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14 CFR Part 150 Study Update July 2013 

COMMENT MATRIX RESPONSE 
Southwest Florida International Airport (RSW) 

The 14 CFR Part 150 study process gives stakeholders an opportunity to participate and provide 
input regarding noise concerns at an airport. During the RSW 14 CFR Part 150 Study Update, 
comments were received from citizens representing themselves and various communities. Most 
comments were received at one of three rounds of public workshops that were held throughout 
Lee County as discussed in Chapter 4 of the Study Update. In Volume 2 of the Study Update, 
comment matrices were developed at the end of each round of public workshops that categorized 
public comments into 14 separate categories. These ranged from citizen asking for no changes to 
be made to RSW operations to comments about low flying aircraft and noise. Below is a 
summary and response to the various categorized comments. 

1. Keep the Same/ No Problem with current aircraft operations at RSW 

Comments in this category ranged from citizens who enjoy watching aircraft arrive and/or depart 
RSW to concerned citizens that currently do not receive aircraft overflights and are asking that 
aircraft are not routed over their home/community in the future. 

Response: As discussed in Chapter 11 of the Study Update one of the primary criteria for the 
Noise Compatibility Program was to “Improve the overall noise environment, while not shifting 
noise from one community to another.” While opportunities were explored to route aircraft over 
less densely populated areas, care was taken to ensure noise wasn’t just being shifted from one 
community to another. 
 

2. Helpful Study, Good Visuals and Presentation 

Comments in this category were from concerned citizens that appreciated the Airport addressing 
the public’s concern through the 14 CFR Part 150 Study Update process, as well as sharing 
information as to how operations at RSW have changed since the previous 14 CFR Part 150 
Study Update completed in the spring of 2006. 

Response: This RSW 14 CFR Study Update is an update to the 2006 RSW 14 CFR Part 150 Study 
Update and addresses the recommendations and implementation of the 2006 Study as shown in 
Chapter 10, as well as incorporates changes that have occurred since the completion of that 
Study (i.e. FLOWCAR) as discussed in Chapters 2 and 5. The noise contours and 
recommendations from this Study incorporate the changes in flight procedures that have 
occurred since 2006, and the previous Study’s recommendations to the extent that are still valid 
and helpful in reducing noise annoyance to communities located around the Airport. 
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3. Change Flight Patterns 

There were numerous comments from this category primarily related to the change in arrival and 
departure flight paths that has occurred since the completion of the previous RSW 14 CFR Part 
150 Study Update completed in the spring of 2006. The flight path changes resulted from aircraft 
utilizing new area navigation (RNAV) procedures that are very precise and can cause a “railroad 
effect” where one aircraft after another flies over the exact same location. These procedures as 
outlined in Chapters 2 and 5 include the TYNEE ONE and SHFTY TWO Arrivals that route 
aircraft to the south of the Airport along the Estero Corridor and Fort Myers Beach as a result of 
FLOWCAR. They also include the CSHEL FOUR Departure that routes aircraft along the Alico 
Corridor, but concentrates aircraft over communities such as The Forrest.  

Several comments received indicated that the noise created from aircraft overflights has reduced 
the quality of life of citizens in certain communities. Other comments included raising the 
instrument landing system (ILS) approach altitude over Ft. Myers Beach, as well as discussed 
changing the flight paths of aircraft arriving late in the evening and into the early morning hours. 

Response: The levels of noise exposure associated with the current procedures are well below 
those considered significant. There are no non-compatible land uses located in the existing or 
future 65 DNL contours. However, the LCPA has explored a series of procedures including those 
outlined below in attempts to reduce the annoyance resulting from aircraft operations. As a result 
of this 14 CFR Part 150 Study Update numerous meetings were held with various FAA air traffic 
control managers including those from RSW, Miami Air Route Air Traffic Control Center 
(ARTCC), and FAA Headquarters (Washington D.C.) to discuss FLOWCAR and various 
measures that could be implemented to help reduce the annoyance for communities that receive 
overflights as a result of these new procedures. Among several measures evaluated as a result of 
this Study Update are flight procedures that take advantage compatible land uses, and/or reduce 
noise annoyance as shown in Chapter 11 and include: 

1. Promoting the use of an RNAV Optimized Profile Descent to Runway 06 
2. Shifting the Downwind Flight Tracks Further to the South 
3. Publish a Charted Visual Approach to Runway 06 From the North and South 
4. Change Runway 24 as the Preferred Runway From 10:00pm – 6:00am 
5. Modify CSHEL FOUR Departure Procedure 
6. Extend Aircraft Further Over the Gulf Before Turning Toward Ft. Myers Beach 
7. Implement SHFTY to TYNEE Transition (Estero Plan) 
8. Publish an RNAV Departure Procedure for Runway 06 
9. Establish Helicopter Noise Abatement Flight Tracks 
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4. Noise 

Almost every comment received during the RSW 14 CFR Part 150 Study Update process was 
related to noise. Depending on the community and its location in relation to the Airport, 
comments ranged from the number of aircraft overflights or overflights at times of the day when 
people are most susceptible to aircraft overflight noise. Some communities only receive departure 
overflights, while others only receive arrival overflights. 

Response: The Lee County Port Authority undertook the 14 CFR Part 150 Study process to 
actively address public concerns related to aircraft overflights for various communities located 
around the Airport. The overall goal of the 14 CFR Part 150 Study Update includes documenting 
the current and projected (five year) noise exposure at RSW, and from those results make 
recommendations to help benefit non-compatible land uses in reducing their noise exposure. As 
stated previously, there are no non-compatible land uses located within the current or projected 
65 DNL noise contours respectively; however, the LCPA realizes that noise from aircraft 
overflights does not stop at the 65 DNL noise contour and has worked proactively with the FAA 
to try to address community concerns. The Noise Compatibility Program portion of this 14 CFR 
Part 150 Study Update evaluates various recommendations and judges their reasonability and 
feasibility to be implemented (Chapters 10 through 14). It is important to note however, that 
because there are no incompatible land uses in the vicinity of RSW, none of the recommended 
measures can be approved for the purposes of Part 150. To help promote future Airport land use 
compatibility Lee County has also enacted Off-Airport Land Use Compatibility Planning as 
discussed in Chapters 8 and 12 that goes beyond the 65 DNL. 

5. Low Flying Aircraft 

Many of the comments regarding low flying aircraft come from communities located greater than 
five miles away from RSW. These communities include those along Ft. Myers Beach (Estero 
Island) and the Estero Corridor. These comments are related to arriving aircraft as a result of 
FLOWCAR, and the ILS intercept altitude of 1,600 above Mean Sea Level (MSL) as discussed in 
discussed in Chapter 11 and shown in Appendix C. A few comments regarding departure aircraft 
were received. However, the majority were related to arrivals. 

Response: This Study Update reviewed the feasibility of raising aircraft altitudes as they 
transition to the airport for landing. The benefits of raising the altitude of the arriving aircraft 
are potentially two-fold: one, aircraft will be higher, and therefore would be further away from 
noise sensitive receivers on the ground; and two, aircraft arriving from higher altitudes will 
normally have to remain at idle thrust as they descend for longer periods of time instead of flying 
level and engaging the throttles to maintain altitude. A number of alternatives were evaluated to 
ensure that aircraft fly higher arrival and departure profiles as they ingress and egress the 
Airport as documented in Chapter 11 of this Study Update and outlined below: 

1. Promote Use of RNAV Optimized Profile Descent to Runway 06 
2. Initiate RNAV Optimized Profile Descents Further From the Airport 
3. Raise the Downwind Altitude to Runway 06 
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4. Keep Aircraft at 3,000 ft. Over Ft. Myers Beach 
5. Increase Glideslope From 3 Degrees to 3.5 Degrees 
6. Modify CSHEL FOUR Departure Procedure 

 

Other administrative measure to help reduce the annoyance from aircraft operations included in 
Chapter 13 are: 

1. Develop a Jeppesen Insert on Noise Abatement Program at RSW 
2. Install Runway End and Noise Abatement Reminder Signs 

These administrative measures are an effort to spread awareness of the noise sensitive locations 
surrounding RSW, and to educate pilots of the noise abatement procedures in effect at the 
Airport. 

6. Volume and Dispersion of Aircraft Operations 

There were a number of comments related to the volume of aircraft flying very specific routes. 
The implementation and use of RNAV flight procedures since the previous RSW 14 CFR Part 
150 Study results in a “railroad effect” of traffic.  

Response: The new RNAV procedures as a result of FLOWCAR and the CSHEL FOUR 
Departure can cause a “railroad effect” over certain communities located around RSW. RNAV is 
a very precise form of navigation and as a result certain areas receive more aircraft overflights 
relative to others near the Airport. The increased activity during peak season (winter and spring 
months) combined with the weather conditions often results in much higher occurrence of 
overflights in certain areas as compared to other times of the year. The measures discussed and 
recommended in Chapter 11 are in an effort to reduce noise annoyance from noise sensitive 
areas by recommending flight paths that take advantage of more compatible land uses, increase 
the altitude of overflights, and create a greater dispersion of departure flight paths.  

7. Specific Runway Operation 

Comments were received from citizens related to concerns when a specific runway was in use at 
RSW as the resulting flight paths directed aircraft over their communities. This is especially true 
for communities located in the Estero Corridor when Runway 06 is in use, and to The Forest 
community which receives direct departure overflights from the CSHEL FOUR Departure when 
Runway 24 is in use. 

Response: Runway use is largely contingent on wind conditions. Because of aircraft performance 
considerations, aircraft must takeoff and depart into the wind. During calm or light wind 
conditions, aircraft have more flexibility in which runway they use. This Study Update evaluated 
multiple operational mitigation measures in Chapter 11 to help reduce the annoyance from 
aircraft overflights, and also explored opportunities for changing runway use during certain calm 
wind periods when a noise benefit could be identified. 
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8. Adoption of the Estero Plan 

Comments were received from communities located along the Estero Corridor related to a 
community proposed plan that would route aircraft from the center of the State of Florida near 
Orlando to the Gulf coast (TYNEE Intersection) north of RSW, thereby avoiding the south 
downwind arrival to Runway 06 and overflight of communities located along the corridor.  

Response: Meetings were held with various air traffic control (RSW and Miami ARTCC) and 
FAA managers to understand the rational of FLOWCAR and the resulting RNAV procedures that 
routed arriving aircraft on a south downwind arrival to RSW. The implementation of the 
FLOWCAR procedures (SHFTY and TYNEE RNAV Arrivals) was to alleviate airspace 
congestion in the north central part of the state where aircraft heading to south Florida and 
southwest Florida cross. It was concluded from these meetings and subsequent analysis of data 
that was provided that the Estero Plan was not possible due conflicts with a series of the north 
south flight routes that transit the state. There were also vectoring and airspace 
capacity/efficiency concerns related to merging high volumes of traffic 40 miles north of the 
airport. This is further detailed in Chapter 11.  

9. The Development of a Second Parallel Runway at RSW 

A few comments were received regarding the timing and potential change in operations as a 
result of the addition of a second runway located south and parallel to the current Runway 06-24 
at RSW. 

Response: The date for construction of the new runway has not been established and is based on 
when projected increases in aircraft operations would exceed the capacity of the single runway 
system at RSW. The runway will likely not open until the later half of this decade at the earliest if 
not sometime early in the next decade. The effect of opening the second runway is speculative at 
best, but would change the operating characteristics of the Airport as flight procedures would 
likely change to incorporate arrivals and departures to and from the south runway. Assumptions 
made for the Future Year 2030 Aircraft Operations analysis are documented in Appendix P and 
includes the operation of a two-runway system at RSW.  

10. Time of Day Aircraft Operations  

Comments were received from various communities that receive aircraft overflights late at night, 
or during the early morning hours. Comments ranged from having these late hour aircraft fly at 
higher altitudes or on different flight paths so that noise sensitive communities would not be 
disturbed. 

Response: Although very few late night and early morning operations occur at RSW, these flights 
can be disruptive to communities and other noise sensitive land uses. Chapter 5 and 7 documents 
the time of day that aircraft operations occur at RSW, and the Integrated Noise Model used to 
model the DNL contours which applies a 10 dB penalty to those aircraft operations occurring 
between 10:00pm and 7:00am. Efforts were made in the Noise Compatibility Program portion of 
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the Study Update to reduce the annoyance of late night/early morning flights. Examples of these 
measures evaluated in Chapter 11 include: 

1. Increase Altitude of Early Morning Flights 
2. Keep Aircraft at 3,000 ft. Over Ft. Myers Beach 
3. Initiate Optimized Profile Descent Further From the Airport 
4. Change Runway 24 to Preferred Runway From 10:00pm – 6:00am 

Other administrative measure to help reduce the annoyance from late night/early morning 
aircraft operations included in Chapter 13 are: 

3. Develop a Jeppesen Insert on Noise Abatement Program at RSW 
4. Install Runway End and Noise Abatement Reminder Signs 

These administrative measures are an effort to spread awareness of the noise sensitive locations 
surrounding RSW, and to educate pilots of the noise abatement procedures in effect at the 
Airport. 

11. Safety 

Comments were received throughout the RSW 14 CFR Part 150 Study Update process and tie 
into categories already discussed (i.e. low flying aircraft).  

Response: The FAA is responsible for regulating the safe operation of the airspace and pilots are 
responsible for the safe operation of their aircraft. While concerns were raised about low 
overflights, it does not appear that these aircraft are being operated outside the safety 
parameters established by the FAA. Although the safety concern is beyond the scope of 14 CFR 
Part 150, all procedures discussed in the Noise Compatibility Program will either be evaluated 
by the FAA or used at the discretion of the pilot with safety being a paramount consideration in 
their use.. 

12. Property Value 

Several comments received indicated that the noise created from aircraft overflights has reduced 
the property value of homes in certain communities. 

Response: While evaluation of property values is beyond the scope of 14 CFR Part 150, it is 
important to note that noise sensitive uses are located well outside both the existing and future 
projected 65 DNL contour. In fact, most communities participating in the study are located well 
outside the 55 DNL contour and are therefore exposed to less than 10 percent of the cumulative 
sound energy that is considered significant. 
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13. Implementation 

A number of comments were received that were supportive of the recommendations, but wanted 
to ensure that they are implemented. 

Response: It is important to note that because there are no incompatible land uses in the 65 DNL 
contour, none of the recommended measures can be approved for the purposes of 14 CFR Part 
150. However, the LCPA continues to work with the FAA and stakeholders cooperatively to 
ensure that the measures recommended within this study are implemented outside the Part 150 
program. At the time of completion of this study, a number of recommended measures are already 
being moved forward or have been implemented with the FAA’s support and cooperation. 

14. Black Dust/ Soot/Wildlife 

Several comments received indicated that aircraft overflights have produced black dust and/or 
soot that is adversely affecting citizens. There were also comments on the impacts of aircraft 
oveflights to wildlife. 

Response: The evaluation of overflights and black dust/soot/wildlife is beyond the scope of 14 
CFR Part 150. Soot studies that have been previously conducted at this and other Florida 
airports have either been inconclusive or determined that the soot is actually mold. As mentioned 
previously, there are no non-compatible land uses located in the existing or future 65 DNL 
contours. Wildlife concerns in near proximity to the airport are handled by the Airport through 
wildlife hazard assessment and management plans.  

 

 

 

   



 



 

Ft. Myers International Airport 

Round 1 Public Workshops 

 

 
August 15 – 18, 2011 



 



 
 
 

 
Public Information Workshops 

Southwest Florida International Airport 
Noise and Land Use Study 

ESA Airport, consult for the Lee County Port Authority, will hold four (4) public information workshops to 
present information on the Federal Aviation Regulation (FAR) Part 150 Noise and Land Use Compatibility 
Study. Information will be presented on flight operations at the Southwest Florida International Airport (SWFIA), 
the noise process, and the technical analyses completed to date. Additional workshops will be held in Fall 2011 
and Spring 2012 to ensure the opportunity for participation by seasonal residents. 
 
Information presented at each workshop will be the same. Residents need only attend one workshop to 
learn about the study and offer input. Each workshop will be held in an “open house” format from 4:30 
to 6:30 p.m. on the following dates and locations. No formal presentation will be given in order to provide 
the public with the maximum opportunity for one-on-one interaction and sharing of information/concerns. You 
may attend any time during the two-hour open house. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Anyone needing special accommodations under the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, or anyone with 
questions, should contact Kaye Molnar via e-mail to kmolnar@cella.cc or phone (239) 337-1071 prior to the 
workshop. 

• Monday, August 15, 2011 
St. Peter Evangelical Lutheran Church 
3751 Estero Blvd. 
Fort Myers Beach, FL 

 
• Tuesday, August 16, 2011 

Gateway Baptist Church 
13241 Griffin Drive 
Fort Myers, FL  

 
• Wednesday, August 17, 2011 

Lee County Sports Complex/Hammond Stadium 
(meeting room is west of stadium) 
14100 Ben C. Pratt/Six Mile Cypress Pkwy. 
Fort Myers, FL  

 
• Thursday, August 18, 2011 

Estero Community Park Recreation Center 
9200 Corkscrew Palms Blvd. 
Estero, FL  
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Land Use Compatibility Study  
 

Public Information Workshops 
August 15, 2011 
August 16, 2011 
August 17, 2011 
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Technical Memorandum 
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Southwest Florida International Airport 
Noise and Land Study 

Public Information Workshops 

 
August 2011 

 
The Lee County Port Authority (LCPA) held four public information workshops in August  
2011 for the Federal Aviation Regulation (FAR) Part 150 Noise and Land Use 
Compatibility Study.  The “open house” workshops were held in four different locations 
to make the same information accessible to different communities.  The workshops 
presented information on flight operations at the Southwest Florida International Airport 
(SWFIA) , the noise study process, and the technical analyses completed to date.   
 
The public information workshops were advertised on the Lee County Port Authority 
website, www.flylcpa.com.  A legal display advertisement announcing all of the 
workshops was published in the News-Press on Monday, August 1, 2011; Monday, 
August 8, 2011 and on Monday, August 15, 2011 inviting the public to attend any of the 
workshops.  There were also multiple articles in the local papers and on the local news 
notifying the public of the workshops and the study.  The advertisement with the 
affidavits of publication and media coverage are attached as Appendix A. 
 
The four workshops were as follows: 

Monday,  
August 15, 2011 

Tuesday,  
August 16, 2011 

Wednesday, 
August 17, 2011 

Thursday, 
August 18, 2011 

St. Peter 
Evangelical 

Lutheran Church, 
3751 Estero Blvd. 
Fort Myers Beach, 

FL 

Gateway Baptist 
Church, 13241 
Griffin Drive,  

Fort Myers, FL 

Lee County Sports 
Complex/Hammond 
Stadium, 14100 Ben 

C. Pratt/Six Mile 
Cypress Pkwy., 
Fort Myers, FL 

Estero Community 
Park Recreation 

Center, 9200 
Corkscrew Palms 

Blvd., 
Estero, FL 

43 Attendees 32 Attendees 24 Attendees 86 Attendees 
14 Comments 9 Comments 13 Comments 47 Comments 

 
 
A total of 185 people attended the workshops.  Copies of the sign-in sheets for each 
workshop are attached as Appendix B. 
 
The workshops were conducted in an "open house" format that allowed the public to 
view the project material between 4:30 and 6:30 p.m.  A handout that summarized the 
project and the study process was provided to the public at the registration table.  
Representatives from LCPA and their consultant, ESA Airports, were present at the 
workshop to answer questions and discuss the project with the public.  A copy of the 
handout is attached as Appendix C. 
 
 



Members of the public were provided with comment forms in order to have their opinion 
recorded as public record.  The project team received 83 comments at the workshops 
and 65 comments by mail and email during the comment period.  A total of 148 
comments were submitted as a part of this public involvement effort.  Copies of the 
comments are attached as Appendix D.   
 
The comments were recorded and analyzed.  Each comment was assigned an 
independent identifier and tracked in a matrix with the main comment themes identified.  
Following is the matrix of the comments received.   
 

























 



Comment 
Sheet ID Name Neighborhood

Keep the same/ No 
problems

Helpful, good 
visuals/presentation

Change flight 
pattern Noise

Low-
flying Volume Dispersion

Specific 
Runway

Adopt Estero 
Plan

Add'l 
runway

Black dust/ 
soot

Property 
Value Safety

Quality 
of Life Wildlife

1A.1 Werner, R. Fort Myers Beach X X

1A.2 Weiss, R. Fort Myers Beach X X X

1A.3 Gillespie, M. Bonita Springs X X X X
1A.4 Gillespie, M. Bonita Springs X X X X

1A.5 Sebastian, R. Fort Myers Beach X X X

1A.6 Werner, D. Fort Myers Beach X X

1A.7 Bachrach, J. Bonita Springs X X X

1A.8 Jerele, J. Fort Myers Beach X X X

1A.9 Stevens, J. Fort Myers Beach X X

1A.10 Richardson, C. Fort Myers Beach X

1A.11 Richardson, A. Fort Myers Beach X
1A.12 Tulner, M. Fort Myers X

1A.13 Lizak, E.
Shadow Wood 
Preserve X X

1A.14 Plane Logs submitted
March/April 2010 
& 2011

1B.1 Linscott, C. & D. Gateway X
1B.2 Rosser, B. Westminster X

1B.3 Neubauer, G. Gateway X

1B.4 Beck, Randy Gateway X
1B.5 Gralewski, R. & P. Gateway X
1B.6 Wingard, P. Gateway X
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1B.7 Wingard, M. Gateway X
1B.8 Hertel, L. Gateway X
1B.9 Ciepluek, R. Westminster X

1C.1 Bundschu, C. Buckingham X X X X X (6)
1C.2 Vath, R. Bonita Springs X X
1C.3 Vath, M. Bonita Springs X X X

1C.4 Berg, P. South Fort Myers X

1C.5 Bumsted, J.T. Heritage Farms X X

1C.6 Fox, L. Fort Myers Beach X X
1C.7 Shaffer, J. The Forest X X X
1C.8 Brandt, S. Cape Coral X X
1C.9 Stickney, J. & B. Cape Coral X X

1C.10 Maestrelli, J. & M. Westminster X X

1C.11 Osborn, C. The Forest X X

1C.12 Davis, G. & P. Emerson Square X X

1C.13 Osborn, J. The Forest X X X (24)

1D.1 (see 
1A.13) Petrarca, W.

Shadow Wood 
Preserve X X

1D.2 Krebehenne, L. Bonita Springs X X X

1D.3 Crawford, R. Estero X
1D.4 Miller, B. Estero X
1D.5 Pagzi, F. Bonita Springs X X X

1D.6 Carr, B. The Forest X X

1D.7 Lienesch, R. Bonita Springs X

1D.8 Kent, S. Emerson Square X X
1D.9 Winsboro, B. The Forest X X X

1D.10 Winsboro, I. (Ph.D) The Forest X X X
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1D.11 Hollars, J. Bonita Springs X X X X X X X

1D.12 Rodak, M. Bonita Springs X X X X

1D.13 Hillemeyer, W. Shadow Wood X X
1D.14 May, P. Bonita Springs X

1D.15 Rodak, A.
Bonita Springs- 
Meadowbrook X X X

1D.16 (see 
1A.13) Cochran, L.

Shadow Wood 
Preserve X X

1D.17 (see 
1A.13) Cochran, L.

Shadow Wood 
Preserve X X

1D.18 Nizer, D.
Shadow Wood 
Preserve X X

1D.19 Nizer, F.
Shadow Wood 
Preserve X X

1D.20 Bedell, R. & K. Bonita Springs X X

1D.21 Dorning, J. Fort Myers X X

1D.22 McCarthy, W.
Bonita Springs-
Pelican Landing X X

1D.23 Heiskell, A. Shadow Wood X X X X

1D.24 Fitzgerald, K.
Estero - Wildcat 
Run X X

1D.25 Mueller, T. Fort Myers X X X

1D.26 DeWolfe, N. The Forest X X X X
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1D.27 DeWolfe, C. The Forest X X X

1D.28 Noethlich, N.
Estero - Wildcat 
Run X X

1D.29 Buschbom, M. The Forest X X X X

1D.30 Cleaves, P. Shadow Wood X X X X X

1D.31 Cleaves, P.
Enclave@Rapallo-
Coconut Point X X X X

1D.32 Parks, D. Estero X X

1D.33 Grabowski, D. & D. Estero X X X

1D.34 Heiskell, A.
Enclave-Coconut 
Point X X X X X

1D.35 Richards, J.
Blackhawk (off 
Briarcliff) X X X

1D. 36 (see 
1A.13) Rickey, R.

Shadow Wood 
Preserve X X

1D.37 Brewer, N. San Carlos Park X X X

1D. 38 Strecansky, J. Bonita Springs X

1D.39 (see 
1A.13) Carn, W.

Shadow Wood 
Preserve X X

1D.40 McCarthy, C. Bonita Springs X X X X

1D.41 Bruce, R. Bonita Springs X X

1D.42 Grissom, S. & T. Bonita Springs X X X X
1D.43 Lewis, G. Bonita Springs X X
1D.44 Lewis, G. Bonita Springs X X

1D.45 Bechik, D. Shadow Wood X
1D.46 Petrovich, D. Shadow Wood X X X X

1D.47 Winkie, M. & K. Bonita Springs X X

mailto:Enclave@Rapallo-Coconut%20Point�
mailto:Enclave@Rapallo-Coconut%20Point�
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1E. 1 Marini, R. Bella Terra X X X X

1E.2 Hewins, B. Bonita Springs X X X X

1E.3 Woyden, J. Musket Lane X X

1E. 4 LaBelle, C. Fort Myers X X
1E.5 Fudella, C. Fort Myers X X X

1E.6 Lewis, D.M. Fort Myers X X

1E.7 Miller, B. & Prock, S. Bella Terra X X X X
1E. 8 Gresh, P. & S. Bonita Springs X X X X

1E.9 Pachner, E. Bonita Springs X X
1E.10 Hellemeyer, B. Bonita Springs X X X

1E. 11 Burwinkel, B. Fort Myers Beach X X

1E.12 Vernay, G. Buckingham X X X

1E. 13 Huge, S. Jackson Road X X X X X (6)

1E. 14 Burdette, B.

Buckingham 
(home) & FMB 
(rental) X X X X X

1E.15 Fernstaedt, A. Brooks X
1E. 16 Fahs, S. & S. Brooks X X X
1E. 17 Kuta, D. Brooks X X X
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1E. 18 Wicks, B. The Forest X X
1E.19 Gablemann, B. The Forest X X X

1E. 20 (see 
1E.18) Godsey, Jr., M. The Forest X X
1E. 21 Haines, E. & G. The Forest X X X
1E.22 Cohen, M.D., S. The Forest X X
1E.23 (see 
1E.18) Herdic, J. The Forest X X

1E.24 Groskreutz, S. The Forest X X X X X

1E. 25 (see 
1E.18) Margherio, T. The Forest X X

1E. 26 Ferguson, R. The Forest X X
1E.27 Halliday, P. The Forest X X X

1E. 28 (see 
1E.18) Hutchinson, Jr. The Forest X X

1E.29 Babcock, A. Fort Myers Beach X X X X X X X X

1E.30 Miller, R. Fort Myers Beach X X X X

1E.31 Simpson, B. Fort Myers Beach X X

1E.32 Zack, B. & C. Fort Myers Beach X X X

1E.33 Violette, J. & G. Fort Myers Beach X X X

1E.34 Smith, P. Fort Myers Beach X X X X X X

1E.35 Burwinkel, B.A. Fort Myers Beach X X X

1E. 36 Landry, C.A. Fort Myers Beach X X X X X
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1E. 37 Lefferts, H.  Fort Myers Beach X X X X

1E.38 Barusch, B. Fort Myers Beach X

1E.39 Daley, J. Fort Myers Beach X X X

1E.40 Combs, C. Harborage X

1E.41 Wenger, L. Harborage X X X

1E.42 Nelson, R. Harborage X X X

1E.43 Bryl, N. & E. Iona McGregor X
1E.44 Decarlo, L. Island Park Road X X X

1E.45 Feldkamp, F. & J. Mullock Creek X X X

1E.46 Lusch, D. & M. Rapallo X X X X X

1E.47 McKinney, J. B.
Shadow Wood 
Preserve X X X

1E.48 Mahal, J.
Shadow Wood of 
the Brooks X X X X X

1E.49 Mahal, M.
Shadow Wood 
Community X X X X

1E.50 Robinson, S. & M.
Shadow Wood 
Preserve X X

1E.51 Reichow, R. & C.
Shadow Wood 
Preserve X X

1E. 52 Till, Jr., S. Shadow Wood X X X X
1E.53 Buttwin, W. Shadow Wood X X X X X

1E.54 Brunyr, G.
Shadow Wood 
Preserve X X
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1E.55 (see 
1A.13) Smith, J.

Shadow Wood 
Preserve X X

1E.56 Bender, J. & B.
Shadow Wood 
Preserve X X X

1E.57 Labelle, W.
Shadow Wood 
Preserve X X X X

1E.58 Wilkes, M.
Shadow Wood 
Preserve X X

1E.59 Lode, E.
Shadow Wood 
Preserve X X X

1E.60 Pritts, B.
Shadow Wood 
Preserve X X X

1E.61 O'Malley, B. St. James City X X X X

1E.62 Molbert, R. Stoneybrook X X

1E.63 Staub, M.
Shadow Wood 
Preserve X X X X

1E.64 Scherer, G. Unknown X

1E. 65 Porterfield, T. The Forest X X
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Economic 
Growth

Comment 
Sheet ID Suggestions

1A.1
Safety is number 1.  Solutions should be fair no matter the wealth of 
community or decibel level of squeaky wheel.

1A.2 Could there be an approach over the Gulf and unpopulated area?

1A.3
…has made our home unlivable in the fall, winter and spring.  The planes 
start 8 a.m. until midnight or 12:30 a.m.

1A.4

1A.5
Flight approaches need to be moved further west over Gulf.  Maintain 
elevation until they clear Estero Island, then descend.

1A.6
Keep aircraft at max altitude possible to allow safe landing.  Low power 
can be used for continuous descent approaches.

1A.7
Appreciate study and that you don't intend to shift the problem to another 
community.

1A.8
Go a mile offshore westbound, by the time they complete their right-hand 
turn, they would be wings level and on their glide path and quieter.

1A.9
Flying over Lover's Key where there are fewer people would solve our 
problem.

1A.10
Noise not objectionable.  Soot may or may not be from aircraft, but it has 
increased over the past few years.

1A.11
Don't have problem with noise. Soot-If flight plan could take planes out 
into Gulf then they could begin decent before crossing the beach.

1A.12 FedEx landing between 5:30 to 6 a.m. everyday - loudest of all.

1A.13

Representing 292 homes in SWP. Observation-most noise caused by 30%-
40% of planes with their wheels and flaps extended prior to the outer 
marker MUFFY.  Remaining 60% have tolerable noise levels.  Voluntary 
"keep-em high" program often not followed.  Recommend: Maintain 
10/8/2008 FLOWCAR flight paths changes for planes flying from NE to RSW 
to spread noise footprint. 2. Request pilots start approach at or above 
3000' over FMB with standard FAA decent requirement and hold off 
dropping gear and flaps until reaching MUFFY.

1A.14

1B.1
1B.2

1B.3
Have fall meetings at Pelican Preserve & Gateway Community 
Development District HQs

1B.4 Request for visual showing all overflights that drive arrivals & departures
1B.5
1B.6
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1B.7
1B.8
1B.9

1C.1 Consider noise meeting in Buckingham
1C.2 Estero Plan would bring aircraft to Gulf of Mexico at 11,000 feet
1C.3

1C.4

1C.5

1. Move Alico Three departure over uninhabited area just past current turn 
area. 2.Move Tynee One arrival west over the gulf so it will not intersect 
Alico Three Departure.

1C.6
1C.7 Increase altitude
1C.8 Late night flights @ 11:20 p.m.
1C.9 Noise is constant - 1/4 to 1/2 south of Midpoint Bridge on river 

1C.10
Make all flights continue out at least 5 miles farther before beginning their 
turns.  Raise altitude.

1C.11
Departing flights - day & evening. Suggest re-directing flights over less-
populated area.

1C.12
Planes should go back to using prior route.  Malfunction or crash would 
take out many homes.

1C.13

1. Instead of making turn north which takes plane over Forest, vector them 
in the same direction as their take off until they are over Estero Bay, then 
north. 2. Start northerly turn over Alico Industrial Corridor before they 
reach US 41.

1D.1 (see 
1A.13)
1D.2 4,000 ft. elevation not being taken seriously.

1D.3
Advocates of position on this matter should dislose their interest (e.g., 
economic, safety, etc.)

1D.4 Fly south of us and other areas with homes.
1D.5 Why can't planes come in directly from the Gulf?

1D.6 Please make pilots follow the Alico Corridor as they are instructed!

1D.7
Event/study disappointing.  Just need FAA to sit on my lanai some day and 
evening until 11:45 p.m.

1D.8
Please consider airlines wanting to use RSW to have more 
environmentally/efficient and quiet planes or tax louder/older planes.

1D.9

1D.10

Questions: Why can't departing aircraft be fanned out? Why do the 
aircraft follow the exact same trajectory every month/hour/day? (phone # 
included)
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1D.11
Did not buy home in flight path.  Paths changed over us now.  Problem not 
going away. Need to find solution.

1D.12

Friends complain of flights coming in over Colonial, banking left and 
landing on 06. Concerned that noise study will not accurately reflect the 
impact of their flight path because of the alternative paths being used.  1 
or 2 loud planes is less impact than getting buzzed every ten minutes.

1D.13

Planes from East coast or middle of FL, turn west at hight altitude earlier 
and go over Punta Gorda, North Port or other low populated areas, south 
of Bradenton air space.

1D.14 Address additional runway implications.

1D.15 Please fly at 9,000 ft. to reduce noise.  Want to enjoy outdoors in season.

1D.16 (see 
1A.13)

1D.17 (see 
1A.13)

1D.18

1D.19

1D.20
Since there are so many flights coming to RSW from northeast, planes 
should be routed over Gulf as flights from west of Atlanta!

1D.21

Interesting field studies.  I live directly under base pattern for RWY 6 in 
Iona/McGregor area. Typically planes cross over our house 2,000-3,000 ft. 
and noise really isn't an issue.

1D.22

Changes made to flight patterns without any public input that I'm aware 
of.  Please examine alternatives that were developed but not fully 
entertained by FAA.  Contact Nick Batos and Don Eslick for alternatives 
information.

X 1D.23
Higher approach altitudes would partially rectify excessive noise problem.  
Flight path over open water and swampland would also help.

1D.24

A traffic pattern that brings planes farther south and farther out over the 
Gulf before turning to land would allow planes to remain at higher 
altitudes while traveling over Estero.

1D.25

We live directly in line with RWY 6.  After 12 years observation and being a 
private pilot, I am convinced establishing a standard descent approach 
using a higher altitude and "gliding in" as some airlines do vs. some that 
"drag" in causing noise and soot from unburned fuel would be a major 
improvement and fuel savings.

X 1D.26

A couple of years ago, traffic seemed to be further south, it has moved 
north directly over us.  We know there is leeway in traffic patterns and 
hope there would be variations in the pattern.
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1D.27 Please move flight patterns so The Forest does not have all the noise.

1D.28 I will appreciate being informed as to study progress results.

X 1D.29

I understand the flight patterns were changed several years ago.  Perhaps 
they can be re-thought another time so flights could go more over the 
Everglades than heavily populated areas.

1D.30
Home:  This is not pleasant.  It disrupts conversation.  Please consider 
alternative patterns and higher altitudes.

X 1D.31
Apt:  Please consider alternative paths (over open water or swamp/open 
land) and different altitudes to eliminate excessive noise.

1D.32

1D.33

We hope an alternative route/pattern be explored, esp. the ones 
recommended by So. Lee County traffic group that minimize noise to 
populated areas.

X 1D.34
Investment apt: Flights should go over open water and/or swampland and 
at higher altitudes.

1D.35
Noise begins at 6 a.m.  Can hear the plane go all the way down the runway 
(TARMAC).  It is a huge roar, not just a sound.

1D. 36 (see 
1A.13)

1D.37
Noticed more loud aircraft flying over my house in the last 10 months.  I 
am wondering what cause the change in flight path.

1D. 38
The problem has been defined for two years.  You should be able to come 
up with an acceptable answer.

1D.39 (see 
1A.13)
1D.40

1D.41
The minimal flight pattern changes for airplanes entering & exiting RSW 
can be a win-win for both sides if slight corrections are made soon.

1D.42

We researched before we purchased our home in 2004.  Since completion 
of the new airport, we were alarmed by the number of aircraft that flew 
directly over our house.  The jets are so low we can see the carriers names 
while floating in our pool.

1D.43 Have minimum altitude over Estero be 5,000 or more feet.
1D.44 Even better if the flights flew over less populated areas.

1D.45

The top priority in building our new home in Shadow Wood was any noise 
from the airport as we had lived close to the Minn-St. Paul airport and 
didn't want to deal with airplane noise again.

1D.46 I was never informed of the flight path change.

1D.47

The Estero Plan would shorten arrival routes, save flight time and fuel 
burn. Seems fair since FAA in 2008 changed the aircraft arrival plan 
without letting it be known to the community.
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1E. 1

My experience since the implementation of Shifty One in 2008 is different 
than the information that was included in LCPA correspondence to me in 
2009.

1E.2

The Estero Plan removes low altitude flights over south LC and FMB 
residential neighborhoods; retains FAA congestion relief over north FL; 
transition from SHFTY to TYNEE at 11,000 ft does not disturb underlying 
communities; true win-win--it solves the problem, does not shift it.

1E.3

Have you had any contact with other communities who have had noise 
concerns to get their approaches to solving the noise issues?  In particular I 
remember Orange County John Wayne airport has taken this problem on 
rather successfully.

1E. 4
Instead of being able to have our doors open to allow the fresh winter air 
in, all doors have to be shut if the TV is on so we can hear it.

1E.5 Have planes do a rapid descent is also effective.

1E.6

We enjoy watching passenger jets as they come in during the evening 
hours.  However, I do get angry when the early morning planes seem to 
buzz our roof well before 7 a.m.  Early AM planes should adopt a steeper 
glide slope to reduce noise levels.

1E.7

People are using their AC units to assist in drowning out the near continual 
noise from jets.  Energy consumption trade-off in extra jet fuel used vs. 
continual use of AC units.

1E. 8

1E.9
Switch back to old path south of Venice or increase current flight path by 
2,000 feet and make the U-turn further west over the Gulf.

1E.10

1E. 11

1E.12
Rapid succession of departures are extremely annoying to people and 
animals in the Buckingham area.

1E. 13
I support the points Chris Bundschu made at the meeting. (see comment 
1C.1)

1E. 14

Perhaps incoming flights over FMB and outgoing flights over Buckingham 
could be "fanned" or distributed over a wider area.  The problem would 
then be "occasional" rather than "relentless" and more tolerable.

1E.15

We do not find airplane noise offensive in anyway.  We carry on a normal 
conversation and hardly notice the presence of aircraft.  The Brooks has an 
organized group that is objecting to noise, but not all Brooks residents are 
complaining.  Study money could be better spent on something 
constructive.

1E. 16
1E. 17
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1E. 18

Have westerly departure flight path continue in a direct line from the 
airport out over Estero Bay before turning northwards.  Aircraft would 
remain over water east of FMB and west of CC.  Altitude would help abate 
noise.

1E.19

1E. 20 (see 
1E.18) See comment 1E.18
1E. 21
1E.22
1E.23 (see 
1E.18)

See comment 1E.18.   A plane flew over this morning at 6:30 a.m. and it is 
our only day to sleep in.

1E.24

Jets could make a steady ascent while they continue to fly along Alico 
corridor until they are over the water.  If you are receiving hundreds of 
letter of complaint there there IS a noise problem.  We don't really care 
about the decibels.

1E. 25 (see 
1E.18) See comment 1E.18

1E. 26

This morning between 5:45 and 6:40 a.m., 4 airplanes flew directly over 
The Forest.  All were taking off from the airport.  Did not seem to be a 
wind that would dictate the need for this path.

1E.27

1E. 28 (see 
1E.18) See comments 1E.18

1E.29

X 1E.30

According to Airport publications, revised flight plan was supposed to 
direct planes over the Gulf then perpendicular to and over the short 
dimension of the island north of my house.  Contrary to published plans, 
planes make an uncontrolled shortcut and fly parallel to the length of the 
island.

1E.31

FMB has been here for hundreds of years and that should be 
acknowledged as opposed to new developments that were built after the 
airport had been built - they knew the airport was there when they built in 
these areas.

1E.32

1E.33

1E.34

1E.35
Especially high volume between 10:15 and 11:45 a.m. and again between 
5 and 7 p.m.

1E. 36 Chief complaint is peak-season late-night/early-morning flights.
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1E. 37

1E.38
Lived in same house on FMB for 40 years.  Airplane noise never bothered 
me.  Think its mostly people in hi-rises that are bothered.

1E.39

1E.40
It is impossible to be outside and have a conversation or if inside to be 
able to hear the TV when they fly over.

1E.41
If I would have known about the plane noise over our home we would 
have never purchased this home.

1E.42
Can the flight rules be altered to require aircraft to follow new paths from 
time to time and maintain altitudes higher until closer to the airport?

1E.43

Air traffic has increased considerably.  Off season is much better. During 
season gets quite noisy somedays.  I hope we won't get anymore traffic 
than we already have.

1E.44 See 2 comments included from commercial pilots.

1E.45

If alternating routes are used, and proper noise abatement is applied, we 
have no objection to shared sacrifice for the safe and beneficial use of 
SWFIA.  We support efforts to achieve equity.

1E.46

Are there other airports in the country that have primary flight patterns 
going directly overhead at the beaches where vacationers come to relax 
and enjoy the natural environment?  Potential solutions: change altitude, 
take flights further out over Gulf, monitor decibel level of various aircraft 
models and require higher than average planes modify aircraft or 
approach.

1E.47 Increase in flights after 11 p.m. and before 7 a.m.

1E.48

Why is the study being conducted during the slow summer months when 
30% of residents are hear and it is the lowest level of tourism?  Why isn't 
the study being one during the peak tourism season?  Study holiday 
weekends and peak months of Jan-Mar

1E.49

I strongly recommend the LCPA revise the current study to sample air 
traffic conditions during the months of peak flights and any alternatives 
developed are broadened to include options that project the economic 
interests of the resident of the affected neighborhoods.

1E.50

1E.51
Can't they come in at a higher altitude or something so the noise level is 
lowered?

1E. 52
1E.53

1E.54 Keep planes at a mandatory higher altitude during the landing process.
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1E.55 (see 
1A.13)

1E.56
Utilize a higher altitude and refrain from dropping landing gear over 
residential communities.

1E.57

All approaches should be at higher altitudes with no flap or gear 
deployment until well east of US 41 which is primarily commercial 
industrial areas.

1E.58
If planes have to circle out over the Gulf, why can't they track toward the 
runways over commercial real estate vs. residential?

1E.59
Stay as high as possible. Delay the dropping of their landing gear and flaps 
as longs as possible.  Vary their angles of approach as much as possible.

1E.60
I urge LCPA to do whatever it can to influence the FAA and the air carriers 
to adhere to the noise reduction program.

1E.61
It appears that most southbound flights come right over Pine Island (north 
to south).

1E.62
The predominant offenders of skirting Gateway are the cargo companies 
flying from RSWA.

1E.63
Lately, cargo planes are noisily flying over as early as 6:15 a.m.  These 
aircraft must fly higher or be rerouted.

1E.64 Love the noise.  No bother.  Lets me know that I'm still alive.

1E. 65
We encourage you to find alternate paths for take-offs and landing to 
return our community to its peaceful past.
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Southwest Florida International Airport 
August 2011 

Public Workshop – Project Kickoff 
Information Handout 

 
Airport Overview 
 
Owned/Operated By: Lee County Port Authority 

(LCPA) 
 
FAA Three Letter Identifier: RSW 
 
History 

• Construction began in 1980 and the airport 
opened on May 14, 1983 

• In February 2002, construction began on 
the Mid-Field Terminal and it was 
completed in September 2005 

 
Runways 

• Runway 06-24- 12,000’ long by 150’ wide 
 
Air Traffic Control Tower 

• Open 6:00am to 12:00am daily 
• Radar Approach Control Facility 

 
Airspace: FAA designated Class “C” Airspace 
 
Airport Role: RSW is classified as a Primary 
Commercial Service Airport in the FAA’s National 
Plan of Integrated Airport Systems (NPIAS). Inclusion 
in the NPIAS indicates an airport is considered 
“significant to national air transportation and 
therefore, eligible to receive grants under the FAA’s 
Airport Improvement Program (AIP).” 
  

 
 

Frequently Asked Questions 
 
What is a Part 150? 
 
The Federal Aviation Regulation (FAR) Part 150 Noise Study is a voluntary noise exposure and land use study that 
airports undertake to address noise and land use compatibility. The Study, whose components are set by the FAA, 
allows an airport to develop programs to increase compatibility of land uses around the airport. This compatibility 
can be accomplished by two primary avenues: noise abatement alternatives and land use alternatives. 
 



What Will The Study Include? 
 
The Study will identify existing and future flight corridors; develop aircraft noise exposure maps for current and 
future conditions; evaluate air traffic control procedures that could be implemented to reduce noise exposure over 
residentially developed areas; consider land use controls that could be established to reduce future incompatible 
land uses from being developed within high noise areas; and evaluate means to mitigate noise impacts within high 
noise exposure areas. 
 
How is Aircraft Noise Measured? 
 
The standard methodology for analyzing the noise conditions at airports involves the use of a computer simulation 
model. The FAA has approved two models for use in preparing noise contours – NOISEMAP and the Integrated 
Noise Model (INM). NOISEMAP is used primarily at military airports, while the INM is used primarily at civilian 
airports. The INM version 7.0b, the latest version of the model, was developed by the Transportation Systems 
Center of the United States Department of Transportation at Cambridge, Massachusetts and is undergoing 
continuous enhancement. Airport specific data that is used in the model to develop the noise contours includes: 
 

Daily Operations: An aircraft operation is defined as an aircraft takeoff or landing. The total number of 
aircraft operations over a 12-month period is determined. The yearly operations are then divided by 365 
to generate the annual-average day operations, which is used for noise modeling. 

 
Aircraft Fleet Mix: The aircraft fleet mix includes the various types of aircraft using the airport. Identifying 
the fleet mix is important because certain aircraft are noisier than others. 

 
Runway Use: Wind speed and direction together with runway length are the primary factors that 
determine the direction of flow of aircraft at the airport. The air traffic controllers at the airport designate 
the flow of aircraft arrivals and departures into the wind. Under calm wind conditions, air traffic control 
usually has more flexibility to vary the direction of flow of aircraft at the airport. 

 
Flight Corridors and Flight Corridor Use: Flight corridors are established for use in the model by obtaining 
flight track information from air traffic controllers. These corridors represent the paths that aircraft follow 
when approaching or departing the airport. 

 
Day/Night Use: Following FAA guidelines, day is defined as 7:00am to 10:00pm with night being 10:00pm 
to 7:00am. The number of aircraft that use the airport during daytime or nighttime hours is important 
factor in calculating aircraft noise exposure. The contribution of each nighttime operation to the total 
noise exposure is weighted to account for the greater annoyance of noise as night. 

 
Noise Curves: The INM utilizes three dimensional noise profiles for each aircraft type to predict noise 
exposure. These noise curves are inherent to the INM model and were developed by the FAA through a 
series of controlled tests. This detailed noise data allows the model to estimate noise exposure at 
numerous points around and along the flight path concurrently.  

 
What is DNL? 
 
Day-Night Average Sound Level (DNL) was developed as a single number measure of cumulative community noise 
exposure. DNL was introduced as a simple method for predicting the effects on a population of the average long 
term exposure to noise. DNL is an enhancement of the Equivalent Sound Level (Leq) metric through the addition of 
a 10 dB penalty for nighttime noise intrusions (i.e. due to logarithmic measure, each nighttime event equals 10 
daytime events). The incorporation of the 10 dB penalty is in recognition of increased annoyance that is generally 
associated with noise during the later night hours.  



How Are Noise Measurements Used? 
 

The data collected from noise measurements is primarily used to provide information to the Study on the ambient 
noise levels around the airport and to provide information on the noise levels associated with single event 
operations at a particular location. In addition, onsite noise monitoring information does allow the Study team to 
compare single event and cumulative noise levels with noise exposure levels developed by the Integrated Noise 
Model. Contrary to popular belief, the noise measurement data is not used to develop the noise contours. 
Monitoring only allows determination of noise at a single point rather than a complete three dimensional grid as 
provided for in the FAA model. As a result, the FAA does not allow for the use of the noise measurement data in 
this way and sets a strict requirement that only their approved computer models are used for noise contour 
development. 

Does the Study Receive Organizational Input? 

Yes, the 14 CFR Part 150 Study being conducted at RSW will receive input from the major stakeholders of the 
airport that include the LCPA, the FAA, Local Governments, Pilots, Air Traffic Controllers, and Citizens. During the 
Study, workshops and public hearings will be held, and Study progress will be shared during these sessions. The 
public is encouraged to provide input at these forums. 

What Are the Stakeholders Roles and Responsibilities? 

Airport Administration 
The Airport Administration is the sponsor of the noise study and in that role is responsible for planning and 
assisting with the implementation of actions designed to reduce the effect of noise on residents of the surrounding 
area. Such actions may include noise abatement ground procedures, land acquisition, and other measures that do 
not discriminate, create an unsafe situation, impede the management of the air navigation system, or interfere 
with interstate or foreign commerce. Any operational procedure recommended by the Airport Administration 
must first be approved by the FAA.  
 
Federal Aviation Administration 
The Federal Aviation Administration’s (FAA) Air Traffic Control primary role is to ensure safe and efficient use of 
the National Airspace System. It is responsible for the movement of aircraft on both on the airfield and in the air 
and has the authority to implement noise abatement operational procedures, which have been recommended by 
the airport proprietor. Any noise mitigation procedure must be consistent with air safety and all legal 
requirements. The FAA makes the final determination on the feasibility of an airspace change. 
 
Local Governments 
The local governments have the responsibility to provide for land use planning, zoning, and housing regulations 
that limit land use near the airport to those compatible with airport operations.  
 
Pilots 
The pilot has the ultimate responsibility for the operation of the aircraft. Although certain noise mitigation 
procedures are set by the airlines, and the FAA assigns the flight track and altitude, the pilot (both commercial and 
general aviation) still maintains the authority to make the final judgment. In general, it is up to the pilot to adhere 
to noise abatement procedures. 
 
Residents and Prospective Residents 
The residents in areas surrounding an airport should provide input regarding noise concerns and strive to 
understand procedures that can and cannot be taken to minimize the effect of aircraft noise. Future residents 
should acquaint themselves with noise and flight corridor information available through the Airport 
Administration. 
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1A.  Fort Myers Beach Workshop 
Comments 

 
Monday, August 15, 2011 

 
St. Peter Evangelical Lutheran Church 

3751 Estero Blvd. 
 Fort Myers Beach, FL 

 









































 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1.B Gateway Workshop  
Comments 

 
Tuesday, August 16, 2011 

 
Gateway Baptist Church 

13241 Griffin Drive  
Fort Myers, FL 





















 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1C. Fort Myers Workshop  
Comments 

 
Wednesday, August 17, 2011 

 
Lee County Sports Complex/ 

Hammond Stadium 
14100 Ben C. Pratt/ 

Six Mile Cypress Pkwy. 
Fort Myers, FL 































 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1D. Estero Workshop  
Comments 

 
Thursday, August 18, 2011 

 
Estero Community Park  

Recreation Center 
9200 Corkscrew Palms Blvd. 

Estero, FL 

























































































































































































































































































 

Ft. Myers International Airport 

Round 2 Public Workshops 

 

 
November 15 – 17, 2011 



 
 
 
 
 

 
Southwest Florida International Airport 

Federal Aviation Regulation (FAR)  
Part 150 Noise and  

Land Use Compatibility Study  
 

Public Information Workshops 
November 15, 2011 
November 16, 2011 
November 17, 2011 

 
 

Technical Memorandum 
 
 

Prepared For: 
Lee County Port Authority 

Southwest Florida International Airport 
11000 Terminal Access Road, Suite 8671 

Fort Myers, Florida 33913-8213 
 

Prepared by: 

 
1631 Hendry Street 

Fort Myers, Florida 33901 
 

January 12, 2012 



 

Southwest Florida International Airport 
Noise and Land Study 

Public Information Workshops 
November 2011 

 
 
The Lee County Port Authority (LCPA) held three public information workshops in 
November 2011 for the Federal Aviation Regulation (FAR) Part 150 Noise and Land 
Use Compatibility Study.  The “open house” workshops were held in three different 
locations to make the same information accessible to different communities.  The 
workshops presented information on the feedback received during the first round of 
workshops (held in August), the modeled noise conditions around the airport and the 
potential measures that will be evaluated during the next phase of the study. 
 
The public information workshops were advertised on the Lee County Port Authority 
website, www.flylcpa.com.  A legal display advertisement announcing all of the 
workshops was published in The News-Press on Monday, October 31, 2011 and 
Monday, November 14, 2011 and in the Bonita Edition of Naples Daily News on 
Thursday, November 10, 2011 inviting the public to attend any of the workshops.  There 
was also an article published in the Fort Myers Beach Observer notifying the public of 
the workshops and the study.  The advertisements with the affidavits of publication and 
the article are attached as Appendix A. 
 
The three workshops were as follows: 

Tuesday,  
November 15, 2011 

Wednesday, 
November 16, 2011 

Thursday, 
November 17, 2011 

Chapel By the Sea 
Presbyterian Church, 

Silver Hall,  
100 Chapel Street,  

Fort Myers Beach, FL 

Riverside Baptist 
Church,  

8660 Daniels 
Parkway, 

Fort Myers, FL 

Estero Community Park 
Recreation Center,  

9200 Corkscrew Palms 
Blvd., 

Estero, FL 
23 Attendees 3 Attendees 29 Attendees 
14 Comments 0 Comments 13 Comments 

 
 
A total of 55 people attended the workshops.  Copies of the sign-in sheets for each 
workshop are attached as Appendix B. 
 
The workshops were conducted in an "open house" format that allowed the public to 
view the project material between 4:30 and 6:30 p.m.  A handout that summarized the 
project and the study process was provided to the public at the registration table.  
Representatives from LCPA and their consultant, ESA Airports, were present at the 
workshop to answer questions and discuss the project with the public.  A copy of the 
handout is attached as Appendix C. 
 



 

Members of the public were provided with comment forms in order to have their opinion 
recorded as public record.  The project team received 27 comments at the workshops 
and 5 comments by mail and email during the comment period.  A total of 32 comments 
were submitted as a part of this public involvement effort.  Copies of the comments are 
attached as Appendix D.   
 
The comments were recorded and analyzed.  Each comment was assigned an 
independent identifier and tracked in a matrix with the main comment themes identified.  
Following is the matrix of the comments received.   
 



















Comment 
Sheet ID Name Neighborhood

Keep the same/ No 
problems

Helpful, good 
visuals/presentation Need Action

Change flight 
pattern Noise

Low‐
flying

Time of 
day Volume Dispersion

Specific 
Runway

Adopt Estero 
Plan

Add'l 
runway

Black dust/ 
soot

Property 
Value

2A.1a J. Pohland Fort Myers Beach X

2A.1b plane logs submitted
Oct 26 & Nov 9, 
2011 X X X

2A.2a P. Smith Fort Myers Beach X X

2A.2b plane logs submitted
Aug 20 ‐ Nov 13, 
2011 X X

2A.3 D. Hughes  Fort Myers Beach X X X

2A.4 D. Trelease Fort Myers Beach X X

2A.5 M. Quackenbush Fort Myers Beach X X

2A.6 G. Short Fort Myers Beach X X X X X

2A.7 M. Short Fort Myers Beach X X X X X

2A.8 H. Zuba Fort Myers Beach X X X

2A.9 M. Zuba Fort Myers Beach X X X X
2A.10 D. Joy Fort Myers Beach X X
2A.11 L. & L. Jibben Fort Myers Beach X X X
2A.12 C. Lefferts Fort Myers Beach X X X X

2A.13 H. Lefferts Fort Myers Beach X X x

2A.14 T. Merrill X X X X

2D.1 B. Miller  Estero ‐ Bella Terra X
2D.2 B. & A. Cramer Bonita Springs X

2D.3 C. & R. Stark
Shadowwood  
Bonita Springs X X X

2D.4 M. Rodak Bonita Springs X X
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2D.5 A. Rodak Bonita Springs X X X X
2D. 6 M. Lathrope Bonita Springs X X X X
2D.7 J. Garzone Bonita Springs X X X
2D.8 K. Bedell Bonita Springs X X X X

2D.9 R. Bedell Bonita Springs X X X X
2D.10 D. Blatnik Bonita Springs X X X

2D.11 J. Strecansky Bonita Springs X X
2D.12 J. Verald Olde Hickory X X X

2D.13 T. Stone Belle Lago ‐ FM X X X X

2E.1 E. Fernandes Fort Myers Beach X X X X X

2E.2 L. Hartman

Shadowwood ‐ The 
Brooks, Bonita 
Springs X X X X X X

2E.3 B. Graham

Shadowwood ‐ The 
Brooks, Bonita 
Springs X X X X X X

2E.4 D. Rowe Bonita Springs X X X

2E.5 B. Miller Estero ‐ Bella Terra X X X X X
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Safety
Quality 
of Life Pollution Wildlife

Economic 
Growth

Comment 
Sheet ID Suggestions

2A.1a Get up, it is safer.

2A.1b
2A.2a

2A.2b
2A.3

2A.4

Maintain 3000' until over mangroves prior to US 41.  Stop using our 
buildings (4745 Estero Blvd.) as landmarks for approach.  Lovers Key State 
Park would seem to be a good entry point for approach at 3000'.

2A.5
Why can't planes come down the Caloosahatchee and stay over the back 
bay to avoid our island all together?

X 2A.6
How is it fair that airplanes must fly over Estero at 4,000' , while they can 
continue flying over FMB at 1,500'?

X 2A.7

How is it fair that airplanes must fly over Estero at 4,000' , while they can 
continue flying over FMB at 1,500'?  Procedures could be given to pilots to 
fly over at 3,000', even with many flights arriving at the same time.  

2A.8
Please recommend a turn before overflying the beach and keep over the 
bay.

X 2A.9
"Fluctuation by month" chart should reflect the 6 months when more 
people are on Fort Myers Beach.

2A.10
2A.11
2A.12

2A.13

65 DBA is too high of a threshold.  Please reroute these airplanes over 
Lovers Key and up the back bay.  It would be nice if someone would check 
the altitude of these incoming planes.  Doesn't seem to be as severe with 
departing planes.  

2A.14

Flights with an early turn maintaining 4,000' up the back bay (Estero Bay) 
and on descent to 7 mile marker would save fuel, shorten time, and offer a 
safer approach as it is unpopulated.  Controllers endorse this, pilots want 
it, airline companies favor this approach and residents of FMB would have 
a more peaceful life.  

2D.1 Move downwind leg to Runway 6 further south of 5,000'
2D.2

X X 2D.3

2D.4
More would have attended had (the meeting) been better noticed as the 
first one was.
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2D.5 Please adopt the Estero Plan!  Why can't jet altitude be raised from 4,000'? 
2D. 6

X X X 2D.7
X 2D.8 Please adopt Estero Plan for future flights to RSW.

X X 2D.9

I have been told this poorly conceived flight pattern is due to the 
"pollisble" mid‐air collision over or near Orlando.  Please enact the "Estero 
Plan".

2D.10 I strongly recommend we adopt the Estero Plan

2D.11
The FAA should complete their work in six months and adopt the Estero 
Plan unless they can show that it has unacceptable safety problems.

2D.12

2D.13
Stay on top of things as much as possible.  Hopefully this situation will get 
better for south Fort Myers.

X X 2E.1

Please do all you can to see what other alternatives there are for flight 
patterns to be diverted from coming in to land from the south end of Fort 
Myers Beach.

2E.2
I strongly support the proposed Estero Plan which I understand will 
eliminate our problem and not shift it to others.  

2E.3
We strongly support the proposed Estero Plan which I understand will 
eliminate our problem and not shift it to others.  

X 2E.4

I request favorable consideration of the "Estero Plan" as it would remove 
low flying planes without shifting aircraft noise to other communities.  If 
the FAA or any other governmental unit has published any reasons in 
opposition to the Estero Plan, I would appreciate you sending me 
reference to such, if print version is available, and including me on any 
mailing list that is relevant to the aircraft noise issue.

X X 2E.5

We believe much could be solved if the flight pattern went parallel from 
east to west a few miles south of Bella Terra Development, Wildcat Run, 
Stoneybrook/Estero, Grandeza and other housing developments.  
Argument of additional jet fuel needed ‐ energy consumption would be 
made up by people tending to open their windows and doors in these 
developments during milder weather if they did not have to hear overhead 
jet noise.  Raise downwind approach to Runway 6 to 5,000'.  Move 
downwind leg to Runway 6 father south so it does not cross the path of 
many housing developments along Corkscrew Rd. 
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Southwest Florida International Airport 
Noise and Land Study 

Public Information Workshops 
March 2012 

 
 
The Lee County Port Authority (LCPA) held four public information workshops in March 
2012 for the Federal Aviation Regulation (FAR) Part 150 Noise and Land Use 
Compatibility Study.  The “open house” workshops were held in four different locations 
to make the same information accessible to different communities.  The workshops 
presented information on the mitigation measures that have been evaluated as well as 
the resulting draft recommendations.  The final draft recommendations will be presented 
at a public hearing prior to transmittal to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA). 
 
The public information workshops were advertised on the Lee County Port Authority 
website, www.flylcpa.com.  A legal display advertisement announcing all of the 
workshops was published in the News-Press and the Naples News Bonita edition on 
Monday, March 5, 2012; on Monday, March 12, 2012; and on Monday, March 19, 2012 
inviting the public to attend any of the workshops.  A legal display advertisement 
announcing all of the workshops was published in the Island Sand Paper in the weekly 
publication on Friday, March 9, 2012.  A legal display advertisement announcing all of 
the workshops was published in the Fort Myers Beach Observer and the Lehigh Acres 
Citizen in their weekly publications on Wednesday, March 14, 2012.  There were also 
multiple articles in the local papers and on the local news notifying the public of the 
workshops and the study.  The advertisement with the affidavits of publication and 
media coverage are attached as Appendix A. 
 
The four workshops were as follows: 

Monday,  
March 19, 2012 

Tuesday,  
March 20, 2012 

Wednesday, 
March 21, 2012 

Thursday, 
March 22, 2012 

Riverside Baptist 
Church, 6990 

Daniels Parkway, 
Fort Myers, FL 

Microtel Inn & 
Suites, 1320 

Business Way, 
Lehigh Acres, FL 

Chapel by the Sea 
Presbyterian 

Church, Silver Hall, 
100 Chapel Street, 
Fort Myers Beach, 

FL 

Estero Community 
Park Recreation 

Center, 9200 
Corkscrew Palms 

Blvd., 
Estero, FL 

5 Attendees 4 Attendees 55 Attendees 22 Attendees 
0 Comments 1 Comments 25 Comments 6 Comments 

 
 
A total of 86 people attended the workshops.  Copies of the sign-in sheets for each 
workshop are attached as Appendix B. 
 
The workshops were conducted in an "open house" format that allowed the public to 
view the project material between 4:30 and 6:30 p.m.  A handout that summarized the 



 

project and the study process was provided to the public at the registration table.  
Representatives from LCPA and their consultant, ESA Airports, were present at the 
workshop to answer questions and discuss the project with the public.  A copy of the 
handout is attached as Appendix C. 
 
 
Members of the public were provided with comment forms in order to have their opinion 
recorded as public record.  The project team received 32 comments at the workshops 
and 22 comments by mail and email during the comment period.  A total of 54 
comments were submitted as a part of this public involvement effort.  Copies of the 
comments are attached as Appendix D.   
 
The comments were recorded and analyzed.  Each comment was assigned an 
independent identifier and tracked in a matrix with the main comment themes identified.  
Following is the matrix of the comments received.   
 



Comment 

Sheet ID Name Neighborhood

Keep the same/ No 

problems

Helpful, good 

visuals/presentation Need Action

Change flight 

pattern Noise

Low-

flying

Time of 

day Volume Dispersion

Specific 

Runway

Adopt Estero 

Plan

Add'l 

runway

Black dust/ 

soot

Property 

Value Safety

Quality 

of Life Pollution Wildlife

Economic 

Growth

Comment 

Sheet ID Suggestions

3A.1 Hetterich, H. Fort Myers Beach X

Thank you for setting up the workshop and giving us a better 

understanding of what is involved to improve the situation.  Most residents 

don’t know how much effort has been put into project.

3A.2 Drzewiecki, M. & L. Fort Myers Beach X X X X X

I would be happy to have a sound monitor installed and would like to know 

what else we can do to reduce or eliminate this problem. Contact me.

3A.3 Greer, M. Fort Myers Beach X X

What more can we do to encourage FAA to act on recommendations?  

Thank you for assisting our residents.

3A.4 Spuhler, C. Fort Myers Beach X X Change of flight plan also saves money.

3A.5 Short, M. Fort Myers Beach X X

I was encouraged to be shown the new optimized profile descent (RNAV 

visual to runway 6) which has already been accepted by SW Airlines and 

flown recently.

3A.6 Lincoln, S. Fort Myers Beach X X X

I would like to know where we are in the process of making changes that 

positively affect FMB community - local papers?  Is there a website?  What 

else can we do to affect change?

3A.7 Gillespie, M. Bonita Beach

Thank you for all that the LCPA has done to improve our lives for future 

airline flights around Bonita Beach and FMB vicinity.

3A.8 Short, G. Fort Myers Beach X X X X X X

I am reliably informed that there is no reason why aircraft cannot maintain 

a height of 4000 feet while flying over FMB.  Night flights could be re-

routed to avoid flying over FMB. A flight tracking system can be installed to 

monitor aircraft altitudes and flight paths.  Please do something now!!!

3A.9 Short, G. Fort Myers Beach X

Please implement new optimized profile descent (RNAV visual to runway 6) 

very soon.  Initiate RNAV arrival procedures earlier. 

3A.10 Land, F. Fort Myers Beach X X X X X Take a route more over the bay.

3A.11 Westedt-Jeitz, C. Fort Myers Beach X X X It would be better if the planes fly higher and go over the bay.

3A.12 Shuster, O. Fort Myers Beach X I would like the flights to go over the Gulf instead of my house.

3A.13 Burwinkel, B. Fort Myers Beach X X X X X X Please re-route a majority of the air traffic over less populated areas.

3A. 14 Dalton, A. Fort Myers X X

Please assist FMB with unified comments to FAA.  Although I do not live 

here, I have represented various clients here.

3A. 15 Smith, P. Fort Myers Beach X X X X

I appreciate your providing opportunity for public input.  I heartily endorse 

your recommendations for mitigation of noise over FMB, especially for 

incoming air traffic.

3A.16 McCloskey, M. Fort Myers Beach X Hope the recommendations are approved by FAA.

3A.17 Violette, J. Fort Myers Beach

I did not see restrictions of landing gear use (which can be just as annoying 

as the flyovers themselves).  Take advantage of Lover's Key to Bonita Beach 

"remoteness" and Gulf there as well.

3A. 18 Swanbeck, K. Fort Myers Beach X X X X X X

Issue will only continue to get worse due to the future expansion of RSW 

and increased flights.  Amazing that they would not fly over Lover's Key 

(which would have limited negative affects than to fly over highly 

populated FMB.

3A.19 Johnson, B.A. Fort Myers Beach X X

3A.20 Young, R. Fort Myers Beach X X X

Thank you for super presentation.  LCPA has done a great community 

service responding to the concerns of this noise issue.  Other government 

agencies may share this concern and be helpful.

3A.21 Ziemer, B. & S. Fort Myers Beach X X

Some flights are so low we can see people in the aircraft windows.  Our 

granddaughter said she saw people in our pool as they flew in.

3A.22 Zander, C. Fort Myers Beach X

Shift flight paths south of Big Carlos Pass to uninhabited areas.  Assure 

aircraft are on a glide path at low power over populated areas of the beach 

if it's necessary to cross over the beach.

3A.23 Zander, B. Fort Myers Beach X X X X

The ideas you are trying to implement are wonderful.  Current railroad 

tract to the airport coming down Indian Bayou Drive is annoying and 

depressing.

3A.24 Pohland, J. Fort Myers Beach X

Keep 'em high.  Power off or low. #1 runway should be #24.  Minimum alt. 

should be 4,000' A.G.L. at shoreline.

3A.25 Eigerman, M.R. Fort Myers Beach X X X X X X X X

We demand relief through your immediate action to keep all flights at 

4,000' or higher and eliminate after-dark flights over Estero.

3D.1 Mahini, R. Estero X Shifty 1 needs to be abolished!!!

3D.2 Rodak, M. Bonita Springs X

The situation has improved. The optimized profile descent seems to be a 

decent solution for the airlines, residents, airport & FAA.

3D.3 Rodak, A. Bonita Springs X X X

Please consider raising altitude from 4-5,000' on W to E flights over Estero 

to 6-7,000'.

3D.4 Rodak, A. Bonita Springs X

Please consider moving the new optimized profile descent flight path 1/2 

to 1 mile west of current location.  

3D.5 Hillemeyer, W. Bonita Springs X The people were very helpful.
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3D.6 Moore, P. Estero X X

Create alternate routes parallel to the existing paths shown as "SHIFTY 

TWO ARRIVAL".  Each new path might be 1 mile away from "SHIFTY TWO".  

This could reduce the impact of multiple flights over the exact same areas.

3B.1 Ball, A. Lehigh Acres X X X X X

Glide in with less engines.  Avoid "railroad lines over our community".  

Adjust patterns to go over less populated, industrial areas.

3E.1 Apa, V. & A. Fort Myers X X X

3E.2 Apa, V. & A. Fort Myers X X X Why are they not flying over commercial areas of the Gulf instead?

3E.3 Staub, J. & C.

Shadow Wood 

Preserve X X X X

Varying and changing flight patterns or "alternating takes offs which are 

quieter with landing".

3E.4 Wheeler, C. Bonita Springs X X X X I feel helplessly caught!!!

3E.5 Bhatt, K. Fort Myers X X X Divide approaches in all 4 directions so you get 3/4 less noise.

3E.6 MacGillivray, P.& S. Fort Myers Beach X X

AGL to intercept the glide slope from 1600 ft. to 2000 or 2500 ft. Localizer 

intercept between Big Carlos Pass and Hickory Pass when possible.

3E.7 Mantia, R. Fort Myers X X

3E.8 Moore, P. Estero X Supplied diagram of suggest flight path.

3E.9 Phillips, L. Fort Myers X X X

Since I reside in Fiddlesticks, I only will comment on the arrival/departure 

of southwest flows.

3E.10 Merrill, T. Fort Myers Beach X X X

A most critical factor is that east winds are far more predominant in winter 

than any other season.  That brings flights over FMB at an abnormal rate.

3E.11 Portnoy, L. Fort Myers X X X

My impressions from the meeting are that rules are in place (1500 

elevation, landing gear up), but not enforced.

3E.12 Lyons, D. & G.

Shadow Wood 

Preserve X X X

I would urge you to utilize the current study to help correct this awful 

situation.  Please keep our residents informed.

3E.13 Morse, L. Fort Myers X X X

3E.14 Colton, J. Fort Myers X X

3E.15 Portnoy, H.

Shadow Wood 

Preserve X X X

Landing path flies directly over the Preserve.  Planes are under 500 feet 

with their flaps and wheels down.

3E.16 Joy, D. & J. Fort Myers Beach X X X X

We would really appreciate being able to enjoy our home other times of 

the day beside the hours between midnight and 6 AM.

3E.17 Prock, S. Bella Terra X X X

Suggestions: 1. Utilize existing runway 24 for jets coming down the middle 

part of the state jet pattern. 2. Incorporate OPD/Reduce Speed to Runway 

6.

3E.18 Bachrach, J. Bonita Springs X X X X X

3E.19 Babcock, T. & A. Fort Myers Beach X X X X

Increase altitude of flights. Promote use of FNAV Visual OPD to Runway 06.  

Initiate RNAV OPD arrival procedures further from the airport.  Publish 

charted visual approach to Runway 6 from the north and south.   Change 

Runway 24 to preferred runway after 10PM.

3E.20 Hetterich, H. Fort Myers Beach X X X

3E.21 Colton, J. Fort Myers

Could someone contact me about the time of the next meeting and give 

some input now on how bad it has been this season?

3E.22 Fernandes, E. Fort Myers Beach X X X X X

Please do what you can to work with the FAA to divert air traffic from the 

south end of FMB.
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