
Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: The change of flight path and increasing airplane noise is an intrusion into my private property and private space. We were not so greatly affected previously 

as we are now with the new routes since 2015. Despite wearing earplugs, playing a white noise machine and having two layers of windows in my house I am still woken late 

night and in the early morning hours by planes. We have paid to have our house insulated (costing a few thousand dollars) and, without actually replacing all windows with 

triple layers, I'm at a loss of what else I can do at an individual level. This working group and consultation process must reach a solution collectively that meets noise 

abatement requirements of nearby communities so people who have spent several hundreds of thousands of dollars on their homes can actually get the 7-8 hours sleep 

recommended by doctors for health reasons, and to enjoy being home and being in their gardens.

Noise concentration: The impact of a series of planes departing from approximately 5.45am until approximately 7am is highly disruptive. The concentration of planes almost 

one every minute at a time when most people still are in bed (and want to still be asleep, but are disturbed) is disregarding of the needs of local communities to a full night's

sleep. In the past month or so there has been a shift in flight path coming much closer to our house in Glover Park than was ever the case before. The change in location of 

noise concentration is unexplained and unacceptable to us.

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations: The information that is posted on the website for the public to consult with is largely incomprehensible to 

the layperson, and therefore not true knowledge sharing or consultations about the processes and operations of DCA and its airlines. Despite have two graduate degrees I 

cannot decipher many of the documents shared and what message they are trying to convey to us, the public. For example, one can click on an excel document that has a list 

of numbers to six decimal points - but what are these numbers, what do they mean? They are useless if they are not translated into a meaningful communication to laypersons 

who do not work in the aviation industry. Another example, many documents are filled with line after line of acronyms - I understand each industry must have its own 

shorthand language - but when the purpose of posting that information online is to communicate with the public, that information must be accessible and comprehensible to 

the public, otherwise it is useless land merely "lip service" to the idea of what should be a true consultation. In addition, we use the webTrak portal to try and confirm what we

see in the sky with what is recorded as data in the system online. Frequently when we see a plane close to our house and flying nowhere near the river at all, we record the 

exact time and look at the webtrak system 1 hour later - and the system has not recorded these planes as being off track. It shows them following the river, year we have 

photos that show those flights at those times are over land in Glover Park and Georgetown areas. The system accuracy must be re-examined.

Possible increase in Aviation noise: Based upon shift in flight paths and noise level in the past month has drastically increased (mid Sept thru Oct 2016 i.e. to date), and for 

the future we are greatly concerned that planes will not be following regulation. They are supposed to stay close to the river yet for the past month or so they have have been 

flying over land and heavily populated areas including our own residence in Glover park. Why is this allowed? If current requirements to stay over the river are not respected, 
my concern for future agreements is that these will also not be respected and that we will suffer and increase in noise. Are there cases of allowed exceptions? What are the 

criteria for exception? This has not been communicated on the website or during the consultation session.

Aviation noise concentration: My main concern is that airlines will be continued to release multiple planes back-to-back almost every minute at highly disturbing times i.e.

5.30am - 7am. My other concern is that, if based upon past month flight paths continue concentrated on that route. I want to know that planes will indeed get back onto the 

river and stay there until they are out of DC.

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality: While we can see and feel the immediate impact of noise pollution, we are not fully aware of all the health and environmental impacts of the increased number 

of flights releasing many air pollutants and spewing them out over the places we live and work. Information on how much planes release and the effect this has on the human 

body needs to be researched and shared with communities.

Request for more data about the project: My main request is that the raw data that is shared be translated into a usable format, and that there be an explanation of 

acronyms. I suggest and request more frequent consultations that only one that was held in Sept (I'm aware there were multiple sessions for different neighborhoods). I'm 

extremely invested and interested in the outcomes that can be agreed on flight paths and want to be more involved. While we have a representative to the working group, I do 

not hear the outcomes of the sessions with the working group from that person. A regular public meeting with updates and discussion would be very helpful.

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Macintosh; Intel Mac OS X 10_7_5) AppleWebKit/537.78.2 (KHTML, like Gecko) Version/6.1.6 Safari/537.78.2

Sent: Saturday, October 15, 2016 5:11 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name:

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: I live and work in the Palisades neighborhood of DC and my children attend school there. The noise from low flying jet aircraft is incredibly loud, getting 

worse and starting earlier in the morning since we moved in in 2012. Studies show that jet noise at these levels is disruptive, hazardous to learning and detrimental to physical 

and mental health. The new flight paths, take off routes and extended hours are tremendously taxing to famillies in this and other nearby neighborhoods. The FAA should be 

embarrassed and ashamed at foisting these chenges upon us under the guise of more efficient airport operations. Whatever the reasons, they are not worth the pain and 

suffering to residents on the ground. Thank you for reading these comments.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: No increase in aviation noise above 2012 levels is tolerable. It is already much too loud and has been for years. Flights should never 

start before 7am and shouldn't fly over densely populated areas. It helps if the flights keep to the river path.

Aviation noise concentration: Flights should be directed to fly more over the river, less over the neighborhoods.

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality: I do have concerns about jet fuel pollution being directly deposited over our homes, parks and schools.

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns: The noise and pollution are problematic for wildlife as well as people.

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/?CFID=266455472&CFTOKEN=8bd191a2e42c4d8f-B2F414A7
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Macintosh; Intel Mac OS X 10_11_1) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.143 Safari/537.36

Sent: Friday, October 14, 2016 9:29 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address:

Aviation noise: I'm disturbed daily by airplane noise that is so loud I'm unable to hear my television, it wakes me up every morning between the hours of 6:00 AM and 

6:30 PM, and it goes throughout the day until midnight. It frightens my pets when they're outside and it is so loud that it interrupts even telephone calls.

Noise concentration: The planes are timed a couple of minutes a part, so the noise is constant.

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: The airplane noise has absolutely increased and intensified since I purchased my unit in 2012.

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project: Georgetown is a well-populated and primarily residential area and the planes should be rerouted back to the old

flight path.

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1; WOW64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.143 Safari/537.36

Sent: Friday, October 14, 2016 5:51 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address:

Aviation noise: Airplane noise is waking up our family early in the mornings, as there are now so many more planes flying directly over our area, starting well before 

dawn.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: We are concerned that the proposed changes could result in even greater aviation noise over our neighborhood.

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1; WOW64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.116 Safari/537.36

Sent: Friday, October 14, 2016 1:16 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission

3/22/2017https://email.dot.gov/owa/9-aso-dca-fltprcdrs@faa.gov/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAA...



Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email:

Name:

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: I am awakened many mornings at ~5:45 and then cannot get to sleep until after 11:00 pm! My husband and I are both in our 70's and have hearing loss. I 

wear earplugs but the noise from planes is so loud it still affects our sleep. Please limit the noise to between 7 am and 10 pm. My husband is ill. We do not need to lose sleep!

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: Please limit noise to between 7 am and 10 pm!!!!

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 10.0; WOW64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.143 Safari/537.36

Sent: Friday, October 14, 2016 12:33 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: The flights are loud and disturbing causing unnecessary noise. Also, the disruption begins at 5am and goes until midnight.

Noise concentration: At times, planes are constantly flying over my home.

Current environmental concerns: I am concerned about the air pollution

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: Yes

Aviation noise concentration: Yes

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic: Not sufficient time for public comment

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality: It should be studied before flight pattern was changed

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns: It should be studied before flight pattern was changed

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (iPhone; CPU iPhone OS 10_0_2 like Mac OS X) AppleWebKit/602.1.50 (KHTML, like Gecko) Version/10.0 Mobile/14A456 Safari/602.1

Sent: Friday, October 14, 2016 2:11 AM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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RE: National Airport Flight Path Comments (prior "draft" was the "final"!) 
B .

Happy to provide more financial support.

Where do I send the check and to whom do I make it out.

1050 Connecticut Avenue N.W. – 300
Washington, DC 20036-5306

• Office +1 202.955.8530
• Fax +1 202.530.9529  

From:  

Sent: Thursday, October 13, 2016 1:50 PM
To: ; 9-aso-dca-fltprcdrs@faa.gov

Cc: 
Subject: RE: National Airport Flight Path Comments (prior "draft" was the "final"!)

Dear  .  Thanks for the email.  The materials handed out before and after the meeting to which you refer 

were prepared by the FAA.  I hope you plan to send your comments to them.  Before doing so you may want to 

review the materials on the DCFAIRSKIES.org website for background information on the litigation filed against 

the FAA and the ongoing efforts to obtain improvement in the LAZIR flight path that started in June 2015 and 

greatly increased aircraft noise in Georgetown.  The DC Fair Skies Coalition of which CAG is a member needs

additional funds to pursue the litigation and some of the other solutions to which you refer so your financial 

support for our efforts would also be greatly appreciated.  

Regards

—

LLP

Assistant:

Washington, DC 20006

 | 

 

From: [mailto: ] 

Sent: Wednesday, October 12, 2016 9:53 PM

To: 9-aso-dca-fltprcdrs@faa.gov
Cc: 

Subject: Re: National Airport Flight Path Comments (prior "draft" was the "final"!)

Sent: Thursday, October 13, 2016 8:41 PM 
To: ; 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Cc:  ; 
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My name is    I live with my wife, 

We are quite disturbed about the increase in airplane noise near our house and

would like to ask for changes.

The recent meeting and materials from that meeting.   Unfortunately, we were not 

able to go to the forum held on Sept. 14 on this subject since we were out of town.  

However we did receive a set of the materials provided at that meeting which, 

candidly, were not at all helpful.   Please, if you are going to communicate to the 

public, do so without the constant use of undefined terms.    People were interested 

in flight path information, and what they got was LAZIR, NATIONAL, and RNAV with a

chart that unhelpfully showed that RNAV was more recently a higher percentage of 

the total flights.   This whole “report” was incomprehensible to the average (or above 

average) reader.   I would be happy to meet with you to try and understand what you 

were trying to say and to help you try and say it in a way that can be understood by 

the general public.    I do not believe what was provided at the meeting is “due 

notice” of anything.

History of the changed flight path.   While I am not sure of this, I have been informed 

that the flight paths were changed in the last few years to allow “turning” over 

residential areas in Georgetown, Virginia and nearin Maryland “quicker” than in the 

past.   In the past, the planes had to fly up River for a longer period until they reached 

a higher altitude and the noise was less deafening.    I was informed that this change 

(which reduced the up River requirements) was made at the behest of a few 

“important people” who lived up River on the Virginia side, who presumably bought 

their houses when the flight path flew more up River.   Whether or not this is true, 

there seems every reason to use the River as long as possible, since it is the one place 

where there are no people living.   And, having lived at 34th Street in Georgetown for 

some time, I can attest that noise levels there have significantly increased.

Flights over Georgetown.    From our house we can clearly observe flights “turning” 

north nearby.  Some may go as far up River as the Reservoir, but it certainly appears 

to me that many are even “cutting the corner” sooner.   And, I don’t understand the 

need to do so.    Indeed, if there is some important reason for planes to turn quickly 

and not go further up River as in the past, that reason has not been communicated to 

the public and certainly wasn’t in the materials referred to above.  We want to be 

reasonable, but we do need to know a bit more about the choices and why the choice 

to “turn sooner” was made.  We would also like to know more about enforcement of 

the distance up River that planes must go.

Noise.  Outdoor conversation at our house is impossible when a plane is taking off

and turning north (the Reservoir is about 1.5 miles from our house).    This would not 

be so bad if it was wasn’t virtually constant in the early morning and the early

evening.    It is really quite bad.   While I am not an expert, I believe the noise levels 

peak to over 70 decibels.    I decided to check out the DC noise law, and I found on 

the web that 55 dB is the general residential limit for nighttime noise under DC law

(Section 2701 of the DC Noise Control Act).   I realize that airports create noise.  I get 

it.   The question is, why isn’t it better to fly further up River so that the aircrafts’ 
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height will reduce the ground level sound before a “turn” is made over more 

populated areas.    DC has a River.  It should be more effectively used for this 

purpose.   

Flight frequency.    I gather that, for many years, National Airport flights have been 

allowed 24/7 on the grounds that airplanes have gotten “quieter.” Perhaps 

“quieter”, but far from “quiet”!    A  recent quick count that I made showed that there 

were 4 flights before 5:46 am; 45 flights before 6:31 am; and 73 flights before 7:00 

am.   This is a heck of a lot of noise to inflict on residential neighborhoods.   It is 

virtually one flight per minute!    So, it is a constant din (even inside the house), not 

merely a few sporadic bursts.   It is virtually impossible to sleep after 5:46, and we 

find ourselves getting “edgy” with all the noise.  How about no flights before 6:30 

am?   

Solutions.

1.            Again, although I am not an expert, I am informed that if planes 

climbed faster the noise would be reduced quicker.   If this is true, why isn’t this 

required?   If it is merely a “cost” question, then some balancing is required to 

compare the amount of airline cost to the property value and other costs of the 

“quick turns” being made on takeoff from National Airport.   

2.            And, as noted above, flying further up River is another solution.   

And, if this, too, is a cost issue, then some comparison of costs is warranted before 

imposing costs on a substantial number of “innocent” people without any effort to 

compare those costs to any savings being made.

3.            Finally, the FAA could mandate that airplane manufacturers meet 

more stringent noise standards over time.  This worked terrifically in the auto 

industry to increase gas mileage.   There are always complaints, but experience shows 

that when it has to be done, it usually can be done.  What is the FAA doing about 

this?

 Thanks for listening,

 

This message may contain confidential and privileged information. If it has been sent to you in error, 

please reply to advise the sender of the error and then immediately delete this message.

This message is being sent from a law firm and may contain confidential or privileged information. If 

you are not the 

intended recipient, please advise the sender immediately by reply e-mail and delete this message and any 

attachments without retaining a copy.
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Throughout this communication, "Cleary Gottlieb" and the "firm" refer to Cleary Gottlieb Steen & 

Hamilton LLP and

its affiliated entities in certain jurisdictions, and the term "offices" includes offices of those affiliated

entities.
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Georgetown noise

I have lived in Georgetown since 20007  and have not noticed the airplane noise 

until recently. It definitely is a nuisance. Unlike other complaint communities, 

Georgetown was here before DCA.

Sent from my iPhone

Sent: Tuesday, October 11, 2016 3:46 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: Please suspend the LAZIR flight route over our community and reinstate the prior flight path. Please 

eliminate or significantly restrict aircraft operations between 10:00 pm and 7:00 am.

Noise concentration: Please distribute noise equitably over populated areas when it cannot be eliminated. Please adopt 

more efficient and meaningful noise assessment methods and technology on the ground.

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1; WOW64; Trident/7.0; rv:11.0) like Gecko

Sent: Monday, October 10, 2016 8:46 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Georgetown noise

I have lived in Georgetown since 20007  and have not noticed the airplane noise 

until recently. It definitely is a nuisance. Unlike other complaint communities, 

Georgetown was here before DCA.

Sent from my iPhone

Sent: Tuesday, October 11, 2016 3:46 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: Please suspend the LAZIR flight route over our community and reinstate the prior flight path. Please 

eliminate or significantly restrict aircraft operations between 10:00 pm and 7:00 am.

Noise concentration: Please distribute noise equitably over populated areas when it cannot be eliminated. Please adopt 

more efficient and meaningful noise assessment methods and technology on the ground.

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1; WOW64; Trident/7.0; rv:11.0) like Gecko

Sent: Monday, October 10, 2016 8:46 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: Loud airplanes regularly fly low over our home. All flights should be routed over the Potomac River or distribute noise equitably over populated areas when 

it cannot be eliminated.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: Suspend the new LAZIR flight route over our communities and reinstate the prior flight path. Eliminate or restrict aircraft operations 

between 10:00 PM and 7:00 AM. .

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality: Include noise and emissions as critical design inputs for arrival and departures routes.

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback: Adopt more meaningful noise assessment methods on the ground

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 10.0; Win64; x64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/51.0.2704.79 Safari/537.36 Edge/14.14393

Sent: Monday, October 10, 2016 1:47 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: Early morning and late night aircraft noise has increased dramatically in recent years. Increasingly, 

flights run closer to  and residential areas rather than the over the Potomac River and GW Parkway. 

Please suspend the new LAZIR flight route over our communities and reinstate the prior flight path. It is critical that the 

FAA include noise and emissions as critical design inputs for arrival and departures routes. To the fullest extent possible, 

I request that the FAA eliminate or restrict aircraft operations between 10:00 PM and 7:00 AM.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: Traffic at National should be restricted to operations between 10:00 PM and 7:00 

AM. The historic residential character of Washington, DC needs to be balanced against demands for increased air service, 

particularly where Dulles is underutilized.

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 10.0; WOW64; Trident/7.0; rv:11.0) like Gecko

Sent: Monday, October 10, 2016 12:00 AM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission

4/3/2017https://email.dot.gov/owa/9-aso-dca-fltprcdrs@faa.gov/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAA...



LAZIR B COMMENTS

 

This message is being sent from a law firm and may contain confidential or privileged information. If 

you are not the

intended recipient, please advise the sender immediately by reply e-mail and delete this message and any 

attachments without retaining a copy.

Throughout this communication, "Cleary Gottlieb" and the "firm" refer to Cleary Gottlieb Steen & 

Hamilton LLP and 

its affiliated entities in certain jurisdictions, and the term "offices" includes offices of those affiliated 

entities.

Sent: Sunday, October 09, 2016 3:27 AM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Attachments: RH Fair Skies LAZIR B Sep~1.docx (39 KB) ; ATT00001.htm (3 KB)
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise:

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: The proposed change in the flight path for planes departing Reagan National Airport is 

extremely ill advised. Planes on the current path iover the river already impose significant noise on the residents of the Rosslyn 

neighborhood in Arlington. Flying directly over the tall buildings in Rosslyn will vastly increase the annoyance, make sustained 

conversation impossible, and degrade the quality of life for thousands of residents.

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 10.0; Win64; x64; rv:49.0) Gecko/20100101 Firefox/49.0

Sent: Saturday, October 08, 2016 9:06 PM 

To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: Engine noise from aircraft taking off and landing routinely interrupt sleep beginning at 6am every day and as late as midnight on nights where weather has 

delayed flights at Nationals. The flight path should return to its original Potomac river run with sparse residential housing.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration: See above

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (iPhone; CPU iPhone OS 10_0_2 like Mac OS X) AppleWebKit/601.1 (KHTML, like Gecko) CriOS/53.0.2785.109 Mobile/14A456 Safari/601.1.46

Sent: Saturday, October 08, 2016 6:58 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: I can only sleep from 2am to 5am due to noise. Flights may pass every three minutes at other times making it hard to hold a conversation outside or even 

inside the house.

Noise concentration: The noise is concentrated at or near my house, and it should be more widely distributed over populated areas.

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: The proposal will increase noise over my house not reduce it as needed.

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Macintosh; Intel Mac OS X 10_12) AppleWebKit/602.1.50 (KHTML, like Gecko) Version/10.0 Safari/602.1.50

Sent: Saturday, October 08, 2016 4:30 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: Noise varies with plane type and take-off or landing pattern. Planes take off as early as 6am, even on weekends, and land as late as 2 am - or throughout the 

night. The house I live in, along the Potomac River, is bombarded by aviation noise day in and day out. Helicopters are a constant window-rattler.

Noise concentration: Flights every 3-5 minutes on Friday nights, Monday mornings - and in-between? TOO MUCH. Abusive and diminish my quality of life on a daily 

basis.

Current environmental concerns: Black residue from jet fuel coats my house and outdoor furniture and items of interest.

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: DCA and DC-Metro flight traffic is abusive already. Diminishes my quality of life, and the value of my property on a daily basis.

Aviation noise concentration: DCA and DC-Metro flight traffic is abusive to me. Diminishes my quality of life, and the value of my property on a daily basis.

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns: Gross black soot/residual jet-fuel throughout yard.

Concerns that should be considered for the project: I grew up here. I do love DCA. BUT the increase in flights and flight noise is close to unbearable. Since Southwest 

was allowed to add flights in the last couple of years, it's become increasingly worse. Disturbs sleep, conversation, phone calls, and peace of mind. Rattles windows, disturbs 

anything that is hanging on interior walls. The one major detractor for property and business owners.

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Macintosh; Intel Mac OS X 10_10_5) AppleWebKit/602.1.50 (KHTML, like Gecko) Version/10.0 Safari/602.1.50

Sent: Saturday, October 08, 2016 3:59 AM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: I am a Georgetown resident wake every morning when the plane begin heading north over the Potomac between 5am and 5:30am. Conversely in the 

evenings, the last arrivals keep me awake as the fly south into the airport over the Potomac and directly over my bedroom!

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1; Win64; x64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.143 Safari/537.36

Sent: Thursday, October 06, 2016 8:58 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: Noise from flights over our house wake me up most mornings before 6 am (around 5:45) and continue until after 11 pm, also disturbing my sleep. The former 

curfew hours between 11 pm and 7 am should be reinstated.

Noise concentration: The noise is very concentrated spatially near the new flight path, especially during early morning hours.

Current environmental concerns: I am concerned about the effect of increasing numbers of aircraft on air quality and noise pollution.

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: The number of flights into and out of DCA continues to increase. Laws and incentives should be established to encourage more flights 

into and out of IAD and BWI, which are better designed to handle a larger number of flights to the Washington DC area.

Aviation noise concentration: The new and projected flight paths will continue to concentrate aircraft over our neighborhoods.

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project: The purpose of the project should be broadened to study the best distribution of flights between the three major airports (DCA, IAD and 

BWI) that serve the greater Washington, DC area.

Air Quality: An ever increasing number of flights will continue to make air quality and noise pollution worse.

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns: A complete environmental assessment should be conducted to determine the effect of flights into and from DCA on affected 

neighborhoods.

Concerns that should be considered for the project: Effect of flights to and from DCA on air quality, noise pollution, public health and safety.

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 10.0; WOW64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.143 Safari/537.36

Sent: Thursday, October 06, 2016 8:00 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission
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aircraft noise in Georgetown 

Dear FAA:

MORE planes are flying MORE over Georgetown at MORE hours.

It no longer is quiet time between midnight and 6 AM. WHY?

The airplane noise is really disrupting our quality of life.

Please reroute the planes to their traditional route over the river – and please respect the neighbors by re

implementing the time limitations for flights into and out of National.  It certainly is a conveniently located 

airport, but it is in the middle of a City and planes are disturbing a tremendous number of people.

 FAIA LEED AP BD+C 

Principal / Academic Planning & Design

EYP
Architecture & Engineering
1000 Potomac Street NW / Washington / DC 20007
T 202 471 5095 / / eypae.com

Ranked #1 in Energy & Sustainability

CONFIDENTIALITY: This communication, including attachments, is for the exclusive use of the addressee(s) and may contain 

proprietary, confidential or privileged information. If you are not the intended recipient, any use, copying, disclosure, or 

distribution or the taking of any action in reliance upon this information is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended 

recipient, please notify the sender immediately and delete this communication and destroy all copies. 

Sent: Thursday, October 06, 2016 2:54 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Aviation noise in Georgetown 

I just moved to Georgetown 6 months ago but lived in Arlington (Rosslyn (2006-2009) & Country Club Hills (2014-2015)) for years prior. 

We live a fair distance away from the Potomac River (Q Street / Wisconsin), but even still, I am appalled by how loud the aircraft noise is 

on a recurring daily basis. It is so loud that you have stop conversations while outside, and the engine noise wakes up my 1 year old son 

every morning at 6am without fail - and he's not a light sleeper. In all my years of living in VA, I never noticed this level of disturbance. 

I'm especially surprised that flying over the river is not the default flight path, considering the fact that current arrangements are directly 

over (and low) to dense urban population areas. I'd also like to add that I lived in New York City for 5 years and am not that sensitive to 

external sounds - particularly if unavoidable. However, this is not the case with the FAA regulations and north-bound flights out of DCA, 

so I respectfully request that measures be taken to right this wrong.

--

Sent: Thursday, October 06, 2016 2:04 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name:

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: Noise from Reagan. It woke me before 6 am today. I live in but the noise outside my 

house was similar to . sounded like planes are flying directly over my house.

Noise concentration: See above comment. I don't live anywhere near the river, so why are planes flying over my

house?

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: I've been reading about the noise complaints in Foggy Bottom and G'town due to 

the Next Gen flight plans. I am wondering if what I heard today is a result of this. If there are too many flights to safely 

fly in and out of Reagan by flying over the river, FAA should route more flights to Dulles.

Aviation noise concentration: See above comments.

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1; WOW64; Trident/7.0; rv:11.0) like Gecko

Sent: Thursday, October 06, 2016 12:43 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Equitable Jet Noise via Flight Paths Over Bethesda 
 [ ] 

Dear FAA & Elected Representatives:
I write to you because I am extremely concerned about the changes to flight paths that have 
occurred in recent years and are under consideration for the near future. 
These changes have unfairly concentrated aircraft noise over our neighborhoods in Bethesda, 
Maryland, including the neighborhood in which my residence is located.
I reside in the Tulip Hill neighborhood in Bethesda, Maryland.  I have lived in my home since 
May 24, 1979, and together with my husband--who died in 2002 at age fifty-nine--I raised two 
children who are now mature adults.  For the over-30 years that I have lived here, Tulip Hill was 
a peaceful neighborhood, and our family was able to enjoy our property, particularly the 
swimming pool in our backyard and the extensive plantings that I have made in my garden. 
In addition, my husband and I were able to go to sleep at night and enjoy a peaceful night of rest 
before arising at 6:30 AM, which I still do as I continue to practice law at my office in 
Washington, D.C.  A peaceful night of rest was particularly important when my husband was ill 
with a malignant brain tumor, and I imagine that undisturbed rest remains important for other 
residents of our neighborhood who are ill and who are hoping to recover.  
When my husband Alfred Paul Bergner and I  sought to move to what became our home in Tulip 
Hill, I recall that we particularly discarded neighborhoods where it was obvious that there was 
extreme airplane noise.  That was not the case in Tulip Hill.  Indeed, that was not the case here 
until the last few years, during which airplane noise has become increasingly—perhaps, 
constantly—worse.
As a resident, voter and taxpayer residing in Bethesda, I expect fairness in the distribution of 
aircraft noise that results from the flight path changes for aircraft arriving from and depart from 
Reagan Airport (“DCA”).  As a result of the new and now-current flight paths for arriving and 
departing airplanes, which do not appear to be fair, I have experienced the following 
consequences, which are extreme:

� Disruption of My Sleep: Jet noise significantly disrupts my sleep.  Aircraft noise used to be 
curtailed after 11:00 PM.  Now, most days when I fall asleep, I note that the airplane noise 
continues well into the evening (and the succeeding mornings) beyond 11 PM.   Indeed,
after 11 PM, I am often awakened by jet noises at in the middle of the night, and I am 
awakened each morning by the first flights departing overhead before 6 AM. 
 Interestingly, middle-of-the-night jet flights used to occur noticeably after 9/11—and that 
was justified, as we all know—but now it is constant.

� Interruption, or the Taking, of My Quiet Enjoyment of My Residential Property: This has 
become an extreme problem.  The current jet noise (which, under the proposal, I can 
imagine will only become worse) disrupts my legal right to the quiet enjoyment, i.e., is a
“taking,” of my property, which persists any time that I am outdoors and even inside my 
home--interrupting conversations, drowning-out music and even generating physical 
discomfort.  

Sent: Thursday, October 06, 2016 12:28 PM 
To: f

Cc: Berliner's Office, Councilmember [Councilmember.Berliner@montgomerycountymd.gov]; Lee, Susan Delegate
[Susan.Lee@house.state.md.us]; ike.leggett montgomerycountymd.gov; joan.kleinman@mail.house.gov 
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With respect to my enjoyment and use of my property, which has been taken away from 
me, I am unable to use my swimming pool with quiet enjoyment.  Indeed, I have timed 
the jets passing over my home, with loud noise, at a rate of one jet every 90 seconds.  I 
stand in my pool and see and hear them directly over my home.  I cannot hear anything 
else but that noise which has become virtually constant at a 90-second rate.  Although it 
is not your problem, after over thirty years and at significant expense including running a
gas line, I finally installed a heater in my pool, so that I can extend my (and my family’s) 
seasonal enjoyment of the pool and property, but now I stand in the pool, cowered by the 
constant noise of the jets.  Indeed, even when I cannot see the planes because they are 
obscured by the clouds, I can hear them, as there appears to be no requirement that the 
engines be “cut” when passing over our residential areas.  Instead of flying over the river, 
as they once did, they are flying over my house.

As I write this letter to you at 7:00 AM while inside my residence, I am accompanied by the 
constant loud noise of jets flying over my property.  
I await your response as to the appropriate action that you will take to ensure equitable plans 
and distribution of noise from jet aircraft traffic to and from DCA, so that my right to the 
enjoyment of my property is not taken from me.
My residence is located at .  You may reach 
me by phone at my law office, the number for which is also set out below with
my business address.
My email address is 
Sincerely,
/s/      

This communication may contain information that is legally privileged, confidential or 
exempt from disclosure.  If you are not the intended recipient, any dissemination and/or 
copying of this communication is prohibited.

Non-clients may not rely upon this message to create such a relationship and may not rely
upon advice herein as attorney-client legal advice.

www.dctaxlawfirm.com
http://www.lawyers.com/dctaxlaw

Selected by the Forbes Radio Network as
One of America's Most Influential Women
See: http://www.skyradionetwork.com/women.cfm

Selected as One of Washington, D.C.'s Best Lawyers
See: www.law.com/washingtonbest
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: The airplane noise in Georgetown is relentless. The area has many students, residents and businesses that contribute a lot financially to the DC economy. It's 

impossible to find a quiet oasis to study or simply enjoy this beautiful neighborhood without the constant buzzing of planes. The noise is significantly taking away from the 

charm of living in Georgetown. Four planes have flown by since I started writing this comment, as you can see the noise is nonstop!

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: It's hard to find a peaceful place inside or outside my condo without the constant noise of airplanes. It's significantly bringing down

property values and in return taxes paid to the city.

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (iPhone; CPU iPhone OS 9_3_5 like Mac OS X) AppleWebKit/601.1.46 (KHTML, like Gecko) Version/9.0 Mobile/13G36 Safari/601.1

Sent: Thursday, October 06, 2016 10:25 AM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address:

Aviation noise: I just moved to Georgetown 6 months ago but lived in Arlington (Rosslyn (2006-2009) & Country Club Hills (2014-2015)) for years prior. We live a fair 

distance away from the Potomac River (Q Street / Wisconsin), but even still, I am appalled by how loud the aircraft noise is on a recurring daily basis. It is so loud that you 

have stop conversations while outside, and the engine noise wakes up my 1 year old son every morning at 6am without fail - and he's not a light sleeper. In all my years of 

living in VA, I never noticed this level of disturbance. I'm especially surprised that flying over the river is not the default flight path, considering the fact that current 

arrangements are directly over (and low) to dense urban population areas. I'd also like to add that I lived in New York City for 5 years and am not that sensitive to external 

sounds - particularly if unavoidable. However, this is not the case with the FAA regulations and north-bound flights out of DCA, so I respectfully request that measures be 

taken to right this wrong.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project: Requested.

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 10.0; Win64; x64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.143 Safari/537.36

Sent: Thursday, October 06, 2016 1:42 AM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Airplane noise increase in Georgetown 
 

Over the past year or so, there has been a significant increase in the volume of airplane noise over our

house. I realize there are great benefits to having an airport in the area and that we all must share the 

pain, so I am not arguing for anything other than a return to the take off patterns that were previously in 

effect circa 2014.

It really has become much worse in our neighborhood with zero interruption during the early morning 

and the evening rush hours. 

Thanks for your time,

Georgetown resident

______________________

Sent: Thursday, October 06, 2016 12:32 AM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Airplane noise increase in Georgetown

4/3/2017https://email.dot.gov/owa/9-aso-dca-fltprcdrs@faa.gov/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAA...



Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name:

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: There have been changes in flight patterns and times that have dramatically increased aviation noise in my

neighborhood. The most aggregious is that there are flights coming in, and flying low, even after midnight. Even with my 

doors and windows closed, these flights can wake me up or my children. And in the summer we have to sleep with them open, 

making it hard to fall asleep. There shouldn't be flights coming in after 10 p.m., or at least very few.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: There has definitely been a disturbing increase in noise, and an extension of hours of 

aviation noise even until after midnight.

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 10.0; WOW64; rv:49.0) Gecko/20100101 Firefox/49.0

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 11:18 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission

4/3/2017https://email.dot.gov/owa/9-aso-dca-fltprcdrs@faa.gov/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAA...



Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: We have lived in our home for more than 20 years, and I can attest to the fact that the LAZIR flight routes have been stunning in their negative impact. I 

awake to the sound of jets taking off at about 6 a.m., and on most days the aircraft are flying literally over my home coming and going all day long. I would NOT have 

purchased this home had I known this would happen. The FAA should restrict the number of flights at DCA, and distribute the noise equally over population areas.

Noise concentration: There are many ways to "spread the pain" of flight noise that are consistent with good safety and efficient operations. Please see that this happens.

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: LAZIR is already causing intolerable noise.

Aviation noise concentration: Many times the aircraft on land approaches fly directly over my home. I can clear see the tires on their landing gear.

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1; WOW64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.116 Safari/537.36

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 8:52 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission

4/3/2017https://email.dot.gov/owa/9-aso-dca-fltprcdrs@faa.gov/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAA...



Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address:

Aviation noise: The planes keep me awake sometimes as late as 1:15 am and wake me at 6:15 am. They blast by in concentrated periods of time. I live 3 miles from the 

river ..it never used to be this bad

Noise concentration: Suspend the new LAZIR flight route over our communities and reinstate the prior flight path. Include noise and emissions as critical design inputs for 

arrival and departures routes. Distribute noise equitably over populated areas when it cannot be eliminated. Eliminate or restrict aircraft operations between 10:00 PM and 

7:00 AM. Adopt more meaningful noise assessment methods on the ground.

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (iPad; CPU OS 10_0_2 like Mac OS X) AppleWebKit/602.1.50 (KHTML, like Gecko) Version/10.0 Mobile/14A456 Safari/602.1

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 4:15 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email:

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: The non-stop noise from planes flying over our house, all day long, sometimes every 60 seconds. We must sleep with our windows closed because the noise 

from planes taking off and landing at National late into the night and very early in the morning.

Noise concentration: As I said above: the frequency and duration of the noise is quality of life issue for us.

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Macintosh; Intel Mac OS X 10_9_5) AppleWebKit/601.7.8 (KHTML, like Gecko) Version/9.1.3 Safari/537.86.7

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 3:19 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission

4/3/2017https://email.dot.gov/owa/9-aso-dca-fltprcdrs@faa.gov/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAA...



Deliver Equitable Jet Noise via Flight Paths Over Bethesda 
 

Dear FAA & Elected Representatives,

I am concerned about the changes to flight paths that have occurred in recent years and are under consideration 
for the near future that unfairly concentrate aircraft noise over our neighborhoods in Bethesda, Maryland.

As a resident, voter and taxpayer residing in Bethesda, I expect fairness in the distribution of aircraft noise that 
results from the flight path changes for aircraft arriving from and depart from Reagan Airport (“DCA”).

� Disrupting Sleep - Jet noise disrupts my sleep most days I fall asleep when the last aircraft departs after 11 

PM, I am often awakened by jet noises at night and I am awakened each morning by the first flights 
departing by my bedroom windows before 6 AM each weekday.

� Distracting Students - Jet noise distracts my student's concentration at school and at home in elementary 

schools including Wood Acres, Westbrook, Bannockburn & Carderock Springs and middle schools 
including Westland and Pyle and at Walt Whitman High School.

� Interrupting Quiet Enjoyment - Jet noise disrupts my legal right to quiet enjoyment anytime I am outdoors 

and even inside my homes interrupting conversations, drowning out music and even generating physical 
discomfort.

I await your response as to action that you will take to ensure equitable plans and distribution of noise from jet 
aircraft traffic to and from DCA.

Sincerely,

=============================================

Kellogg, Huber, Hansen, Todd,

  Evans & Figel P.L.L.C.

Sumner Square

NOTICE:  This transmission is intended only for the use of the addressee and may contain information that is 

privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.  If you are not the intended recipient, 

or the employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby

notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have 

received this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately via reply email, and then destroy all

instances of this communication.  Thank you.

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 3:16 PM 
To: faa@springfield20816.com

Page 1 of 1Deliver Equitable Jet Noise via Flight Paths Over Bethesda
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email:

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: Suspend the new LAZIR flight route over our communities and reinstate the prior flight path. Include noise and emissions as critical design inputs for arrival 

and departures routes. Distribute noise equitably over populated areas when it cannot be eliminated. Eliminate or restrict aircraft operations between 10:00 PM and 7:00 AM. 

Adopt more meaningful noise assessment methods on the ground.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (iPad; CPU OS 9_3_5 like Mac OS X) AppleWebKit/601.1.46 (KHTML, like Gecko) Version/9.0 Mobile/13G36 Safari/601.1

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 3:25 AM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission

4/3/2017https://email.dot.gov/owa/9-aso-dca-fltprcdrs@faa.gov/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAA...



Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: l

Mailing Address:

Aviation noise: not only airplanes but low flying helicopters

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: due to increased use of national airport

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Macintosh; Intel Mac OS X 10_9_5) AppleWebKit/601.7.8 (KHTML, like Gecko) Version/9.1.3 Safari/537.86.7

Sent: Sunday, October 02, 2016 7:18 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission

4/3/2017https://email.dot.gov/owa/9-aso-dca-fltprcdrs@faa.gov/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAA...



Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email:

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: Some planes fly so low and so directly overhead that conversations must stop and my children cover their ears. It used to be occasional, but now it can be 

constant - 30 seconds between when the noise from one plane ends and noise from the next one begins.

Noise concentration: The noise concentration (frequency of noise) has greatly increased since we bought our home in 2010. Now it is a serious detriment to our quality of 

life, impacting sleep, interrupting conversations, and decreasing the ability of our children to play outside.

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (X11; CrOS x86_64 8530.81.0) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.103 Safari/537.36

Sent: Sunday, October 02, 2016 2:48 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email:

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: Our family has just moved to the area and we are troubled by the amount of aviation noise. It has disrupted our child's ability to sleep and get rest, which 

we are concerned will have other consequences.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: Despite recently moving in, we have considered moving out of the area,and an increase in noise would affect that decision. We are in 

a difficult position because we wish to avoid the disruption that yet another move would inflict on our family.

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1; WOW64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.116 Safari/537.36

Sent: Sunday, October 02, 2016 12:01 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission

4/3/2017https://email.dot.gov/owa/9-aso-dca-fltprcdrs@faa.gov/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAA...



Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: The FAA should suspend the LAZIR flight route over our communities and reinstate the prior flight path. In a residential area, I shouldn't hear flight noise 

inside my house dozens of times per day. Flight paths should be distributed equitably, and placed over commercial areas where possible.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration: The FAA should do more to monitor noise on the ground so we have accurate knowledge of how flight paths are impacting our 

communities.

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.3; WOW64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.116 Safari/537.36

Sent: Sunday, October 02, 2016 10:25 AM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission

4/3/2017https://email.dot.gov/owa/9-aso-dca-fltprcdrs@faa.gov/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAA...



Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: Too many airplanes passing over our community at lower altitude in the morning, late afternoon, and night. It is very disturbing and it is not necessary.

Noise concentration: Some times it is every 5 minutes for hours

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: If it increases number of flights over the community

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (iPad; CPU OS 10_0_2 like Mac OS X) AppleWebKit/602.1.50 (KHTML, like Gecko) Version/10.0 Mobile/14A456 Safari/602.1

Sent: Sunday, October 02, 2016 8:11 AM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address:

Aviation noise: route over our communities and reinstate the prior flight path. Include noise and emissions as critical design inputs for arrival and departures routes. 

Distribute noise equitably over populated areas when it cannot be eliminated. Eliminate or restrict aircraft operations between 10:00 PM and 7:00 AM. Adopt more 

meaningful noise assessment methods on the ground.

Noise concentration: route over our communities and reinstate the prior flight path. Include noise and emissions as critical design inputs for arrival and departures routes. 

Distribute noise equitably over populated areas when it cannot be eliminated. Eliminate or restrict aircraft operations between 10:00 PM and 7:00 AM. Adopt more 

meaningful noise assessment methods on the ground.

Current environmental concerns: Particulate emissions from aircraft engines are not receiving adequate consideration. The improvements located on my property 

underneath the flight path are constantly being turned black from engine exhaust particulates falling out of the sky.

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (iPhone; CPU iPhone OS 9_3_5 like Mac OS X) AppleWebKit/601.1.46 (KHTML, like Gecko) Version/9.0 Mobile/13G36 Safari/601.1

Sent: Sunday, October 02, 2016 4:23 AM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email:

Name: 

Mailing Address:

Aviation noise: The noise is extremely bothersome, especially at night but during the day as well. When Dulles is 

underutilized and must be subsidized by WMAA, I cannot imagine any justification for abandoning the curfew on scheduled 

landings or departures between 10 pm and 7 am, and the possible minor savings in fuel cannot possibly equal the impact on 

our property value and well being from having planes fly directly over our house rather than over the river. A proper 

environmental impact study would never reach such a conclusion.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns: The emissions from airplane engines flying directly over our house are a health concern 

that must be considered in any environmental assessment, Moreover, it is not a question of over whose house, as it would be 

at some airports, since at National Airport there is the alternative of flying over the river rather than over any houses, which is 

the way it has been done for decades during daylight in all but the most inclement conditions.

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: See Aviation Noise above.

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project: The only purpose I have heard cited is the desire to save fuel during takeoff and landing. 

While such is a worthy goal, in this case it is far outweighed by the negative environmental noise and emissions impact which 

the new LAZIR flight route entails for us and our neighbors.

Air Quality: The planes are so low when passing over our house (we can read the numbers under the wings without

binoculars) that it seems likely that the air we breathe is also being impacted by the new flight path.

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns: See air quality and noise concerns mentioned above.

Concerns that should be considered for the project: Noise and emissions should be included as critical design inputs for 

arrival and departure routes. The ready availability of Dulles, as well as flying the river as pilots have done for years coming 

to and from National, should also be considered. If pilots for one or more airlines are not trained to fly the river, then those 

airlines should not be given landing slots at National.

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 10.0; WOW64; rv:48.0) Gecko/20100101 Firefox/48.0

Sent: Sunday, October 02, 2016 1:51 AM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: i live in foxhall village in nw dc and the aviation noise is ridiculously loud. i cant hear my children talking when we are walking, my guests complain they 

can't sleep, it makes what is supposed to be the quiet peaceful times of the day.anything but that.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration: it serms that its gotten worse in the last aeveral years.

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Linux; Android 5.0; SAMSUNG-SM-G870A Build/LRX21T) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.124 Mobile Safari/537.36

Sent: Saturday, October 01, 2016 11:30 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: I would like to see al flights restricted to 7 AM--10 PM. I understand safety now requires low instrument approach over our house with power to maintain 

level flight when ceiling is low. I hope that technology will eventually allow an alternative. I urge putting genera limitations on take-offs based on rate-of climb for given

aircraft at given weights, or reinstating limits on scheduled distances to be flown from DCA, Some climb-outs of airliners are hardly noticeable, some are very loud. I presume 

the noisiest are heavily loaded with fuel for long-range flights that should be handled from IAD.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/?CFID=263910042&CFTOKEN=822a13ae1795e3f9-130AD561
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 10.0; WOW64; rv:49.0) Gecko/20100101 Firefox/49.0

Sent: Saturday, October 01, 2016 8:22 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email:

Name: 

Mailing Address:

Aviation noise: I would like to see al flights restricted to 7 AM--10 PM. I understand safety now requires low instrument approach over our house with power to maintain 

level flight when ceiling is low. I hope that technology will eventually allow an alternative. I urge putting genera limitations on take-offs based on rate-of climb for given

aircraft at given weights, or reinstating limits on scheduled distances to be flown from DCA, Some climb-outs of airliners are hardly noticeable, some are very loud. I presume 

the noisiest are heavily loaded with fuel for long-range flights that should be handled from IAD.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/?CFID=263910042&CFTOKEN=822a13ae1795e3f9-130AD561
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 10.0; WOW64; rv:49.0) Gecko/20100101 Firefox/49.0

Sent: Saturday, October 01, 2016 8:21 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: There is constant noise in our neighborhood due to the current flight path. Suspend new LAZIR flight path. Restrict flight times to be between 7-10.

Noise concentration: When noise cannot be eliminated, distribute noise equitably over populated areas.

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project: Need better data around noise emissions

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (iPhone; CPU iPhone OS 9_3_4 like Mac OS X) AppleWebKit/601.1.46 (KHTML, like Gecko) Version/9.0 Mobile/13G35 Safari/601.1

Sent: Saturday, October 01, 2016 7:44 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email:

Name: 

Mailing Address:

Aviation noise:

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration: Incredibly more planes flying with loud noise over and near my home in the last few years. I have lived here since 1990. Please use routes 

over Potomac River or Virginia instead of solely the Palisades for takeoff and landing.

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project: Suspend the new LAZIR flight route over our communities and reinstate the prior flight path. Include noise and 

emissions as critical design inputs for arrival and departures routes. Distribute noise equitably over populated areas when it cannot be eliminated. Eliminate or restrict aircraft 

operations between 10:00 PM and 7:00 AM. Adopt more meaningful noise assessment methods on the ground.

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/?CFID=327757788&CFTOKEN=231d2326c1f46c79-105A9CD8
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (iPad; CPU OS 5_1_1 like Mac OS X) AppleWebKit/534.46 (KHTML, like Gecko) Version/5.1 Mobile/9B206 Safari/7534.48.3

Sent: Saturday, October 01, 2016 7:06 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: I am frustrated about the amount of noise. The following actions need to be taken to remedy: Suspend the new LAZIR flight route over our communities and 

reinstate the prior flight path. Adopt more meaningful noise assessment methods on the ground.

Noise concentration: Eliminate or restrict aircraft operations between 10:00 PM and 7:00 AM. Distribute noise equitably over populated areas when it cannot be eliminated.

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (iPhone; CPU iPhone OS 10_0_2 like Mac OS X) AppleWebKit/602.1.50 (KHTML, like Gecko) Mobile/14A456

Sent: Saturday, October 01, 2016 6:06 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email:

Name:

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: The noise is unbearable. We demand from the FAA: - Suspend the new LAZIR flight route over our communities and 

reinstate the prior flight path. - Include noise and emissions as critical design inputs for arrival and departures routes. - Distribute noise 

equitably over populated areas when it cannot be eliminated. - Eliminate or restrict aircraft operations between 10:00 PM and 7:00 AM. -

Adopt more meaningful noise assessment methods on the ground.

Noise concentration: The noise is unbearable. We demand from the FAA: - Suspend the new LAZIR flight route over our communities

and reinstate the prior flight path. - Include noise and emissions as critical design inputs for arrival and departures routes. - Distribute 

noise equitably over populated areas when it cannot be eliminated. - Eliminate or restrict aircraft operations between 10:00 PM and 7:00 

AM. - Adopt more meaningful noise assessment methods on the ground.

Current environmental concerns: The noise is unbearable. We demand from the FAA: - Suspend the new LAZIR flight route over our 

communities and reinstate the prior flight path. - Include noise and emissions as critical design inputs for arrival and departures routes. -

Distribute noise equitably over populated areas when it cannot be eliminated. - Eliminate or restrict aircraft operations between 10:00 PM 

and 7:00 AM. - Adopt more meaningful noise assessment methods on the ground.

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: The noise is unbearable. We demand from the FAA: - Suspend the new LAZIR flight route over 

our communities and reinstate the prior flight path. - Include noise and emissions as critical design inputs for arrival and departures 

routes. - Distribute noise equitably over populated areas when it cannot be eliminated. - Eliminate or restrict aircraft operations between 

10:00 PM and 7:00 AM. - Adopt more meaningful noise assessment methods on the ground.

Aviation noise concentration: The noise is unbearable. We demand from the FAA: - Suspend the new LAZIR flight route over our 

communities and reinstate the prior flight path. - Include noise and emissions as critical design inputs for arrival and departures routes. -

Distribute noise equitably over populated areas when it cannot be eliminated. - Eliminate or restrict aircraft operations between 10:00 PM 

and 7:00 AM. - Adopt more meaningful noise assessment methods on the ground.

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality: The noise is unbearable. We demand from the FAA: - Suspend the new LAZIR flight route over our communities and 

reinstate the prior flight path. - Include noise and emissions as critical design inputs for arrival and departures routes. - Distribute noise 

equitably over populated areas when it cannot be eliminated. - Eliminate or restrict aircraft operations between 10:00 PM and 7:00 AM. -

Adopt more meaningful noise assessment methods on the ground.

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns: The noise is unbearable. We demand from the FAA: - Suspend the new LAZIR flight route over our 

communities and reinstate the prior flight path. - Include noise and emissions as critical design inputs for arrival and departures routes. -

Distribute noise equitably over populated areas when it cannot be eliminated. - Eliminate or restrict aircraft operations between 10:00 PM 

and 7:00 AM. - Adopt more meaningful noise assessment methods on the ground.

Concerns that should be considered for the project: We are very concerned about air safety and that airplanes are allowed to land and 

take of in an unsafe way over densely populated airspace. An accident with catastrophic impact is bound to happen!

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Macintosh; Intel Mac OS X 10.10; rv:48.0) Gecko/20100101 Firefox/48.0

Sent: Saturday, October 01, 2016 5:41 PM 

To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email:

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: I was awakened again at 6:00 AM by aircraft noise heard through a closed window. The level of noise 

had to be way over the permissible noise level of 55dB in DC for that hour. In that connection I looked at the noise data 

used to model the impact of the existing and proposed LAZIR route. The numbers given are pure fantasy even when 

averaged over 24 hours. But Several loud planes passing by at 6:00 AM are sufficient to wake up all of Georgetown so 

the FAA has to look at alternative metrics to deal with the impact of aircraft noise. A brief look at the MWAA noise 

monitors will confirm the levels of almost constant noise on the ground.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration: The current situation will only become worse if the FAA and MWAA allow more and 

larger planes to use DCA>

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project: Actual ground level noise impacts and the number of them 

between 10:00PM and 7:00 AMoverlaid on a google map that cleary shows where the noise levels are. The current 

maps are useless for that purpose and are based on average data that clearly misrepresents the situation on the ground.

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1; WOW64; Trident/7.0; rv:11.0) like Gecko

Sent: Thursday, September 29, 2016 5:08 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: As a homeowners and residents of Foxhall Village since 1980, my wife and I are acutely conscious of the dramatic increase in airplane noise over the years. 

Planes fly directly over our house often at a low altitude making it impossible to even have a conversation without waiting until the plane has passed. The noise is at times

deafening. It starts at 6:00 a.m. and often will continue until mid-night. The noise we endured back in the 80s, which even then was intolerable, is nothing compared to what 

we must put up with today. With the expansion of National Airport, the frequency and volume of airplanes passing over our neighborhood has increased beyond endurance. 

Planes follow each other in rapid succession making it necessary to close windows, hang up the telephone, stop writing or reading due to inability to concentrate, or otherwise 

carry on a normal existence. The noise is merciless and unrelenting and destroys our right to enjoy what would otherwise be a peaceful and quiet neighborhood. It is also a 

threat to our health. Sleepless nights have adverse effects on our well being. Something must be done to end this violation of our human rights.

Noise concentration: The fact the airplane noise never ceases tells us that it is in fact highly concentrated over our neighborhood, Foxhall Village.

Current environmental concerns: In the last 30 years we have noticed a substantial increase in black soot covering our window sills. When aircraft fly over your home they 

undoubtedly pollute the air we breathe and pose a public health hazard.

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: The noise should be decreased/eliminated not increased.

Aviation noise concentration: See above. Noise abatement should be the top priority.

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality: See above.

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns: See above.

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 10.0; Win64; x64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/46.0.2486.0 Safari/537.36 Edge/13.10586

Sent: Monday, September 26, 2016 2:10 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: Our home is located directly under the flight path of planes taking off from and landing at Washington 

National Airport. The planes are extremely noisy and the fly-overs are very frequent. We are very upset with the 

situation as the noise keeps us from sleeping at times and when we are out in the yard we cannot carry on conversations 

without frequent interruption.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations: We have little access to information about aviation 

and airport operations. Please explain why the planes have to fly directly over a densely populated area such as our 

neighborhood.

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1; WOW64; Trident/7.0; rv:11.0) like Gecko

Sent: Friday, September 23, 2016 8:59 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email:

Name: 

Mailing Address:

Aviation noise: Airplanes fly over my house as they go both to and from DCA . They fly

very low in all weather, not just on cloudy days. And they fly from very early in the morning until very late at night... sometimes as often 

as 25 seconds apart. AND THE NOISE IS DEAFENING! ...even with the windows closed.

Noise concentration: see above

Current environmental concerns: Of course there are environmental concerns! There is serious sound pollution, the fumes from the 

planes pollute the air, and particulate affects the water and the air. Obviously, all of this affects humans as well as animals.

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations: The meeting at the Georgetown Library was a total waste of time. I 

spent a lot of time talking to a man wearing an FAA label as he stood in front of a map of our neighborhood. The map was wrong: it 

indicated that the existing flight path over the west side of the river (not true... I can hear the planes, non-stop, as I type this)... and it 

indicated that the revised flight path would be over the river. How can anyone trust that new flight path when the existing situation is so 

clearly denied? The meeting at the library was absurd. The info on the boards was wrong, the FAA rep just nodded his head, and it was 

clear that neighborhood opinion was simply being given lipservice. Finally, ironically, the room was so noisy it was impossible to hear 

any one, even while standing a couple of inches apart, unless you could see and read someone's lips!

Possible increase in Aviation noise: YES! Of course I am concerned! Nobody is listening to the neighborhood complaints!

Aviation noise concentration: I wish all of those affected by the incessant airplane noise could yell so loudly and constantly that the 

decision makers would listen and take to heart what we are upset about. We want the plane noise to stop.... PLEASE!!!!!!

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic: YES...

Purpose and need for the project: Please explain.

Air Quality: see above.

Request for more data about the project: yes.

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback: yes.

Future environmental concerns: see above

Concerns that should be considered for the project: NOISE NOISE NOISE NOISE POLLUTION NOISE NOISE NOISE NOISE 

POLLUTION NOISE NOISE NOISE NOISE POLLUTION NOISE NOISE NOISE NOISE POLLUTION ... GOT IT?

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Macintosh; Intel Mac OS X 10.11; rv:48.0) Gecko/20100101 Firefox/48.0

Sent: Friday, September 23, 2016 6:47 PM 

To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Noise - Adjusting Departure Procedures to the north of DCA 
 

I live in Palisades Park, in Rosslyn.  Rosslyn is densely inhabited.  I understand 

you are considering making changes to bring us more noise in order to give a less 

densely inhabited part of town, Georgetown, less noise.  This seems to go against 

the principle of the greatest good for the greatest number.

I hope you will reconsider changing these routes.

Sincerely yours,

Sent: Thursday, September 22, 2016 7:59 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address:

Aviation noise: Too many flights over residential area for too many hours daily. These flights often wake us up, if early in the morning or late at night, and make being 

outdoors cry unpleasant.

Noise concentration: There are periods of time daily when flights are concentrated, sometimes as many as 8 in a 10-minute period.

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: The proposed change doesn't seem to do anything to change the flight patterns for neighborhoods within 1/2 mile of the river.

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic: Because there was no representative from the MWAA in evidence at the meeting at the Georgetown Library, questions 

about timing and number of slots and airport capacity were not answered.

Purpose and need for the project: It's not clear why the proposal is presented as an improvement to people living under the flight paths, which seem to be a little more 

random than they used to be -- planes used to pretty much stay over the river, now they do not.

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project: One of the points mentioned by an FAA rep was that noise is based on an average. We do not live under an average, 

we live under live planes that make noise at specific times. Real life should be what is considered, not abstract statistics.

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Macintosh; Intel Mac OS X 10_11_6) AppleWebKit/601.7.8 (KHTML, like Gecko) Version/9.1.3 Safari/601.7.8

Sent: Monday, September 19, 2016 12:10 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address:

Aviation noise: For the past several years the increase in the noise level of planes arriving and departing DCA has increase dramatically. The noise is disruptive to our 

lives, making our outdoor space virtually unusable. It is impossible to hold a conversation or listen to music while planes are passing overhead. The path in use has 

increased the airplane noise exponentially. I request that the FAA return to a flight path that requires the planes to follow the Potomac River.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: More flights will mean more noise. We request that total number of flights be decreased and that the FAA return to the flight plan 

over the Potomac River.

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1; WOW64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.116 Safari/537.36

Sent: Monday, September 19, 2016 10:54 AM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email:

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: The noise over our house sometimes sounds like the planes are landing on the roof. Planes should be routed along the river, not over residential areas.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: Even if there is no increase, the current noise levels are unacceptable. We need a reduction in aircraft noise.

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Macintosh; Intel Mac OS X 10_10_5) AppleWebKit/601.7.8 (KHTML, like Gecko) Version/9.1.3 Safari/601.7.8

Sent: Sunday, September 18, 2016 8:48 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email:

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: Memorandum To: Administrator, FAA's NextGen From: Frank Staroba and party, residents on , directly under the National flight path 

Subject: FAA Public Outreach Meeting, Georgetown Library, 9/14/16 Copies: DC Council Member Mary Cheh, Congresswoman Eleanor Holmes Norton The purpose of this 

memorandum is to register my deep disappointment, and that of my neighbors who attended with me, at the charade of the charrette-like presentation by FAA staff at what 

purported to be an outreach meeting about the National Airport flight plan (LAZIR B) and its impact on residents of Georgetown and the Palisades. 1. Advance information 

about the meeting specified that Elizabeth Ray, FAA Vice President, would make an introductory statement at 5:30. Vice President Ray did not attend, and there was no such 

presentation. 2. The arrangement of stations with charts on easels around the room had the effect of fragmenting the audience and masking what the net effect of the proposed 

changes would be, particularly regarding aircraft noise. The room in the library was too small to accommodate the attendees and was so noisy that it was almost impossible to 

have a coherent conversation. These choices suggested that the FAA expected a minimal turnout of apathetic residents. Over 200 very vocal residents did attend. 3. FAA 

representatives at each station were friendly but spoke from a planned script that skirted any real problems, or indeed the real purpose of the changes. 4. Most important of all 

was that the plan was not based on any concrete data about aircraft noise levels on the ground. When I asked specific questions about hard data on noise levels, I was told that 

the FAA had not been asked to measure them, and instead had used models based on technical information about aircraft and other unspecified elements. No concrete data

existed. Or if they existed, were not used. 5. The net effect on me and my party was that while superficially friendly, the agency does not regard the impact on people living 

below the flight paths as important or as seriously detrimental to their quality of life. That impression puts the FAA in extremely bad odor as a federal agency that the affected 

residents support with tax dollars. Outrageous! Frank Staroba 

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: Memorandum To: Administrator, FAA's NextGen From: Frank Staroba and party, residents on , directly under the 

National flight path Subject: FAA Public Outreach Meeting, Georgetown Library, 9/14/16 Copies: DC Council Member Mary Cheh, Congresswoman Eleanor Holmes Norton 

The purpose of this memorandum is to register my deep disappointment, and that of my neighbors who attended with me, at the charade of the charrette-like presentation by 

FAA staff at what purported to be an outreach meeting about the National Airport flight plan (LAZIR B) and its impact on residents of Georgetown and the Palisades. 1. 

Advance information about the meeting specified that Elizabeth Ray, FAA Vice President, would make an introductory statement at 5:30. Vice President Ray did not attend, 

and there was no such presentation. 2. The arrangement of stations with charts on easels around the room had the effect of fragmenting the audience and masking what the net 

effect of the proposed changes would be, particularly regarding aircraft noise. The room in the library was too small to accommodate the attendees and was so noisy that it 
was almost impossible to have a coherent conversation. These choices suggested that the FAA expected a minimal turnout of apathetic residents. Over 200 very vocal 

residents did attend. 3. FAA representatives at each station were friendly but spoke from a planned script that skirted any real problems, or indeed the real purpose of the 

changes. 4. Most important of all was that the plan was not based on any concrete data about aircraft noise levels on the ground. When I asked specific questions about hard 

data on noise levels, I was told that the FAA had not been asked to measure them, and instead had used models based on technical information about aircraft and other 

unspecified elements. No concrete data existed. Or if they existed, were not used. 5. The net effect on me and my party was that while superficially friendly, the agency does 

not regard the impact on people living below the flight paths as important or as seriously detrimental to their quality of life. That impression puts the FAA in extremely bad 

odor as a federal agency that the affected residents support with tax dollars. Outrageous! Frank Staroba 

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 10.0; WOW64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.116 Safari/537.36

Sent: Sunday, September 18, 2016 7:11 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission
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Question /Feedback
 

Dear FAA Manager,
I attended the DC Area community workshop in Georgetown Neighborhood Library.
As I talked to the Air Traffic Controllers I want to submit feedback after the session
for other cities I have been living then Washington DC. I submitted feedback for DC
faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/
however I want to submit for cities like New York,Boston and San Francisco
I tried to go to the same link and write ny,ma or ca instead of dc it did not work.
Can you send me the link to submit feedback for these cities.
Thank you
Regards,

Sent: Saturday, September 17, 2016 7:38 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name:

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise:

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns: I live downtown DC both airports are far from my residence so the only concern is to keep the environment clean I do not hear the 

airplanes at all

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations: I do not want to live too far from the airports because it will be difficult to commute. Washington Dulles is 

more then one hour by public transportation

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality: I am concern if the air is clean

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns: The envoronment should be always clean and a major priority

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (iPad; CPU OS 9_3_5 like Mac OS X) AppleWebKit/601.1.46 (KHTML, like Gecko) Version/9.0 Mobile/13G36 Safari/601.1

Sent: Saturday, September 17, 2016 2:33 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Email: 

Name

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: Wakes me every morning at 5:45 am, which is way too early and is frequently so loud as to prevent outdoor conversation !

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: With increased numbers of flights and lack of enforcement of flight paths. We have schools in the area!

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/?CFID=270508683&CFTOKEN=745bc2e845e826a6-0B1A4852
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (iPhone; CPU iPhone OS 9_3_5 like Mac OS X) AppleWebKit/601.1.46 (KHTML, like Gecko) Version/9.0 Mobile/13G36 Safari/601.1

Sent: Friday, September 16, 2016 6:45 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission

4/3/2017https://email.dot.gov/owa/9-aso-dca-fltprcdrs@faa.gov/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAA...



Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address:

Aviation noise: Wakes me every morning at 5:45 am, which is way too early and is frequently so loud as to prevent outdoor conversation !

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: With increased numbers of flights and lack of enforcement of flight paths. We have schools in the area!

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (iPhone; CPU iPhone OS 9_3_5 like Mac OS X) AppleWebKit/601.1.46 (KHTML, like Gecko) Version/9.0 Mobile/13G36 Safari/601.1
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: Extremely loud aircraft fly directly overhead my house almost EVERY MINUTE from 5:30 am to well past midnight every day. The LAZIR, RNP, 

NATIONAL, and LDA routes, all day, every day put HUNDREDS of aircraft directly, consistently, and constantly over my house, both on LANDING approach and on 

TAKE OFF departures. No effort is made to follow the river and avoid neighborhoods southeast of the Georgetown Reservoir. It is impossible to read or sleep even with ear 

plugs, a white noise machine, and modern double pane windows. Forget about even trying to enjoy outdoors. This is totally ridiculous and unacceptable. There is a wide 

swath of airspace over the completely uninhabited Potomac River and the GW Parkway and absolutely no reason aircraft should be blasting over my house every two minutes, 

all day long. You are ruining the lives of thousands of people throughout the Palisades. Please implement waypoints and landings that hug the uninhabited west bank of the

Potomac, equitably distribute traffic to the south and over the Anacostia, and install a noise monitoring station in the vicinity of where the planes actually fly, not miles away.

Noise concentration: Extremely loud aircraft fly directly overhead my house almost EVERY MINUTE from 5:30 am to well past midnight every day. The LAZIR, RNP, 

NATIONAL, and LDA routes, all day, every day put HUNDREDS of aircraft directly, consistently, and constantly over my house, both on LANDING approach and on 

TAKE OFF departures. No effort is made to follow the river and avoid neighborhoods southeast of the Georgetown Reservoir. It is impossible to read or sleep even with ear 

plugs, a white noise machine, and modern double pane windows. Forget about even trying to enjoy outdoors. This is totally ridiculous and unacceptable. There is a wide 

swath of airspace over the completely uninhabited Potomac River and the GW Parkway and absolutely no reason aircraft should be blasting over my house every two minutes, 

all day long. You are ruining the lives of thousands of people throughout the Palisades. Please implement waypoints and landings that hug the uninhabited west bank of the

Potomac, equitably distribute traffic to the south and over the Anacostia, and install a noise monitoring station in the vicinity of where the planes actually fly, not miles away.

Current environmental concerns: Extremely loud aircraft fly directly overhead my house almost EVERY MINUTE from 5:30 am to well past midnight every day. The 

LAZIR, RNP, NATIONAL, and LDA routes, all day, every day put HUNDREDS of aircraft directly, consistently, and constantly over my house, both on LANDING 

approach and on TAKE OFF departures. No effort is made to follow the river and avoid neighborhoods southeast of the Georgetown Reservoir. It is impossible to read or 

sleep even with ear plugs, a white noise machine, and modern double pane windows. Forget about even trying to enjoy outdoors. This is totally ridiculous and unacceptable. 

There is a wide swath of airspace over the completely uninhabited Potomac River and the GW Parkway and absolutely no reason aircraft should be blasting over my house 

every two minutes, all day long. You are ruining the lives of thousands of people throughout the Palisades. Please implement waypoints and landings that hug the uninhabited 

west bank of the Potomac, equitably distribute traffic to the south and over the Anacostia, and install a noise monitoring station in the vicinity of where the planes actually fly, 

not miles away.

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: Extremely loud aircraft fly directly overhead my house almost EVERY MINUTE from 5:30 am to well past midnight every day. The 
LAZIR, RNP, NATIONAL, and LDA routes, all day, every day put HUNDREDS of aircraft directly, consistently, and constantly over my house, both on LANDING 

approach and on TAKE OFF departures. No effort is made to follow the river and avoid neighborhoods southeast of the Georgetown Reservoir. It is impossible to read or

sleep even with ear plugs, a white noise machine, and modern double pane windows. Forget about even trying to enjoy outdoors. This is totally ridiculous and unacceptable. 

There is a wide swath of airspace over the completely uninhabited Potomac River and the GW Parkway and absolutely no reason aircraft should be blasting over my house 

every two minutes, all day long. You are ruining the lives of thousands of people throughout the Palisades. Please implement waypoints and landings that hug the uninhabited 

west bank of the Potomac, equitably distribute traffic to the south and over the Anacostia, and install a noise monitoring station in the vicinity of where the planes actually fly, 

not miles away.

Aviation noise concentration: Extremely loud aircraft fly directly overhead my house almost EVERY MINUTE from 5:30 am to well past midnight every day. The LAZIR, 

RNP, NATIONAL, and LDA routes, all day, every day put HUNDREDS of aircraft directly, consistently, and constantly over my house, both on LANDING approach and on 

TAKE OFF departures. No effort is made to follow the river and avoid neighborhoods southeast of the Georgetown Reservoir. It is impossible to read or sleep even with ear 

plugs, a white noise machine, and modern double pane windows. Forget about even trying to enjoy outdoors. This is totally ridiculous and unacceptable. There is a wide 

swath of airspace over the completely uninhabited Potomac River and the GW Parkway and absolutely no reason aircraft should be blasting over my house every two minutes, 

all day long. You are ruining the lives of thousands of people throughout the Palisades. Please implement waypoints and landings that hug the uninhabited west bank of the 

Potomac, equitably distribute traffic to the south and over the Anacostia, and install a noise monitoring station in the vicinity of where the planes actually fly, not miles away.

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic: Extremely loud aircraft fly directly overhead my house almost EVERY MINUTE from 5:30 am to well past midnight 

every day. The LAZIR, RNP, NATIONAL, and LDA routes, all day, every day put HUNDREDS of aircraft directly, consistently, and constantly over my house, both on

LANDING approach and on TAKE OFF departures. No effort is made to follow the river and avoid neighborhoods southeast of the Georgetown Reservoir. It is impossible to 

read or sleep even with ear plugs, a white noise machine, and modern double pane windows. Forget about even trying to enjoy outdoors. This is totally ridiculous and 

unacceptable. There is a wide swath of airspace over the completely uninhabited Potomac River and the GW Parkway and absolutely no reason aircraft should be blasting 

over my house every two minutes, all day long. You are ruining the lives of thousands of people throughout the Palisades. Please implement waypoints and landings that hug 

the uninhabited west bank of the Potomac, equitably distribute traffic to the south and over the Anacostia, and install a noise monitoring station in the vicinity of where the 

planes actually fly, not miles away.

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project: Extremely loud aircraft fly directly overhead my house almost EVERY MINUTE from 5:30 am to well past midnight 

every day. The LAZIR, RNP, NATIONAL, and LDA routes, all day, every day put HUNDREDS of aircraft directly, consistently, and constantly over my house, both on 

LANDING approach and on TAKE OFF departures. No effort is made to follow the river and avoid neighborhoods southeast of the Georgetown Reservoir. It is impossible to 

read or sleep even with ear plugs, a white noise machine, and modern double pane windows. Forget about even trying to enjoy outdoors. This is totally ridiculous and 

unacceptable. There is a wide swath of airspace over the completely uninhabited Potomac River and the GW Parkway and absolutely no reason aircraft should be blasting 

over my house every two minutes, all day long. You are ruining the lives of thousands of people throughout the Palisades. Please implement waypoints and landings that hug 

the uninhabited west bank of the Potomac, equitably distribute traffic to the south and over the Anacostia, and install a noise monitoring station in the vicinity of where the 

planes actually fly, not miles away.
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email:

Name: 

Mailing Address:

Aviation noise: Quality of life has deteriorated with dawn flights over residential neighborhoods

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/?CFID=270485243&CFTOKEN=a1fbc21758b7fc0b-04DB6AE5
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: In the past year, airplanes flying over our house have been lower, louder and more frequent. Flights also travel earlier in the morning and late a night. The 

noise is preventing our kids from falling asleep and has woken us up past midnight with the sound.

Noise concentration: I have been on business calls, in my home with the windows closed and people I'm on the line with ask if I am at the airport. The noise is so loud that if 

you're outside, you have to stop talking. And flights seem to be coming every 2 minutes.

Current environmental concerns: The air pollution and noise pollution concern me and I'm baffled that the decision-makers aren't concerned with this as well.

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: I'm told the noise will worsen which scares me because I already think it's beyond tolerable.

Aviation noise concentration: Why do so many flights need to come in and out of Reagan? Dulles seems deserted these days even though there are plans to extend Metro 

there. It seems like no one is considering the overall benefits of both airports on the VA/DC communities.

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project: Why do so many flights need to come in and out of Reagan? Dulles seems deserted these days even though there are plans to extend 

Metro there. It seems like no one is considering the overall benefits of both airports on the VA/DC communities.

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project: Noise level decreased property values Quality of life decline Stress on residents Airplanes flying too close to important 

DC landmarks

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Macintosh; Intel Mac OS X 10_11_6) AppleWebKit/601.7.8 (KHTML, like Gecko) Version/9.1.3 Safari/601.7.8

Sent: Friday, September 16, 2016 2:50 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission

4/3/2017https://email.dot.gov/owa/9-aso-dca-fltprcdrs@faa.gov/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAA...



Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email:

Name:

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: All too often planes fly over houses rather than the river. FAA needs to adopt strategies that control 

routing and noise.

Noise concentration: See above

Current environmental concerns: Planes are here to stay, but that doesn't mean the FAA shouldn't strive to enact and 

enforce measures that require airlines to meet more stringent emissions controls.

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: I'm confident that the frequency of flights over our neighborhood have increased 

in the 13 years we have lived here.

Aviation noise concentration: With more flights flying over the neighborhood rather than the river, noise is worse.

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1; WOW64; Trident/7.0; rv:11.0) like Gecko
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email:

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: Airplane noise and frequency of flights has become intolerable in our neighborhood and the FAA's refusal to address this issue except to place the onus on us, 

the victims of its policies, is absurd. We will not be silenced and telling us to put sound-dampening devices like new roofs on our houses is ridiculous. We're not done here!

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns: Bird calls. They can't mate if they can't hear one another's calls.

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (iPhone; CPU iPhone OS 9_3_5 like Mac OS X) AppleWebKit/601.1.46 (KHTML, like Gecko) Version/9.0 Mobile/13G36 Safari/601.1
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Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: Too many and too loud. I am against the LAZIR B proposal as it will move more noise to the Palisades 

and upriver communities. It does not address systemic issues on how air traffic is managed from DCA

Noise concentration: Too many and too loud. I am against the LAZIR B proposal as it will move more noise to the 

Palisades and upriver communities. It does not address systemic issues on how air traffic is managed from DCA

Current environmental concerns: The constant noise is ruining the quality of life for Palisades and upriver residents I 

am against the LAZIR B proposal as it will move more noise to the Palisades and upriver communities. It does not 

address systemic issues on how air traffic is managed from DCA

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations: No matter how many complaints are file with the 

WMAA, I never receive any acknowledgement. The WMAA is useless and does not care about DC residents.

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project: This is a such a lame proposal that the FAA is trying to push down our throats. The 

FAA staff at the Georgetown meeting were not helpful at all and recognized that the LAZIR B only moves the noise 

problem upriver. I am against the LAZIR B proposal as it will move more noise to the Palisades and upriver 

communities.

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 10.0; WOW64; Trident/7.0; rv:11.0) like Gecko
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Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: The unilateral implementation of the new LAZIR flight path in DCA has significantly impacted my families health. We cannot get a good nights sleep 

because there are planes landing as late as 1:00 am and takeoff as early as 5:00 am. The money motivated increase in the number of flights keeps a constant bombardment of 

noise throughout the day. Your meeting in Georgetown on 14 Sep 15 was a farce and an effort to show that the FAA and MWAA care about the community. MWAA cares 

about the airliners and DCA maximizing profit. If they truly care about the community, the flight path would be changed to what it has been since DCA opened, restrict flights 

before 7 am and 10 pm to regional jets only (they are the ONLY planes that meet the min Db threshold) and decrease the total number of flights in and out of DC (see IAD).

Please, Space is the ruse of community concern.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (iPhone; CPU iPhone OS 9_3_5 like Mac OS X) AppleWebKit/601.1.46 (KHTML, like Gecko) Version/9.0 Mobile/13G36 Safari/601.1
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Email:

Nam

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: I am regularly disturbed by airplane noise, beginning early in the morning and continuing until late at night. The frequency of flights and the noise are worse 

than when I moved here 25 years ago.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: Planes are flying low, directly over my house. They are very loud and they aggressively disturb the peace.

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Macintosh; Intel Mac OS X 10_10_5) AppleWebKit/601.7.8 (KHTML, like Gecko) Version/9.1.3 Safari/601.7.8
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DC FAIR SKIES COALITION 
 
 
September 9, 2016  
 
Carmine Gallo 
Eastern Region Administrator 
Federal Aviation Administration 
1 Aviation Plaza 
Jamaica, New York 11434 
 
Elizabeth L. Ray 
Vice President, Mission Support Services 
Air Traffic Organization 
800 Independence Avenue, SW 
Washington, DC 20591 
 
Re: DC Fair Skies Coalition Comments on FAA’s LAZIR B Proposal 

Dear Administrator Gallo and Ms. Ray, 

The DC Fair Skies Coalition is a group of communities in the District of Columbia 
and Georgetown University  organized to reduce the impact of aircraft noise on the 
DC neighborhoods along the east bank of the Potomac.  In addition to the 
University, its members include Burleith Citizens Association, Citizens 
Association of Georgetown, Foggy Bottom Citizens Association, Hillandale 
Homeowners Association, Foxhall Citizens Association, Colony Hill 
Neighborhood Association, and Palisades Citizen Association.  The Coalition was 
formed in 2015 to protest and challenge in Court the FAA’s publication of nine 
new northbound departures routes which incorporated a new departure procedure 
called LAZIR.  The lawsuit entitled CAG vs. FAA, Case No.15-1285 is pending 
before the Federal DC Court of Appeals. 

The Coalition is also a party to an Administrative Petition dated May 27, 2016 
(attached) demanding that the FAA take immediate action to abate the currently 
unlawful and unacceptable levels of aircraft noise that are being inflicted upon the 
residents of Historic Georgetown and neighboring District of Columbia 
communities on the East side of the Potomac River.  The Petition was signed by 
the Mayor of the District of Columbia, DC Council Members for Wards 2 and 3, 
and all At Large Council Members.  The Petition sets forth the history of the 
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current LAZIR flight path which involved moving the historic NATIONAL 328 
departure flight path from Ronald Reagan National Airport approximately one-half 
mile east and impacting residents from Foggy Bottom to Palisades with increased 
aircraft noise and pollution.   

The Petition notes that this was done without any of the statutorily required 
environmental review of this new flight path and without notice or opportunity for 
affected communities and their elected representatives to comment and seek 
alternatives.  While the FAA has asserted that there was some review of the 
departure changes as part of the multi-airport environmental review in 2013 of the 
proposed Metroplex Next Generation (NexGen) aircraft routes, that review treated 
LAZIR as an existing route and made no evaluation of the decision to move the 
National 328 aircraft noise east. Furthermore the FAA failed to notify any of the 
community organizations affected by that decision or their elected representatives. 

The Petition also notes that the FAA and the Metropolitan Airports Authority 
(MWAA) have intensified the impact of this flight path change by effectively 
abandoning the night time noise rule that used to restrict flights after 11:00 PM and 
prior to 7:00 AM; increasing the percentage of north flow departures from 50 % to 
close to 65% regardless of wind direction;  failing to require heavier, noisier long-
range aircraft to use Dulles; and failing to impose mandatory noise abatement 
flight procedures.  The bottom line result of all these actions and inactions is that 
residents from Foggy Bottom to Palisades can not sleep through the night or carry 
on a conversation without interruption.   

Now, facing community outrage from both sides of the Potomac River over aircraft 
noise, the FAA is proposing to modify the northern departure flight path again 
without sufficient community input or environmental consideration.  The FAA is 
proposing a shift from LAZIR to LAZIR B.  The FAA announced at a Community 
Working Group meeting  that ‘B’ was the best of three alternatives to LAZIR it 
had considered and could be implemented on a fast track.  The majority of lay 
representatives gave a nod to advancing work on B, with the representative from 
Ward 3 abstaining.  (The Community Working Group was organized by MWAA to 
deal with aircraft noise problems created by flight operations to and from Ronald 
Reagan National Airport.)  

While the Coalition is appreciative that the FAA recognizes that it has inflicted a 
serious aircraft noise impact on Northwest DC and is considering remedial action, 
the process should involve, at the very least, a full assessment of all alternatives to 
LAZIR, including reverting to the National 328 flight path.  While the planned  
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community meetings next week are an improvement on the stealth changes in 
departure flight paths the FAA engaged in previously to create LAZIR, these show 
and tell format meetings are not a substitute for a careful environmental review of 
the type that has so far never been performed for LAZIR.  And the impacted 
communities and their elected officials need to be given notice and an opportunity 
to review and submit comments on the environmental analysis.   

This an opportunity for the FAA “to do it right” and obtain resident input and 
understanding of all the alternatives and why the FAA prefers one over others.  We 
understand that Elizabeth Ray informed the MWAA Working Group, at its last 
meeting on August 11, 2016, that the FAA has not yet decided the appropriate 
level of environmental review for this proposal.  In our view, this proceeding does 
not lend itself to the use of a Categorical Exclusion (Catex) but requires, a full 
environmental assessment. Issuing a Catex  in this case without more community 
involvement in the process would be highly controversial and would almost 
certainly lead to litigation by impacted parties.  It would also violate the FAA’s 
own environmental regulations which call for a detailed environmental assessment 
of changes to departure flight paths impacting noise sensitive residential areas.   

In addition to our concerns about making any changes to the existing unreviewed 
LAZIR flight path without a detailed environmental assessment, the Coalition has 
several concerns about the details of the LAZIR B Proposal. 

• The principal concern of residents in Northwest DC is the significant 
increase in aircraft noise since Spring 2015 most of which is attributable 
to the implementation of nine new northbound routes all of which 
incorporate the LAZIR terminal procedure as the initial segment.  Given 
that concern, how is LAZIR B responsive to resident’s complaints about 
the former LAZIR departure procedure?  According to the FAA’s noise 
analysis of LAZIR B dated Dec 10, 2015, LAZIR B would decrease 
average noise levels slightly in Georgetown but increase average noise 
levels (by up to 1 decibel) in most of residential Northwest DC .  How is 
an increase in aircraft noise responsive to complaints from residents of 
Northwest DC about LAZIR? 

• The historic northern departure flight path, the NATIONAL 328, takes 
planes after take-off on a straight line flight path on a compass heading 
328 over the Pentagon, Arlington National Cemetery, and commercial 
Arlington before intersecting the river.  What was the justification for  
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moving that flight path about ½ mile east so that planes using LAZIR are 
flying over Georgetown University and MacArthur Boulevard and 
bombarding Georgetown and nearby communities with aircraft noise 
without any input whatsoever from the residents in DC?  

• Why is the first Waypoint (WP) of the proposed LAZIR B route named 
ADAXE not moved back to the existing National 328 route?  All planes 
not equipped with RNAV navigation equipment are required to use 
NATIONAL 328 and pilots of any planes can request it.  Since it can be 
used by all planes today what is the justification for not moving ADAXE 
back to the National 328 flight path and significantly reducing noise 
levels in Georgetown and nearby communities?  

• Why is the second WP names BEBLE made a fly by WP to the east?  
And why is that WP moved east?  Since all planes are required to fly east 
of it on the way to the next WP, moving BEBLE east necessarily will 
impact communities north of Georgetown with increased aircraft noise.  
Why is BEBLE not made a fly over WP or a WP to fly by to the west to 
ensure that planes stay close to the river rather than flying over 
residential communities in Northwest DC?  

• Our understanding of current flight rules is that a plane is not considered 
off course until it strays one mile from the route shown on FAA route 
maps.  Is any change being considered in that flight rule that would set 
penalties for exceeding the LAZIR B route by more than ¼ mile?   

• If RNAV equipped planes frequently depart from the prescribed course 
by ½ mile how can the FAA claim that a flight path less than ½ mile 
from DC will not result in planes flying over DC?  This is a concern with 
LAZIR B raised by the Ward Two representative to the MWAA 
Community Working Group in an email to Ms. Ray dated December 16, 
2015.  

• Why is the third WP named COVTO moved east?  Since all planes flying 
east have to fly east of COVTO, moving that WP east necessarily will 
impact communities such as Palisades with increased aircraft noise, as 
the FAA’s own noise analysis demonstrates.  Why is the proposed new  

 





I 
;, 

Community Comments 
If you have comments in response to information provided at a public 
meeting or upcoming implantation plans, submit your feedback below. 
Contact Information 

, I , II • Middle lntial 

Your Email Address 

Concerns about aviation in or near your residence 
that exist today 

~iation Noise 

~oise Concentration 

lO r\{ {{__~~ S-e.l 'be ~~-V' S\t~~~ Cou.f -~tCl-\ 

[ 0 <; ' \ "'-"- 0 A () C.. A_ >"D ~ o,w( O'' t' f "I u "'-'\_ . 
~I ks.-c: r( l e J~? ..cc'/ s. \ ra'j <All().,, /j.,'J.. 
\J C 1-&-'/ Sil''- S, f 0 <C,.,1 'cJ "--S L-i, illV L ' I sr /b 'j s~r JJ ,,·~ . 



Concerns about changes expected in or near your 
residence as a result of this project 

~ble increase in Aviation Noise D Request for more data about the project 

~ Noise Concentration 0 Request for more information on ways to provide feedback 

D nme allowed to provide Feedback on this topic L.onmental concerns 

O Purpose and Need for the project 

0~ 

D Concerns that should be considered for the project 

C J J r e.,,,_1 (\ o, s (. if\!\{~._/ e vefo(,,/ ~ s 
°'-Ir:_ uv+ J {;t{, j_ Ovv }-. tf\ e_ rl f_ 2L~~ r, 

A
{ () (\o -Lvc V\ eoJ'- CO Cfl t~ r"0 vt~ o P \ ('u_ t f.. L) 
fr' ' F,( ,/ I VII. r l- f o.__ <,,~ e ':;,>""- + 

\S lc {v'n_J --w,J ~/«:) / 1 .? 11--A 
stt+j C1}r-f1-t'tJ

1 
1(),.fJ,<- Slia)J 

rtu~-r -t v \l'L ) 2 i (A/vi.I. d= r r 1 0) 
Ci\t ,,, ~ \ (0, ft'L ( t\f\ /it~ T:; ~-cf v{/f',t~ 

1 ~c>A ;q (iJ-J 1 u f fVt . 

NAxtGEN 
~ 



The Honorable Michael P. Huerta 
Administrator, Federal Aviation Authority 

Dear Administrator Huerta, 

I hope that you had a successful Paris Airshow. I saw you on a few occasions at the Airshow, notably at 

the AIA receptions. But rather than introducing myself in person, I wanted to let you focus on the 

pressing matters of the Airshow as opposed to the issue of air traffic and noise in the DCA area, to which I 

would likely have gravitated. 

convey to you the seriousness of the noise (and broader environmental) situation resulting from DCA

related air operations in a significant portion our city, and to highlight the ways under the FAA's control 

that can be used to address the situation. 

In terms of context-setting, those of us who have lived in the o over the DC-

Maryland border beyond the Palisades for 15, 20 and sometimes 30 years would say the following: 

• 15-20 years ago, the noise (and associated air pollution) was not enjoyable, but it was somewhat 

manageable as there were effectively no operations between 10pm and 730 am, flight patterns 

were tight over the river (except in adverse weather), aircraft were relatively small, and operations 

were infrequent. 

• From 15-20 years ago until a few years ago, there was a slow increase in noise as operations 

increased and aircraft size increased, leading to - at certain times of the day - the inability to keep 

windows open, and have conversations outside and sometimes even inside. 

• Approximately 4 years ago, the noise increased dramatically, with aircraft operating at almost all 

hours of the day, much heavier, noisier aircraft operating in the area, and pilots having more 

apparent discretion regarding their patterns - sometimes flying just a few to several hundred feet 

above our roofs almost 5nm from the airport (there are FAA and MWAA data to support this). 

Things began to become unbearable in a significant part of NW DC (and northern VA). 



• A few months ago, with the advent of the new LAZIR next generation departure pattern, the noise 

increased even further - in a step-change fashion, as the LAZIR routes all north flow traffic at high 

thrust at a point on the flight path directly over the densest residential neighborhoods and where 

the aircraft are at their lowest altitudes on climb. Residents are now not able to sleep, babies are 

being woken up, and people have been having significant difficulties selling their houses in 

certain areas. Noise measurements routinely hit in the 80s and 90s dbs outside. 

We all benefit from air travel. And no one in our communities is saying to move all traffic to IAD. But the 

FAA and MWAA, with pressure from the airline operators and with Congress complicit, have pushed DCA 

beyond where it can effectively coexist with its surroundings from a human and environmental impact 

perspective, and from a safety perspective. Noise thresholds are being flagrantly violated (again, there are 

data to prove this), and there are now only about 3-4 hours of the night with no scheduled operations. 

This situation needs to be "walked back" . 

The significant expansion noted above happened without a realistic technical environmental impact 

assessment and in spite of the obvious common sense conclusion made by Congress in the 1950s when 

IAD was conceived - that a major airport does not belong nestled among our greatest national treasures. 

For human impact and safety reasons, DCA was never sited nor intended for the volume, size and nature 

of air traffic that exists there today. 

The good news is that this is not an insurmountable problem. And there is a willing outlet for some of the 

pressures on DCA in the form of IAD - which, as you know, used to have much of the traffic now at DCA, 

and upon which taxpayers have spent enormous sums of money for this purpose. 

On behalf of my communities in the form of the multiple groups attempting to work with the FAA, 

MWAA, the operators, and Congress on this issue, I point to the following areas within the FAA's control 

that should and can be addressed to bring a better balance back to DCA operations, reduce the severe 

negative impact DCA is having on its surroundings, and without significantly impacting the operators: 

1. All south flow approach traffic should be over the river, not neighborhoods, and at higher 

altitudes. Although a 2013 FAA report showed overland routes had been nearly eliminated by a 

Next Generation approach, on a recent and not atypical Sunday night with 

irspace, over the course of 6 hours, 85 planes flew directly over the 

as low as 600 feet above our rooftops. 

a. All aircraft and crews flying in and out of DCA should be equipped and trained to fly the 

Rnav RNP approach in IMC when river visual is not possible. This is only logical for this 

airspace, which is among the most restricted in the country, and it is not without 

precedent - for example, London City Airport requires a special pilot certification. 

b. Pilot discretion should be tightened to fly the river visual or RNP approach - pilots should 

not be allowed to use the localizer approach unless adverse weather conditions dictate. 

On the morning I drafted this letter, in perfect visual conditions, two CRJs (same equipage 

and same operator) 2-3 minutes apart reinforced that pilot discretion is an issue - one 

CRJ flew the river visual, one flew directly over ---almost 0.5 mile laterally 

Page 2 



from the river. Shortly thereafter, a A319 or A320 pair did the same thing. This is a 

discretion or ATC direction issue. 

c. Minimum altitude over our neighborhoods must be raised/glideslope increased. FAA and 

MWAA data routinely show aircraft operating less than 1000 feet above Foxhall Village 

rooftops 4.5nm from the runway. There is at least a 300-450 vertical feet difference 

between the river and treetops in our neighborhoods, so when pilots discretion is used to 

wander from river visual or RNP to "cut the corner" over our neighborhoods, 1300 feet 

AMSL becomes less than 1000 feet AGL, sometimes much less. For reference, 1300 feet 

AMSL 5nm out implies -3 percent glideslope. London City uses a 7 degree approach; a 

compromise at 5 percent would be -2300 AMSL at Foxhall Village, well within safe 

performance envelopes of current aircraft. 

2. The new NextGen LAZIR departure must be eliminated. As noted above, this path routes all north 

flow traffic directly over the densest residential neighborhoods at a point where aircraft are at 

their lowest altitude and at very high thrust. The new routing completely avoids areas where 

there is already significant noise such as the commercial district of Rosslyn, and ultimately rejoins 

the river only at a point at which aircraft are already at high altitudes. The new LAZIR has been an 

utter failure, as evidenced by the dramatic increase in noise complaints from both DC and VA. 

a. Eliminate/ change the LAZIR to not directly fly over dense residential areas where aircraft 

are at their lowest points. 

b. Reduce the very heavy burden on the north flow departure route by using the Anacostia 

corridor for northeast-bound flights (as intended by the last DCA noise study) and the 1-

66 corridor for south- and west-bound flights, which is more efficient and avoids IAD 

airspace - a safety win for the FAA. 

c. Mandate the reduction of thrust when over residential areas at low altitudes. This is done 

at other airports such as LHR and Orange County. 

d. Set and enforce a minimum climb requirement to avoid low altitude, high thrust 

operations such as what we see with some Southwest 737s which only reach 2000-2500 

feet by th still at high thrust. 

3. South flow should be established as the default operations. Currently, even in windless 

conditions, and sometimes even when the wind is blowing at low speeds from the south, north 

flow is used. While no operational direction spares impact on neighborhoods, the river to the 

south of DCA is wider, straighter, less populated (south of Alexandria}, and the land is at lower 

elevations. Consequently, the noise impact on communities as a whole would be reduced using 

south flow as a default. 

4. Eliminate the use of the noisiest aircraft types at DCA - notably the MD-88s and MD-90s that are 

still in operation. These are by no means the only noisy aircraft, but they are the worst of the 

types at DCA today. They are prior stage engines that have no business being flown over densely 

populated routes, including after 11 pm - which is currently the case. 

5. Re-establish the 10pm to 730am effective "curfew" that was in place for years. Currently, there 

are scheduled flights from 5:05am until 1 or 2am. There are 4 flights prior to 6 am, and then a 

departure almost every 1-2 minutes between 6 and 7am. The "curfew"/noise abatement meets all 
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6 criteria required by national law: 1) it is reasonable, non-arbitrary, and non-discriminatory (it 

would apply to all}, 2) it does not create an undue burden on commerce as the much larger IAD 

and even BWI would be used for that time period - as had always been the case until a few years 

ago, 3) it is not inconsistent with maintaining the safe and efficient use of airspace (in fact, it 

would increase safety), 4) it does not conflict with other laws and regulations, 5) it could be open 

for public comment, and 6) it does not burden the aviation system (in fact, it would relieve it). It 

would also help shift traffic back to IAD, a stated goal of MWAA and the governor of Virginia. 

a. To ease the way back to this prior DCA regime, there could be an interim period during 

which the aircraft type could be restricted to the quietest types (e.g., CRJs). 

b. Prior to re-establishment of the curfew, all flights within curfew time period should 

operate south over the longer, wider river, and where ground levels are lower using 2-day 

operations. Two-way operations are an established DCA procedure, and a solution used 

at other airports such as BOS. 

Administrator Huerta, while the list you see above may be slightly long, I hope you will notice that many 

of our recommendations are quite logical, and would not take a significant amount of effort. Indeed, 

most if not all of the above are the purview of the FAA, and no other body. And even the "curfew"/noise 

abatement, which is likely the most difficult to address despite the fact that it is legally valid, could be a 

win-win-win-win for the FAA, MWAA, DC, Virginia and a large number of communities. The fact that there 

was an effective curfew for decades until a few years ago should be a reminder that this is an issue that 

can and should be addressed. 

I should note that our communities have met with representatives of the FAA and MWAA on a few 

occasions over the past two years on this, including earlier this month. And while we sincerely appreciate 

the attendance of FAA officials at those meetings, our interactions with those officials have been 

unfortunately underwhelming, and have convinced us that little will likely be done to address what we 

know to be reasonable and logical suggestions that have precedent elsewhere in the US and beyond. 

In closing, I sincerely appreciate your consideration of this matter. As a long-time aerospace industry 

veteran, I understand the pressures that you are under - those from a myriad of different directions; it is 

not an easy t ime for you or for the FAA as a whole, I know. The spirit in which I convey our 

recommendations above is one that is intended to move towards relieving at least some dimensions of 

that pressure. There are already enough lawsuits regarding the negative impact on communities of 

aircraft operations. Tangible action along the lines recommended above would go a long way to 

demonstrate to communities across the country what the FAA is trying to do to address these pressures. 

If it would be of any assistance, I would be happy to follow up with a phone call or in person meeting with 

you or your staff. And I extend a standing invitation to you and/or your staff to visit my house and our 

neighborhoods to experience first-hand the impact of DCA operations as they exist today. 

Most sincerely, 
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Next Steps: Provide Feedback 
to this Engagement Session 

Feedback on the proposed changes will be accepted the following ways: 
Provide Feedback Today 

• A documentarian is present at the session to record your comments. 

• A laptop is available for online submissions at the Community Engagement session. 

• Physical forms are available at this session for those wanting to leave a written comment today. 

Provide Feedback After the Session 

Visit faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/ to provide feedback online, or send comments directly to 
9-aso-dca-fltprcdrs@faa.gov. 

Before including your address, phone number, e-mail address, or other personal identifying information in your comment, be 
advised that your entire comment - including your personal identifying information -may be made publicly available at any time. 
While you can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying information, we cannot guarantee 
that we will be able to do so. 

All comments pertaining to the proposed changes will be read and considered in on-going analysis and project planning. 
Individuals will not receive direct responses. 
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ATTENTION: 
Elizabeth L. Ray 
FAA Vice President for Mission Support Services 

RE: SUBMISSION OF COMMENTS AND ADDITIONAL PROPOSALS 
CONCERNING THE FAA'S PROPOSAL TO ALTER AND ADJUST 
THE NORTHBOUND RNAV FLIGHT PATHS FROM RONALD 
REAGAN NATIONAL AIRPORT. 

I have resided at the above address in since 1973. During 
that time, my immediate neighborhood has never een 1mpacte y aircraft noise 
from National Airpo1t. My home is far enough from the Potomac River that I have 
rarely heard any aircraft noise when the airport is in South Flow mode. Until the 
spring of 2015, I had never been impacted by aircraft noise from aircraft taking off 
when the airport was in north flow mode. That is because the only northern departure 
flight path from National Airport since 1941 had been NATIONAL 328, which 
routed all aircraft over the Pentagon, Arl ington National Cemetery, and the 
commercial section of Arlington, Virginia. 

The peace and quite I had enjoyed in my neighborhood, my home, and my 
garden, for the past 42 years, abruptly ended in the spring of 20 15, when the FAA 
implemented nine new RNA V flight paths that had been grafted onto a term inal 
procedure called LAZIR without any environmental review whatsoever. I have 
subsequently learned that the LAZIR terminal procedure was secretly implemented in 
March of 2011, without the required environmental review, but was seldom used 
thereafter because pilots refused to fly it for fear of entering Prohibited Area 56. 

I am now unfortunately aware of aircraft noise whenever National Airpo11 is in 
north flow mode, because that aircraft noise wakes me up in the morning and renders 
my previously quite garden unusable because of the constant aircraft noise that 
measures as high as 80 dBA. I have also learned that the noise is seriously 
compromising learning at the 200 year-old school that m children 
attended, as well as inten-upting Mass at the much older 
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Accordingly, I am submitting the following comments in opposition to the FAA 's 
proposed adjustments to the LAZIR terminal procedure1

• 

1. The FAA's proposed adjustments to the LAZIR term inal 
procedure should be subjected to an Environmental Assessment. 

In light of the FAA' s orders, beginning in 20 11 and culminating in 2015, that 
moved the historic northern de arture route from Arl ington to Georgetown, l have 
joined the in its efforts to require the FAA to conduct a full 
and complete environmental review of the nine new no11hern RNA V routes that are 
extensions of the original LAZIR route. In my view, that LAZTR procedure is now, 
and always has been, unlawful because it was partially implemented in 2011 and then 
fully implemented in 2015 ,with nine new RNA V routes, without any publ ic notice 
and without the required consultations with the District of Columbia SHPO, the 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, and the National Park Service2

. 

Had the FAA, prior to implementing LAZIR in 2011, complied with the 
requirements of the National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA), the National 
Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), Section 4(t) of the Nationa l Transportation Act(§ 
4(t)), and its own regulations, it would have been requi red to conduct at least an 
Environmental Assessment (EA) in order to evaluate all of the potential 
environmental impacts that the movement of the historic 70 year-old flight path, more 
than one half mile east, would have on Georgetown and the other National 
Landmarks, National Parks, National Monuments, schools, and univers ities on the 
east side of the Potomac River. 

Instead, the FAA issued a clearly inapplicable categorical exclusion (CA TEX), 
asse11ing that the new LAZIR procedure could be implemented without any 
environmental review because it would not route any aircraft over " noise sensitive 
areas." That CA TEX was unlawful and disingenuous on its face because the entire 
east side of the Potomac River north of the airport is, and always has been, a "noise 
sensitive area" as that term is defined in the FAA' s own regulations. Moreover, the 
LAZIR route sends aircraft directly over " land" in Georgetown, Georgetown 

1 LAZIR has been eliminated as a separate procedure. Accordingly, the current 
"environmental review" is not about adjusting "LAZIR," which no longer ex ists, but about 
adjusting a ll of the northbound RNAV routes. The FAA's proposal should make this clear. For 
the purpose of clarity, however, I will refer to the route as LAZIR. 

z The FAA has asserted in the pending appeal, that it evaluated the impacts of the LAZI R procedure 
on the District of Columbia, in the course of its 2013 Washington D.C. Optimization of the 
Airspace and Procedures in the Metroplex EA. The Petitioners, however, have pointed out that no 
such evaluation of the noise impacts on D. C. from the LAZIR procedure was actually 
accomplished in that EA. 
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University, and MacArthur Boulevard at less than 3000 feet with noise impacts well 
over 65 DNL, a situation for which Order 1050.1 E § 40 l m mandates the preparation 
of an Environmental Assessment (EA). In addition, LAZIR was, and still is, clearly 
an "extraordinary circumstance" that required at least an EA. 

Therefore, the impacts of the existing procedure, as well as the impacts from 
the currently proposed adjustments should be considered and evaluated in an 
Environmental Assessment. 

2 . The purported rationale for LAZIR -- that the route should 
" maximize time over water" -- has no factual basis and is 
nothing more than a meaningless shibboleth. 

LAZIR's complicated history begins with a MWAA noise report issued in 
2004, entitled "FAR PART 150 NOISE EXPOSURE MAPS AND NOISE 
COMP AT ABILITY PROGRAM." In that Repo11, an MWAA Advisory Committee 
made the following recommendation: 

Form a working group to develop advanced navigation procedures for a1Tivals 
and departures on all runways, encourage the use of advanced navigation 
technology by airlines to provide pilots the abi lity to fol low more predictable 
and precise flight tracks along the center of the Potomac and Anacostia Ri ver 
corridors. 

See MWAA Repo11 § Vl 1-3. This very general and seem ingly innocuous 
recommendation had a much more specific meaning for the representatives of 
Arlington, Virginia. For them, it apparently meant that the MW AA and the 
FAA should jointly create a new northern departure fli ght path to alter and/or replace 
the historic NATIONAL 328 flight path. That new flight path, which was only 
generally referenced in the Repo11, would route the aircraft more than a half-mile east 
of NATIONAL 328 to the "center" of the Potomac River. Id. 

Four years later, the FAA ultimately addressed the MWAA committee's 
recommendation to transfer the aircraft noise from Arlington across the River to 
Georgetown in a formal Pa11 150 " Record of Approval" dated January 10, 2008. In 
what can be only be described as a self contradictory statement, the FAA purports to 
disapprove the Committee's recommendation -- because it did not improve safety and 
was obviously based solely on a request for noise abatement for Arlington -- while at 
the same time, stating that the FAA was already in the process of implementing it: 

Description: This measure would form a working group to identify advanced 
navigation procedures that would provide a more predictable and precise flight 
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track for aircraft to follow the center of the rivers. An advanced navigation 
procedure could reduce the number of aircraft that stray off the river corridors, 
reduce noise exposure for residents along the river co1Tidors. There are no 
residents or incompatible land uses located in the DNL 65 noise contour. This 
is a new measure. (NCP Page Vl-3). 

FAA Action: Disapproved for purposes of Part 150. The NEM and NCP 
show no present or forecasted incompatible land uses within the DNL 65 dB 
and the NCP does not state that the airport sponsor has selected land use 
guidelines different from those in Table 1 of Part 150. FAA Orders 7100. 9D 
and 8260.44A specify the design criteria to be used in developing the 
procedures, including that their purpose is to improve safety. The procedures 
are not to be designed solely for noise abatement, but they can be used to 
enhance it. Disapproval for purposes of Part 150 does not prohibit the airport 
sponsor from pursing establishing a working group. A working group has 
already been formed and includes chief pilot, DCA Tower, Potomac 
Consolidated TRACON, Metropolitan Washington Airports Authority 
(MWAA), FAA Flight Standards and citizen representatives. Airlines are 
cutTently testing (in simulators) takeoff and arrival procedures designed by the 
work group. ( emphasis added). 

The FAA properly disapproved the proposal because it was prohibited by FAA 
Order JO 7400.2G, which provided: 

Facility Managers (or their designees) shall not make or recommend a 
proposed flight track route or air traffic flow as a prefetTed action for the sole 
purpose of noise abatement. 

Neve11heless, the FAA obediently adopted the meaningless shibboleth to the 
effect that aircraft should " follow the center of the rivers" in order to " reduce noise 
exposure for residents along the river co1Tidors." That has subsequently evolved into 
" more time over water than land" which is equally without basis. In order to comply 
with the law, the FAA should have conducted an EA to determine, among other 
things: (1) The width of the River at various points from DCA to the American 
Legion Bridge. (2) The nature of the development on either side of the River, i.e., 
industrial, commercial, residential, or National Parks and National Historic 
Landmarks. (3) The number of residents living on either side of the River that wou ld 
be affected by aircraft noise. (4) The noise levels that would impact the communities 
on each side of the River. (5) The nature and amount of subsidies that had been paid 
to property owners on the west side of the River as a result of being under the hi storic 
NATIONAL 328 flight path since 1941. 
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Accordingly, the FAA had no basis whatsoever for its supposition that moving 
the flight path over the Potomac River would "reduce noise exposure for residents 
along the river corridors." The only means available to the FAA for determining 
whether MWAA working group's shibboleth had any validity, was to conduct and 
EA in order to assemble all of the facts necessary to either validate or disprove that 
supposition. Because that environmental review has, to this day, never been 
conducted, it should be part of the FAA' s current proposal to modify LAZIR. 

3. The LAZIR route, as currently configured, and as proposed, 
is contrary to the goals of the FAA Modernization and Reform 
Act. 

The FAA Modernization Act and Reform Act of 2012, Pub. L. No. 112-95, § 
2 I 3(a)( 1 )(A), required the FAA to implement the Next Generation Air 
Transpo11ation System (NexGen) and established several standards and metrics that 
the FAA was required to fol low in its implementation of the NextGen system. One of 
primary legislative goals was to " maximize the fuel efficiency and ai rspace capacity 
of NextGen commercial operations at each of the 35 operational evolution 
partnership airports." § 213(a)(l)(A). In order ensure that those goals were met, 
Congress also required the FAA Administrator to submit progress reports. In the 
FAA Administrator's first report on August 8, 20 13, Pet. Ex. -- the FAA addressed 
one of the metrics relevant to LAZIR: "Metric 4: Operations using advanced 
navigation procedures, including Performance Based Navigation (PBN) procedures." 
Repo11 p. 6-7. The repo1t gave the follow example of the successful appi'ication of 
this metric: 

Example of Success "Greener Skies Over Seattle" is an example of a 
collaborative project between the FAA, airlines, the Port of Seattle and Boeing 
Corporation to implement PBN in Washington. First operational in summer 
2012, it is already showing benefits. The project is estimated to cut fuel 
consumption by 2. 1 million gallons annually and reduce 
carbon emissions by 22,000 metric tons, the equivalent of taking 4 ,100 cars off 
the road every year. In addition, it will reduce overfl ight noise exposure for an 
estimated 750,000 people living within the affected flight corridor. 

The residents of Seattle should consider themselves very fortunate for the 
FAA's implementation ofNextGen in Seattle. The residents of Georgetown and the 
surrounding communities, however, were treated very differently, and the nine new 
northern RNA V routes are anything but "examples of success." To the contrary, 
those nine new RNAV routes that the FAA implemented in 2015: (1) Now traverse a 
much more ci rcuitous route for the first four miles for the sole purpose of abati ng 
aircraft noise in Arlington by moving a large part of that noise over to the District of 
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Columbia. (2) This, of course, causes the aircraft to burn more fuel and increase 
carbon emissions. (3) The pollutants are also creating unnecessary deposits on 
Monuments such as the Lincoln Memorial. (4) While the people who live to the west 
of Rosslyn, Virginia, and who have been under the NATIONAL 328 flight path for 
75 years, may now be experiencing less exposure to noise, that noise has simply been 
transferred to more than 80,000 residents on the east side of the Potomac River who 
have never before been under a northern flight path from National Airpo1t. (5) 
Because of the new circuitous route, the aircraft are in continuous turning mode that 
requires more engine power and creates more noise for both the residents in 
Arlington the District of Columbia. (6) This route also takes aircraft perilously close 
to Prohibited Area 56, a safety and security problem that is completely unnecessary. 
Accordingly, the FAA should consider and evaluate each of the above listed issues in 
conjunction with its consideration of the proposed adjustments to the current LAZIR 
procedure. 

In light of the above, the FAA should conclude that an EA is now necessary to 
detennine the actual impacts of the proposed adjustments to the LAZTR procedure. 
As pa1t of that EA, the FAA should consider all other potential adjustments, 
including Coalition' s proposal to move the ADAXE fly-over waypoint back to the 
intersection of the 328-degree radial, to make BEBLE a flyby to the west and to leave 
the remaining waypoints of the nine new RNA V routes where they are. 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: Continuous aviation noise through out the day starting from around 6 AM. It gets very hectic and LOUD and highly disturbing in addition to helicopters 

circling over Great Falls. PLEASE REDUCE THE frequency of the planes. Once every half hour or so is manageable.

Noise concentration: Noise is particularly concentrated around River Falls neighborhood, a major disturbance.

Current environmental concerns: Increased noise pollution over 60 DB through out the day is becoming unbearable.

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1; WOW64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/56.0.2924.87 Safari/537.36

Sent: Monday, March 06, 2017 7:22 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission

3/20/2017https://email.dot.gov/owa/9-aso-dca-fltprcdrs@faa.gov/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAA...

























LAZIR proposal 

FAA: 

We are against the proposed flight rules. What we had for years was tolerable. Increased numbers of 

flight numbers, earlier and later open times,  and now the proposed concentration of flights over fewer 

people is unacceptable. That a smaller percent of the population has to bear more of the burden of flight 

noise is unacceptable.

We want the FAA to :

1. Suspend the new LAZIR flight route over our communities and reinstate the prior flight path, 

2. Include noise and emissions as critical design inputs for arrival and departures routes,

3. Distribute noise equitably over populated areas when it cannot be eliminated.

4. Eliminate or restrict aircraft operations between 10:00 PM and 7:00 AM, and 

5. Adopt more meaningful noise assessment methods on the ground.

Sent: Saturday, October 15, 2016 11:03 PM 
To: faa@springfield20816.com
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: It is too loud, measuring over 60 dBs inside my home with the windows closed. Most importantly the flights before 7 am and after 10 pm MUST STOP.

Sleep is very important to human health.

Noise concentration: Too frequent. Planes are flying directly over neighborhoods on in intervals of one minute. I've recorded almost 30 

flights in one period between 6 am and 6:30 am. Sometimes 2 flights fly over within 1 minute of each other. DCA flights need to be restricted. DCA has far exceeded it's

designed capacity of 15M passengers.

Current environmental concerns: The emissions that are dropping on neighborhoods and on Washington's monuments have increased greatly. How many more flights 

have increased in the past 10 years? That's how much more pollutants are being emitted onto the neighborhoods.

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations: How many complaints has MWAA / FAA received about noise since July 2015? Please break that down 

on a monthly basis. How many flights depart to the NORTH vs the SOUTH. How many flights have departed to the NORTH when the prevailing wind is from the SOUTH 

or there basically is no wind and the visibility ceiling is more than adequate. More flights should take-off to the SOUTH versus the NORTH. Less densely populated, wider 

and straighter river that allows for greater rate of climb. Please look at changing IAD flight paths so that more flights can take-off towards the SOUTH. It can be done.

Possible increase in Aviation noise: Moving departure and arrival waypoints so that more flights go over the river should help, but the real issue is that number of flights 

into and out of DCA needs to be decreased to the airport design limits that have been vastly exceeded. These flights need to be switched to IAD. Flight restrictions must be 

enforced or airlines heavily fined for flights between 10 pm and 7 am.

Aviation noise concentration: Way too many flights out of DCA. 23M passengers in 2015 for an airport designed for 15M. Really? That says it all!!

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic: Adequate, but not very well advertised.

Purpose and need for the project: Need for this project is critical. WE CANNOT SLEEP, WE ARE CONSTANTLY DISTURBED. HOW WOULD YOU LIKE TO BE 

WOKEN UP AROUND 5 AM EVERY MORNING AND NOT BE ABLE TO SLEEP UNTIL AFTER 12 AM DUE TO AIRPLANE NOISE. It is a health issue and an 

environmental issue where a class action lawsuit will be submitted if things do not change.

Air Quality: There are 8M more passengers flying out of DCA than the airport was designed for. Let's do simple math and assume each aircraft, on average, carries 100 

passengers. Is that 80,000 more flights per year that are emitting pollutants?

Request for more data about the project: How many more flights per day from DCA in 2016 vs 2006? How many NORTH departures vs SOUTH How many flights 

between 10 pm and 7 am? How many complaints since July 1, 2015? When was an Environmental Impact Study done prior to the NEXTGEN flight path changes in July 

2015? When were the communities consulted prior to the July 2015 flight path changes? Where are the noise monitors located for the Ward 2 and Ward 3 communities in 

DC? How are the noise monitors measuring dB?

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback: Monthly feedback that: tracks number of flights per day, number of flights between 10 pm and 7 am, how 

much more emissions are being dumped on neighborhoods with all these extra flights, north flow vs south flow departures

Future environmental concerns: Of course, more emissions are being dumped on the neighborhoods with all these extra flights. How much more?

Concerns that should be considered for the project: accurate noise measurements and reporting in the effected neighborhoods, accurate data reporting on number of 

NORTH flow vs SOUTH flow departures ELIMINATE flights between 10 pm and 7 am Make DCA a regional airport with only regional jets allowed to fly. Ban MD80s, 

MD90s, Airbus 320 series, Boeing 737 and 757s.

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1; WOW64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.143 Safari/537.36

Sent: Saturday, October 15, 2016 11:16 AM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Aircraft noise in North Arlington/Maywood 

Dear FAA officials:

You are proposing to move the DCA departure waypoints ADAXE and BEBLE further over Arlington. Since this 
will shift aircraft noise towards our neighborhood, I am writing to oppose this change.

Before implementing this change or any other changes, the FAA needs to do a full study of the impact of noise on 
our neighborhood that includes the following:

� Use a baseline of 2010 to measure all cumulative noise increases from aircraft in our neighborhood (as 
required in FAA Order 1050.1f). Right now, the FAA is measuring only the increased noise from each change, and 
the effect is to ratchet up the aircraft noise over time.

� The noise impact study should include type of aircraft, how heavily they are loaded, the altitude of the planes 
relative to our homes (not sea level), and the echo effect of the Potomac River basin.

� The noise impact study should take into account the size of population impacted positively and negatively by 
these changes.  If the number of people impacted negatively is more than those who will experience less noise, 
the change should not be made.

� The noise impact study should take into account the historical characteristics of Arlington, including the peace 
and quiet we should be able to expect in places like Arlington Cemetery, Fort C.F. Smith Park, and the national 
parks nearby.  For families, it should take into account the nature of our historic homes, which don't always have 
insulation against the noise.
To help put in place new DCA procedures that better balance the airport's impact with our neighborhood's peace 
and quiet, the FAA should do the following:

� Release all internal modeling and research on the noise impact of any changes, including the cumulative 
change from the 2010 baseline.

� Provide the community with adequate notice that changes are being proposed.

� Work with community representatives to answer questions before proceeding.

� Put in place a better noise monitoring system that measures the actual impact on neighborhoods.
Because the FAA has not done the required noise impact study, we can't know all the impact of this change, 
although it looks clear that routing planes over our neighborhood will make the problem worse.
So I urge you to suspend the departure procedure change and any other proposed changes until the above 
conditions are put in place.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
Sincerely, 

Sent: Friday, October 14, 2016 9:29 PM 
To: ; 9-ASO-DCA-

FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
Cc:

Page 1 of 1Aircraft noise in North Arlington/Maywood
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: Too many planes, too loud and too early.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: The plans show a route closer still to my neighborhood with even more flights. It is already too much.

Aviation noise concentration: There is just too much aviation noise and it is particularly noticeable very early in the morning, when most people get their REM (best 

quality of ) sleep

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality: More flights is going to create even more air pollution. This airport, so close to the city, was not designed for so much traffic.

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns: Very concerned about pollution and disturbance of animal life in and around the river.

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1; WOW64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.116 Safari/537.36

Sent: Friday, October 14, 2016 8:42 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission

3/20/2017https://email.dot.gov/owa/9-aso-dca-fltprcdrs@faa.gov/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAA...







Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: We have a substantial investment in outdoor living and also keep our windows open for fresh air6 month a year. Plane noise is impacting our 

ability to continue this practice and could diminish property values.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations: Surprised to hear that routes are favoring one size of the Potomac river over another. Don't 

understand why and this creates uncertainty.

Possible increase in Aviation noise: Huge impact on quality of life.

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.3) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.143 Safari/537.36

Sent: Friday, October 14, 2016 1:07 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: Aviation noise has been an issue since we first move to our home 24 years ago. It was very intrusive when we first moved in and then improved. Lately we 

notice airplane notice as early as 5:45am and as late as 11:00 pm.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: The noise is already a problem so we are very concerned about it increasing

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1; WOW64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.143 Safari/537.36

Sent: Friday, October 14, 2016 12:05 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email:

Name:

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: Living along the Potomac River to the NW of DC we enjoy an environment of gentle breezes and mostly clean air. It is a joy to open our windows in the 

Spring/Fall but it's become increasingly more difficult to sleep at night with all the incoming/departing from Reagan Airport. Please help reduce noise and polution.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: Flights fly right over our house nightly.

Aviation noise concentration: Many incoming flights to Reagan are too low adding to the noise concemtration.

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1; WOW64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.143 Safari/537.36

Sent: Thursday, October 13, 2016 6:32 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email:

Name: 

Mailing Address:

Aviation noise: The launch of Next Gen has created an intolerable level of noise in our neighborhood - further changes would seriously cause us to move. Also what ever 

happened to the noise restrictions? Why are plans flying at 5 am now and 12 am?

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration: see comments above

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1; WOW64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.143 Safari/537.36

Sent: Wednesday, October 12, 2016 4:50 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise:

Noise concentration: to better balance the airport's impact with our neighborhood's peace and quiet, the FAA should do the following: Release all internal modeling and 

research on the noise impact of any changes, including the cumulative change from the 2010 baseline. Provide the community with adequate notice that changes are being 

proposed. Work with community representatives to answer questions before proceeding. Put in place a better noise monitoring system that measures the actual impact on 

neighborhoods. Because the FAA has not done the required noise impact study, we can't know all the impact of this change, although it looks clear that routing planes over 

our neighborhood will make the problem worse. So I urge you to suspend the departure procedure change and any other proposed changes until the above conditions are

put in place.

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: You are proposing to move the DCA departure waypoints ADAXE and BEBLE further over Arlington. Since this will shift aircraft

noise towards our neighborhood, I am writing to oppose this change. Before implementing this change or any other changes, the FAA needs to do a full study of the impact 

of noise on our neighborhood that includes the following: Use a baseline of 2010 to measure all cumulative noise increases from aircraft in our neighborhood (as required 

in F AA Order 1050.1f). Right now, the FAA is measuring only the increased noise from each change, and the effect is to ratchet up the aircraft noise over time. The noise 

impact study should include type of aircraft, how heavily they are loaded, the altitude of the planes relative to our homes (not sea level), and the echo effect of the Potomac 

River basin. The noise impact study should take into account the size of population impacted positively and negatively by these changes. If the number of people impacted 

negatively is more than those who will experience less noise, the change should not be made. The noise impact study should take into account the historical characteristics 

of Arlington, including the peace and quiet we should be able to expect in places like Arlington Cemetery, Fort C.F. Smith Park, and the national parks nearby. For 

families, it should take into account the nature of our historic homes, which don't always have insulation against the noise.

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1; WOW64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.116 Safari/537.36

Sent: Sunday, October 09, 2016 2:31 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Flight path 
 

Sir current flight path is really noisy to people living here in the area. This 

change will only increase it. Could I ask why you are considering the change

Sent: Friday, October 07, 2016 2:50 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Flight path over rosslyn

Let's keep the purple line. NO TO THE NEW LINE! 

Sent from my iPhone

Sent: Friday, October 07, 2016 4:45 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name:

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise:

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: The plan seems to aim to reduce one area (Foxhall)'s noise by increasing another area (Rosslyn)'s noise. I don't see the fairness in the 

plan.

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1; WOW64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.116 Safari/537.36

Sent: Wednesday, October 05, 2016 12:02 AM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Page 1 of 1Community Comments Form Submission
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NextGen Community Engagement issue 

Dear FAA,

I attended NextGen Community engagement DC on September 14th i submitted a comment 

to faa.gov/nextgen/Community Engagement/dc/

I would like to submit comments about aviation noise,nose concentration ,environment 

etc...for the cities of New York,Boston,San Francisco and San Jose as well as 

Longview Texas. Can you send me a link for these cities and states ? Or instructions 

on the

Website faa.gov

Regards

Sent: Monday, September 26, 2016 7:28 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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NextGen flight paths
 

Caan attended the FAA NextGen meetings in Bethesda and Arlington last 

week. We talked to several FAA people about the effects of the NextGen 

departure flight path northward from DCA. The FAA people were very

pleasant and tried to answer our questions, but didn’t offer any real solutions

or FAA plans to quell the health degrading noise levels from DCA air traffic

caused by the new NextGen flight paths. 

Also, there were no arrival flight paths offered and for many residents, it is 

the arrival air traffic noise that is the worst. People can’t sleep nor can they 

enjoy the outside of their property because of the noise and pollution from the 

aircraft engines.

If DCA were the only major airport with this problem, it could be addressed 

quickly, but NextGen flight paths are creating havoc in most of the airports 

around the country. This says to us that the FAA, to reduce flight times and 

save fuel for the airlines, which is laudable, has ignored the people living 

under these new flight paths, and has apparently dismissed the risks to 

people’s health. With some European airports shutting down from 11 PM to 6 

AM to protect people’s health, the FAA is allowing the airlines to increase 

flights during those hours. We realize Congress is partially to blame for this

situation for effectively eliminating the perimeter rule, thus enabling the

airlines to fly anyplace in the United States using long-range aircraft.

It is time for the FAA to step back with NextGen and return to the flight 

paths before NextGen was implemented, particularly the 10 PM to 6 AM 

flights that are causing serious health problems for those people living under 

these new flight paths. Then study the noise problems at each airport to see 

how it can design, with input from the local communities, flight paths to 

minimize the noise impact on the people living near these airports. This won’t 

be easy, we know, but people’s welfare should always come first.

For the Board of Directors

Citizens for the Abatement of Aircraft Noise, Inc.

Sent: Friday, September 23, 2016 8:32 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: The proposed flight procedure changes will exacerbate conditions for communities already impacted by "NextGEN" flight path changes implemented in 

2015. The effect of the NextGEN flight path changes has been disastrous in our communities under the new, focused flight paths. Aircraft now turn sooner and lower than 

previously. The noise impact from the constant stream of aircraft over our neighborhoods is intolerable.

Noise concentration: The proposed flight procedure changes will exacerbate conditions for communities already impacted by "NextGEN" flight path changes

implemented in 2015. The effect of the NextGEN flight path changes has been disastrous in our communities under the new, focused flight paths. Aircraft now turn sooner 

and lower than previously. The noise impact from the constant stream of aircraft over our neighborhoods is intolerable.

Current environmental concerns: constant flights over our neighborhood is polluting our air in addition to the noise

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration: The proposed flight procedure changes will exacerbate conditions for communities already impacted by "NextGEN" flight path changes 

implemented in 2015. The effect of the NextGEN flight path changes has been disastrous in our communities under the new, focused flight paths. Aircraft now turn sooner 

and lower than previously. The noise impact from the constant stream of aircraft over our neighborhoods is intolerable.

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns: constant flights over our neighborhood is polluting our air in addition to the noise

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1; WOW64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.116 Safari/537.36

Sent: Friday, September 23, 2016 1:57 AM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name:

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: The noise is completely untenable, especially when trying to sleep at night. Daytime noise is bad but livable; at night it's impossible to sleep. I haven't been 

able to get a full nights rest since March.

Noise concentration: THE PLANES NEED TO FLY OVER THE RIVER AND NOT OUR HOUSES

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (iPhone; CPU iPhone OS 9_3_5 like Mac OS X) AppleWebKit/601.1.46 (KHTML, like Gecko) Mobile/13G36

Sent: Friday, September 16, 2016 12:56 AM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email:

Name:

Mailing Address:

Aviation noise:

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise:

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project: Where can I get more information on the proposed routes changes?

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (X11; Linux x86_64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.89 Safari/537.36

Sent: Thursday, September 15, 2016 4:34 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address:

Aviation noise: Why are you not proposing procedures similar to SNA? AC36-3H does not allow for actual enforcement of noise threshold violations like SNA 

has. What happened to the ICAO Noise Abatement Departure (1500' then 3000')?

Noise concentration: Consider implementing SNA procedures Consider re-implementing the 1250mi limit, which entails heavier airplanes and worse climb 

performance (more noise)

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations: -Why wasn't MWAA present?!! (except for one member who did not have a station) -Why 

wasn't an airline pilot present to give his/her opinion on the flyability of this procedure? -Why wasn't DoD or DHS present to discuss a Nat'l Security risk 

assessment due to increased traffic at DCA?

Possible increase in Aviation noise: Yes! Why not use the 328 deg radial and re-implement the ICAO Noise Abatement dept?!!! The RNAV turns result in too 

much banking which means less vertical lift performance(i.e. more noise on the ground) How about having a pilot present to give an expert opinion?

Aviation noise concentration: Increased demand at DCA needs to be measured. Implement a curfew for normal ops similar to SNA Use real-time noise detection 

sensors to identify and enforce violators rather than AC36-3H procedures

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic: -Too loud and dysfunctional at worshop. Wasn't a question of time., just better forum needed on your part. -

You ran out of comment sheets at the workshop!!!!

Purpose and need for the project: Could not get a straight answer. Who is who in the this zoo... FAA said it was MWAA requirement, MWAA said is was FAA 

requirement as part of NextGen Understand thru my own research the Working Group set these requirements...why weren't they at meeting!?

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project: How many noise enforcement fines were issued in 2015 and 2016? How do they compare to pre-RNAV procedures? 

Why is ICAO Noise Abatement proc not being required? What is the tightest acceptable RNP for this dept? Why weren't lateral tolerances displayed on your maps 

(+/-1 mi from centerline). Why can't tighter tolerances be sought? How does this procedure compare to the NATL.7 dept (328 deg radial)?

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback: -You ran out of comment sheets at the workshop. Workshop format was too disorganized and loud. 

-You should have had a presentation.

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project: -placement of new noise detection equipment -consideration to obtain same permissions as SNA to enforce 

noise violations -consideration to use some similar procedures as SNA (runup engines while holding brakes for rwy 33 depts, for example) -reduce aircraft weights 

by re-implementing 1250nm rule. Compensate w. metro--see below. -Metro Silver line will soon provide access to Dulles--consider having a program to allow for 

free metro transfers between DCA and IAD -NATIONAL SECURITY implications. Are DoD, DHS comfortable with the increase in aircraft traffic that is driving 

this new procedure?

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 5.1) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/49.0.2623.112 Safari/537.36

Sent: Thursday, September 15, 2016 2:40 AM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Washington DC FAA Forum - Georgetown Library 

This will be a long email so I will do my best to break it into relevant sections:

History & False Choices: DCA and the FAA have put forth a proposed adjustment to the 
northern route to/from DCA airport.  Many residents are upset about the noise, but fail to
understand the choices they are presented with are bad and worse.  The legacy "national" 
route stayed south of DC and generally south of the river.  This route was more "straight" vs 
an "s" curve between way-points in both the current and proposed paths.  It is my 
understanding that better tracking and avionics facilitated a route change that pilots were 
unable to fly manually.  Note the word facilitated.  The change in avionics and tracking did not 
necessitate a change.  DCA unilaterally opted to change the flight path without proper 
study/review/voting.  The new route benefits the airlines who save fuel flying a more "even" 
accent/decent route (both current and new) vs the stair-step and throttle adjustments 
required under the legacy national route (a route that served DCA airport and the community 
just fine for many many years).  The slight of hand managed by DCA is that residents are 
upset about the noise, and are now going to help choose between two bad choices.  If given a 
true choice many residents would prefer to go back to the OLD national route.  The fact that 
the airlines save a few bucks on each flight to and from DCA does not matter to residents and 
the airlines have done nothing to remove/reduce fuel surcharges that they put in place then 
crude was >$90 a barrel.

Health and Property: Nobody wants noise in their neighborhood.  Nobody wants aircraft 
flying over head.  That said, people who moved to Arlington etc under the legacy national 
flight plan were aware of the noise when they chose to move there.  Residents of Georgetown 
and other areas negatively impacted by the new flight plans (both current and proposed) were 
given no voice in the redesign of the flight path and face negative health consequences (lack 
of sleep, routine exposure to unacceptable and unhealthy noise levels) and economic 
consequences (lower property values, lack of workplace productivity, less retail shopping 
activity in Georgetown).  Even Georgetown University has seen students drop out because of 
the air craft noise.  If DCA does not change the flight path back to the old / national / legacy 
path I believe the residents of affected areas have good grounds for a class action suit against 
the airport.  Noise remediation efforts should be made if DCA insists on flying over new 
territory. I have investigated installing double panel windows in my Georgetown home and due 
to historic restrictions found that they will cost about $6,000 per window.  Perhaps DCA 
authorities will re-think the flight routes when confronted with the trade off expenses of noise 
remediation vs saved jet fuel.  DCA is benefiting their airline customers by imposing a negative
externalize on the community.

Quiet Hours: For years DCA airport had quiet hours from 10pm to 6pm.  The airport 
authority, inexplicably and without proper notice or debate, revoked the quiet hours.  Many 
residents are baffled by planes taking off at 5:45pm or landing as late as midnight because 
they are unaware DCA removed the noise restrictions.  These quiet hours should be reinstated 
immediately REGARDLESS of the flight path.  DC is a successful city but it is not NYC or LAX.  

Sent: Thursday, September 15, 2016 12:02 AM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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The city is also served by 2 other airports (BWI and IAD) and there is no reason that the 
central-most airport needs to encourage flight traffic between 10pm and 6am.  Babies, the 
elderly, students, and working people need to sleep.  There are numerous studies about the 
negative impact of less than 8hrs of sleep.  Residents deserve an 8hr window of uninterrupted 
quiet.

National Security: FAA tolerance bands around a planed flight route are +/- 1 mile.  This is 
woefully unacceptable this close to the nation's capital and allows airlines and pilots to skirt 
over monuments and national infrastructure without consequence (perhaps a black mark on 
the pilot's record at worst).

No monitoring: There are not enough noise monitoring stations to capture the impact of the 
new flight route.  Additional monitoring stations should be installed along M street in 
Georgetown (a major residential and commercial area with a huge tax impact on the city of 
Washington) and GW University / Foggy Bottom.  The current and proposed routes veer closer 
to those points than the legacy "national" route and yet monitoring of noise levels continues to 
be measured from old stations at Georgetown University and Hains point.

No consequences: DCA is responsible for monitoring flight patterns and noting pilots and 
planes that drift from the intended flight path/plan.  DCA needs it's airline customers and 
clearly does not answer to the public or care what we think.  The FAA or an outside authority 
should be monitoring all flight plans and fining/penalizing airlines and pilots that fail to adhere 
to their planed route.  Similarly, noise level limits should be established and violations should 
be monitored by a third party and fines assessed.  The proceeds of the fines can self-fund an 
independent watch dog group and excess proceeds allocated to noise remediation efforts in 
affected areas.  I further believe that airlines/pilots found to be routinely violating noise
ordinances or drifting beyond normal bands for their flight plan should be (1) fired in the case 
of pilots (2) have the route/time slot revoked in the case of the airline.  Example: the DCA to 
NYC route is flown at least 4x an hour by AA and Delta (at minimum 2 outbound and 2 in 
bound per hour Mon-Fri).  If Delta pilots or planes are found to be drifting over residential 
areas and causing higher noise levels/safety concerns than AA, then the relevant time slots 
and route seats should be revoked/reassigned to another capable carrier (AA, JetBlue, etc).

No consistency: Airlines are allowed a great deal of choice in which planes they fly and 
which avionics they employ.  Again, there are no consequences for choosing to be cheap, 
flying older and or noisier planes and using out of date avionics which are prone to more drift 
than newer systems.  The FAA / DCA should require more of the airlines flying regular routes 
into and out of the nation's capital.  This is a matter of health, economics, environment, public 
safety and national security.

Current vs Proposed: Given the choice between the bad proposal and the worse current 
flight plan, I would prefer the proposed flight route.  Though as stated above my preference is
that DCA return to the legacy national flight pattern that served the airport for many years.
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email:

Name:

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: Currently the noise from the airplanes is at a high and frequent level and we oppose the upcoming changes that will increase traffic and shorten times 

between flights. Please reconsider these plans and conduct a full environmental impact prior to moving forward.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: We believe there will be increased flights flying closer to the Maywood neighborhood.

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1; WOW64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.101 Safari/537.36

Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2016 5:27 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: Sometimes the noise from planes is so loud that it interrupts conversations.

Noise concentration: In some parts of town, planes can be heard as frequently as once a minute.

Current environmental concerns: The air is not good to breathe in neighborhoods close to the airport.

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations: There seems to be no way to research areas where air traffic noise may be reduced.

Possible increase in Aviation noise: The noise seems to get worse from year to year near us.

Aviation noise concentration: We notice a difference in the concentration of noise in our neighborhood and nearby.

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic: It seems that feedback in general has been ignored by the FAA.

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality: The general area already has to struggle with pollution issues, and does not need more pollution from the air.

Request for more data about the project: Information about the project has been scarce and possibly unreliable.

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback: The issue needs an ombudsman that can work on behalf of the residents, and not just represent the 

airline industry.

Future environmental concerns: The additional traffic would add to existing congestion.

Concerns that should be considered for the project: Please do something to alleviate existing noise, and prevent development that will make matters worse.

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/52.0.2743.116 Safari/537.36

Sent: Saturday, September 10, 2016 9:12 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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airplane noise in Maywood (N. Arlington) 
 

I lived in Arlington since 1952 and in Maywood since 1974.  Life was pleasant until recently when the 

noise levels from DCA flights has ruined the quietude.  

Give us back our peace and relative quiet!

1) Do NOT to increase air traffic over Arlington's residential or historic districts and parks. 

2) Do NOT route planes closer to residential neighborhoods, parks and historic monuments. 

3) Conduct real-life long term noise sampling over residential, park and historic areas to determine 

frequency and levels of noise pollution under real situations - peak times, late evenings, early mornings. 

Without scientific sampling by a non-biased environmental firm, an environmental assessment would be 

a sham.

4) Discontinue flights before 7:00 am and After 10:00 pm. Noise during sleeping hours is disturbing and

unhealthy.

5) Monitor air quality of existing air traffic during all kinds of weather. This should be part of an 

environmental assessment.

6) Route all larger, noisier planes to Dulles International Airport. 

7.  What happened to the division of long haul flights to Dulles, and under 1000 mile flights to DCA?  

Now flights to the West Coast leave from DCA!!!

8) Develop a better overall transportation plan for the Washington DC area. With new subway assess to

Dulles, any increased demands for service should be routed to Dulles. Japan, China and Europe have 

excellent subsided train systems that should be duplicated in the US. 

Sent: Saturday, October 15, 2016 4:48 PM 
To:

FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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early morning and late evening hours; flights are being spaced more closely, resulting in unceasing noise; and concentration 

of flights into a narrower flightpath. All this needs to be considered in a truly cumulative noise review in a full environmental 

impact study.

Aviation noise concentration: Arlington's residential neighborhoods are already heavily impacted by noise from DCA 

aircraft, and it is getting worse due to already implemented changes since 2010 such as bigger, heavier aircraft; more flights in 

early morning and late evening hours; flights are being spaced more closely, resulting in unceasing noise; and concentration 

of flights into a narrower flightpath. All this needs to be considered in a truly cumulative noise review in a full environmental

impact study.

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic: Because the FAA has not done the required noise impact study, we can't 

know all the impact of this change, although it looks clear that routing planes over our neighborhood will make the problem 

worse. So I urge you to suspend the departure procedure change and any other proposed changes until there a complete study,

including by outside experts who can represent the interests of the homeowners in Arlington, a full release of all information 

to the public, and adequate consultation with the public before any current or future changes are made.

Purpose and need for the project: To help put in place new DCA procedures that better balance the airport's impact with 

our neighborhood's peace and quiet, the FAA should do the following: -- Release all internal modeling and research on the 

noise impact of any changes, including the cumulative change from the 2010 baseline. -- Provide the community with 

adequate notice that changes are being proposed. -- Work with community representatives to answer questions before 

proceeding. -- Put in place a better noise monitoring system that measures the actual impact on neighborhoods.

Air Quality: We need a comprehensive study of air quality impacts in Arlington, including by outside experts who can 

represent the interests of the homeowners in Arlington, a full release of all information to the public, and adequate

consultation with the public before any current or future changes are made.

Request for more data about the project: We need the FAA to set a reasonable baseline for a cumulative noise assessment 

(say, 2010, before NextGen was started), and then benchmark all changes off of that. The goal should be to decrease noise 

from aircraft over time. The assessment should include analysis of the following: -- Concentration of flightpaths over the

NextGen waypoints, resulting in sharp increases in noise over the Potomac River and National Parks. -- The impact from 

more and more-closely-spaced flights, which is especially disruptive in quiet areas such as National Parks. -- The impact from 

use of larger aircraft. 737-700 and 737-800 aircraft now comprise 20 percent of all flights out of DCA, double that of a few 

years ago. And the airlines in 2016 began to use the much larger 757-300s.

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback: We need a comprehensive study of air quality impacts in 

Arlington, including by outside experts who can represent the interests of the homeowners in Arlington, a full release of all

information to the public, and adequate consultation with the public before any current or future changes are made.

Future environmental concerns: Based on the summary of the Reagan National Airport Community Working Group

Regular Meeting held on May 26, 2016, the FAA is planning to implement changes to the DCA North Flow Standard 

Instrument Departures that would move waypoints ADAXE and BEBLE in a manner that would increase the impact of flights 

on Arlington. Aircraft are significantly under 3,000 feet at those waypoints, which triggers the criteria noted in FAA Order 

1050.1F (page 3-2, section 12) for an Environmental Assessment. In addition, in recent years several changes to the

flightpaths north of DCA have had a cumulative impact on the quality of the human environment, and I would remind you 

that the FAA is required to consider this cumulative impact (page 4-2, section d (3)). Together with the factors listed below, 

these add up to a significant impact on the human environment that cannot be mitigated, and therefore trigger an 

Environmental Impact Statement. The aspects that must be considered in the Environmental Impact Statement include at least 

the following (page 4-1): Noise and compatible land use (1). Rosslyn and other areas of Arlington that will be directly 

impacted by the noise, shaking, and other impacts of the new flightpaths are very densely populated. This contradicts the 

intent of routing flights away from human populations. Rather than calculating average flight time over water, the FAA

should calculate average flightpath impact on population, and minimize the number of people impacted. The critical factor is 

impact on the human environment, not the correlation of flights to a geographic feature. Noise and compatible land use (2). A 

second noise factor that should be considered is the geographic elevation of populated areas in the flightpath. Arlington north 

of DCA averages 150-200 feet above sea level, while the river is at sea level. Modeling of noise impact from flights must take 

into account the way in which noise waves reverberate in this corridor, including into homes that are at the higher points of 

elevation. Noise and compatible land use (3). The biological, coastal, and natural resources of Great Falls National Park are 

significantly impacted by the concentration of flights over the river, and as stated on page 4-8, the DNL 65 dB threshold doe 

not adequately address the impacts of noise on visitors to areas within a national park. Historical, architectural, archeological, 

and cultural resources. Several places registered on the National Register of Historic Places will be impacted by the proposed 

changes, including Arlington National Cemetery, Arlington House, Fort C.F. Smith Historic District, Maywood Historic 

District, Cherrydale Historic District, George Washington Memorial Parkway, Francis Scott Key Bridge, Lyon Village 

Historic District, and others. The FAA should also consider that family homes in these historic districts under the flightpath 

have historic features such as single-pane windows, balloon-frame construction, and light roof framing that are restricted from 

being changed.

Concerns that should be considered for the project: We need the FAA to set a reasonable baseline for a cumulative noise

assessment (say, 2010, before NextGen was started), and then benchmark all changes off of that. The goal should be to 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name:

Mailing Address:

Aviation noise: The planes are very loud and continuous. Suppos Daly the planes are quieter today, but this does not seem to be the case. The planes purportedly fly several 

thousand feet in the air. Many planes fly less than 1000 feet from the ground. It is sometimes impossible to hold a conversation outside or to hear the tv inside. Aircraft noise 

keeps us up late into the night and wakes us up very early each morning. There have always been planes but now they fly later, earlier, and closer together.

Noise concentration: Every 90 seconds- this is the interval I have personally measured standing outside and timing with a stopwatch every time a plane flys over my 

neighbor's house. The noise never ceases. Just as the noise from one plane b gins to fade, the noise from the next plane begins. It is simply intolerable.

Current environmental concerns: There have been NO independent, thorough environmental impact statement studies complet Ed which measure the sound impacts in 

Arlington over an entire day. Studies which measure sound at only certain times do not accurately capture the negative impacts on our communities. Supposedly these planes 

are flying over the water- look at your own Actual flight path data - this is a fabrication.

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations: The public meeting I attended in Arlington, Virginia was a joke. This was just a show and tell and an

attempt at obfuscation. There was no discussion. There was no real attempt to learn about the concerns of those impacted. The working group was not open to participation 

and community input was not solicited before decisions were made which would greatly negatively imaoct our quality of life.

Possible increase in Aviation noise: The noise is already intolerable. With Next Gen the noise never ceases. Now, with planes flying with increasing frequency over

Arlington- things will go from bad to way worse. It is hard to even imagine it getting any worse and it undoubtedly will.

Aviation noise concentration: How will this even be possible and maintain safe flying distances between planes? These planes are flying over densely populated areas.

Dulles is less densely populated. Larger planes and incr asked traffic should be flying from this airport.

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic: Participation by stakeholders is the problem here. That we were not invited nor allowed to partake in in and give feedback 

all along the way is disappointing.

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality: Jet fuel! Bad for the environment. More planes=more fuel.

Request for more data about the project: FAA just refuses to look at all of the data and refuses to fully study all the impacts before moving forward.

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project: This small airport was not built to support the volume of flight traffic currently in place. Runway length is also 

inadequate especially for large planes. The planes flying out of DCA are increasing in size, Why is traffic at DCA increasing while Dulles traffic is decreasing? MWAA has 
invested in new terminals at Dulles and Metro has invested in rail to move passengers more easily to and from Dulles. It is time to use Dulles as it was intended.

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (iPad; CPU OS 9_3_5 like Mac OS X) AppleWebKit/601.1.46 (KHTML, like Gecko) Version/9.0 Mobile/13G36 Safari/601.1

Sent: Saturday, October 15, 2016 1:26 AM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Washington DC Metroplex flight path changes / noise impact 
 

Please see the attached comments.  We appreciate your continued consideration of these matters.  

Best Regards,

 for the Rosslyn Plaza Partnership

Senior Vice President, Director of Development

Phone: 
Email:
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Comments on aviation noise 

Attached please find our comments and concerns about aviation noise, which is adversely impacting 
our community. We appreciate the chance to share our feedback, and look forward to future 
opportunities to work with the FAA and all stakeholders to come to a mutually beneficial outcome.

Thanks,

Check out our Treats on the Streets throughout Rosslyn! 
Stay tuned on @Rosslynva to learn before everyone where you can get FREE donuts and hot cider in 
October! 

| President

Rosslyn Business Improvement District

E-mail: 
Office: 571.535.3083 | Cell:

www.RosslynVA.org

see how we're connected:

Sent: Friday, October 14, 2016 9:16 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Attachments: Rosslyn BID letter to FAA ~1.pdf (252 KB)
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: l

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: The noise is nonstop - I can't enjoy my backyard, go on walks, etc. without constant airplane noise

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: the proposed change to decrease flight times btw takeoffs will increase noise overall. there will be no break with which to enjoy 

our neighborhood - the birds, the bees, the crickets. the CONSTANT noise drowns everything out.

Aviation noise concentration: Negatively impacting a greater number of people than it will positively impact does not sound like a good solution. The proposed 

flight path changes need to take into account how many will be affected on each end.

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality: Air pollution - why increase flights out of DCA (vs. IAD), which will pollute the air over a high density of people? Makes much more sense to increase 

flights out of IAD.

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project: The echo effect off the Potomac, the number of people affected negatively vs. positively, flying over historic 

neighborhoods which typically have less insulated windows, the noise is already so disruptive to our lives

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (X11; Linux x86_64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/49.0.2623.112 Safari/537.36

Sent: Friday, October 14, 2016 8:51 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Stop Air Traffic Noise from Ruining our Quality of Life in Arlington 
 

Dear FAA,

Air traffic noise is ruining our quality of life in Arlington.  It is too loud, too frequent, too close, too 

early and too late!  We do not want closer more frequent airplane traffic.

Loud airplane noise which often occurs about every 90 seconds over Arlington is ruining our lives.  I 

LOVE being outdoors enjoying Arlington's fabulous parks, my backyard, eating every meal all summer 

long on our screened in porch, sleeping with the windows open.  Planes particularly taking off mornings 

and evenings when we are home come every minute and a half, making rarely a brief few seconds 

before the next noisy airplane roars overhead.  

1) Do NOT to increase air traffic over Arlington's residential, historic and parks.

2) Do NOT route planes closer to residential neighborhoods, parks and historic monuments.  

3) Conduct real-life long term noise sampling over residential, park and historic areas to determine 

frequency and levels of noise pollution under real situations - peak times, late evenings, early 

mornings.  Without scientific sampling by a non-biased environmental firm, an environmental 

assessment would be  a sham.

4)  Discontinue flights before 7:00 am and After 10:00 pm.  These flights are waking our family up 

making it difficult to get a good night's sleep.

5)  Monitor air quality of existing air traffic during all kinds of weather.  This should be part of an 

environmental assessment.

6)  Insist that airlines wanting increased traffic into Reagan National Airport develop, buy and use 

quieter planes.

7)  Route all larger, noisier planes to Dulles International Airport.

8)  Develop a better overall transportation plan for the Washington DC area.  With new subway assess 

to Dulles, any increased demands for service should be routed to Dulles.  Japan, China and Europe have 

excellent subsided train systems that should be duplicated in the US.  

9)  Use your regulatory muscle to reduce air traffic in heavily populated areas by rerouting to Dulles 

and insisting airlines develop quieter planes.

Sent: Friday, October 14, 2016 8:34 PM 
To: FAA); 9-ASO-DCA-

FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
Cc:  Catherine O'Malley [ ; Steve Geiger [

Joseph Pelton [ ]; John Vihstadt [ ]; Libby Garvey [ ]; Dean 
Arkema [
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email:

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: We have noticed a significant increase in aviation noise in the last couple of days, which we suspect is connected to the FAA proposal to alter the Reagan 

airport flight path to reduce noise in Georgetown. We suspect these are test flights and they already make living in the area unbearable.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: The proposal to alter the current aviation path to relieve noise in Georgetown is like robbing Peter to pay Paul, since this problem will 

afflict the North Arlington neighborhoods close to the river, such as Rosslyn and McLean. In view of the fact that, unlike Georgetown, many houses in the area are not 

sound insulated for the airplane noise, FAA could be faced with complaints to remedy the issue (i.e. pay for adequate resolution of increase in noise).

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project: Additionally, recently approved Rosslyn rejuvenation project (an ambitious and expensive 10 year building project) could be 

compromised by this reckless decision by the FAA. More people would be affected by the change in North Arlington than in Georgetown and the Palisades and class-

action lawsuits are a likely possibility.

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1; WOW64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.143 Safari/537.36

Sent: Friday, October 14, 2016 3:39 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Comments on FAA proposed DCA departure flightpath waypoints in 
Northern Arlington 
JT

Dear FAA officials:

You are proposing to move the DCA departure waypoints ADAXE and BEBLE further over Arlington. 

Since this will shift aircraft noise towards our neighborhood, I am writing on behalf of the Lyon Village 

Citizens Association to oppose this change.

Before implementing this change or any other changes, the FAA needs to do a full study of the impact

of noise on our north Arlington neighborhood that includes the following:

• Use a baseline of 2010 to measure all cumulative noise increases from aircraft in our neighborhood 

(as required in FAA Order 1050.1f). Right now, the FAA is measuring only the increased noise 

from each change, and the effect is to ratchet up the aircraft noise over time.

• The noise impact study should include type of aircraft, how heavily they are loaded, the altitude of 

the planes relative to our homes (not sea level), and the echo effect of the Potomac River basin.

• The noise impact study should take into account the size of population impacted positively and 

negatively by these changes.  If the number of people impacted negatively is more than those 

who will experience less noise, the change should not be made.

• The noise impact study should take into account the historical characteristics of Arlington, including 

the peace and quiet we should be able to expect in places like Arlington Cemetery, Fort C.F. 

Smith Park, and the national parks nearby.  For families, it should take into account the nature of 

our historic homes, which don't always have insulation against the noise.

To help put in place new DCA procedures that better balance the airport's impact with our 

neighborhood's peace and quiet, the FAA should do the following:

• Release all internal modeling and research on the noise impact of any changes, including the 

cumulative change from the 2010 baseline.

• Provide the community with adequate notice that changes are being proposed.

• Work with community representatives to answer questions before proceeding.

• Put in place a better noise monitoring system that measures the actual impact on neighborhoods.

• Study the safety effects of moving the waypoints closer to the towers in Rosslyn.

Because the FAA has not done the required noise impact study, we can't know all the impact of this 

change, although it looks clear that routing planes closer to our neighborhood will make the problem

worse.

So I urge you to suspend the departure procedure change and any other proposed changes until the 

above conditions are put in place.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

 Sincerely,

President

Lyon Village Citizens Association

Sent: Friday, October 14, 2016 2:14 PM 
To: ; 9-ASO-DCA-

FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
Cc: ; ]; ;  
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neighborhoods. Because the FAA has not done the required noise impact study, we can't know all the impact of this change, although it looks clear that routing planes over 

our neighborhood will make the problem worse. So I urge you to suspend the departure procedure change and any other proposed changes until the above conditions are put in 

place. Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Sincerely, Alex Berger

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns: You are proposing to move the DCA departure waypoints ADAXE and BEBLE further over Arlington. Since this will shift aircraft noise 

towards our neighborhood, I am writing to oppose this change. Before implementing this change or any other changes, the FAA needs to do a full study of the impact of noise 

on our neighborhood that includes the following: Use a baseline of 2010 to measure all cumulative noise increases from aircraft in our neighborhood (as required in FAA 

Order 1050.1f). Right now, the FAA is measuring only the increased noise from each change, and the effect is to ratchet up the aircraft noise over time. The noise impact 

study should include type of aircraft, how heavily they are loaded, the altitude of the planes relative to our homes (not sea level), and the echo effect of the Potomac River

basin. The noise impact study should take into account the size of population impacted positively and negatively by these changes. If the number of people impacted 

negatively is more than those who will experience less noise, the change should not be made. The noise impact study should take into account the historical characteristics of 

Arlington (an in particular the Maywood Historic District), including the peace and quiet we should be able to expect in places like Arlington Cemetery, Fort C.F. Smith Park, 

and the national parks nearby. For families, it should take into account the nature of our historic homes, which don't always have insulation against the noise. To help put in 
place new DCA procedures that better balance the airport's impact with our neighborhood's peace and quiet, the FAA should do the following: Release all internal modeling

and research on the noise impact of any changes, including the cumulative change from the 2010 baseline. Provide the community with adequate notice that changes are being 

proposed. Work with community representatives to answer questions before proceeding. Put in place a better noise monitoring system that measures the actual impact on 

neighborhoods. Because the FAA has not done the required noise impact study, we can't know all the impact of this change, although it looks clear that routing planes over 

our neighborhood will make the problem worse. So I urge you to suspend the departure procedure change and any other proposed changes until the above conditions are put in 

place. Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Sincerely, Alex Berger

Concerns that should be considered for the project: You are proposing to move the DCA departure waypoints ADAXE and BEBLE further over Arlington. Since this will 

shift aircraft noise towards our neighborhood, I am writing to oppose this change. Before implementing this change or any other changes, the FAA needs to do a full study of 

the impact of noise on our neighborhood that includes the following: Use a baseline of 2010 to measure all cumulative noise increases from aircraft in our neighborhood (as 

required in FAA Order 1050.1f). Right now, the FAA is measuring only the increased noise from each change, and the effect is to ratchet up the aircraft noise over time. The 

noise impact study should include type of aircraft, how heavily they are loaded, the altitude of the planes relative to our homes (not sea level), and the echo effect of the 

Potomac River basin. The noise impact study should take into account the size of population impacted positively and negatively by these changes. If the number of people 

impacted negatively is more than those who will experience less noise, the change should not be made. The noise impact study should take into account the historical

characteristics of Arlington (an in particular the Maywood Historic District), including the peace and quiet we should be able to expect in places like Arlington Cemetery, Fort 

C.F. Smith Park, and the national parks nearby. For families, it should take into account the nature of our historic homes, which don't always have insulation against the noise. 

To help put in place new DCA procedures that better balance the airport's impact with our neighborhood's peace and quiet, the FAA should do the following: Release all 

internal modeling and research on the noise impact of any changes, including the cumulative change from the 2010 baseline. Provide the community with adequate notice that 

changes are being proposed. Work with community representatives to answer questions before proceeding. Put in place a better noise monitoring system that measures the 

actual impact on neighborhoods. Because the FAA has not done the required noise impact study, we can't know all the impact of this change, although it looks clear that 

routing planes over our neighborhood will make the problem worse. So I urge you to suspend the departure procedure change and any other proposed changes until the above 

conditions are put in place. Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Sincerely, Alex Berger

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Macintosh; Intel Mac OS X 10_11_6) AppleWebKit/601.7.8 (KHTML, like Gecko) Version/9.1.3 Safari/601. .
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New flight path proposal

Please don't change the flight path near Reagan National airport to go over the residential buildings in 

Rosslyn,  Virginia. The noise and safety issues are of great concern to me. There is also a big quality of 

life issue that I hope you will take into consideration. 

Thank you 

Sent: Wednesday, October 12, 2016 10:37 AM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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FAA change to flight plan above Rosslyn 
 

Dear Sir/Madam:

I would like to express our concern for the FAA’s plan for the new path that will be allowing ascending planes 

directly over Rosslyn’s tallest buildings, including ours, here at Turnberry Tower.  There are several residences 

in this area being planned and being built will be affected by this change.  I would like to express my concern 

for this change, as the flight plan required to fly over our building from time to time, making it very noisy.  I 

would not like for the flight plan to be changed for flights to fly over our residence on a daily basis.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Sent: Monday, October 10, 2016 8:24 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Subject: Comments on FAA proposed DCA departure flightpath waypoints in Northern Arlington 
 

Sent: Monday, October 10, 2016 7:33 PM 

To:

(FAA)





 

Subject: Comments on FAA proposed DCA departure flightpath 
waypoints in Northern Arlington

Dear FAA officials:

You are proposing to move the DCA departure waypoints ADAXE and 
BEBLE further over Arlington. Since this will shift aircraft noise 
towards our neighborhood, I am writing to oppose this change.

Before implementing this change or any other changes, the FAA 
needs to do a full study of the impact of noise on our neighborhood 
that includes the following:

� Use a baseline of 2010 to measure all cumulative noise 
increases from aircraft in our neighborhood (as required in 
FAA Order 1050.1f). Right now, the FAA is measuring only
the increased noise from each change, and the effect is to 
ratchet up the aircraft noise over time.

� The noise impact study should include type of aircraft, how 
heavily they are loaded, the altitude of the planes relative to 
our homes (not sea level), and the echo effect of the 
Potomac River basin.

� The noise impact study should take into account the size of 
population impacted positively and negatively by these 
changes.  If the number of people impacted negatively is 
more than those who will experience less noise, the change 
should not be made.

� The noise impact study should take into account the 
historical characteristics of Arlington, including the peace 
and quiet we should be able to expect in places like 
Arlington Cemetery, Fort C.F. Smith Park, and the national 
parks nearby.  For families, it should take into account the 
nature of our historic homes, which don't always have 
insulation against the noise.

To help put in place new DCA procedures that better balance the 
airport's impact with our neighborhood's peace and quiet, the FAA 
should do the following:

� Release all internal modeling and research on the noise 
impact of any changes, including the cumulative change 
from the 2010 baseline.

� Provide the community with adequate notice that changes 
are being proposed.

� Work with community representatives to answer questions 
before proceeding.

� Put in place a better noise monitoring system that 
measures the actual impact on neighborhoods.

Because the FAA has not done the required noise impact study, we 
can't know all the impact of this change, although it looks clear that 
routing planes over our neighborhood will make the problem worse.
So I urge you to suspend the departure procedure change and any 
other proposed changes until the above conditions are put in place.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
Sincerely, 

Page 1 of 1Subject: Comments on FAA proposed DCA departure flightpath waypoints in Northern A...

4/4/2017https://email.dot.gov/owa/9-aso-dca-fltprcdrs@faa.gov/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAA...



Comments on FAA proposed DCA departure flightpath waypoints in Northern Arlington 

Sent: Monday, October 10, 2016 7:30 PM 

To:  9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Dear FAA officials:

You are proposing to move the DCA departure waypoints ADAXE and BEBLE 
further over Arlington. Since this will shift aircraft noise towards our
neighborhood, I am writing to oppose this change.

Before implementing this change or any other changes, the FAA needs to do a 
full study of the impact of noise on our neighborhood that includes the
following:

� Use a baseline of 2010 to measure all cumulative noise increases from 

aircraft in our neighborhood (as required in FAA Order 1050.1f). Right 
now, the FAA is measuring only the increased noise from each change, 
and the effect is to ratchet up the aircraft noise over time.

� The noise impact study should include type of aircraft, how heavily they 

are loaded, the altitude of the planes relative to our homes (not sea

level), and the echo effect of the Potomac River basin.

� The noise impact study should take into account the size of population 

impacted positively and negatively by these changes.  If the number of 
people impacted negatively is more than those who will experience less 
noise, the change should not be made.

� The noise impact study should take into account the historical 

characteristics of Arlington, including the peace and quiet we should be 
able to expect in places like Arlington Cemetery, Fort C.F. Smith Park, 
and the national parks nearby.  For families, it should take into account 

the nature of our historic homes, which don't always have insulation 
against the noise.

To help put in place new DCA procedures that better balance the airport's 
impact with our neighborhood's peace and quiet, the FAA should do the
following:

� Release all internal modeling and research on the noise impact of any 

changes, including the cumulative change from the 2010 baseline.

� Provide the community with adequate notice that changes are being

proposed.

� Work with community representatives to answer questions before 

proceeding.

� Put in place a better noise monitoring system that measures the actual 

impact on neighborhoods.

Because the FAA has not done the required noise impact study, we can't know 
all the impact of this change, although it looks clear that routing planes over 
our neighborhood will make the problem worse.
So I urge you to suspend the departure procedure change and any other
proposed changes until the above conditions are put in place.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
Sincerely, 
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Comments on FAA proposed DCA departure flightpath waypoints in Northern Arlington 
 [

Sent: Monday, October 10, 2016 7:30 PM 

To: L (FAA); 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Dear FAA officials:

You are proposing to move the DCA departure waypoints ADAXE and BEBLE 
further over Arlington. Since this will shift aircraft noise towards our
neighborhood, I am writing to oppose this change.

Before implementing this change or any other changes, the FAA needs to do a 
full study of the impact of noise on our neighborhood that includes the
following:

� Use a baseline of 2010 to measure all cumulative noise increases from 

aircraft in our neighborhood (as required in FAA Order 1050.1f). Right 
now, the FAA is measuring only the increased noise from each change, 
and the effect is to ratchet up the aircraft noise over time.

� The noise impact study should include type of aircraft, how heavily they 

are loaded, the altitude of the planes relative to our homes (not sea

level), and the echo effect of the Potomac River basin.

� The noise impact study should take into account the size of population 

impacted positively and negatively by these changes.  If the number of 
people impacted negatively is more than those who will experience less 
noise, the change should not be made.

� The noise impact study should take into account the historical 

characteristics of Arlington, including the peace and quiet we should be 
able to expect in places like Arlington Cemetery, Fort C.F. Smith Park, 
and the national parks nearby.  For families, it should take into account 

the nature of our historic homes, which don't always have insulation 
against the noise.

To help put in place new DCA procedures that better balance the airport's 
impact with our neighborhood's peace and quiet, the FAA should do the
following:

� Release all internal modeling and research on the noise impact of any 

changes, including the cumulative change from the 2010 baseline.

� Provide the community with adequate notice that changes are being

proposed.

� Work with community representatives to answer questions before 

proceeding.

� Put in place a better noise monitoring system that measures the actual 

impact on neighborhoods.

Because the FAA has not done the required noise impact study, we can't know 
all the impact of this change, although it looks clear that routing planes over 
our neighborhood will make the problem worse.
So I urge you to suspend the departure procedure change and any other
proposed changes until the above conditions are put in place.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
Sincerely, 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email:

Name: 

Mailing Address:

Aviation noise: air traffic at present averages between 70 and 80 dBA in our neighborhood, with the occassional louder aircraft registering near 85 dBA.

Noise concentration: air traffic noise is virtually continuous during the frequent busy periods at DCA.

Current environmental concerns: fuel and exhaust spillage.

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: aircraft flying more directly overhead could result in noise increasing to levels between 90 and 100 dBA.

Aviation noise concentration: the proposed routes appear tobe more of a shift than a spread. This will concentrate the nose over neighborhoods instead of the

river.

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project: the aircraft route over the river is a proven route for minimal noise and safety.

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project: does the FAA really want to partially abandon the safest air route?

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (iPad; CPU OS 9_3_5 like Mac OS X) AppleWebKit/601.1.46 (KHTML, like Gecko) Mobile/13G36

Sent: Monday, October 10, 2016 4:51 PM 

To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Comments on FAA proposed DCA departure flightpath waypoints in 
Northern Arlington 
Gmail: 

Dear FAA officials:

You are proposing to move the DCA departure waypoints ADAXE and BEBLE further over Arlington. 

Since this will shift aircraft noise towards our neighborhood, I am writing to oppose this change.

Before implementing this change or any other changes, the FAA needs to do a full study of the impact of 

noise on our neighborhood that includes the following:

� Use a baseline of 2010 to measure all cumulative noise increases from aircraft in our 

neighborhood (as required in FAA Order 1050.1f). Right now, the FAA is measuring only the 

increased noise from each change, and the effect is to ratchet up the aircraft noise over time.

� The noise impact study should include type of aircraft, how heavily they are loaded, the altitude of 

the planes relative to our homes (not sea level), and the echo effect of the Potomac River basin.

� The noise impact study should take into account the size of population impacted positively and 

negatively by these changes.  If the number of people impacted negatively is more than those who 

will experience less noise, the change should not be made.

� The noise impact study should take into account the historical characteristics of Arlington, 

including the peace and quiet we should be able to expect in places like Arlington Cemetery, Fort 

C.F. Smith Park, and the national parks nearby.  For families, it should take into account the 

nature of our historic homes, which don't always have insulation against the noise.

To help put in place new DCA procedures that better balance the airport's impact with our 

neighborhood's peace and quiet, the FAA should do the following:

� Release all internal modeling and research on the noise impact of any changes, including the

cumulative change from the 2010 baseline.

� Provide the community with adequate notice that changes are being proposed.

� Work with community representatives to answer questions before proceeding.

� Put in place a better noise monitoring system that measures the actual impact on neighborhoods.

Because the FAA has not done the required noise impact study, we can't know all the impact of this 

change, although it looks clear that routing planes over our neighborhood will make the problem worse.

So I urge you to suspend the departure procedure change and any other proposed changes until the 

above conditions are put in place.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Sincerely, 

Sent: Sunday, October 09, 2016 8:04 PM 
To: ; 9-ASO-DCA-

FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
Cc: 9-ASO-DCA-

FLTPRCDRS (FAA); 
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Comments on FAA proposed DCA departure flightpath waypoints in 
Northern Arlington 
charles henkin

Dear FAA officials:

Let me offer some personal observations a bit at variance with – but broadly supportive of - what many 

of my fellow Arlingtonians feel about the proposed departure flight waypoints for DCA. The proposed 

paths would be moved further over Arlington to the general area just west of Rosslyn while helping to 

alleviate the noise from the current path over the rest of the county Northwest of Rosslyn. This appears 

to be a compromise to alleviate the noise (and perhaps building height issues) over the densest part of 

the county at the easternmost part of Rosslyn while also alleviating the noise over the Arlington 

neighborhoods around Potomac Overlook Park as well as over the Palisades in DC. This will shift 

aircraft noise towards some of our neighborhoods while alleviating it over others, I am writing to ask

some questions and also align myself with some suggestions I understand others may make about noise 

abatement from DCA.

First, the questions:

� Am I correct in assuming the ADAXE change is necessary to avoid requiring aircraft to bank too 

sharply West from the current ADAXE point to then follow the Potomac? If not, can a path be 

devised combining paths that can follow the river more closely (and not over land) as it 

meanders to the West near Rosslyn?: .

� In any case, the issue then arises as to the type and frequency of noisy aircraft allowed at DCA. I 

understand that of all the allowed aircraft at DCA after the (grandfathered) 1987 noise rule, the 

noisiest still in use at DCA (by far) is the MD80 type. I also understand American Airlines has

removed all MD80 aircraft from use at DCA (and more broadly elsewhere). Delta is the second 

most frequent user of DCA. I understand Delta does limit the use of MD80s before 7 AM and 

after 3 PM. I believe all airlines using these noisy, inefficient and obsolete aircraft should be 

pressured to remove them from service at DCA and if possible within the DC metropolitan 

region. My question is, how can such pressure be applied most effectively – given the several

stakeholders and existing federal and jurisdictional authority?

And now the suggestions based on what I understand others may be proposing, but underlining some 

nuances and differences (the underlining is for convenience of the reader) in my view. (The principal 

difference is that I do not believe the proposed flight paths should be delayed until all the analysis I seek 

is done, in part because the conditions on the ground will change as Arlington changes and what is 

needed is a dynamic approach that accommodates changes as Arlington evolves.) I concur with these 

others that FAA needs to do a full study of the impact of noise on our neighborhood that includes the 

following:

� Use a baseline of 2010 to measure all cumulative noise increases from aircraft in our 

neighborhood (as required in FAA Order 1050.1f). Right now, the FAA is measuring only the 

increased noise from each change, and the effect is to ratchet up the aircraft noise over time.

Sent: Sunday, October 09, 2016 5:38 PM 
To ; 9-ASO-DCA-

FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
Cc:
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� The noise impact study should include type of aircraft, how heavily they are loaded, the altitude of 

the planes relative to our homes (not sea level), and the echo effect of the Potomac River basin.

� The noise impact study should take into account the size of population impacted positively and 

negatively by these changes.  If the number of people impacted negatively is more than those who 

will experience less noise, the change should not be made, or if already made should be altered. .

� The noise impact study should take into account the historical characteristics of Arlington, 

including the peace and quiet we should be able to expect in places like Arlington Cemetery, Fort 

C.F. Smith Park, and the county, regional and national parks nearby.  For families, it should take 

into account the nature of our historic homes, which don't always have insulation against the 

noise.

To help put in place new DCA procedures that better balance the airport's impact with our

neighborhood's peace and quiet, the FAA should do the following:

� Release all internal modeling and research on the noise impact of any changes, including the 

cumulative change from the 2010 baseline.

� Provide the community with adequate notice that changes are being proposed.

� Work with community representatives to answer questions before proceeding.

� Put in place a better noise monitoring system that measures the actual impact on neighborhoods.

Because the FAA has not done the required noise impact study, we can't know all the impact of this 

change, although the efficiencies and safety attributes of NEXTGEN are of course positive..

So I urge you to adopt the elements proposed above as soon as possible and to the extent the proposed 

flight paths are adopted, to be prepared to alter them immediately upon completion of the modeling and 

analysis if warranted by the data..

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Sincerely, 

4024 N 26 St.

Arlington, VA 22207
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need a cumulative airport noise impact assessment for Arlington [Re: AEDT 
outputs for DCA TARGETS Environmental Screening Report 
Dean Arkema 

Hi, and other FAA colleagues--

follow up questions to your email highlight an important shortcoming in the FAA's initial noise 

analysis from both December 2015 and May 2016. Based on the FAA statements in the attached 

response, there has not been a consistent effort to document baseline noise levels over time, and in 

addition there has not been a consistent use of assumptions for alternative noise scenarios.  This results 

in FAA noise analysis that is not comparable across space and time. 

Therefore, the FAA has not documented the cumulative increase in noise from changes that were begun 

under NextGen procedures in 2013, including:

� Concentration of flightpaths over the NextGen waypoints, resulting in sharp increases in noise for 

historic places in Arlington and in residential neighborhoods, including neighborhoods listed on 

the National Register of Historic Places.

� Movement of waypoints over Arlington. Pilots are credited with flying the new, tighter flightpaths 

if they are within 0.3 miles of the actual path, and based on data for actual flightpaths flown under

NextGen, airplane pilots clearly favor flying to the Virginia side. This means that moving the 

waypoints directly overhead in Rosslyn and closer to the Virginia side in general, will result 

increased aircraft noise over wide swaths of Arlington.

� The impact from more and more-closely-spaced flights at early and late hours. 

� The impact from use of larger aircraft. 737-700 and 737-800 aircraft now comprise 20 percent of 

all flights out of DCA, double that of a few years ago. And the airlines in 2016 began to use the

much larger 757-300s.

According to FAA Order 1050.1F, the FAA should provide assess the cumulative impact of these 

changes, and the FAA should provide this cumulative impact in a consistent format to all stakeholders:

� The Virginia Department of Historic Resources

� The National Park Service (for Great Fall National Park, etc.)

� The Arlington County Board and Arlington County staff

� Local and federal elected officials

� All interest civic and community associations

� All interested homeowners

Please lay out a plan for us by which the FAA will make a baseline assessment of noise in 2010 and then 

document the cumulative noise impact of all changes in aircraft operations from DCA. Please also add 

the attached comment to the public comments on this proposed change.

Sent: Saturday, October 08, 2016 4:08 PM 
To: [ ]

Cc:

[d ]

; 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
Attachments: DCA Analysis Question Resp~1.pdf (35 KB) ; Comment on the proposed ch~1.pdf (20 KB)
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Thank you.

07

On Fri, Oct 7, 2016 at 10:08 AM,  < > wrote:

Good morning . 

Thank you and your colleagues at the FAA for taking the time to explain how the May 23, 2016 noise 

analysis for the LAZIR-B departure procedure differs from the December 10, 2015 noise analysis.

Is this a fair summary: the May 23, 2016 noise analysis used more conservative assumptions and was 

somewhat less precise in other modeling details than the December 10, 2015 noise analysis where 

":more conservative" means more likely to produce higher estimates of noise impacts than "less 

conservative" modeling assumptions?

Also, is it the case that both scenarios -- baseline and alternative -- for the May 23, 2016 analysis used 

more conservative modeling assumptions so that more conservative estimates of DNL were produced 

for every grid cell for both scenarios and therefore reasonable to expect the effects of the more 

conservative assumptions to cancel out when the differences are calculated for each grid cell? Or is it 

the case that only the alternative (proposed) scenario used the more conservative modeling 

assumptions? 

It's Friday. It's been a long week and I am satisfied for now by your thoughtful replies to my 

questions. I propose to ask the FAA to provide the inputs and outputs used for both analyses so that 

the results can be replicated by an independent technical expert.  That will go a long way toward 

closing the books on this fascinating and challenging problem for me.  I hope you agree this is 

reasonable and will support my request for the data which I will submit through standard channels.  

Respectfully and very truly yours,

, Lyon Village, Arlington  

On Fri, Oct 7, 2016 at 8:56 AM, < > wrote:
Mark,

Attached are responses to your set of questions regarding the noise analysis.

Have a good weekend.

Becky

Manager, Noise Division, AEE100
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Office of Environment and Energy

Federal Aviation Administration

From:  [mailto: ] 

Sent: Tuesday, October 04, 2016 1:20 PM
To: C

Subject: Re: AEDT outputs for DCA TARGETS Environmental Screening Report

Good afternoon .  Can you please provide a brief update by COB today on the noise 

analysis for the LAZIR-B changes and also for remaining steps needed to complete the 

environmental review? I understand it was not possible for several reasons to answer these 

questions at the September 13th meeting in Arlington or at the September 29th working group 

meeting but I hope the FAA can answer them soon. Thank you both.  Arlington

Questions about the LAZIR-B noise analysis (see figures 1 and 2 below)

1. How does Steve's May 23, 2016 AEDT analysis differ from the analysis used for the FAA's 

December 10, 2015 presentation to the airport working group? This is important because the 

decision to support the LAZIR-B proposal was based on the December 10 presentation.  If the 

December 10th analysis is now known to be inaccurate, then I think this information needs to 

be disclosed.  

2. Steve's results show noise impacts increasing in many neighborhoods on the DC side of the 

river from Key Bridge to Kalorama Heights. Can you please explain why moving the

ADAXE waypoint closer to Rosslyn (farther from DC) causes noise impacts to increase in 

DC neighborhoods to the north and east of the new waypoint as shown in Figure 1 below?  

3. Can you please explain why the LAZIR-B changes are causing noise impacts to increase in 

Maryland neighborhoods north and east of the COVTO waypoint as shown in Figure 2 

below? 

4. Can you please explain why Steve says at the end of the executive summary in his May 23, 

2016 report that no noise impact is expected as a result of implementation of this group of 

SIDs at Ronald Reagan Washington National Airport when noise is increasing by more than 3

decibels of DNL in Kalorama Heights in DC.  

5. This issue, which may be a simple matter of posting the wrong data on the FAA website or a 

misunderstanding of what the data represent, was brought to the FAA's attention more than 10 

days ago.  Since the FAA has not provided a simple explanation, I am beginning to think 

there might not be one. In any case, I would very much appreciate it if this can be cleared up 

as soon as possible. 

Questions about the FAA's environmental review for the LAZIR-B

1. Is the DHR role part of a separate process or part of one of the processes shown here? 

2. Can you clarify what needs to be done to get the Virginia Department of Historical Records' 

concurrence on the FAA's finding that "no noise impact is expected" as a result of 

incorporating the LAZIR-B changes into affected SIDs at DCA? Do you foresee any 

substantive issues there? 

3. Finally, a point that Dean Arkema discussed at length with Sean Doyle has to do with the 

baseline used for determining the significance of proposed changes and the issue of doing 
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noise impacts upon which the airport working group based their decision to support the

LAZIR-B changes. 

4. If Steve's approach and the data posted on the FAA website from Steve's analysis are deemed 

ok, explain why noise impacts are projected to increase on the DC side of the river (from 

Georgetown to Kalorama Heights) and in Maryland neighborhoods north and east of the 

COVTO waypoint. This is important because, I think, the working group supported these 

changes based on the assumption that noise impacts in Georgetown would decrease. 

If # 4 above can't be explained by the end of next week, can the FAA please extend the deadline for 

posting comments on the proposed changes?

Thank you, for your continuing engagement with this interesting problem. 

, Arlington, Virginia 

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 10:37 AM, < > wrote:
–

During or discussion, I had stated that Steve and I needed a bit more time to review the data as we did not 

see the noise increase at the level the graphic was showing. I also didn’t mean to imply that the noise was 

due to a turn, but that, given it’s on both sides of the river, it may be due to sideline noise from the aircraft 

climbing. As I stated then, I need to have further conversations with Steve regarding the analysis before I 

can draw a conclusive conclusion. He is working to address your questions and we’ll provide you responses 

when we have completed them.

Manager, Noise Division, AEE100

Office of Environment and Energy

Federal Aviation Administration

From:  [mailto:  
Sent: Friday, September 30, 2016 12:24 AM

To: Ray, Elizabeth (FAA)
Cc: L

Subject: Re: AEDT outputs for DCA TARGETS Environmental Screening Report

Thank you .  If you, or can answer my questions or direct me to 

someone at the FAA who is at liberty to explain what's going on, I would greatly appreciate it. My 

questions are:

1. How does s May 23, 2016 AEDT analysis differ from the analysis used for the FAA's 

December 10, 2015 presentation to the airport working group? This is important because the 

decision to support the LAZIR-B proposal was based on the December 10 presentation.  If the 

December 10th analysis is now known to be inaccurate, then I think this information needs to 

be disclosed.  

2. Steve's results show noise impacts increasing in many neighborhoods on the DC side of the 
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river from Key Bridge to Kalorama Heights. Can you please explain why moving the

ADAXE waypoint closer to Rosslyn (farther from DC) causes noise impacts to increase in 

DC neighborhoods to the north and east of the new waypoint as shown in Figure 1 below?  

3. Can you please explain why the LAZIR-B changes are causing noise impacts to increase in 

Maryland neighborhoods north and east of the COVTO waypoint as shown in Figure 2 

below? 

4. Can you please explain why Steve says at the end of the executive summary in his May 23, 

2016 report that no noise impact is expected as a result of implementation of this group of 

SIDs at Ronald Reagan Washington National Airport when noise is increasing by more than 3

decibels of DNL in Kalorama Heights in DC.  

5. This issue, which may be a simple matter of posting the wrong data on the FAA website or a 

misunderstanding of what the data represent, was brought to the FAA's attention more than 10 

days ago.  Since the FAA has not provided a simple explanation, I am beginning to think 

there might not be one. In any case, I would very much appreciate it if this can be cleared up 

as soon as possible. 

Thank you all.  And if anyone is still up, good night!

, Arlington

Figure 1. Projected changes in noise impacts for the LAZIR-B proposal showing increasing noise impacts from 
Courthouse, Arlington (lower left) to Kalorama Heights, DC (upper right). 
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Source:  interactive noise map based on FAA data posted at
http://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/http://ww
w.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/

Figure 2. Projected changes in noise impacts for the LAZIR-B proposal showing increasing 
noise impacts north and east of the COVTO waypoint near Cabin John.
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Source:  interactive noise map based on FAA data posted at 
http://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/http://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityeng
agement/dc/

On Thu, Sep 29, 2016 at 11:17 PM, < > wrote:

Mark - as I explained this evening, FAA is still in the environmental review process and is "not

about to implement" anything without completing that review.  Implementation would happen no 

earlier than January, 2017, so the nothing is imminent.  It sounds like Becky needs more time to 

study the data, make sure she understands your question and answer you.  I will let her speak for 

herself in terms of your conversation with her since I was not a part of it and her statements and 

timeframes.

Lynn

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 29, 2016, at 10:53 PM,  < > wrote:

Good evening .   

 reported this evening that she touched base with this 

morning about the noise analysis for the LAZIR-B proposal but neither she nor Steve 
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Figure 1. Projected changes in noise impacts for the LAZIR-B proposal 
showing increasing noise impacts from Courthouse, Arlington (lower left) to
Kalorama Heights, DC (upper right). 

<image.png>

Source:  interactive noise map based on FAA data 
posted at http://www.faa.gov/nextgen/co
mmunityengagement/dc/http://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityeng
agement/dc/

Figure 2. Projected changes in noise impacts for the LAZIR-B proposal 
showing increasing noise impacts north and east of the COVTO waypoint near 
Cabin John.

<image.png>

Source interactive noise map based on FAA data 
posted at  http://www.faa.gov/nextgen/co
mmunityengagement/dc/http://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityeng
agement/dc/

On Thu, Sep 8, 2016 at 10:24 AM, <stephen.ctr.goetzinger@faa.gov> wrote:
Good morning Mr McEnearney,

As a representative of the FAA, I am not able to release that information without a formal 

Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) Request.  If you would still like to request this information, 

I would recommend that you go through the formal FOIA process. 

All the best,

 

From: [mailto: mail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, September 06, 2016 10:18 AM

To:  (FAA)
Cc:  (FAA)

Subject: AEDT outputs for DCA TARGETS Environmental Screening Report

Good morning Mr.   Is it possible to obtain copies of the AEDT outputs (DNL 

estimates per scenario per grid cell + grid cell coordinates) that were used to produce 

the baseline and alternative noise exposure maps in figures 3.2 and 4.2 in the DCA 

TARGETS Environmental Screening Report dated May 23, 2016? Thank you. 
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flight path: proposed change 
] 

We would like to protest the proposed change in the flight pattern at DCA.

At present it is quite awful, and that is with the planes going down the river. It will be worse, if the flight path is

moved over Rosslyn.

If a change is required, I would like to see it go the opposite way, toward low rise buildings in DC, as it will affect 

fewer people . 

Please reconsider this proposal and offer other options, or keep it as is.

Thank you.

Arlington, VA

Sent: Saturday, October 08, 2016 2:52 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: In north Arlington, particularly our neighborhood of Maywood, we already have severe airplane noise for about 18 hours a day.

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: Any increase in aircraft noise will degrade our air quality, peace of mind, and health. We sincerely hope the FAA will not make changes 

to increase airplane noise in North Arlington.

Aviation noise concentration:

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 10.0; Win64; x64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.143 Safari/537.

Sent: Friday, October 07, 2016 7:00 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Categories: Blue Category 
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Proposed New Flight Path
 

I strongly object to implementing the newly proposed flight path over Rosslyn in 

lieu of remaining with the current flight path. I believe that keeping the path over 

the river provides the least amount of inconvenience of noise on either side and is 

a continuance of fair compromise between the FAA and all residents affected.

Please, I urge you to “keep the path”.

Sincerely,

Resident

Turnberry Tower

Sent: Friday, October 07, 2016 4:54 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Cc: David Dullum [
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Please do not change DCA Flight Path 

Dear FAA,

I would appreciate you consider the noise and dangers for Rosslyn Families by you changing the DCA 

flight path.

Thanks,

Sent from my iPhone; please excuse typos 

Sent: Friday, October 07, 2016 3:36 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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flight path change

To whom it may concern,

I live at  on the 26th floor.  The flight path change will make the noise unbearable… we 

can hear the noise presently. Please reconsider for safety and for Noise pollution reasons. We are talking about 

a densely populated area such as Rosslyn which in the next 5 years will have thousands more residents in new 

tall buildings. Please take this into consideration.

Thanks you

| DESIGN CUISINE
Principal

2659 S. Shirlington Road | Arlington, VA 22206

P: 703979.9400  D: 703.928.8994
bhoman@designcuisine.com

Sent: Friday, October 07, 2016 3:30 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Flight path change Rosslyn Residential Towers. 
[  

Dear FAA, 

We strongly and highly oppose to the risk you should not place the residents of highrises in Rosslyn

area. As resident, we will oppose that measurement.

Please take note of this disagreement and propose an alternative route.

Thank you.

The Turnberry Tower

Sent: Friday, October 07, 2016 3:26 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA); Lee Behan 
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DCA flight path affecting Rosslyn 

Dear Sirs/Madams  at FAA,

The current flight path of "over the river" is already deafening for us, and we're in the second line of 
buildings from the river on the Rosslyn side not even the first.

Moreover, many flights have not been obeying the "over the river" stipulation and flying directly over 

neighboring buildings, converting the experience for us (and them) from deafening to excruciating, 
given how low they fly so close to DCA.

We would urge you to consider the collective best interest and correct the already egregious situation 
rather than make it worse.

Thank you.

Sent: Friday, October 07, 2016 3:03 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Cc:
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Proposed Flight Path

What rationale is there for routing aircraft from DCA directly over the tallest buildings in downtown 

Rosslyn? 

� Is the goal to test the abilitity of planes and pilots to clear the buildings as they depart DCA?

�  Or is it simply meant to lower the quality of life for those who live in Rosslyn?

� Is the agency responsible oblivious to any and all side effects related to the routing of planes over 

residential areas?

Regards

--

Sent: Friday, October 07, 2016 2:57 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email: 

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise: Instead of skirting the perimeter of Rosslyn along the Potomac River the new proposed flight path on takeoffs to the North will cut across Rosslyn and the 

North Highlands area of Arlington where my wife and I live. This is essentially a reversion to the old flight path used in our local area and is unacceptable.

Noise concentration: Instead of skirting the perimeter of Rosslyn along the Potomac River the new proposed flight path on takeoffs to the North will cut across Rosslyn 

and the North Highlands area of Arlington where my wife and I live. This is essentially a reversion to the old flight path used in our local area and is unacceptable.

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: Instead of skirting the perimeter of Rosslyn along the Potomac River the new proposed flight path on takeoffs to the North will cut 

across Rosslyn and the North Highlands area of Arlington where my wife and I live. This is essentially a reversion to the old flight path used in our local area and is

unacceptable.

Aviation noise concentration: Instead of skirting the perimeter of Rosslyn along the Potomac River the new proposed flight path on takeoffs to the North will cut across 

Rosslyn and the North Highlands area of Arlington where my wife and I live. This is essentially a reversion to the old flight path used in our local area and is unacceptable.

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project:

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns:

Concerns that should be considered for the project:

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1; WOW64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.143 Safari/537.36

Sent: Wednesday, October 05, 2016 8:06 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Community Comments Form Submission 
do-not-reply@faa.gov

Email:

Name: 

Mailing Address: 

Aviation noise:

Noise concentration:

Current environmental concerns:

Access to knowledge about aviation and/or airport operations:

Possible increase in Aviation noise: This project will undoubtedly lead to a significant increase in the level of aviation noise already experienced in the greater Rosslyn 

area.

Aviation noise concentration: Living in a high rise directly underneath the flight path, the noise is heard with regular frequency in the early morning to late at night. No 

reason to further subject the residents of the Rosslyn area to noise levels beyond the current.

Time allowed to provide Feedback on this topic:

Purpose and need for the project: Upon initial review, curious to hear what exactly brought about this project. It specifically mentions diverting away from the Foxhall 

Village area within Washington, DC. Seeing as how this area is now exclusive to residents able to afford homes/real estate in the one million dollar range, it would seem 

the reasons for making this flight path adjustment could be disingenuous. In the absence of additional evidence supporting the need for a change, the assumption is this 

change is being proposed for the benefit of the few able to afford access to those with the power to alter flight paths.

Air Quality:

Request for more data about the project:

Request for more information on ways to provide feedback:

Future environmental concerns: If there are concerns related to the environment, more people commute to, work in, and live in the Rosslyn area than the Foxland Village 

area. Increasing the volume of flights over Rosslyn, with its high rises and high volume of commuters and residents, certainly raises the mathematical probability of an 

aviation accident/incident. The current flight path lessens that probability.

Concerns that should be considered for the project: The chart provided shows no immediate threat to the residents on either side of the Potomac beyond that currently 

experienced with the normal flight path. However, the proposed change does appear to be in favor of residents on one side of the river. If the reason for this change is based 

on complaints alone, those constituents should be commended for their efforts and then consider devoting such efforts elsewhere to worthy causes.

Form URL: https://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/community_comments/
User agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.3; WOW64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/53.0.2785.143 Safari/537.36

Sent: Wednesday, October 05, 2016 12:46 AM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Impact of Reagan Airport Aircraft Noise Over Northern Virginia 

October 3, 2016

The Honorable Christopher A. Hart, Chairman
National Transportation Safety Board

Mr. Michael J. O’Donnell
Federal Aviation Administration
Office of Airport Safety and Standards

Re:      Reagan National Airport (DCA) Citizen Concerns

Gentlemen:

My husband and I live in the of Northern Virginia, which is 
 from Taylor Elementary School.

During late summer of 2010, we began expressing concerns to the Arlington County Board 
and the Metropolitan Washington Airports Authority (MWAA) about the noise and disruption 
caused by then-recent changes in flight patterns and arrival and departure times of airplanes 
over Northern Virginia.  We attended two joint government-sponsored meetings (one in June 
2015; the other, September 2016).  But despite our concerns and those of thousands of other 
local residents who have experienced a decline in their quality of life, the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), MWAA and Arlington County refuse to make any meaningful changes to 
remedy the situation.

For the past 6 years, the noise, volume of air traffic and disruption have had, and continue to 
have, many adverse consequences, including:  (1) declines in health due to sleep deprivation 
and carbon emissions, (2) decreased property values, (3) inability to enjoy outdoor activities, 
and (4) safety concerns.

The recently proposed DCA flight plan allows planes to fly too close to densely populated 
areas by redirecting traffic away from the Potomac River and Theodore Roosevelt Island. This 
is not new.  Pilots have been given carte blanche to take shortcuts away from the river for 
years (runway improvements and installation of new transponders notwithstanding).  They 
arbitrarily fly directly over Rosslyn, Courthouse, Clarendon, Ballston, and McLean before 
turning toward the river.  I have personally seen planes flying over Lyon Village, Marymount 
University, Taylor Elementary School, and the intersections of Lee Highway and Lorcom Lane, 
Lee Highway and Glebe Road, and Lee Highway and George Mason Drive, all of which are
significant distances from the center line of the Potomac River.

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 1:53 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 
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Flight times have become intrusive and unreasonable; and the number of flights has increased 
dramatically.  It is well known that Dulles is under-utilized, yet we are spending a reported $6.8
billion to build a Metro line headed to and from the airport.

We recommend Congress pass H.R. 3965, the FAA Community Accountability Act of 2015.  
We further recommend flights into and out of Reagan (DCA) be limited to a 7 a.m. to 10 p.m. 
time frame and that arrivals and departures between 10 p.m. and 7 a.m. be diverted to Dulles.  
In addition, we suggest MWAA consistently impose stiff fines on the airlines whose pilots cut 
corners and steer their aircraft away from established center-river flight patterns.  Finally, it is 
incumbent upon the FAA, MWAA, and Arlington County to fund an independent, non-partisan 
entity to conduct environmental and financial impact studies.  The results of these studies 
should be disclosed to all citizens.

Every time we hear planes overhead, we are reminded of the private jet that crashed in a 
Gaithersburg, MD neighborhood two years ago.  In addition to the deaths of the pilot and
passengers onboard, a mother and her two young children were killed.  The National 
Transportation Safety Board (NTSB) ruled the cause pilot error.  We dread the terrible but 
foreseeable consequences of just one large commercial airplane crashing into any of the 
heavily populated areas of Arlington County.

The 9/11 attacks on the Pentagon and the Gaithersburg crash may have receded from the 
memory of federal and local governments.  Not so from ours.

Sincerely,

/S/

CC:

The Honorable Terry McAuliffe, governor.virginia.gov.
The Honorable Mark Warner, warner.senate.gov

The Honorable Tim Kaine, kaine.senate.gov
The Honorable Don Beyer, beyer.house.gov
The Honorable Gerald Connolly, connolly.house.gov
The Honorable Eleanor Holmes Norton, norton.house.gov
The Honorable Darrell Issa, issa.house.gov
Ms. Libby Garvey, Chair, Arlington County Board, libbygarvey.com
Mr. J. Walter Tejada, former member, Arlington County Board, and recently appointed to the 
Metropolitan Washington Airports Authority by Governor McAuliffe, waltertejada.com
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Reagan Airport Noise
Robert [

Thanks for the opportunity to vent.

(directly under the flight path in Arlington)

Sent: Friday, September 30, 2016 3:26 PM 
To: 9-ASO-DCA-FLTPRCDRS (FAA) 

Categories: Green Category 
Attachments: ReaganAirportLetter5.pdf (199 KB)
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October 15, 2016 
 

 Vice President, FAA Mission and Support Services 
 Deputy Regional Administrator, FAA Eastern Region  
  Regional Administrator, FAA Eastern Region 

 

Re: Proposed changes to north flow departure procedures for Reagan National Airport  
 
Dear Ms. , Ms. and Mr    
 
I want to add the following comments to the comments I submitted on September 12, 2016:  

Comments on LAZIR-B changes (continued from September 12, 2016 comments which are enclosed) 
 

12. The noise analysis for the FAA’s May 23, 2016 environmental review shows noise impacts getting 
worse in many DC neighborhoods to the north and east of Georgetown and Maryland 
neighborhoods to the north and east of Cabin John (see Figures 1 and 2 below).  According to 
FAA Noise Division Manager  the projected increases in noise impacts in these 
neighborhoods are due to “conservative modeling assumptions”.  I am not an aircraft noise 
modeling expert but if the FAA’s own noise analysis which it is using as the basis for its 
environmental review shows noise getting worse for neighborhoods that were told they would 
benefit and also getting worse for neighborhoods that should not have been affected by this 
change and also getting worse for other neighborhoods in Virginia, it seems reasonable to 
conclude that moving the ADAXE waypoint will not distribute noise impacts more equitably in a 
substantive way.  So why are we doing this?    

13. The FAA has not responded to questions about requirements for environmental reviews of 
adverse noise impacts on historic neighborhoods and parks. These impacts are profound for 
some residents and park visitors (just ask anyone who lives in an old house in Maywood or Lyon 
Village or the Palisades) or anyone who hikes along the C&O Canal near Cabin John).  According 
to Noral Stewart, an acoustical engineer with considerable aircraft noise expertise, you need 10 
pounds of mass per square foot on exterior sheathing and 40+ STC rated doors and windows to 
prevent unwanted low frequency aircraft noise immissions in buildings within 1.5 miles of DCA 
flight paths.  Bricks will do.  But many older and even newer homes don’t have exterior sheathing 
that comes close to 10 pounds per square foot and very few people have brick roofs or 40+ STC 
windows and doors.  This review requirement, which the FAA does not mention in their 
Environmental Fact Sheet or their Environmental Study Process and has so far not commented 
upon is not to be taken lightly.   

 
 
  



Figure 1. Projected changes in noise impacts for the LAZIR-B proposal showing increasing noise impacts 

in DC neighborhoods to the north and east of Georgetown  

 

 
 
 
Source: interactive noise map based on FAA data posted 

at  http://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/http://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/ 

 

 

  



Figure 2. Projected changes in noise impacts for the LAZIR-B proposal showing increasing noise impacts 

north and east of the COVTO waypoint near Cabin John. 

 

 
 
Source: interactive noise map based on FAA data posted 

at  http://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/http://www.faa.gov/nextgen/communityengagement/dc/ 

 
FAA community outreach meetings 
 

14. On Tuesday September 13, 2015 the FAA held a community outreach event in Arlington.  This 
event was useful in my opinion for giving residents a chance to discuss the LAZIR-B proposal, 
goals for NextGen and the process for making and approving changes to navigation procedures 
with knowledgeable FAA employees.  As useful as these discussions may be, they are not a 





September 12, 2016 
 
Elizabeth Ray, Vice President, FAA Mission and Support Services 
Maria Stanco, Deputy Regional Administrator, FAA Eastern Region  
Carmine Gallo,  Regional Administrator, FAA Eastern Region 
 

Re: Proposed changes to north flow departure procedures for Reagan National Airport  
 
Dear Ms. Ray, Ms. Stanco and Mr. Gallo:   
 
I live in Lyon Village, Arlington, Virginia 1.5 miles southwest of the current ADAXE waypoint.  I appreciate 
this opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to north flow departure procedures for Reagan 
National Airport. 
 
Aircraft noise is a serious problem in my neighborhood and many neighborhoods along the Potomac 
River.   

 

 

According to MWAA’s noise monitoring system, Rosslyn residents are exposed to 340 aircraft noise 
events per average day in excess of 65 dBA.  The average day estimates for other neighborhoods are Old 
Town (307), Chain Bridge (289), Palisades (281), Fort Foote (271) and Georgetown (200).  We can 
debate the significance of 200 to 340 individual noise events that exceed 65 dBA on an average day 
lasting 20 to 40 seconds each1 and up to 454 noise events that exceed 65 dBA on a bad noise day in 

                                                
1 as measured by MWAA’s noise monitoring system near Fort Bennett Park in Arlington 



Rosslyn.  Surely, we can all agree that this is a lot of noise and that for many people this problem is 
negatively affecting their quality of life and the desirability of their neighborhoods.  I assure you it is 
having this effect on me and that in the 23 years I’ve lived here, aircraft noise was not a problem for me 
until 2013.   

Centering DCA’s 4-mile wide aircraft noise swath over the river is clearly more desirable than centering 
it over neighborhoods. It is also clearly disadvantageous to neighborhoods along the river relative to 
other neighborhoods whose residents enjoy the benefits of having an airport close by.  Unfortunately, 
the geography of the Potomac River basin and the attenuation properties of low frequency aircraft noise 
are such that centering a 4-mile wide swath of aircraft noise over a half mile wide river corridor will not 
significantly reduce aircraft noise impacts for any neighborhoods.  

I have a number of additional observations about the LAZIR-B changes and the way we’re going about 
managing aircraft noise at DCA that I want to mention.    

LAZIR-B changes 

1. The proposed LAZIR-B changes, which are scheduled for implementation in January 2017, appear 
to be the result of a good faith effort to move more noise over the river away from 
neighborhoods and distribute noise impacts more equitably relative to the river centerline.  The 
proposed changes do not address the root causes of our increasing aircraft noise problem which 
include airlines continuing to substitute ever larger aircraft for smaller aircraft2; aircraft flying 
farther afield which requires more fuel which increases takeoff weight, thrust and noise; 
increasing operations between 10 PM and 6 AM which are up more than 400 percent since 
2010; and increasing north departures over densely populated urban areas3 which are an order 
of magnitude or more noisier than arrivals.  When will these root cause problems be addressed? 

2. The LAZIR-B proposal was drafted by MWAA on the afternoon of the December 10th 2015 
meeting and revised under time pressure at the meeting later that day shortly before an 
unscheduled vote was taken.  The draft recommendation was not posted for public review and 
comment before voting.  This is one of many signs of continuing serious problems with 
resources, planning, communication and the division of responsibility within the working group.   

3. The proposal does not include input from Montgomery County and it was voted on before 
Montgomery County was asked to join the working group.  It does not address the effects on 
Montgomery County residents of moving the COVTO waypoint and it does not address the noise 
impacts of departing flights after they turn off the river beyond the COVTO waypoint which 
NextGen’s concentrated flight paths have exacerbated.  

4. The proposal does not address the effects of moving waypoints on land use planning in Rosslyn.  
5. The proposal does not discuss the over the river performance of different aircraft types or 

options for making this a requirement for operating at DCA.  Increasingly larger and noisier 
aircraft that can’t stay over the river are a big part of our noise problem. 

                                                
2 Operations by air carrier aircraft, which are larger, more heavily laden and have more difficulty staying over the river, are up 43 percent 
since 2006. Operations by smaller air taxi aircraft are down 43 percent. Source:  FAA Operations Network.  The 43 percent increase does 
not reflect replacing air carrier aircraft with even larger air carrier aircraft which has an additional, upward ratcheting effect. See 2/4/2016 
story in USA Today titled “United will soon be flying the biggest jets at National Airport”. 
3 See discussion of runway use at DCA at https://db.tt/GvMKEP6A 



6. The FAA’s December 10, 2015 noise analysis shows that the LAZIR-B is disadvantageous for 
Rosslyn and neighborhoods to the south and west of Rosslyn.  It does not mention that Rosslyn 
and neighborhoods to the south and west of Rosslyn are already disproportionately impacted by 
aircraft noise relative to other neighborhoods and it does not show before and after noise levels 
or projected future noise levels for any neighborhoods.  

7. The FAA’s November 12, 2015 analysis shows that the LAZIR-B does a better job than current 
departure procedures of maximizing total time spent over the river and minimizing total time 
spent over neighborhoods on either side of the river.  But it does not show how many seconds 
planes spend on each side of the river centerline along the proposed flight path and it treats all 
seconds along the flight path equally in terms of their noise impacts which is not the case -- 
departing aircraft are significantly noisier near Key Bridge than they are near Chain Bridge.   

8. A consensus guideline for distributing aircraft noise impacts more equitably that all communities 
adopted on November 22, 2004 is: “follow the center of the Potomac River to the maximum 
extent possible”.  This guideline is stated in the number one recommendation for abating aircraft 
noise impacts at DCA from the 2001-2004 Part 150 study.  The LAZIR-B recommendation does 
not mention this guideline or whether the working group explicitly agreed to use it or some 
other criteria for guiding the LAZIR-B changes.  This omission is troubling because reaching 
consensus on community criteria for distributing noise impacts equitably is the working group’s 
main task.  

9. The proposal does not include written statements by the Department of Homeland Security or 
other security organizations outlining their positions regarding the flexibility for design changes 
that increase over the river performance at the risk of occasional minor incursions into 
prohibited airspace near the DC side of the river between the 14th Street Bridge and the Lincoln 
Memorial.  These positions are important design inputs, too important to be assumed and 
brushed aside in lieu of clear written position statements from officials responsible for security 
policy and decision making.   

10. The proposal does not mention the historical context that motivated the implementation of the 
LAZIR departure procedure or that it was anticipated that it would increase noise on the DC side 
of the river.  This continuing failure to understand and respect past attempts by communities to 
address the aircraft noise problem is discouraging and wasteful of time and taxpayer dollars.  

11. The proposal makes no provisions for a trial period including before and after measurements or 
for rolling back changes if they do not meet expectations. 

 
We need an effective framework for managing aircraft noise at DCA ASAP  
 
In my opinion, the airport working group does not have the direction, support or authority it needs to 
make changes that will significantly reduce aircraft noise.  They do not have measurable goals or a 
credible plan for reducing noise or credible useful estimates of current and projected noise impacts.  
Their mission, which was given to them by the FAA, is to identify technical solutions to a problem that 
everyone says is complex.  This shift of responsibility for identifying solutions to our aircraft noise 
problem onto communities by the people who created this problem is misguided and bizarre. The FAA 
and industry experts have the expertise, tools and authority to solve this problem and they are 
responsible for identifying alternative solutions and for characterizing their effectiveness -- not 



communities and their representatives who are responsible for providing clear expectations and 
consensus criteria as inputs to the design of solutions. 

One very troubling aspect of this problem is that no one in a position of responsibility for protecting 
neighborhoods from increasing aircraft noise has been able to say, in a credible way, what’s going on 
and what this problem will look like 5 and 10 years from now.  
 
In my opinion, our aircraft noise problems are solvable.  Solving them will require getting Congress, the 
FAA, airlines, MWAA, local governments, the airport working group and communities to do a lot more to 
address our aircraft noise problem than they’ve been doing up to now.   
 
The fragile balance between flourishing neighborhoods and a flourishing airport which everyone wants 
and which we more or less had until 2012 has been lost.  If we want flourishing neighborhoods and a 
flourishing airport, we have to figure out how to restore this balance.   
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 

 

Respectfully, 

 
Mark McEnearney 

 

 

 

Cc: DCA working group, Arlington County Board, Congressman Don Beyer, Senator Mark Warner, 
Senator Tim Kaine, Governor Terry McAuliffe and Jack Potter, MWAA CEO 
 

Attachments:   

 

1. What can be done to protect neighborhoods from increasing aircraft noise at DCA 

2. Environmental noise is a public health issue.  Let’s recognize this. 

  



What can be done to protect DC, Maryland and Virginia 
neighborhoods from increasing aircraft noise? 

 
The care of human life and happiness, and not their destruction, is the first and only object of good government. - Thomas Jefferson 

All 

1. Recognize that aircraft noise affects public health, welfare and the quality of life in neighborhoods near flight paths; that 
aircraft noise is getting worse for many neighborhoods; that technical improvements to reduce noise at the source are not 
keeping pace with industry growth; that the FAA is failing to protect neighborhoods from increasing aircraft noise; that the 
responsibility to protect neighborhoods from increasing aircraft noise conflicts mightily with the FAA’s mission to expand 
the capacity of the U.S. airspace system; and, finally, that this conflict will not be resolved until Congress takes action to 
establish limits on aircraft noise based on considerations for public health, welfare and the quality of life in neighborhoods 
near flight paths. 

Congress 

2. Separate responsibility for promoting aviation from regulating aviation. 
3. Establish limits on aircraft noise based on recommendations for protecting public health, welfare and quality of life from 

excessive noise set forth by EPA and the World Health Organization. 
4. Authorize local governments to restrict noise that exceeds local ordinances. 
5. Give local governments within 2 miles of flight paths the authority to impose passenger facility charges up to 50 cents per 

passenger to provide them with resources for working with airports and airlines to manage local aircraft noise in the context 
of federal regulations and guidelines. 

6. Require the FAA and the airlines to present a plan to Congress by June 2017 for shrinking the 55 dBA DNL contour to airport 
property boundaries by 2030.      

7. Oppose additional changes to slot and perimeter rules at DCA.   
8. Change the process for allocating and renewing slots at DCA to include community input.   
9. Require the FAA and airport operators to disclose data needed to inform public understanding and decision making, 

including pre-decisional data, historical data and projections.  Where is the app that anyone can use to understand current 
and future noise impacts for any neighborhood in the U.S. in terms of the number of events and number of minutes per day 
and night of aircraft noise above 55 decibels?  

10. Support market solutions and accounting practices that align consumption, production and profitability with 
environmentally responsible decision making by consumers, airlines and investors by incorporating environmental costs into 
prices and balance sheets and by giving airlines that reduce their environmental footprint a competitive advantage.  

  



FAA 

11. Fix FAA noise policy so that it protects public health, welfare and quality of life in neighborhoods near flight paths. 
12. Propose workable solutions for reducing aircraft noise at DCA and characterize their effectiveness.  
13. Work with local governments to develop nighttime restrictions that meet community expectations. 

Local and state governments 

14. Work with Congress to develop laws that protect neighborhoods from adverse health, welfare and quality of life effects of 
excessive aircraft noise and give local governments flexibility to manage aircraft noise in ways that balance the interests of 
neighborhoods near flight paths, the flying public, airlines and the regional economy.  

15. Oppose additional changes to slot and perimeter rules at DCA. 
16. Work with neighborhoods to understand and specify community expectations for managing aircraft noise.  
17. Work with airlines to negotiate agreements that meet community expectations for managing aircraft noise.  
18. Amend building codes to require soundproofing for new construction to acceptable interior noise levels. 

Airlines 

19. Propose solutions for reducing aircraft noise at DCA and characterize their effectiveness, for example, identify aircraft that 
are not capable of flying over the river and phase them out of operation at DCA; phase out aircraft that make significantly 
more noise than the fleet average at DCA based on certificated takeoff noise rating; stop flying aircraft between 10 PM and 
7 AM that are loud enough to disturb sleep in neighborhoods near flight paths.  

20. Retrofit Airbus A320 family aircraft with vortex generators as Lufthansa has done.  
21. Negotiate enforceable, voluntary agreements that meet community expectations for managing aircraft noise.  
22. Publish sustainability goals for fuel and noise emissions as Virgin Atlantic has done. 

MWAA 

23. Propose workable solutions for reducing aircraft noise at DCA and characterize their effectiveness. 
24. Work with communities, airlines and the FAA to develop nighttime restrictions that meet community expectations. 
25. Contract with independent technical experts to analyze changes to operations, flight paths, fleet mix, runways and 

navigation procedures at DCA and characterize their effects in terms of per neighborhood noise impacts.  
26. Publish sustainability goals for fuel and noise emissions at DCA. 
27. Set aside funds needed to pay technical experts from passenger facility charges which MWAA collects at DCA.  

Airport working group  

28. Review the focus group summaries, survey results, citizens’ findings and recommendations from the 2004 noise study. 
What has been done since 2004 to implement these recommendations?     

29. Agree on key principles for distributing noise impacts equitably such as “fly over the river, not over neighborhoods” and for 
meeting community expectations for nighttime noise. 

30. Ask the FAA to identify feasible solutions that will reduce noise impacts or distribute them more equitably and characterize 

the best case scenario using before and after noise maps like this one, this one or these.  

31. Hire technical and legal experts to help everyone understand what’s going on with aircraft noise; to work with communities 

to clarify expectations; define, negotiate and achieve measurable goals that balance the interests of all stakeholders; and 

clarify what can be achieved to reduce noise impacts and distribute impacts more equitably. Do communities agree that 

2010 noise impacts were acceptable? What are community expectations for nighttime noise? How have noise impacts 

changed since 2010?  How are impacts projected to change in 2020 and 2025 under business as usual and best case 

scenarios? What is preventing airlines from reducing noise impacts by 1 to 2 percent per year?    

32. Work with airlines, the airport, local government officials, and Members of Congress to achieve community goals and create 

a framework for managing aircraft noise that just works.  

Advocacy 

33. Establish and fund an organization that can mount an effective campaign that includes grass roots efforts and a legal 

strategy.  Success will hinge on coordinating with other communities and on exerting political pressure at all levels of 

government and in the courts.    
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September 12, 2016 
 
 
 
Mr. Carmine Gallo 
Eastern Regional Administrator 
Federal Aviation Administration 
United States Department of Transportation 
1 Aviation Plaza 
Jamaica, NY 11434-4809 
 
Dear Mr. Gallo: 
 
On behalf of the Arlington County Board and the residents of Arlington County, I am writing to 
provide comments regarding the impact of flight operations from Ronald Reagan National 
Airport (DCA) on our community, particularly the impacts that have been felt since the beginning 
of Next Generation Air Transportation System (NextGen) implementation in the Washington 
D.C. Metroplex beginning in November of 2014.   
 
Simply, the implementation of NextGen in the Washington D.C. Metroplex airspace has 
had terrible negative impacts on the quality of life for residents on the ground in Virginia, 
the District of Columbia and Maryland.  Arlington County has significant concerns with 
how the NextGen procedures were originally implemented, the scope of the current 
review, the proposed modifications currently under consideration, and mostly, the 
terrible negative effect it is having on the quality of life of our residents.  Further, we 
believe that the additional modifications being proposed by the Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) would do very little to address them and could potentially 
exacerbate them for many residents of Arlington County and throughout the region. 
 
According to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, noise pollution not only interferes with 
daily life, it has been shown to adversely affect the lives of millions of people.  Studies have 
demonstrated direct links between noise and adverse health effects, including stress related 
illnesses, high blood pressure, speech interference, hearing loss, sleep disruption, and lost 
productivity.  Further, the World Health Organization has found excessive and constant noise 
can cause cardiovascular and psychophysiological effects, reduce performance and provoke 
annoyance responses and changes in social behavior. 
 
Perhaps most troubling is the fact that our region is not alone – both in experiencing the adverse 
consequences of NextGen implementation as well as the inability of the FAA and others to 
reasonably seek to fully understand these impacts through rigorous data analysis and working 
with communities to identify any and all steps to reduce or mitigate them.  The same scenario 
that is currently playing out in our Metroplex is also happening across the country in San Jose, 
New York, San Diego, Chicago, Boston, Miami and Minneapolis, among others. 
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Given the unique constraints that exist and the complexity of operations in our region’s airspace, 
when discussions began many years ago regarding airspace modernization, Arlington County 
and other localities were hopeful of the promise of the implementation of a modernized, satellite-
based system and all the benefits it would provide.  First, the increased safety and efficiency of 
the airspace that are the main driver of these changes are important achievements that should 
be the highest priority of any airspace modifications.  Additionally, the projected annual benefits 
of the DC Metroplex changes - namely the reduction of 2.1 million gallons in fuel consumption, 
18,000 metric tons of carbon savings, and the $6.1 million in fuel savings – help advance 
important national environmental and sustainability goals.  Further, the effectiveness and 
efficiency of our nation’s airports have important benefits in strengthening our local, state, 
regional and national economies and to the general flying public, including Arlington residents.   
 
We appreciate the opportunity to share with you our concerns with the process and substance 
of the proposed changes, outlined below. 
 
1. Community Engagement Process 
Arlington County requests that the FAA fully implement the recommendations of the 
NextGen Advisory Committee on Community Engagement and utilize this outreach 
process in the review of and any future adjustments to NextGen implementation and 
procedures in the D.C. Metroplex.  Given the severe adverse impacts on local 
communities as a result of previous actions that had been approved on the assumption 
that there would be no significant impact, we do not think a Categorical Exclusion is the 
appropriate method for moving forward with the proposed changes.   
 
While safety and efficiency of the airspace system are the primary considerations when 
considering Performance Based Navigation (PBN) implementation, community impacts of 
aviation noise should also be considered as a crucial part of the calculation that determines the 
overall benefits of the proposed changes. Experience has shown that successful PBN 
implementation efforts typically have had well-formed and established outreach long before the 
initiation of the PBN procedure development process.  Doing so would ensure that ground 
impacts are appropriately understood and considered and appropriately incorporated into 
airspace changes that will change noise exposure, even if it does not reach the current FAA 
threshold of “measurable impacts.” 
 
We would like to commend the time, effort and resources that have been assigned by the FAA 
to the D.C. Metroplex.  In particular, Ms. Elizabeth Ray and FAA Mission and Support Services 
team have been extremely generous with their time in making themselves available to our 
community and for their efforts working with the Metropolitan Washington Airports Authority 
(MWAA) DCA Community Noise Working Group (Working Group).  While we were disappointed 
that a similar level of engagement did not occur prior to implementation, we are encouraged by 
recent efforts and we hope that they represent a commitment to move forward in a collaborative 
fashion.   
 
2. Noise Data Analysis 
Arlington County believes that the analysis of historical noise data has been insufficient 
and the modeling analysis of the proposed alternatives is flawed, thereby undermining 
confidence in any proposed solutions that have been developed.  While we recognize 
that the preliminary analysis of the proposed changes has resulted in a finding that none 
of the alternative designs would cause reportable or significant changes in noise, we 
note that a similar finding was issued for previous actions that have been shown to have 
had a very substantial and unacceptable impact. 
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A preliminary analysis of the noise monitor readings themselves, as seen in the attached, 
demonstrates that average monthly and annual DNL aircraft readings at noise monitor locations 
to the north of DCA have substantially increased since 2014.  It is our understanding that there 
have been no adjustments to those waypoints in recent years that would correspond to the 
increase in noise monitor readings. What is being experienced in our communities is not an 
increase in one neighborhood due to overflights with a corresponding decrease in noise in 
another neighborhood that is now not experiencing overflights due to changes in horizontal flight 
paths.   
 
To the contrary, what the data demonstrates is a substantial increase in the overall noise 
being experienced on both sides of the Potomac River.   
 
This has led Arlington County and our partner jurisdictions to reasonably ask the 
question – what is it exactly that is driving these changes and what options exist to 
address it?  After many months of discussions, we still do not have an answer.   
 
3. Alternatives for Noise Reduction & Mitigation 
The nearly sole focus of the discussion at the Working Group and for the upcoming Community 
Outreach Sessions has been on the adjustment of waypoints along the departure and arrival 
corridors.  The stated goal of this effort has been to “maximize flight time over the Potomac 
River and minimize flight time over residential areas.”  We have seen from experience that both 
the size and meandering nature of the Potomac River make it impossible for most aircraft to 
remain exclusively over the River itself, particularly on northern departure.  We know that there 
is no perfect solution and that community overflights in our region are a part of our reality 
moving forward.  Therefore, we believe that for those individuals that find themselves under the 
flight path, particularly given the hours of operation that have been extended due to market 
conditions and the intensity and concentration of flights made possible by NextGen, that 
additional steps must be taken.   
 
For example, we understand that in recent years other communities around the country and the 
world are taking a renewed look at a spreading out or a sharing of noise. While widely criticized 
several decades ago in our region during a trial phase, it is time to assess the effectiveness of 
these efforts at other airports and determine whether or not it could address some of the 
problems experienced in our region.  Further, we note efforts in other regions to extend their 
noise reduction alternatives analysis to include not only where planes are flying, but how they 
are flying.  To our knowledge, noise abatement operational procedures or restrictions have not 
been identified, discussed or analyzed.   
 
Up until this time, Arlington County has not worked to analyze and develop technical 
alternatives for consideration by the FAA and others to address this issue.  It does not seem 
reasonable to the County that local communities, who are not experts on the needs, constraints 
and opportunities with regards to aviation, should be tasked with solving this problem.  Rather, 
we had hoped that through voicing our concerns and providing detailed information regarding 
the impacts on the ground, through the DCA Community Working Group or other efforts, that all 
stakeholders would work together to do so.   
 
Conclusion 
To date, we regret to say that we do not feel that the appropriate actions have been taken 
to acknowledge these impacts, to seek a deeper understanding of what is driving them, 
to fully identify and evaluate any and all options to reduce and mitigate the noise, and 
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importantly, a commitment to continue to monitor these procedures and their 
implementation on an ongoing and regular basis to address any issues that present 
themselves or to take advantages of opportunities that may present themselves in the 
future. 
 
Arlington County firmly believes that improvements for both those on the ground and the flying 
public are possible and necessary.  It is incumbent upon all of us - local governments, airport 
operators, the airlines and the FAA to work together to identify solutions that allow for the safe 
and efficient operations of our air traffic network while also minimizing the adverse impact on 
surrounding communities.  It is our hope that this long overdue community engagement 
represents a forthright attempt by the FAA to understand the impacts on our community, what 
specifically is driving the increase in those impacts in recent years and a full and honest attempt 
to identify and evaluate all actions that can be taken to reduce and mitigate them.   
 
If so, Arlington County looks forward to being your full partner in that effort. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Libby Garvey 
Chair, Arlington County Board 
 
 
 
Attachment 
 
Cc: Senator Mark Warner, United States Senate 
 Senator Tim Kaine, United States Senate 
 Governor Terry McAuliffe, Governor of Virginia 

Representative Don Beyer, United States House of Representatives 
 Senator Janet Howell, Senate of Virginia 

Senator Adam Ebbin, Senate of Virginia 
Senator Barbara Favola, Senate of Virginia 
Delegate Patrick Hope, Virginia House of Delegates 
Delegate Alfonso Lopez, Virginia House of Delegates 
Delegate Rip Sullivan, Virginia House of Delegates 
Delegate Mark Levine, Virginia House of Delegates 
Mr. Jack Potter, President and CEO, Metropolitan Washington Airports Authority 
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ANNUAL DCA NOISE MONITOR DATA FOR NORTHERN SITES 
2010-2016 

Year Noise Monitor 
Location 

Average 
DNLac* 

Change from 
PY 

Change from 
2010 

2010 
 

Rosslyn 59.65 - - 

Chain Bridge 52.9 - - 

Georgetown 52.9 - - 
Palisades 54.15 - - 

     

2011 

Rosslyn 59.575 -0.075 -0.075 

Chain Bridge 56.258 +3.358 +3.358 

Georgetown 53.175 +0.275 +0.275 

Palisades 54.608 +0.458 +0.458 
     

2012 

Rosslyn 59.63 +0.055 -0.02 

Chain Bridge 54.358 -1.9 +1.458 

Georgetown 50.925 -2.25 -1.975 

Palisades 55.44 +0.832 +1.29 
     

2013 

Rosslyn 59.66 +0.03 +0.01 

Chain Bridge 54.125 -0.108 +1.225 

Georgetown 50.13 -0.795 -2.77 

Palisades 55.15 -0.29 +1.00 
     

2014 

Rosslyn 59.85 +0.19 +0.20 

Chain Bridge 53.98 -0.145 +1.08 

Georgetown 50.1 -0.03 -2.8 

Palisades 53.89 -1.2 -0.26 
     

2015** 

Rosslyn 61.09 +1.24 +1.44 

Chain Bridge 58.5 +4.52 +5.6 

Georgetown 56.91 +6.81 +4.01 

Palisades 57.85 +3.96 +3.7 
     

2016 
(Jan-July) 

Rosslyn 60.57 -0.52 +0.92 

Chain Bridge 58.57 +0.07 +5.67 

Georgetown 57.2 +0.29 +4.3 

Palisades 57.7 -0.15 +3.55 
 
* Average DNLac = yearly average of monthly DNLac readings as reported in MWAA Annual Noise Report 
** NextGen Implementation for DC Metroplex announced November 24, 2014 

 
 



ANNUAL DCA NOISE MONITOR DATA FOR NORTHERN SITES 
2010-2016 
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20 September 2016 

 

Dear FAA, 

 

Give Sleep a Chance. 

The Washington area was once characterized by its sleeping porches.  Imagine trying to sleep 

these days with even the windows open.  From 5:45am until well after midnight flights roar in 

and out of “Reagan” at about one-per-minute.  What a fitting tribute to our 40th President. 

 

The strategy has been to narrow the noise canyon, but that unfairly focuses the disturbance on 

those unlucky enough to live in the flight pattern. Yes, fewer people have to stop their 

conversations mid-sentence, but those in the “Noise Canyon” get hammered.  Not very 

democratic. Not very environmentally just. 

 

“Whisper Jets” is an oxymoron. 

There is no such thing as a Whisper Jet.  All jets roar.  Some roar louder than others.  Whoever 

determined that 60 db was acceptable was hearing impaired.  Who would tolerate a leaf blower 

(60db) in the house?    

 

Let’s share. 

In a democracy we all share responsibilities as well as rights.  We should all share the benefits 

and nuisances evenly.  If “Reagan Washington National Airport” is such an economic engine for 

the area then, why aren’t the nuisance aspects shared by all who benefit from it?   

 

Please reinstitute the scatter plan.  Rename it the “shared benefits plan”.  It has the added benefit 

of providing another level of post 9/11 security.  A simple “Three-quarter compass plan” where 

each succeeding plane veers one degree to the right of the last plane (removing the 45 degrees 

that cover the White House and the Capitol) could share the appreciation of heavier than air 

flight.  Just repeat the pattern every 315 flights. 

 

Breathe Deep. 

The COG wrestles with code orange and red pollution days.  During the summer, the COG 

occasionally asks residents to forgo mowing the lawn or filling the car with gas.  This is 

laughable when a single plane emits more pollution than 1000 cars.  A report I heard on the radio 

noted that our area could lose federal transportation funding if we have more code orange air 

days.  To respond to this pollution disaster Congress is adding flights.  Go figure. 

 

Joy of Noise 

With the peculiar governance of this federally dominated area, local jurisdictions get steam-

rollered.  If a particular Senator wants to fly to Phoenix without taking a taxi to Dulles, he seems 

to be able to stretch the length-of-flight limit.  This type of behavior does not encourage faith in 

government.   

 

I urge you to push back against this sort of nonsense.  Rather than allow more flights and more 

long distance carriers, reduce the allowable flights and restrict the times they are allowed to take 

off and land.  Following the logic of supply and demand, if you restrict the supply you will 

increase the demand and the airlines will benefit by better profits. 

 

Require all planes to strictly adhere to the centerline of the Potomac watershed -- not necessarily 

the center of the water.  The water tends to hug the Virginia shoreline leaving a wide swath of 

flood plain on the Maryland/DC side.  Locate the GPS centering devise in the middle of the 



watershed.  Require all pilots to yield to instrument landings.  We don’t need macho pilots 

strafing residential areas.  Then DC and Maryland can share the joy of noise with Virginia.   

 

Also, slam each flight that ignores the centerline rule or the 11pm-6am hiatus, with the maximum 

fine.  Then post it on the web site so the beleaguered (sleepless) know that something is being 

done.  Then use the penalty money to fund noise abatement measures and monitoring equipment. 

 

Quality of Life Movement. 

Be a leader in the anti-noise movement in this area.  According to the Christian Science Monitor, 

there is a growing national movement to abate noise.  It is not just that noise is irritating it is 

undermining our health.  Noise is the second hand smoke of the 2000s.  It disturbs our sleep, 

damages our hearing, “…(costs) millions in lost productivity, health costs, property values and 

diminished quality of life”.  

 

These arguments are not new and they are not specific to National. Airports everywhere are 

facing a more vocal and motivated resistance.  And why not?  Why should people in transit have 

the right to degrade the lives of residents? 

 

Thank you for listening to my noise about the noise.   

 

Here’s hoping you have a quiet day. 
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