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APPENDIX E 

PUBLIC COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

E.1 INTRODUCTION 

14 CFR § 150.21 (b) states, “The airport operator shall certify that it has afforded interested persons 
adequate opportunity to submit their views, data, and comments concerning the correctness and adequacy 
of the draft noise exposure map and descriptions of forecast aircraft operations. Each map and revised 
map must be accompanied by documentation describing the consultation accomplished under this 
paragraph and the opportunities afforded the public to review and comment during the development of the 
map. One copy of all written comments received during consultation shall also be filed with the Regional 
Airports Division Manager.” 

This appendix includes comments received throughout the development of the Noise Exposure Maps. 
Public comments include written comments received by mail and in-person, verbal comments made during 
the Ad Hoc Committee meetings, verbal comments recorded on the airport’s noise hotline, and comments 
sent by electronic mail (email).  

Section E.2 of this appendix contains comments that were received during the development of the NEMs 
(October 1, 2020, through September 18, 2022). All comments were made during Ad Hoc Committee 
meetings and are summarized in Section E.2. 

Section E.3 of this appendix will contain a list of all parties that submitted comments during the public 
review period for the Draft NEM Update Report (September 19 - October 20, 2022), and the comments and 
responses where appropriate. 

E.2 COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS RECEIVED DURING DEVELOPMENT OF THE NEMs 

All comments and questions received during the development of the NEMs were received during Ad Hoc 
Committee meetings. They are summarized below, along with responses as appropriate. 

E.2.1 October 6, 2020, Ad Hoc Committee Meeting 

Robert Gold asked what the process would be and whether it would be a public process. Pam Meck asked 
if information would be posted on the Ad Hoc Committee website. It was explained that progress reports 
would be provided to the committee at each meeting and information that has been approved by the FAA 
would be posted on the website. Interim and/or deliberative information would not be posted. 

Peter Horton commented that noise contours representing 2020 would be very narrow because of the 
reduced number of operations during the COVID-19 pandemic. It was explained that this will be discussed 
with the FAA. 

E.2.2 December 1, 2020, Ad Hoc Committee Meeting 

A very preliminary noise contour was presented that roughly represented operations for 2020.  Peter Horton 
commented that these contours representing 2020 do not serve the public in illustrating the impact they 
experience. Michael Sullivan commented that these contours are inaccurate, and that sentiment was 
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E.2.6 December 7, 2021, Ad Hoc Committee Meeting 

Peter Horton questioned why nearly 20,000 operations seemed to be missing from the FR24 data. A lengthy 
discussion ensued regarding possible reasons for this, what other available data sources might be used to 
supplement the analysis, and how the proportionality constant was being used to account for the missing 
operations. Peter Horton expressed concern that the public will not trust the data being used to develop the 
contours. It was explained that the data would be reviewed, and additional sources of data would be 
investigated.  

E.2.7 March 1, 2022, Ad Hoc Committee Meeting 

Kim Ledford commented that the air traffic controllers at NAS KW handle aircraft between 9:00 pm (when 
the EYW ATCT closes) and 10:00 pm, and Miami Center handles aircraft between 10:00 pm (when the 
NAS KW ATCT closes) and 7:00 am (when the EYW ATCT opens). She commented further that OPSNET 
includes nighttime IFR operations. 

Kim Ledford commented regarding helicopters operated by the military. She also commented that Delta 
operates CRJ aircraft for their final arrival, and those operations are not reflected in the presentation. Erick 
D’Leon agreed that was true. It was explained that this apparent discrepancy would be investigated. 

E.2.8 June 7, 2022, Ad Hoc Committee Meeting 

James Seadler questioned the use of operations from FY’21 for the existing condition and asked if a 
comparison had been made to more recent operations. It was explained that the study had to “take a 
snapshot in time” to prepare the noise contours. It was further explained there was significant discussion 
regarding the use of pre-pandemic operations vs operations during the pandemic. Ultimately it was decided 
that operations from FY’21 would be the best for the existing condition.  

E.3 COMMENTS SUBMITTED DURING THE PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD 

This section will be added following the public review period, September 19 - October 20, 2022. 

E.4 REFERENCES 

Airport Noise Compatibility Planning, 14 C.F.R.§150 (1984). https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-14/chapter-

I/subchapter-I/part-150 
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