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Great Lakes Regional Air Space 

Summer 2014 

The Honorable Anthony Foxx Un1ted States Senate Aviation Comte 
Secretory United States House Transportation Comte 
U.S. Dept. ot Transpo:tut1on washington, D.C. 20515 
1200 New Jersey Ave, S.E. 
Washmgton, D.C. 

Re: Environmental Assessment (EA) Request 
Great Lakes Regional Air Space 
Air Space and Procedures 

Dear Mr. Secretary: 

Today we call on your office to seek approval for !In (EA) Env1ronmental Assessment ror the Great Lakes 
Reg1ona1 Air Space which Involves r11e hundreds of thousands of rlights the feed Into this immediate area. 

The Great Lakes Reg1on IS a geographic area covering many cities and wlthon the states of Illinois, Indiana, 
Ohio, Wisconsin, Minnesota, South and North Dakota combined. 

Then we have ~he umnedoate Great Lakes airspace that too involves four maJor airports thllt also feed into 
the same airspace such as Chicago's O'Hare International Airport, Midway Airport, Rockford Airport, 
Milwaukee Airport and Chicago · Executive Airport {small private Jet) Airport. 

Given the amount of air traffrc on thts tmmedrate SO square mile air space and the grand total number of 
ntghts tor JUSt l~tst year Involved, we believe the tollow1ng plane count of O'Hare AP at 880,000 flights, 
Milwaukee AP at 116.000 flights. M;dway AP at 225,000 flights. Rockford AP CPendingl and the 
Chjcilgo-Executjve AP reporting over 79.000 should be Included tn this (EA) request. And that is just 
arrivals alone not counttng take offs. We firmly believe U1at ot's time to seek an assessment for the 
Immediate and Great Lal<es Regron arr space comboned gtven the fact that the United States air travel 
moves both passengers and cargo withon the FAA approved Hub & Spoke System. At any given time---we 
can have well over 70,000 flrghts above us lllld that connnues to Increase per 'VW"' fl!5;1,1)~rjl4.com 

By optlmizmg this same air space, we believe we can agree that a more efficient use of thts air space is 
needed to move people and cargo from the airport to aorpo:t based on tess fuel burn, reduced flight traffic 
1nvotv1ng many flights programmed to the same airport wtthin the sane t1me span, and reducing 
overlooded direct air routes or today and morC' Then you arc plannrng to Insert (PSN) as well and without 
the public being properly made fully aware of what Performance Based Navogatlon really 1s all about. Yet 
again there is an exception to this exemptron Involving (PSN) 

The need to evaluate potential environmental impac..ts cr the Great Lakes regional uir space project, the 
FAA needs to establish a General Study (GSA). The same type or study currently ongoing within the 
Western Region of Southern California Air Space or So Cal OAPM project. 

Additionally, there have been aviation Incidents in me past that have caused air disasters or near collisions 
InvolVing the tollowmg as stated by the NTSB July 2013' Warning letter such as; Flights Diverted, 
Fjiqhts tbttrook Evasive Action, Flights that needed to Go-Around and finally Non-Intersecting 
Runway type flfqht operatkms such as Chicago's O'Hare Airport that cCJrrentfy r11ns without any 
flight CitO and or federal Oversight, 

Therefore, in closing, given the fact that public f'lilrtoclpatlon tnvolvrng workshops w1U and should be a part 
of this Great Lakes (EA) project • th1s would greatly help tnform the tmpacted residents wlthrn these dties 
that bOrder these same airports whole assostJng the (ATO) Aor Tratfoc OrglllliZatlon In achlev1ng their goals 
as well . 

t<lost r.asoertC.ullv lrubmitted, 

http://www.flightradar24.com/


The H;,norab!e A!lthony Foo 
Secretary, U.S. Department of Transportation 
1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E. 
WJshinglon, D.C. 20590 

Regarding: An EAJEIS for the FAA Great Lakes Region Air Space Exp<msion. 

Mr. Secret:,ry: Your attention is r!?ed\!d !o er.for:e or ccrrc.~t Federal econo.~1::: policies and envircnmenlt'll prob:ems 
in the Gre<~l l a~es Region whi:;h ccn!i·~ue due to Faderel po1;cies wh·c"1: 

fav\)r after-the-fact nois;? an1J pollutio:: rn:tigation, rather lhr-n abatement: 
• reQuire most revenue from airport operations be used to provide airline services and facililies; 
• deny State and local authoritim: a meaningful role in ~Chl:duling commercial operations; and, 
o inr.r~ase environmental im;acts, limit airline compet':ion or exceed actual e~onomic need. 

The concen!Iation of c:.r.ne::tng nig'lts us119 t:r!::::n a•rfiet:l wrth closely spaced runways, fcund unsafe by !re NTSB, 
unwisely exacer:,ates these r~cga:;·/es We oe~;::o1 you to take tl'ese steps with respe::t to 
airspace m:,1agement plars a-:d air:>ort c;:oacity exp<:iis'o1s 10 the FAA G·eat lakes Re\;'On and elsewn::re. 

Replace the Integrated Noise Model (INM) and anr.ual-avera;}e iorecast day-ni~ht level (ONL) with a more 
reliable and predictiVe standard by Sept<:rr.ber 30. 2014, and d1rectthe FAA. to more frequently t>xercise its authority to 
control flights for noise redl'ction a:1d reiated hea:th and <;iJirty benefits t."':il more predictive standards are developed. 

Make conservative safety adjustments to ar:-s;Jr:ce management plans and airport rules and pro:;edurcs 
that are C01Sistent with C!Jfri?nl air traffic systems and alfcraft capab;fJties and discontinue efforts to operate 
(schedule cornmercial fllg'lts) as often as possible at minimum separations (Intervals). 

A!'-:Wrc that automated tligh!s and satelli te-based surveillance systems arc functional, reliable, and 
fully deployed for arrp::rt a;' traf':; control, and that that aircraft are proper!y equrpped a:1d air crews oroperly tratned 
and rested anor to a change-~wer to ~8N/RNAV routes (or other Next Gen air traffic control depending on flight 
autcr.~<~tto!i) 

Reconsider all US Hight routes and schedules to more effectively use existing airport capacity and 
reduce fuel bum associated wf!h city-hub-city and other multi-leg air travel that incr~ases the d:stc:nce traveled 
(compared to more direct routes) or increase airport opo'ntions per pasr.enger transported. 

Than!< you for your efforts. Ple2se !<.eeo us advised of your actions in support of the Petit.ion. SMAAC is available to 
answer questions, research the facts. and propose changes in laws. rul(!~. or agency policies. 

Sincerely, 
FOR iHE BOARD OF OIRECORS 

James R. Spensley, President. 
South Me!To Airport Action Council, 
PO Box 19.136, Minneapolis, MN 55419-0036 



CAPf> of f>&Jrlo' fttdgC' 
Volttntet>t testd<'llt~ seekmg sohtttons to a workabiP fly qtHet progrcHn, prOIJCt tnlt r vats, .Jn approved (I A) 
i31or u wtlh rt>dlln~d ;ur trr~ffic ,11 pc hours and ftttil y, 1 qu,utttftr.d reducttotc tn Jl'l fuel toxtc emosston~ 

)UIII' 19, 11 

tionoral>h Anthony fOliX 

Set:retar y 
Untted Stcltt!S Department or I I drt!;portrlltOn 
1 :>OO Nr>w lP.r .. Py 1\ve, 5. E, 
Washmc;tton, D.C. ;!0590 

Re: Requestfor(EA) 
Great lakes Regional Shared Air Space 
Immedtate Four Airpor1: At ea 
20 13' Flight Data and More 

Dear Ser r\!tary f-oxx. 

In follow up 

Thnnk ycJll <HJ ten for allowtng lhP :m,oot tmpilcted fcJntohes tluc; tune 
to present thE! grond total number of 1. Airport Flight Operations and 
2. Airport Tower Operations- numiJers for 2013'. 

WP o~rc currently wattlng for the <tcldtttonal mformcllton that we believe t!: 
BuncHed toto the ilbove atrport ami tower r. ght opl'ratton;. well. fht c; 
Include-s the followmg key f,lt.tors. • 

flt<Jhls I h.ot Needed To IJP Otvcrted. 
fltqltts lltc~t Needed to lake I vastvc Aclton Whole Ort f trtol 
Flights 1 hrtl N•·t~dell to Go ArlHHICI 

Inc.losm!f, cl~ you o..rw see for 2011' chert' was o•·et OJH' l·]!,f/l()fl ... fltr!!,t;)tund 1 !!U!1 thoy~1 ftve 
Hundr<'rl 0nd I t!Ct'<'ll qc;wd total flight operations.lt..Ylllr ~hared Grei!( Lakes Regional Air Space, 

We not only meet the U.S. DOT {FAA) (ATO) set (EA) criteria, we exceed it wit/J these events 
and numbers .. respectfully wflen compared to tile recently awarded {EA) review for the 
Western Region of our great country. 

Sutc~lv /) I 




