be appropriate when the operations levels recover to previous high
historical levels of approximately 540,000 operations and a clear upward trend is established.
The FAA’s planning guidelines will be considered as part of the MAC’s future planning
process. Finally, the MAC will continue to conduct periodic updates of the LTCP, which will
include updated forecasts for operations and delay, and through this process will identify future
airfield capacity needs and potential solutions.

The 1998 FEIS estimated that the construction of Runway 17-35 could add approximately 25%
airfield capacity at MSP. Additional capacity enhancements are also expected with the
implementation of elements of the FAA’s NextGen Air Traffic Control system. Improvements in
the NextGen Air Traffic Control system include: (1) advanced Traffic Management Advisor
(TMA) to allow controllers to sequence aircraft more efficiently; (2) Cockpit Display of Traffic
Information (CDIT) – Enhanced Flight rules which will enable specially-equipped aircraft to
maintain visual approaches even in marginal weather conditions; and (3) RNAV and Required
Navigation Performance (RNP) procedures that will enable aircraft to fly precision departure
and approach paths.

In 2004, prior to the opening of Runway 17-35, MSP recorded over 541,000 annual operations
with an approximate delay of seven minutes per aircraft. Annual operational levels have
declined every year since this peak and declined to 432,604 operations in 2009.

Mayor Gene Winstead
City of Bloomington
1800 W Old Shakopee Rd
Bloomington MN 55431-3027

Commenter

1

ID

Based on information presented in the 2015
MSP
Terminal
Expansion
Project
Environmental Assessment, Bloomington
understands that completing the Humphrey
Terminal expansion prior to major
improvements at the 34th Avenue/I-494
interchange would lead to “unacceptable”
traffic conditions at the interchange.
Bloomington therefore commends the MAC for
incorporating plans and proposed funding to
improve the interchange.
Given the
challenges of having the improvements in
place by 2015, the City is ready to work
quickly and cooperatively with the MAC and
Mn/DOT to design the improvements and
agree on an overall funding package.

The draft LTCP anticipates expanding the
Humphrey Terminal in two phases from 10
gates to 27 gates in 2015 and again to 37
gates by 2025. All non-Sky Team airlines are
proposed to move from the Lindbergh
Terminal to the Humphrey Terminal in 2015.
This Humphrey Terminal expansion will
increase traffic volumes on 34th Avenue and
Post Road and require significant
improvements to the 34th Avenue interchanges
with I-494. The draft LTCP anticipates the
Metropolitan Airports Commission (MAC)
funding $31 million in improvements for 34th
Avenue and $95 million in improvements for
Post Road.

Subject

Response
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The MAC has identified costs in the Draft MSP 2030 LTCP in
an attempt to identify the magnitude of resources that likely will
be required, not the source of funding. Certainly the
reasonable expectation is that all benefiting parties will
contribute in proportion to the benefit received. Similarly all
Federal, State and local transportation funding sources must
be pursued.

In the past, the MAC worked cooperatively with the City of
Bloomington and MnDOT to proactively address roadway
congestion on 34th Avenue and the I-494 Interchange. A triagency analysis was completed in June 2008 which
incorporated the traffic demand expected from the airport, the
Bloomington South Loop development, including the Mall of
America expansion, and MnDOT's mainline demands. Several
options were identified that could be undertaken to improve
the situation. Since the completion of the 2015 Draft EA there
has been a softening in the 34th Avenue traffic demand based
on the depressed economy, airline bankruptcy and outsourcing, etc. The MAC looks forward to continuing its
cooperative relationship to find funding solutions for all of
these mainline challenges in concert with the demand. As with
the South Loop development, the Terminal 2-Humphrey
expansion includes growth capacity for the future so the total
demand will likely not be present until sometime after 2015.
Never the less, the MAC understands that these solutions take
significant planning and implementation resources and will
require inter-governmental cooperation and support to be
accomplished. The MAC looks forward to working with all
benefiting partners to provide time-sensitive transportation
solutions in sync with demand requirements.

Comments and Responses
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The first three stated goals of the draft LTCP The MAC concurs with the comments and looks forward to
discuss environmentally friendly activities, additional discussion on these topics.
improved energy efficiencies and increased
use of public transportation, all of which the
City of Bloomington strongly supports. As we
have previously discussed, Bloomington is
currently preparing plans for the South Loop
District on MSP’s southern border. The South
Loop District Plan will focus on a variety of
sustainability initiatives. Given our mutually
shared goals, adjacent sites and similar plans,
there are opportunities to work cooperatively

The MAC has a history of proactively
addressing noise impacts on residential areas
through noise mitigations programs. However,
the draft LTCP does not discuss additional
residential noise mitigation, nor does it call out
any MAC expenditures for noise mitigation
through 2030. Bloomington believes that
increased noise impacts need to be mitigated
and strongly recommends that the final version
of the LTCP outline a noise mitigation
approach that would apply to newly impacted
blocks.

The draft LTCP forecasts 40% growth in See GR-1.
annual aircraft operations by 2030, from
450,000 to 630,000. Based on the increased
operations, the draft plan includes 2030
projected noise contours (Figure 5-4). These
projected 60 DNL noise contours depict noise
levels in portions of Bloomington and other
communities extending beyond blocks that
qualified for noise mitigation funds in the past.

Mayor John Huber
City of Mendota Heights
1101 Victoria Curve
Mendota Heights MN 55118

The City of Mendota Heights questions
investing up to $2.4 billion (on top of $3 billion
invested in the 2010 program) as the best use
of resources. At best, the outcome can only
be an airport functioning at full capacity with
no plan or vision to address the congestion
this will create.
The noise contour presented in the January
20, 2010 Noise Oversight Committee meeting
shows significant changes from the current
noise contour. We regret the fact that this
contour was not presented at the MAC
presentation to our City Council. The City of
Mendota Heights encourages the regular and
accurate review of the noise contours.

5

6
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As the MAC explained on April 28, 2009, and August 26, 2009,
in meetings with Mendota Heights City Representatives, and
to the Mendota City Heights Council on October 6, 2009, the
MAC conducted the noise contour development process in
parallel with the Draft MSP 2030 LTCP document planning
activities. Noise contours were not available at the time of the
MAC’s meetings with the City of Mendota Height. However, as
soon as the contours were available, the MAC presented them
to the City of Mendota Heights and other interested cities. The
MAC also made a detailed presentation on the noise contours
at the January 20, 2010, Noise Oversight Committee meeting.

Capital expenditures to construct the facilities identified in the
Draft MSP 2030 LTCP are paid with airport revenues. The
Draft LTCP alternatives are designed to maximize the
utilization of the existing facilities to the fullest extent possible
and to enhance aircraft operational safety and efficiency while
providing sufficient, environmentally-friendly facilities to serve
existing and future demand through the year 2030.

The LTCP forecasts operations up to 98.5% of See GR-2.
estimated airfield capacity. Airport planning
guidelines suggest that planning for an
additional runway or supplemental airport
should occur when an airport reaches 60-75%
of capacity. The City of Mendota Heights
requests that the LTCP include some
framework for what the ongoing process for
capacity planning would look like.

4

on various sustainability initiatives, including
district energy and shared parking during peak
demand periods. Bloomington looks forward
to additional discussion on these and other
mutually beneficial projects.

Mayor Mike Maguire,
City of Eagan
3830 Pilot Knob Road
Eagan MN 55122-1810

The draft LTCP forecasts 40% growth in Comment noted. See also GR-1.
annual aircraft operations by 2030, from
450,000 to 630,000 operations. Based on the
increase in operations, the draft plan includes
2030 projected noise contours (Figure 5-4).
These projected 60 DNL noise contours depict
noise levels in portions of Eagan and other
communities extending well beyond blocks
that have previously qualified for noise
mitigation funds.
Given the dramatic increase to the noise See GR-1.
contours over southwest Eagan, which is
made up of predominately residential homes

9
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The City of Mendota Heights would like to take The Draft MSP 2030 LTCP does not identify a need for
this opportunity to restate our strong additional runway capacity to meet the forecasted growth at
opposition to any consideration of a third MSP through 2030.
parallel runway at MSP Airport.
Our
community has been guided and developed
around the current configuration of the airport.
A third parallel runway would be in direct
conflict to the long held and well established
vision of this community.

8

As noted, the Draft MSP 2030 LTCP is a phased plan of
development positioned to respond on a phased basis to future
demands. Regional infrastructure impacts will be assessed
moving forward on a phased basis, in concert with the respective
regional agencies to provide them input for their use in
responding to the total needs of the regional system.

The LTCP does not address regional impacts
upon infrastructure.
The plan forecasts
increases in airport usage, but makes no
mention of traffic volumes for roadways in and
out of the airport. The City of Mendota
Heights requests that current and forecasted
traffic volumes on roadways be included in the
plan.

7

Is the proposed contour extension over No. The contour extension is primarily a result of an overall
southwest Eagan a direct result of additional increase in forecasted aircraft operations at MSP through
gates being added to the Humphrey Terminal? 2030. See also response to comment #11 above.
Figure 5-9 shows that projected runway use in The Runway Use System (RUS) at MSP details runway use
2030 calls for Runway 17 to be used for 30.3% preference in order of priority for departure and arrival
of all departures, the highest percentage of all operations to reduce noise impacts. There is no proposed

12

13

21

How and why is it that the contour “lobe” is Based on the overall increase in operations forecasted to
proposed to increase dramatically off of 17/35, occur by 2030, the use of Runway 17 for departure operations
while decreasing over the Corridor?
is predicted to increase to 30.3% by 2030, from 18.2% in
2009; and arrivals on Runway 35 are predicted to increase to
28.1% by 2030, from 22.8% in 2009. This is largely due to the
anticipated operational levels forecast at MSP by 2030. While
runway use percentages are forecasted to increase on
Runway 17-35, the departure percentages to the southeast in
the Eagan/Mendota Heights Departure Corridor remain
relatively consistent with present levels. Additionally, the
operations to the southeast of MSP are distributed on two
runways with varying headings causing the contour in that
area to be much wider and less elongated than is the case to
the south of Runway 17-35.

11

that were built well before the decision was
made to build Runway 17/35, the City of
Eagan strongly recommends that the final
version of the LTCP outline a noise mitigation
approach that would apply to all newly
impacted blocks.
Specifically, the City
advocates that those homes being added to
the 60-64 DNL contours receive, at minimum,
the same level of noise mitigation as those
homes that received mitigation under the 2007
legal settlement (with an adjusted funding
allocation per the CPI).

The City of Eagan recognizes that forecasts The MAC concurs with this comment.
are difficult during this time of economic
upheaval, and will anticipate a thorough review
of the operations and contours in five years, or
as soon as the economy and airline industry
stabilize.
Once that stabilization has occurred, the City See GR-1.
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Comment noted. The MAC will continue to work with the cities
located around MSP and the FAA to address noise concerns.
The MSP Noise Oversight Committee will continue to be a
critical element in this ongoing effort into the future.

Eagan strongly encourages the MAC to work
with the FAA in the coming years to ensure
that the RUS is adhered to and the Corridor is
used to the greatest extend possible so as not
to place undue burden on the predominately
residential areas of Eagan, including those
homes under the flight paths of 17/35.

The NEPA/MEPA environmental review documentation will
precede implementation of any project that may arise from the
Draft 2030 MSP LTCP. Such environmental review will provide
more detailed analysis of forecasted runway use. Based on this
analysis, if concerns remain related to the RUS and the
associated runway use percentages in the context of
environmental impacts, additional discussion and analysis may
be required. In the case of airport noise, this may include a noise
analysis under 14 C.F.R. Part 150.

change to the RUS. Departure operations to the southeast off
either Runway 12L or Runway 12R will continue to be the first
priority for runway selection from a noise abatement
perspective. However, the final decision on runway selection is
the responsibility and province of FAA Air Traffic Control,
regardless of the RUS. Factors such as capacity and safety
take priority over the RUS when the FAA is making runway
use determinations.

14

runways.
Furthermore, Runway 17 is
proposed to be used for 25.6% of all nighttime
departures, which well exceeds the forecasted
use of both 12L and 12R. These projections
directly conflict with the approved Runway Use
System (RUS) at MSP, which calls for the
parallel runways to serve as the first priority for
both day and evening departure operations.
How will the MAC address this conflict
between the 2030 runway use projections and
the approved RUS?

The LTCP states that the existing four-runway See GR-2.
airfield configuration is expected to be able to
continue operating in a safe and efficient
manner without the need for additional
runways.

18

According to the operation projections in the
LTCP, there were over 450,000 operations in
2008. Airport planning guidelines (FAA Order
5090.3c) state that an additional runway or
supplemental airport planning process begins
when the airfield reaches 60-75% of annual
capacity, which is a threshold that would be
reached at MSP when operations exceed

The City of Eagan has adopted land use Comment noted.
policies through its Comprehensive Guide Plan
and construction regulations through its zoning
code to minimize the introduction of
substantial new areas of noise sensitive uses
within the 2008 Policy Contours and to require
sound attenuation construction practices
where appropriate.
The City cannot
implement modifications of the Policy
Contours unless and until the Metropolitan
Council takes action in that regard. The City
will monitor the Met Council review of the MSP
LTCP and revisit these topics as may be
necessary once that review has been
completed.

17

asks that the MAC undergo a formal Part 150
process to ensure that the noise environment
and corresponding noise mitigation program
can be evaluated accordingly.

23

The City of Eagan very much appreciates the Comment noted. The MAC will continue to incorporate
ongoing commitment the MAC has made to sustainable building practices into future facilities.
improve the infrastructure at MSP Airport.
Eagan continues to support the efforts of the
MAC to strengthen the presence of MSP
Airport through improvements to its facilities,
parking structures and transportation system.
As an employment and transportation hub,
Eagan stands to benefit significantly from an
economic development standpoint, and
encourages the MAC to continue reinvesting in
MSP Airport. Furthermore, as the City
promotes its goal of reducing energy and
promoting environmental sustainability, we
encourage the MAC to continue its efforts to
utilize sustainable building practices as
expansion and reinvestment plans for MSP
take shape.

20

24

Additionally, what considerations have been The Draft MSP 2030 LTCP does not identify a need for
made in the long term planning process additional runway capacity to meet the forecasted growth at
regarding the possibility for the construction of MSP through 2030.
a 3rd parallel runway?

19

480,000 operations per year. Additionally,
statements have been made to lead
communities to believe that congestion levels
at MSP Airport are on track to exceed delay
levels of 10 minutes per operation. In light of
the operation levels being predicted for MSP
out to 2030, at what point will the MAC
address airfield capacity concerns, and is
there an optimum size or activity level for
MSP?

Mr. Steven Devich
City Manager
City of Richfield
6700 Portland Avenue
Richfield MN 55423

22

21

The LTCP indicates that in 2008 there were See GR-2.
over 450,000 operations at MSP. Airport
planning guidelines (FAA Order 5090.3c)
suggest that additional runway or
supplemental airport planning process should
begin when an airfield reaches 60%-75% of
annual capacity, which would be reached by
MSP when operations exceed 480,000
operations a year. Table 2.16 shows that
MSP will exceed operations by at least 2015,
well before the LTCP is required to be updated
again by the Metropolitan Council.

The City of Richfield is extremely concerned
that the draft LTCP does not address future
noise mitigation to the impacted residents of
the projected 2030 noise contour…the City of
Richfield wants to see the final version of the
LTCP provide a plan for noise mitigation for
those homes projected to be impacted in the
2030 noise contours. At a minimum, the same
level of noise mitigation as the homes received
under the 2007 legal settlement should be
provided.

The draft LTCP forecasts a 40% growth in See GR-1.
annual aircraft operations by 2030, which is an
increase from 450,000 in 2008 to 630,000
projected operations in 2030. As part of the
increase in operations, the draft LTCP also
includes projected 2030 noise contours
(Figure 5-4) in which the projected 60-64 DNL
noise contour extends well beyond portions of
Richfield that had previously qualified for noise
mitigation funds.

25

The City of Richfield realizes that forecasting Comment noted.
is a difficult task, especially when attempting to
forecast over an extended period of time. At
the January 20, 2010 Noise Oversight
Committee meeting, MAC staff stated that they

24

26

Since the draft LTCP proposes an additional The Draft MSP 2030 LTCP does not identify a need for
$2-2.4. billion in investment for the suggested additional runway capacity to meet the forecasted growth at
airport expansion improvement on top of the MSP through 2030.
recent $3 billion invested in the 2010 program,
the City of Richfield questions whether this
sets the stage for discussions on the potential
planning process for the construction of a third
parallel runway. If an additional runway is a
potential viability in the future, than this is the
setting in which it should be discussed and
planned.

23

Additionally, the draft LTCP states that by
2030, when the annual operations reach
630,000, an average delay of 10 minutes per
operation is acceptable. Comments have
been made to the City of Richfield and the
surrounding communities of MSP that a delay
ranging from 9 to 12 minutes per operation is
considered congested to severely-congested.
Based on all the information given to the
communities, a number of questions arise.
Why doesn’t the LTCP address the need for
ongoing planning for capacity? Shouldn’t the
LTCP for MSP address the optimum size and
capacity for levels out to 2030? Since the
LTCP is for future development goals and
policies what is the future plan?

The recommendations in the draft LTCP to
use the Metropolitan Builders Guide in airport
impact areas for construction that is consistent
with the MPS Part 150 program goals needs
clarification. The concern for the City of
Richfield is that the Builders Guide is for only
new residential construction. The Builders
Guide does not address additions and
alterations which are a large percentage of
home improvements for residential properties
located in airport noise impacted areas in
Richfield. Also, the Builders Guide provides
examples of wall construction for noise
mitigation, but there are no examples for
roof/ceiling construction which would assist in
noise reduction. If this is to be a viable
document that the City of Richfield would feel
comfortable handing out to homeowners and
contractors than it needs to address residential
additions/alterations, include roof/ceiling
examples, and be updated and/or reviewed
more often, since the most recent Builders
Guide is dated March 2006.
…the draft LTCP references that there are
three additional airline maintenance hangars
on the western edge of the airfield with
approximately 247,000 square feet for
hangars, shops and offices. The City of

25
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would review operation forecasts and noise
contours every five years to ensure they are
as accurate as possible for all future planning.
We look forward to receiving continuous
updates.

27

The MAC remains committed to the ongoing use of the west
side aircraft engine start procedure that was developed in
consultation with the Noise Oversight Committee and the City
of Richfield. The procedure was implemented in 2007 via
agreements with west side tenants at MSP. The MAC intends

Comment noted. The MAC does not have control over the
development of, or updates to, the Metropolitan Council’s
Builders’ Guide. The Draft MSP 2030 LTCP does not limit the
City of Richfield from adopting construction standards to
address additions and alterations consistent with the new
residential construction standards in the Builders Guide.

27
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…Figure 1-9 depicts the inventory of the The map was revised to better distinguish the MSP airport
wetlands within airport property. The figure is property boundary as originally intended.
very difficult to distinguish where the border of
the City of Richfield is located. The City would
request that you revise the map to indicate
that the border of Richfield is west of Trunk
Highway 77 (TH 77), but includes the Richfield
Public Works Maintenance Facility which is
located east of the northbound on-ramp onto
66th Street. And, the northern border of
Richfield is from 62nd Street south, while north

Richfield would like to draw the MAC’s to enact that same agreement in similar cases with future new
attention to a concern with the hangars in tenants on the west side.
2007 that resulted in a reduction on noise
impacts that the City would hope future users
would consider. In 2007, the City worked
closely with MAC staff and the NOC to monitor
the noise impacts that were affecting residents
directly west of the hangers in Richfield.
Procedures were developed with the
businesses at the time to change the way and
direction in which aircraft where removed from
the hangers. The changes in operation
produced no measurable noise impacts west
of Cedar Avenue in Richfield during the late
night/early morning time period, thus solving
operational noise problems. The City realizes
that at the time these practices were put into
place the hangers were being used and most
of the aircraft were Stage 3 hushkitted aircraft.
Yet it is hoped that when future users occupy
these hangers that they consider the same
practices for aircraft operations on the west
side.
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Mr. Paul Sabourin
1917 Fairmount Avenue
St Paul MN 55105-1539

Mayor R.T. Rybak

The City remains concerned, however, about See GR-2.

… Given the projections for increased traffic at
the airport contained in the draft plan, it seems
clear that if the interchange between Glumack
Drive and Highway 5 is to be completely
reconstructed, I believe that MAC should use
this opportunity to relocate the exit from and
entrance to eastbound Highway 5 to the righthand side and improve traffic flow and safety
in this area.

…A similar problem exists with vehicles
entering eastbound on Highway 5 from
Glumack Drive.

29

Future planning phases of the general improvements identified in
the Draft MSP 2030 LTCP will take into consideration a number
of key criteria. These criteria include total daily and peak hour
traffic volumes, roadway capacity analysis, weaving movements,
merge and diverge conditions, and numerous other traffic
operations criteria important to improved roadway operations and
safety. To the extent possible and within the constraints of
available right of way, natural resources, funding, and other
considerations, design geometrics for the roadway itself will also
be critical and will meet the design criteria as set forth in the
Mn/DOT Road Design Manual, and in the Roadside Design
Guide and A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and
Streets published by the American Association of State Highway
… the left-exit from Highway 5 causes traffic and Transportation Officials.
flow problems.

…traffic movement on Eastbound Highway 5,
and the weaving problems currently resulting
from the left-side entrance to and exit from
Glumack Drive to this Highway 5, especially
when combined with the close spacing
between interchanges in this area. Based on
the discussion in Chapter 4 of the
Comprehensive Plan Update, and as depicted
on Figure 4-12, the plan apparently envisions
a major reconstruction of this interchange, but
maintains these nonstandard entrances and
exits from Highway 5.

of 62nd Street is the City of Minneapolis. We
would like to see this area more clearly
defined as Richfield property.

City of Minneapolis
Office of the Mayor
350 South 5th St – Room 331
Minneapolis MN 55415-1393

The 1993 MSP Capacity Enhancement Plan
recommended action was to add both new
runways 17/35 and 11N/29N (now 12N/30N)
at “Future 2” operational levels of 600,000
annual operations. How or why has this
changed? Knowing that the future airfield
(even under fairly conservative forecasts) will
be significantly constrained, it begs the
question how much additional investment

MAC’s January 15, 2010 response to the
City’s initial comment states, “…the anticipated
benefits from implementing the NextGen Air
Traffic Control system, we believe that the
airfield capacity at MSP will actually increase
by 2030.”
Our understanding is that
implementation of NextGen would, however, at
best result in possibly up to a 15% increase in
capacity. If this were actually the case, MSP
would still be operating at over 85% of
capacity, significantly above the threshold of
when planning should be addressing this
constraint.

the integrally related issues of airport capacity,
delay and infrastructure investment. As we
expressed in our October 2009 letter forecast
operational activity is expected to be 98.5% of
airfield capacity in 2030, virtually assuring a
congested airport. The LTCP update projects
an average delay of 10 minutes per operation
while the 2030 regional benchmark for aircraft
delay is 7.1 minutes for 2030. The LCTP
projection is thus more than 40% over the
regional benchmark for 2030.
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The trend toward addressing airport noise Comment noted.
levels beyond 65 DNL is increasing and is very
likely to change within this planning timeframe.
The recent European HYENA studies are
being discussed at FAA’s Aviation Research
Roadmap Workshops in terms of issues of
annoyance and sleep interference. The
International Standards Organization is likely
to adopt a dose/response curve predicting
community annoyance to aircraft noise will
show that twice as many people are highly
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As elected stewards of our community, we are See GR-1. The MAC disagrees with the commentor’s
sorely disappointed that once again MSP is assertion that the MAC has established an airport noise
proposed to be expanded increasing the threshold of significance of 60 DNL.
impacts on neighboring communities and
making no attempt to address mitigating noise
impacts. We are quite aware that the FAA’s
threshold for significant noise impacts is at
noise levels above 65 DNL. However, this
regional community set its airport noise
threshold at 60 DNL in 1998 by action of the
Noise Mitigation Committee and subsequently
by MAC action. The expansion of MSP
approved for the 2010 program was
predicated on addressing noise impacts in
neighboring communities. Why would this
new expansion plan be proposed without
addressing mitigation of noise impacts?

30

should be made in MSP. It seems prudent
that the MAC knowing that this is going to be
an issue within this planning horizon should be
addressing that particular problem in this
update.

32

As MAC continues to grow the airport and with See GR-1.
the likelihood that noise impacts are going to
continue to be a significant annoyance to
residents, the LTCP updated must address
how noise associated with the expanded
airport would be mitigated and include a
budget recognizing the costs.

Quoting from the article in Airport Noise
Report, “The Federal Interagency Committee
on Aviation Noise (FICAN), which FICON
evolved into, will be under pressure to adopt
the revised ISO standard, which is voluntary
but represents the consensus of world experts,
and FAA will be under pressure to recognize
the revision as a significant change”.

annoyed than with the Schultz noise curve.
The point at which 12.3 percent of people are
highly annoyed (FAA’s current 65 DNL
threshold) would be pushed out to the 55 DNL
level.
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