Meeting Minutes

MEETING DATE: 9/29/05

TO: Runway 27 Advisory Committee (RWY 27 AC)

FROM: Terry Flieger, FAA, Eastern Terminal Service Area

Meeting Purpose: To review and discuss information related to FAA’s Runway flight track
monitoring efforts and the 1996 Record of Decision (ROD) goals.

Attendees: FAA — Toni Dusseault, Gary Hufnagle, Joe Davies, John Silva, Terry Flieger, Joe
Bellabona, Mark Lesko; Massport — Flavio Leo, Frank lacovino; Runway 27 AC — Dovi
Abbey, Anastasia Lyman, Sandra Kunz, John Stewart, Bob D’ Amico, Ann Hershfang (Alt.)Non
RWY 27 AC Individuals/Reps — Senator Kerry’s Office - Mark Sternman, Joseph Lombardo,
Christina DesVaux; Senator Wilkerson’s Office — Richard Giordano; Liz Malia’s Office — Jacob
Glickel; Boston City Council — Louis A. Elisa; South End News — Chris Orchard; Interested party
- Jacques Weissgerber

Meeting Summary (see also 9/29/05 meeting agenda w/handouts):
Meeting opened and introductions.

Terry briefly reviewed the agenda items and the contents of the handout package. She explained
that the focus of the meeting would be Mark Lesko’s presentation from the FAA Airspace Lab.

Terry reviewed the new meeting protocol/rules that were developed to ensure more orderly and
productive meetings in the future. John Stewart stated that the meeting purpose needed to be
strengthened. He said that the purpose of the meetings should be more than reporting statistics
and that the FAA should commit to taking action to ensure improved compliance with the ROD.
There was consensus on this. Terry agreed to modify the meeting purpose statement. See
attached.

Terry reviewed the Rwy 27 AC member list. She noted that Alan Wright had been added as an
alternate member. Terry also proposed that Ann Hershfang be added as an alternate for Anastasia
Lyman. Ann (like Anastasia) also has the historical perspective on RWY 27 AC issues. There
were no objections to this. Jacques Weissgerber clarified after the meeting that his address was
incorrect. See attached for modified AC member list.

Terry addressed the IOU’s from the RWY 27 AC 4/14/05-meeting minutes as follows:

e Massport produced the graphic Martha Merson requested for the flight tracks in the
vicinity of Gate E. Martha was not at the meeting. Massport will mail the graphic to
Martha.

e Confirmed that Senator Kerry’s office submitted a letter to the FAA Administrator dated
April 21, 2005, requesting support for funding additional analysis for RWY 27.




* Confirmed for Ann Hershfang that the initial turn point change from 2.0 to 2.2 DME
occurred on January 1, 1998 and the FMS implementation occurred in February 98.
These two changes resulted in a general shift of flights toward the South End vs. South
Boston.

e Confirmed for Ann Hershfang, that the Airspace Lab would analyze airlines and
adherence to the corridor as she had requested.

There were no other comments on the draft meeting minutes. They will be finalized for the
record. See attached.

Dovi Abbey stated for the record his continued opposition to the Rwy 27 departure procedure and
its discriminatory effects on low income and minority populations.

Terry briefly reviewed the most recent flight track data from March to August 05. She noted
some improvement for Gate B and overall averages for Gates B thru E for 2005, noting that it did
not include September thru December data. Gate A has shown little improvement. She explained
that she did not want to devote any more time to the discussion on the most recent data, because
the focus of the meeting would be Mark Lesko’s presentation from the FAA Airspace Lab.

John Stewart reiterated his opposition to use of flight track data that he believes is flawed. He
requested calibration of radar flight tracks to the ground as he said he has requested several times
in the past.

Mark provided handouts of his power point presentation to meeting attendees. He discussed (in
general) the background of the Airspace Lab, his work experience, lab capabilities and his
approach to analyze RWY 27 flight tracks in respect to the corridor based on input from the
RWY 27 AC members.

Dovi asked if the lab would be looking at community impacts. Mark said that it was not in the
database. Terry explained that it was not part of the scope of this analysis. The intent of the
analysis is to identify the variables that dictate whether aircraft make the corridor or not.

Mark emphasized that the Airspace Lab analysis would include a fresh look at the flight tracks
and adherence to the corridor using lab experts from various disciplines. He explained that the
Lab would use the Enhanced Traffic Management System (ETMS) and “offload data” to identify
flight tracks. Anastasia asked how it was different from what we have been using to date. Mark
explained that the lab would pull the raw radar data from STARS and supplement with ETMS.
Flavio explained that currently, Massport uses the noise monitoring system and “Passur” to
generate flight tracks, which is a passive radar system that listens to the FAA radar. Mark said
that recent comparisons between Massport’s data and the Lab’s data showed consistency.

John Stewart commented that he is still disturbed by the mapping information. Mark explained
that the lab used two different GIS packages and that he was confident that the tracks matched
perfectly over the ground. John Stewart said that a human check was needed.

Mark explained the importance of using uncompressed data for the RWY 27 analysis to ensure
the necessary detail. Mark also explained how ETMS data is used to supplement the offload data
by providing; navigation equipment type, physical aircraft class, user class, etc. Mark also
explained how the lab automated the analysis by developing an algorithm that would calculate
whether the flight track was inside or outside of the corridor.



To date Mark has processed data for July and August 2005. He will continue to get information
from Massport on FMS vs. non-FMS aircraft for at least one day a month. Although Mark’s
analysis will be independent of Massport’s flight track monitoring program, Mark will continue
to compare the two analyses for consistency. The focus of the Airspace Lab study will be trend
analysis for adherence to Gates A and B based on airline, aircraft type, and navigation equipment,
FMS vs. non-FMS and weather and wind. There was a recommendation to continue the analysis
into February or March of 2006 to capture the seasonal variations in RWY 27 use and meet again
in April 06 to review and discuss the results.

John Stewart and others from the RWY 27 AC said that the FAA needed to take some action
based on the analysis and not just report statistics. General frustration was expressed with the
length of time that has passed since the flight track-monitoring program started with still no
compliance. There was some discussion about changing the ground track. John Silva stated that
the current ground track was based on minimizing noise impacts to populations contained within
the 65 DNL noise contour, and that the FAA was legally bound to the ROD. Sandra said that
changes to the ground track would have to be evaluated in the Boston Overflights Noise Study.

Overall, AC members were encouraged that the FAA had taken the step to conduct an
independent analysis of the flight tracks for RWY 27. The expectation is that the FAA will take
additional action based on the results of the analysis to ensure compliance with the ROD 68%
goal.

General Public Comments

Ann Hershfang recommended that the Airspace Lab analysis continue through November 2005
instead of February/March 2006. Terry said that she would consider that based on input from
experts in the air traffic operations. The most important issue was to ensure a representative
sample to make decisions.

Jacques questioned the relevance of compliance if it isn’t related to community impacts.

Joe Lombardo questioned.....(Joe please provide me with the comment you made at the end of
the meeting)

Meeting Adjourned: 12:05 PM
Action Items

e Finalize 4/14/05 meeting minutes (Completed)

e  Modify meeting purpose statement in Meeting Rules Protocol handout to reflect RWY 27
AC member’s comments. (Completed)

e  Modify RWY 27 AC member list to include Ann Hershfang as an alternate member for
Anastasia Lyman, and to update Jaques Weissgerber’s address. (Completed)

e Coordinate with air traffic experts to determine the appropriate timeframe to conduct
RWY 27 analysis. (E.g., July — November 05 vs. July 05 ~March 06) (Completed,
analysis will be conducted from July 05 — March 06 to reflect seasonal variations)



