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Boise Airport, Boise River Room
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SCHOOL BOARD
TRUSTEES

CALDWELL SCHOOL

DISTRICT

ZONE 2 TRUSTEE

6 of 6 precincts reporting

Toni Waters 49%

* Thomas Briten 51%

ZONE 3 TRUSTEE

5 of 5 precincts reporting

Sandra Dodson 49%

* Travis Manning 51%

ZONE 4 TRUSTEE

5 of 5 precincts reporting

Don Atkinson 45%

* Charles Stout 55%

KUNA SCHOOL

DISTRICT

ZONE 1 TRUSTEE

4 of 4 precincts reporting

* Joy A. Garrison 60%

Dan Johnson 40%

ZONE 2 TRUSTEE

4 of 4 precincts reporting

* James Grant 63%

Cory R. Tanner 37%

ZONE 5 TRUSTEE

5 of 5 precincts reporting

* Carl Ericson 57%

Bill Tippetts 43%

MIDDLETON SCHOOL

DISTRICT

ZONE 3 TRUSTEE

3 of 3 precincts reporting

John R Orrison 20%

Tammy Nichols 34%

* TimWinkle 46%

NAMPA SCHOOL

DISTRICT

ZONE 1 TRUSTEE

10 of 10 precincts reporting

Jac Webb 29%

Jocabed Veloz 23%

* Mandy Simpson 48%

ZONE 2 TRUSTEE

8 of 8 precincts reporting

Daren Coon 26%

Isaac B Moffett 30%

* Janelle Stauffer 44%

WEST ADA SCHOOL

DISTRICT

ZONE 2 TRUSTEE

15 of 15 precincts reporting

Christine Bitler Whited 43%

* Mike Vuittonet 57%

ZONE 4 TRUSTEE

21 of 21 precincts reporting

* Julie Madsen 58%

Anne Ritter 42%

ZONE 5 TRUSTEE

12 of 12 precincts reporting

Gregory M. Deitchler 17%

Rosemary R. DeMond 25%

* Russell “Russ” Joki 36%

Louis Pifher 19%

OTHER BOARDS

NAMPA HIGHWAY

DISTRICT

SUB-DISTRICT 3

36 of 36 precincts reporting

Peggy S Paul 39%

* Dick Smith 61%

KUNA LIBRARY

DISTRICT

14 of 14 precincts reporting

Top two
* Sharon L. Fisher 51%

Barbara Grate 17%

* Margy R. Boston 23%

Roberta "Bobbie" Sailer 9%

LIZARD BUTTE LIBRARY

7 of 7 precincts reporting

Top two
Neal S. Durham 19%

* Dorothy Hutchings 55%

WRITE-IN 26%

MERIDIAN LIBRARY

DISTRICT

34 of 34 precincts reporting

Top two
* Howard J Little 34%

* Dustin D. Barrett 35%

Kevin Pfleger 31%

WARM SPRINGS WATER

DISTRICT BOARD

3 of 3 precincts reporting

Top two
Elton Graugnard 42%

* Peter A. Miranda 43%

Bob Sutter 14%

WEST BOISE SEWER

DISTRICT

11 of 11 precincts reporting

Top two
Kirk C. Odencrantz 30%

* Dan E. Healy 38%

* Graham Paterson 32%

BONDS AND LEVIES

NOTUS ELEMENTARY

SCHOOL BOND

4 of 4 precincts reporting

Two-thirds majority required
* IN FAVOR OF 71%

AGAINST 29%

MARSING SCHOOL

DISTRICT LEVY

2 Canyon precincts reporting

* IN FAVOR OF 65%

AGAINST 33%

PARMA SCHOOL

DISTRICT LEVY

5 of 5 precincts reporting

* IN FAVOR OF 79%

AGAINST 21%

MIDDLETON FIRE

SPECIAL LEVY

8 Canyon precincts reporting

Two-thirds majority required
* IN FAVOR OF 84%

AGAINST 16%

WILDER RURAL

FIRE LEVY

4 of 4 precincts reporting

Two-thirds majority required
IN FAVOR OF 15%

* AGAINST 85%

MERIDIAN CEMETERY

DISTRICT LEVY

31 of 31 precincts reporting

* IN FAVOR OF 59%

AGAINST 41%

KUNA RECREATION
DISTRICT
12 of 12 precincts reporting

YES 48%

* NO 52%

ELECTION’15
* = Leader at press time. Results as of 10:30 p.m.

�
WATCH FOR COMPLETE ELECTION RESULTS
IdahoStatesman.com/election-results

Gov. Butch Otter on
Tuesday praised the rapid
and successful outcome of
Monday’s special legisla-
tive session, saying the fed-
eral child support bill law-
makers adopted “will keep
many thousands of Idaho’s
single parents and children
from potentially losing the
court-ordered support of
noncustodialparents.”

He said in the morning
thathewouldsignthebillas
soon as it reached his desk,
anddidsoat3:24p.m.

Before lawmakers on
Monday was a single mea-
suretoacceptrevisedfeder-
al rulesonchildsupporten-
forcement. A House com-
mittee rejected the bill on
the last day of the regular
sessionApril10,amovethat
threatened to upend the
state’s child support collec-
tionprocess.

By refusing the change,
the state stood to lose $16
millionindirectaidforchild
support enforcement and
$30million more in federal
family assistance. It would
have lost access to federal
systems that states rely on
toexchangeinformationon
child support and monitor
compliance, essentially
shuttering the state’s child
support operation. The
stateprocesses$205million
ayearinpaymentsaffecting
416,000 people, 183,000 of
themchildren.

In a nearly 12-hour ses-
sion Monday, lawmakers
approved a slightly amend-
edversionofthebill.Asare-
sult, therewill beno impact
on Idaho’s child support
system, said Richard Arm-
strong, director of Health
andWelfare.

“We did leave some un-
finishedbusiness at theend
of the regular session,”
HouseSpeakerScottBedke

said. “We were
able to finish
that yester-
day.”

Reluctant
lawmakers and
others who op-
posed the bill

bristled at perceived feder-
al coercion to approve the
changes at the expense of
statesovereignty.Theyalso
cited issues of privacy and
information security and
said that under thenew law
Idahomighthavetoenforce
overseas child support
judgments that didnotpass

legal muster
here.

Those and
other accusa-
tions from op-
ponents were
“bogus,” said
Senate Presi-
dent Pro Tem

BrentHill,R-Rexburg.
“Wedidnotcompromise

our state sovereignty. We
did not neglect due pro-
cess,”Hill said. “Wedidnot
breach confidentiality. We
did not abandon our be-
loved Constitution, either
at the state level or the fed-
eral level. We did a good
thingyesterday.”

Rep. Rich Wills, R-
Glenns Ferry, the chairman
of the House Judiciary

Committee
whowasdefac-
to sponsor of
the bill in the
House, reject-
ed claims from
some lawmak-
ers that legisla-
tors had been

misled or poorly briefed by
the administration.The bill
passed theHouse 49-21 and
theSenate33-2.

BillDentzer: 377-6438;

Twitter:@IDS_billd

SPECIAL SESSION

Otter wastes no time
in signing bill

approved Monday
Legislative leaders say
lawmakers took care of
‘unfinished business.’

BY BILL DENTZER

bdentzer@idahostatesman.com
© 2015 Idaho Statesman

�
SEE VIDEO OF THE

GOVERNOR’S

NEWS CONFERENCE AND

READ MORE ABOUT THE

BILL AND THE

BACKGROUND

IdahoStatesman.com
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All but one incumbent
school board trustee candi-
date on the ballot in West
Ada School District and the
once financially troubled
Nampa district lost their
seatsinalightturnoutofvot-
ersTuesday.

Voters also rejected cre-
ation of a Kuna Recreation
Districtthatcouldlevytaxes
to build and operate an in-

door aquatic and recreation
center. The measure barely
won inAdaCounty, butwas
defeated inCanyonCounty.

InNampaSchoolDistrict,
Daren Coon and Jocabed
Veloz, two trustees who
were in office as the district
slogged through financial
problems largely of its own
making in2012,weredefeat-
ed. They are the last two
trustees in office during the
financial crisis to face the
voters. A third chose not to
run, a fourth was defeated
two years ago, and one was
re-elected.MandySimpson,
a math teacher at Capital
High School in Boise and

president of the Nampa
teachers union at the height
of the financial problems,
easilydefeatedVeloz.

In the face of a cash-
strapped district, Simpson
fought unsuccessfully for
moremoney for teachers.

Janelle Stauffer, a clinical
social worker, defeated
Coon.

During the campaign,
both criticized their oppo-
nents for not doing more to
listen to the community as
trustees made decisions to
close a school and to elim-
inate busing to a dual-lan-
guage magnet elementary
school to save the district

money.
In West Ada School Dis-

trict, Anne Ritter, who was
seekingherfifthterm,lostto
JulieMadsen, aphysician.

MikeVuittonet,alsoseek-
inga fifth termon theboard,
defeated challenger Chris-
tineBitlerWhited.

Russell “Russ” Joki, who
is involved with a lawsuit
that could affect the board
on which he will serve, was
also elected.

Notus School District,
trying for a third time in a
year to get a nearly $5 mil-
lionbondtoreplaceanearly
90-year-old elementary
school,was successful.

ADA AND CANYON COUNTY ELECTIONS

Voters oust Nampa
school board incumbents

Notus proves the third
time is the charm for an
elementary school bond.

BY BILL ROBERTS

broberts@idahostatesman.com
© 2015 Idaho Statesman

OGDEN, Utah — Jeremy
Trentelman recalls the very
momenthelostcontrolofhis
ownstory,nottomentionhis
privacy and a good measure
ofhis sanity:whenheposted
the evidence of his misad-
venturewith city officials on
socialmedia.

Afewweeksago, thewell-
meaning father of two tod-
dlers constructed a child’s
fort in his front yard, using
oversize boxes he’d hauled
homefromhis jobatadown-
town flower shop. There
were crenelated walls, two
towers tall enough for an
adult to stand inside and a
kiddie slide protruding from
oneend.

A day later came a notice
from the city: Remove the
fort within 15 days. Or pay a

$125fine.
“It sounded big and scary

andimposing,”hesaid.“Iwas
irritated for about an hour.
And then I laughed.” He de-
cidedtoleavethefortupuntil
thelastday.

But not before posting a
copy of the letter on Face-
book,hopingforafew“likes”
amongfriends.

“ARE YOU FREAKING
KIDDIN ME!!!?!” he wrote.
“Webuildacompletelyawe-
some box castle in our front
yard for our kids to play in
andwegetanoticefromcode
enforcement?!? ‘Wastemate-
rial or junk,’ it says … what
about totally awesome fun
zone…whatajoke!!!”

Trentelman’s post began
trending, then went viral.
The Internet took his story
andranwithit.

Socialmediaarealways in

search of the latest buzz. But
if you’re so unlucky to fall
within their sights, Trentel-
man said, crazy, unpredict-
ablethingshappen:

Gross inaccuracies. Asto-
lenmessage.Political pontif-
icating.

He soon fell down a rab-
bit’s hole of insane Internet
discourse, with right-wing
bloggers using his experi-
ence to rail against govern-
ment overreach. But they’d
gotten thingswrong.Among
the mistaken assertions: Po-
lice showed up at his house
with guns. The city tore
down the fort on its own. A
judgedemandeditberazed.

“TheInternetissoagenda-
driven,there’snotellingwhat
will go viral,” Trentelman
said. “People shape them in
anywaytheywant.”

After the Internet site
BuzzFeed picked up the sto-
ry, reportersbegancalling—
first the local Standard-Ex-
aminer, then the Salt Lake
Tribuneandothers.TVcam-
eras invaded his yard. Radio
talk-show hosts called to in-
vitethefatheronasaguest.

The story appeared as far
away as Britain and China.
He received emails from
well-wishers offering to pay
the $125 fine. Columnists
opined from Washington,
andhewasnominatedbyone

website for “Father of the
Year,”heldupasaposterboy
for civil defiance, an angry
parentprepared to fightCity
Halltothebitterend.

The problem: Little of it
wastrue.

Trentelman fought back,
writing a letter to the local
paper. There was no front-
yardwarinUtah,hesaid.City
officials even stopped by his
house to voice their support.
MayorMikeCaldwellsaidhe
wasgladtoseethatkidsthese
days still wanted to play in-
sideacardboardbox.

Trentelmansaidhewasno
longermiffed at the code en-
forcementofficial,sayingthe
man had a thankless job. But
he took offense at the Inter-
netcommentsthatportrayed
Ogden and its officials as ya-
hoos.

“Iamsaddenedbysomeof
the vitriolic comments,” he
wrote. “Please be nice tomy
cityanditsinhabitants.”

The roller-coaster ride
wasn’t funanymore, if it ever
was. But therewasonemore
media platform the family
hoped would set the record
straight.FoxNewshadcalled
from New York City. They
wanted the Trentelmans,
with 2-year-old Story and
31⁄2-year-old Max, to build a
box fortoutside its studios in
Manhattan.

CARDBOARD FORT FIGHT

Utah dad feels boxed in by Internet hysteria
BY JOHN M. GLIONNA

LOS ANGELES TIMES
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Lynda Friesz Public Relations, Inc. <lynda_frieszmartin@lfprinc.com> 
Thursday, May 28, 2015 3:11 PM

Boise Airport  Public Meeting - June 3

Open House 
PUBLIC MEETING 

Boise Airport 
Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study 

June 3, 2015 
4 p.m. - 6 p.m.

Boise Airport (BOI) invites you to attend an Open House on 
Wednesday, June 3rd, 2015 to learn about the Airport's 
update to the 14 CFR Part 150 Study.  The purpose of a 
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Part 150 Study is to 
define the noise exposure levels in and around the Airport 
and provide noise compatibility planning to help alleviate 
noise impacts to the surrounding areas and communities. 

The Open House will be held at BOI in the Boise River Room 
from 4:00 to 6:00 p.m. in an open house format with project 
information to view and the Study Team available to discuss 
the project.  A presentation will be held at 4:30 and 5:30 
p.m.  Parking will be validated.  

Topics will include the Part 150 Study process, the existing 
(2015) and future (2020) draft noise contours depicting noise 
exposure from existing and forecast aircraft operations at BOI 
and a review of the Airport's previous Noise Compatibility 
Program.  For more information please contact Kim Hughes 
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at khughes@hntb.com.  
  

Boise River Room 
 
Please feel free to forward this to anyone you feel would 

like to participate.

 

 

 
STAY CONNECTED           

 

Forward this email 

 
 

This email was sent to cpinegar@hntb.com by lynda_frieszmartin@lfprinc.com |    
Update Profile/Email Address | Rapid removal with SafeUnsubscribe™ | Privacy Policy. 
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Boise Airport 
14 CFR Part 150 Study Update 
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W

hat is a Part 150 Study? 

Title 14 CFR Part 150 (Part 150) is a voluntary 
program

, created in 1984 in accordance w
ith the 

Aviation Safety and N
oise Abatem

ent Act of 1979. 

Part 150 describes the specific docum
ent 

subm
itted to the Federal Aviation Adm

inistration 
(FAA) for acceptance of the Airport’s program

. 

The Part 150 docum
ent can include tw

o 
com

ponents: 

 Existing Condition (2015 
 Future Condition (2020) 

1 - N
oise Exposure M

aps (N
EM

) 

 N
oise Abatem

ent M
easures (N

ot included in this Study) 
 Land U

se M
easures (Included; under review

) 
 Continuing Program

 M
easures (Included; under review

) 

2 - N
oise Com

patibility Program
 (N

CP) 
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Population
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of Total

65 to less than 70 80 233 91%

70 to less than 75 7 23 9%

Greater than or equal to 75 0 0 0%

Total 87 256 100%

2015 Draft NEM
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Total 386 974 100%

2020 Forecast Operations with F-15 Mission
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Open House ‐ June 3, 2015
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 Part 150 Study Update
– BOI Noise Studies
– What is a Part 150 Study?
– Study Process

 Draft Noise Exposure 
Maps (NEM)
– Existing (2015)
– Future (2020)

 Next Steps

Agenda

Source: Thomas Hawk, Flickr.
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 What is Part 150?
– A voluntary program created in accordance with the 

Aviation Safety and Noise Abatement Act of 1979.

– Sets standards for documenting aircraft noise near 
airports.

– Identifies nearby land uses that may not be 
compatible with aircraft noise levels.

– Describes the document submitted to the Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA).

Part  150  Study  Update
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 What is a Part 150 Study?
❶ Noise Exposure Maps (NEM)

─ Describes existing (baseline) and future (5 years) noise 
conditions at the airport.

─ Noise contours are depicted on land use maps to identify 
areas of non‐compatible land use.

─ NEMs are accepted by FAA.

❷ Noise Compatibility Program (NCP)
─ Noise abatement, land use and program measures to 

address existing and potential aviation noise.

─ The NCP requires FAA approval.

Part  150  Study  Update
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 Noise Compatibility Planning at BOI

– 1986 BOI’s First 14 CFR Part 150 Study

– 1996 Update ‐ 14 CFR Part 150 Study

– 2004 Update ‐ 14 CFR Part 150 Study

– 2010 Idaho Joint Land Use Study (JLUS)

– 2015 Update ‐ 14 CFR Part 150 Study

Part  150  Study  Update
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Part  150  Study  Process

Inventory
• Number of Operations
• Types of Aircraft
• When and Where Aircraft Fly Model Existing 

Noise Exposure Contour
(NEM) Forecast the type and 

frequency of operations five 
years into the future

Model Future 
Noise Exposure Contour

Identify Potentially Incompatible 
Land Uses

Identify Mitigation Strategies

Recommend Changes to the 
Noise Compatibility Program 

(NCP)

Present the Maps and 
Plans to Stakeholders

FAA Acceptance of the Noise 
Exposure Maps and Approval of 

the NCP

1

2
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 Noise Model Inputs
– Aircraft Fleet Mix

– Aircraft Operations

– Runway use

– Flight Tracks (Location and 
use, time of day, category)

– Weather and Terrain

Noise  Exposure  Map

DNL NOISE 
CONTOURS

N
o

i
s

e
 

M
o

d
e

l

Overlay on 
Land Use

NEM

1

8



8/25/2015

5

Bo
is

e
A

ir
po

rt
 P

ar
t 

15
0 

St
ud

y 
U

pd
at

e

No ise  Exposure  Map
1

 Noise Model Input Data
• Existing (2015) Operations: 128,546 

(or 352 on an Average Annual Day).

• Forecast (2020) Operations: 138,204 
(or 378.6 on an Average Annual Day).
─ 7% increase in total operations.

─ Most notable change is the potential future Idaho ANG mission.

– Approximately 10.7% of all operations occur 
during nighttime (10:00 p.m. to 6:59 a.m.).
─ These operations are penalized under the DNL metric.
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 Runway Use
• Aircraft at BOI primarily use two runways (Runway 10L/28R and 

Runway 10R/28L). 

• Wind and weather factor into the determination of runway use. 

─ BOI operates in either “East Flow” or “West Flow.”

• General runway use patterns: 

─ Passenger jet operations primarily use Runway 10L/28R (the north 
runway).

─ Military operations primarily use Runway 10R/28L (the south 
runway).

─ The third runway (south of Gowen Road) was constructed for use 
by C‐130 aircraft which no longer fly at BOI; primary use today is 
by helicopters.

Noise  Exposure  Map
1

10
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 Modeling Noise Exposure 
• Day‐Night Average Sound Level (DNL)

─ FAA requirement to use DNL. 

─ An average measurement over 24 hours.

─ Nighttime penalties 10 dB (10:00 PM – 6:59 AM).

• DNL Contours
─ Contours based on Annual Average Day (AAD) operations.

─ Contours produced for existing (2015) and future (2020) forecast 
aircraft operational levels. 

─ Noise exposure levels > DNL 65 dB are considered incompatible 
with noise‐sensitive land uses.

Noise  Exposure  Map
1

11

Draft 2015 Noise Exposure Map
1

DNL Range (dB) Residential 
Parcels

Estimated 
Population

65 to less than 70 80 233

70 to less than 75 7 23

Greater than or equal to 75 0 0

Total 87 256

2015 Draft NEM

12
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Draft  2020  Noise  Exposure  Map
Cont inuat ion  of  A ‐10  Miss ion

1

DNL Range (dB) Residential 
Parcels

Estimated 
Population

65 to less than 70 83 240

70 to less than 75 8 27

Greater than or equal to 75 0 0

Total 91 267

2020 Forecast Operations with A-10 Mission

13

Draft  2020  Noise  Exposure  Map
Replacement  of  A ‐10  Miss ion  with  F ‐15  Miss ion

1

DNL Range (dB) Residential 
Parcels

Estimated 
Population

65 to less than 70 316 764

70 to less than 75 70 210

Greater than or equal to 75 0 0

Total 386 974

2020 Forecast Operations with F-15 Mission
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Draft  2020  Noise  Exposure  Map
Replacement  of  A ‐10  Miss ion  with  F ‐35  Miss ion

1

DNL Range (dB) Residential 
Parcels

Estimated 
Population

65 to less than 70 234 577

70 to less than 75 36 114

Greater than or equal to 75 0 0

Total 270 691

2020 Forecast Operations with F-35 Mission
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Next  Steps

Milestone Estimated Date
Open House #1 Today

Refine Noise Compatibility Program (NCP) Ongoing

Publish Draft NEM/NCP Update June/July

Open House #2 Late July

Comment Period (Open House #1)
• Comment Form
• Email: khughes@hntb.com

Through July 8, 2015

Incorporate Comments July ‐ August

Submit NEM/NCP Update to FAA August

FAA Review of NEMs and NCP August ‐ March 2016 

FAA Issues Record of Approval on NCP March 2016

16
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Part 150 Study Update  
Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study 

  
  

Open House # 1  •  June 3, 2015  
  
  

Agenda 

4:00 – 6:00 pm Open House 
4:30 – 5:00 pm Presentation 
5:30 – 6:00 pm Presentation 

The Presentation (identical content at 
both times) will provide an overview of the 
existing (2015) and potential future (2020) 
Noise Exposure Maps (NEMs) and 
provide an overview of the Part 150 Study 
Update process. The presentation will 
discuss existing and potential future BOI 
operations and the NEM development 
process. The next Open House 
(anticipated July 2015) will address the 
recommended updates to the Noise 
Compatibility Plan (NCP). 

The Open House will provide an 
opportunity to view the study materials, 
including the NEMs. Attendees will also be 
able to discuss any questions with the 
Study Team.  

  

Thank you for attending the Open House for the Boise 
Airport Part 150 Study Update. The purpose of a Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA) 14 CFR Part 150 Study is 
to define the noise exposure levels in and around the 
Airport and provide noise compatibility planning to help 
alleviate noise impacts to the surrounding areas and 
communities. The purpose of this workshop is to review 
the Part 150 process, and present the existing (2015) 
and future (2020) draft noise contours depicting noise 
exposure from existing and forecast aircraft operations at 
BOI.   

Information is provided on: 

 Commonly asked questions about the Part 150 
Study; 

 Existing and forecast noise model input data; and 

 Existing (2015) and Future (2020) Draft Noise 
Exposure Contours. 

Please fill in the Comment Sheet and return it to the sign-
in table or mail/email it to the contact listed on the 
Comment Sheet. If you choose to provide your email 
address on the sign-in sheet tonight, you will be directly 
informed of the next Open House.  

 

  
COMMONLY ASKED QUESTIONS ABOUT THE PART 150 UPDATE STUDY 

What is a 14 CFR Part 150 Study? 

Title 14 CFR Part 150 (Part 150) was created in 1984 in accordance with the Aviation Safety and Noise 
Abatement Act of 1979.  Its objectives include the following: 

 Establishing a nationally uniform system of describing aircraft noise and noise exposure in an attempt 
to eliminate confusion resulting from the use of different descriptors in different communities; 

 Describing land use compatibility criteria for the guidance of local communities, while recognizing that 
these criteria will be influenced by local values and factors; and 

 Providing technical assistance to airport operators and other governmental agencies in preparing and 
executing noise compatibility planning and implementation programs. 
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  What is a 14 CFR Part 150 Study? (continued) 

Part 150 describes the specific document that is submitted to the FAA for acceptance of the Airport’s program. 
The document can include both Noise Exposure Maps (NEM) and a Noise Compatibility Program (NCP). NEMs 
have been prepared for the existing condition (2015) and future conditions (2020), and are the subject of 
today’s Open House.  You are invited to review the existing and future NEMs and provide comments in writing 
at today’s meeting or by July 8th, 2015. 

The NCP is essentially a list of the actions the airport operator, in consultation with aeronautical users, local 
governments, and the FAA, proposes to undertake to minimize existing and future noise/land use non-
compatibility. Components of the NCP will also be updated for this Study.  Review of the 2006 NCP is currently 
underway; discussion of the 2006 NCP and any potential updates to the NCP will be discussed at the next 
Open House (anticipated in late July 2015).  

What is the Day-Night Average Sound Level (DNL)? 

DNL is the average noise exposure level over a 24-hour period, with a 10 dB penalty added for aircraft noise 
occurring during nighttime (defined as 10:00 p.m. through 7:00 a.m.). This weighting reflects the added 
intrusiveness of nighttime noise events due to the fact that community background noise levels typically 
decrease by 10 decibels at night. DNL does not represent the noise level heard at any particular time, but rather 
represents the total noise exposure for the average annual day. DNL is the metric required by the FAA in noise 
contour development for the assessment of annual average day noise exposure. 

What is used to model aircraft noise exposure? 

This study uses the Integrated Noise Model (INM) to model civilian aircraft noise and the Department of 
Defense model (NOISEMAP) to model military operations. On May 29th, 2015, the FAA released the Aviation 
Environmental Design Tool (AEDT) Version 2b to replace the INM as the FAA-required noise model for use in a 
Part 150 Study.  Because this Study commenced prior to May 29th, INM is approved for use in this Part 150 
Study.   

Each noise model generates noise exposure levels (e.g., DNL contours) based on input data developed 
specifically for the airport under consideration. Computer-based noise modeling allows for the projection of 
future, forecast noise exposure, and importantly, allows for the comparison of potential future scenarios that 
cannot be captured using noise monitoring.    

What is an “annual average day” (AAD)? 

Part 150 requires the use of an annual average day (AAD) to assess noise exposure. Annual average daily 
operations are representative of all aircraft operations that occur over the course of a year. The total annual 
operations are divided by 365 days to determine the annual average daily operations. Since airports and air 
traffic are complex systems that vary from day to day due to weather, airline schedules, and other factors, the 
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  use of average annual daily operations allows these dynamics to be included in the evaluation of aircraft noise 

exposure.  FAA radar data (which provides information on actual flight operations at Boise Airport including 
date, time, aircraft type, runway use, flight track, etc.) was used in this study. 

How are existing land uses identified? 

Determination of land use must be based on professional planning criteria and procedures utilizing as 
appropriate, comprehensive land use planning, zoning, building design, and/or site planning. Both the City of 
Boise and Ada County provided data on land use, zoning, and development information around Boise Airport.   

What does the Draft 2015 Noise Exposure Map (NEM) represent? 

The Draft 2015 NEM represents the existing noise exposure environment at Boise Airport given existing aircraft 
activity levels and the operational procedures in use today. For the 2015 NEM, over 128,000 annual aircraft 
operations are represented.  

What is forecast to occur in 2020?  

The Part 150 Update study included a detailed forecast of operations for the year 2020. The forecast anticipates 
that BOI will host over 138,000 operations in 2020. In consideration of the uncertain future of the Idaho Air 
National Guard’s current A-10 aircraft mission, the Airport has prepared multiple future forecasts that consider 
different potential Idaho Air National Guard missions, including a continuation of the existing A-10 mission, a 
replacement F-15 mission, and a replacement F-35 mission.  

What does the Draft 2020 Noise Exposure Map (NEM) represent? 

At this time, the Future (2020) Draft NEM represents an increase in passenger jet operations, which follows 
recent trends at BOI, and presumes that the most likely future scenario for the Idaho Air National Guard is a 
replacement of the current A-10 mission with F-15 operations, which have notably different noise characteristics 
from the relatively quiet A-10 aircraft.  

How can I participate in the Part 150 Update Study? 

Provide your comments on the Study by talking to project team members at this open house and then 
completing a Comment Sheet. The Comment Sheet may be handed in at the open house or submitted via mail 
or email. To be considered in the study, comments need to be received or postmarked by July 8th, 2015.  

Following this meeting, the Study Team will collect comments received, and evaluate the Airport’s existing NCP 
in consideration of the existing and future NEMs. Potential changes to the NCP will be evaluated and identified 
as either recommended for inclusion, recommended for inclusion with modifications, or removed from the NCP. 

The Draft Part 150 Study Update document will be available for public review and comment in June/July, and a 
second public open house is scheduled for early July. If you provide your email address on the sign-in sheet 
tonight, you will be directly informed of the next Open House.  
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  WHAT INFORMATION IS INCLUDED IN THE NOISE MODEL? 

The noise models used in this study require detailed data to produce realistic results. Essentially, the data 
gathered is used to define and predict, on average, typical aircraft operations at the Airport. Considerations 
include:  

Airport Location and Layout 

 Runway location, orientation, elevation, and gradient.   

 Terrain data at 10-foot intervals. 

 Weather, including average temperature, humidity and wind direction: 

 Hot temperatures reduce aircraft performance, while cold temperatures increase performance. The annual 
average temperature at the airport is used to compute typical aircraft performance. 

 The average relative humidity affects how noise is propagated and absorbed by air.   

 Wind data is used in the evaluation of runway use. 

Aircraft Flight Operations and Fleet Mix 

 The annual average daily flight operations forecast for the airport for 2015 and 2020 is input into the model 
by aircraft type, number of operations, arrival/departure/touch-and-go, and time of day (daytime or 
nighttime). 

In 2015, the Airport hosted over 128,000 annual aircraft operations, including operations by air carriers, the 
Idaho Air National Guard, charter operators, general aviation activity, and itinerant (non-local) military aircraft.  
By 2020, the Airport is forecast to host over 138,000 annual aircraft operations. This study has prepared 
multiple potential future scenarios for the potential type of aircraft flown by the Idaho Air National Guard, 
including a continuation of the existing A-10 mission, a replacement mission of F-15 aircraft, and a replacement 
mission of F-35 aircraft. The Airport anticipates that the F-15 mission is the most likely scenario at this time.  

New Model Aircraft Database and Flight Profiles 

 The noise model contains reference noise and performance data for specific aircraft types. Aircraft 
manufacturers such as Boeing and Airbus provide the data to the FAA, which is used to calculate an 
aircraft’s departure and arrival flight profiles, and resultant noise exposure.   

 Flight profiles model the vertical paths of aircraft during departure and arrival to determine the altitude, 
speed, and engine thrust of an aircraft at any point along a flight track. Typical aircraft operating weights 
for a given stage length (e.g., trip length) are factored into profile performance. 
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  Operational Categories 

 Aircraft types are grouped into operational categories by operator (airline, regional, cargo, military, general 
aviation, etc.) in order to incorporate unique operational trends into the noise model inputs. For example, 
the typical runway and flight track use of a jet air carrier aircraft will differ from those of propeller-driven 
regional aircraft. 

Runway Use and Flight Tracks 

 Runway use is the proportion of aircraft that use a runway for departure, arrival, or touch-and-goes, 
expressed as a percentage. Runway use is an average daily value based on typical operations over the 
course of the entire year.   

 Modeled flight tracks depict the approximate paths, or ground tracks, that aircraft use as they travel to and 
from the airport. Flight tracks are intended to be representative of typical aircraft operations at the airport.   

 Runway and flight track use is differentiated by arrival/departure/tough-and-go, operational category and 
time of day. 

 Average daily runway use, and flight track location and use, is derived from a sample of actual radar data 
obtained for periods of time in 2014. Information gathered from discussions with the Idaho Air National 
Guard and the Airport Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) also informed runway use. 

WHAT HAPPENS NEXT? 

Following this meeting, the Study team will collect comments received, and evaluate the Airport’s existing NCP 
in consideration of the existing and future NEMs. Potential changes to the NCP will be evaluated and identified 
as either recommended for inclusion, recommended for inclusion with modifications, or removed from the NCP. 
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  NOISE EXPOSURE CONTOURS 

Existing (2015) Conditions 

Figure 1 presents the 2015 Draft NEM. The 2015 Draft NEM was developed using the input data described 
above for both civilian and military operations. The 2015 Draft NEM considers average runway use and the 
average location and use of flight tracks.  

The DNL 65 dB noise contour (the outermost contour shown on Figure 1) also represents the distinction 
between land uses that are generally considered compatible with aircraft operations and those that are not. 
Noise-sensitive land uses, such as residential land, schools, places of worship and nursing homes are identified 
on the map.  

As shown on the figure, the DNL 65 dB noise contour extends beyond the Airport’s property line into the 
surrounding land uses in two areas – to the west of the Airport along the extended centerline of the runways, 
and to the north of Interstate 84. Approximately 87 residential parcels are within or immediately adjacent to the 
DNL 65 dB noise contour.  

Future (2020) Conditions 

Figures 2 through 4 present the 2020 forecast operations at BOI, with different potential missions of the Idaho 
Air National Guard.  

Figure 2 presents the future forecast with a continuation of the A-10 mission. Under this scenario, the changes 
to the noise contour are minimal, as the Airport would generally operate as it does today, with an increase in the 
total number of operations occurring only with civilian operations.  

Figure 3 presents the resulting noise contour with the change in mission of the Idaho ANG from A-10 aircraft to 
F-15 aircraft. Although it is not certain exactly how an F-15 mission would operate at BOI, this study considered 
similar F-15 missions (including how frequently the aircraft would fly, what types of training activity would occur, 
and how noise could be minimized) at other facilities and coordination with the Idaho ANG.  

Figure 3 is also presented as the Future 2020 NEM as it represents a worst-case scenario for which the City of 
Boise and Ada County can use to make informed land use and zoning decisions. Under this scenario, the DNL 
65 dB noise exposure contour increases in size and includes a larger number of residential parcels 
(approximately 386 residential parcels within the DNL 65 dB noise contour) and one potentially noise-sensitive 
facility. The change in noise exposure is due primarily to the different noise characteristics of the F-15 aircraft.  

Figure 4 presents another alternative scenario for a future mission without the A-10 aircraft. Although it is not 
anticipated that the new F-35 would be in place by 2020, this aircraft is anticipated to have an active role in the 
US Air Force fleet in coming years, and as such, the potential noise impact was modeled as part of this study. 
Under this scenario, approximately 270 residential parcels and one potentially noise-sensitive facility would fall 
within the DNL 65 dB noise exposure contour. 
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Part 150 Study Update 
Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study 

  Open House # 1  •  June 3, 2015 

Thank you for participating in tonight’s Open House on Boise Airport’s Part 150 Study Update.  The 
purpose of this study is to define the aviation noise exposure levels around the Airport and receive 
input regarding the existing and future NEMs.  

Please share any comments you may have regarding this study: 
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________ 

Contact Information 
Name     ________________________________________________________________ 
Organization     ________________________________________________________________ 
Address     ________________________________________________________________ 
Phone     _________________________Email: __________________________________ 

 Resident     Aeronautical User     Government     Business/Development Interest     Other 

 Please return your comments tonight via the comment box, or mail/email to: 

Kim Hughes, PE 
KHughes@HNTB.com 
HNTB Corporation 
2900 South Quincy Street, Suite 200 
Arlington, Virginia 22206 

Please submit all comments by July 8th, 2015. 



Sign-In Sheet
(Open House #1) 





Open House #1 Comments 



1

From: Trinity Hall 
Sent: Friday, July 24, 2015 2:32 PM 
To: Kim Hughes 
Subject: Airport noise study at Boise city airport 

Dear Kim, 

Hello, I am a home owner in Meridian Idaho that is subject to airplane traffic noise. I was talking with a 
Meridian city representative and they mentioned a study was currently underway for the Boise city 
airport. I have lived at my current residence for three years and have noticed an increase in airplane 
noise during the last five months. The majority in the increase in noise has been happening at night 
(11p‐2a) and loud enough to wake me. I have also noticed during the daytime, planes seem to be flying 
lower, I can see the emblems and can tell which airline is displayed on the plane.  I have also noticed the 
aircraft seems to be turning once they are passing our subdivision and returning lower to the ground 
over the subdivision (so we are getting twice the noise). My location is in a subdivision south of 
interstate 84 and I looked a map on the Boise airport website and it appears our subdivision sits under a 
turnaround for aircraft to approach the airport for landing. The turnaround seems to have shifted west 
over our subdivision. Is there anything my subdivision an I can do to participate in the survey or discuss 
our concerns?  

(while writing this, two aircraft have circled. One from United and  one from Southwest). 

Thank you for your time. 

 Trinity Hall 
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PART 150 STUDY UPDATE EMAIL NOTIFICATION LIST 

City Officials   
   
Name Title Company/Representing 
Derick O'Neill Planning & Development Services Director City of Boise Planning and 

Development Services 
Jenifer Gilliland Building Director City of Boise Planning and 

Development Services 
Hal Simmons Planning Director City of Boise Planning and 

Development Services 
AnaMarie Guiles  Housing & Community Development 

Manager (Interim) 
City of Boise Planning and 
Development Services 

Biff Jones PDS Financial Manager City of Boise Planning and 
Development Services 

Matt Brookshier  Strategic Real Estate Manager City of Boise Planning and 
Development Services 

Jason Blais Building Official City of Boise Planning and 
Development Services 

Deanna Gutierrez PDS Communications  City of Boise Planning and 
Development Services 

Meagan Curtis PDS Admin Supervisor City of Boise Planning and 
Development Services 

Scott Beecham Associate Comprehensive Planner City of Boise Planning and 
Development Services 

Karen Gallagher Transportation Planner City of Boise Planning and 
Development Services 

Daren Fluke Comprehensive Planning Manager City of Boise Planning and 
Development Services 

David Bieter Mayor City of Boise 
Jamie Heinzerling Deputy City Clerk City of Boise 
Elaine Clegg Council Member City Council 
David Eberle Council Member City Council 
Maryanne Jordan Council Member City Council 
TJ Thomson Council Member City Council 
Lauren McLean Council Member City Council 
Ben Quintana Council Member City Council 
   
County Officials   
   
Name Title Company/Representing 
Meg Leatherman Director Ada County Development Services 
Becky Alcala Planning & Building Specialist II   Ada County Development Services 
Richard Beck Community & Regional Planner Ada County Development Services 
Alison Crist Planning & Building Specialist Ada County Development Services 
Brent Danielson Associated Planner Ada County Development Services 
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Mark Ferm Building Official Ada County Development Services 
Bryan Gilbert Building Inspector Ada County Development Services 
Angela Gilman County Engineer Ada County Development Services 
Jerry Hastings County Surveyor Ada County Development Services 
Megan Johnson Associate Planner Ada County Development Services 
Non McKinney Plans Examine II Ada County Development Services 
Dale Meyers Surveying & Engineering Technician    Ada County Development Services 
Brent Moore Associate Planner Ada County Development Services 
Mark Ottens Building Inspector Ada County Development Services 
Benjamin Pavelka Plans Examiner Ada County Development Services 
Mark Perfect Planning & Zoning Administrator Ada County Development Services 
Chris Ragland Deputy Director Ada County Development Services 
Diana Sanders Associate Planner Ada County Development Services 
Glen Smallwood Surveying Technician Ada County Development Services 
Bob Winterfeld Building Inspector Ada County Development Services 
Kelly Woodoworth Administrative Assistant II Ada County Development Services 
Robert H. McQuade Ada County Assessor Ada County 
Christopher Rick Clerk Ada County 
Jim Tibbs District 1 Comissioner Ada County 
Dave Case District 3 Commissioner Ada County 
Rick Yzaquirre District 2 Commisioner Ada County 
Trinity Michael   
   
Regional Agencies   
   
Name Title Company/Representing 
Carl Miller, PMP 
AICP CTP 

Principal Planner, Demographics COMPASS 

   
State Officials   
   
Name Title Company/Representing 
Brent Hill District 34 Senator State of Idaho 
Douglas A Hancey District 34 Representative State of Idaho 
Dell Raybould District 34 Representative State of Idaho 
Butch Otter Governor State of Idaho 
Ben Ysursa Secretary of State State of Idaho 
Mike Simpson Idaho Congressman State of Idaho 
Raul Labrador Idaho Congressman State of Idaho 
Jim Risch Idaho Senator State of Idaho 
Michael Crapo Idaho Senator State of Idaho 
   
Aeronautical Airport Users  
   
Name Title Company/Representing 
Heidi Caye, 1stLt, Environmental Manager  Idaho Air National Guard 
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IDANG 
James Heuring   
Col. Neal Murphy  Idaho Air National Guard 
Tim Donnellan, Lt 
Col, IDANG 

Commander, 124th ASOS Idaho Air National Guard 

Col. Tim Marsano  Public Affairs Idaho Air National Guard 
Col. Kingman   
Col. Trimble 124th Wing Commander  
Maj John Williams    Idaho Air National Guard 
Lt Col Anthony 
Brown 

124 OG/CD Idaho Air National Guard 

Shannon D Smith   
Jeffery D. Aebischer   
Ken W. Williams   
  National Interagency Fire 

Department 
Mark Zacher  Jackson Jet Center 
Steve Martin  Turbo Air 
Dan Milender  Western Aircraft 
  Alaska Airlines 
  Alaska Airlines 
  Allegiant Air 
  Allegiant Air 
  Delta Air Lines 
  Delta Air Lines 
  Southwest Airlines 
  Southwest Airlines 
  United Airlines 
  United Airlines 
  US Airways 
  US Airways 
  Air Mail Facility 
  Federal Express 
  UPS 
Steve Sandmeyer Director of Operations Aviation Air Service 
  McCall Aviation 
  Mountain Aviation 
Sharlene Stredwick Chairman/CFO Western Air Express 
Dean Anderson Chief Pilot Western Air Express 
   
Aviation   
   
Name Title Company/Representing 
Jack Paschal Helena Airports District Office Helena Airports District Office 
Gary Gates Airport Engineer (HLN-610) Helena Airports District Office 
Scott Eaton Airport Planner (HLN-612) Helena Airports District Office 
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Kathyrn Vernon Northwest Mountain Region Regional 
Administrator 

Federal Aviation Administration 
Regional Office 

David Suomi Northwest Mountain Region Deputy 
Regoinal Administrator 

Federal Aviation Administration 
Regional Office 

Mike Pape Division Administrator Idaho Division of Aeronautics 
Tammy Schoen Administrative Assistant Idaho Division of Aeronautics 
  National Air Traffic Controllers 

Association  
Holly Delay Air Traffic Manager Air Traffic Operations Western 

Service Area North 
Shannon Swing Front Line Manager, Boise ATCT Air Traffic Operations Western 

Service Area North 
Eric Silva ATC Specialist Air Traffic Operations Western 

Service Area North 
Michael Pape Chair Airport Comission 
Bill Connors Vice Chair Airport Comission 
Meg Carlson  Airport Comission 
Paul Cunningham  Airport Comission 
Mary Carol "M.C." 
Niland 

 Airport Comission 

Major Gen. Gary L. 
Sayler 

 Airport Comission 

Russell Westerberg  Airport Comission 
  Boise Airport Administration 
Patti Miller Airport Marketing/Media Boise Airport 
   
Open House #1 (Received notification of subsequent meetings)  
   
Name ZIP Code  
Lee Eyerman 83709  
Preston Creer 83709  
Lenise Heath 83709  
Gary Sayler 83709  
Garry Fraise 83709  
Susan Weaver 83706  
Natalie Martin 83709  
Richard Martin 83709  
Leonard Hurd 83705  
John Williams 83702  
Jutine Love 83709  
   
Open House #2 (Received notification of subsequent meetings)  
   
Name ZIP Code   
Daniel Laughrey 83705  
Charles Payton 83705  
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Lenise Heath 83705  
Preston Cveer 83705  
Gayla Whipple N/A  
Linda Fraise N/A  
Matt Petaja N/A  
Mark A Perfect 83702  
Jill Singer 83714  
Kim Hoppie 83704  
Dave Azpitarte N/A  
Rick Scott 83709  
Trinity & Mike Hall 83642  
Susan Weaver N/A  
   
Media   
   
Name Title Company/Representing 
Niki Forbing -Orr Editor Idaho Statesman 
Vicki Growler Editor and Vice President Idaho Statesman 
Greh Hahn Editor Idaho Statesman 
Cynthia Sewell Reporter -Transportation Idaho Statesman 
Dave Staats Editor Idaho Statesman 
Bob Fick Correspondent  Associated Press  
N/A  Boise Weekly 
N/A  Boise Weekly 
Anna Wallace Allen Managing Editor Idaho Business Review 
Scott McIntosh Managing Editor Idaho Press Tribune 
Marlene Terry Assistant Community Editor Idaho Press-Tribune   
Robert Truman General Manager KBOI Channel 2  
Kean Weaver KBOI News KBOI-AM-67  
Steve Bertel Assignment Editor KIVI/ Channel 6  
Grendel Levy News Director  KIVI/ Channel 6  
Jim Gilchriest News Director  KTVB/ Channel 7  
   
Neighborhood Associations  
   
Name Title Company/Representing 
Steve Tornga President Sunrise Rim Neighborhood 

Association 
Brian McDevitt President Southeast Neighborhood 

Association, Inc. 
Dan Loughrey President Hillcrest Neighborhood Association 
Bob Wood President Borah Neighborhood Association 
Randy Harkelroade President Central Bench Neighborhood 

Association 
Bryan DuFosse Development Notices Central Bench Neighborhood 

Association 
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Kim Bentley  Vice President Vista Neighborhood Association, 
Inc. 

Dr. Don Coberly Superintendant Boise School District 
Ron Martin President Maple Grove Franklin Area 

Neighbors 
Terry Alber President Pioneer Neighborhood Association, 

Inc. 
Betty Bermensolo President Southwest Ada County Alliance, Inc. 
Annette DeAngelis Development Applications Southwest Ada County Alliance, Inc. 
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From: Royce Bassarab
Sent: Thursday, August 06, 2015 2:39 PM
To: 'Don.coberly@boiseschools.org'
Cc: JSinger@cityofboise.org; Kim Hughes; Caroline Pinegar; Amy Snyder 

(ASnyder@cityofboise.org); MPetaja@cityofboise.org
Subject: Boise Airport Noise Study Information - Boise Independent School District
Attachments: School_Scoping_Letter_20150806_BoiseISD.pdf; Boise_W.Ada_Schools_2015&2020

_Contours.pdf; 20150603_BOI_OpenHouse_Handout_lr.pdf

Good afternoon Dr. Coberly,  

On behalf of the Boise Airport, HNTB Corporation is preparing an update to the Boise Airport (BOI) Noise Compatibility 
Planning Study. The purpose of the study is to define the existing and forecast aircraft noise exposure levels around 
Boise Airport, and to identify potential noise abatement and mitigation measures to help alleviate noise impacts to the 
surrounding areas and communities.  

The City of Boise (the owner and operator of Boise Airport) would like to notify the local school districts of the ongoing 
study and to request any feedback that you may wish to provide. Please see the attached information regarding the 
Airport’s noise study (a hard copy of the letter and attachments is being mailed). The information includes an 
introduction letter, the Draft 2015 and 2020 Noise Exposure Contours, and a copy of a handout from our first public 
meeting, held in June 2015.  

On behalf of the City of Boise, we welcome your feedback. We anticipate holding our second public meeting on 
September 2nd, 2015 at the Airport. If you have any questions or comments, or to request further information, please 
contact the HNTB Project Manager by phone at 703‐253‐5856 or via e‐mail at khughes@hntb.com. 

Thank you,  

Royce Bassarab, 
on behalf of Kim Hughes, HNTB 

HNTB Corporation 
2900 South Quincy Street, Suite 200 
Arlington, Virginia 22206 
Direct Phone:  703.253.5803 
www.hntb.com  

      100 YEARS OF INFRASTRUCTURE SOLUTIONS



HNTB Corporation 2900 South Quincy Street Telephone (703) 824-5100 
The HNTB Companies Suite 200 Facsimile (703) 671-6210 
Infrastructure Solutions Arlington, VA 22206 www.hntb.com 

August 6, 2015 

Dr. Don Coberly 
Superintendent of Schools 
Boise Independent School District 
8169 W. Victory Road 
Boise, ID 83709 

SUBJECT: Boise Airport Part 150 Airport Noise Compatibility Planning Study Update 

Dear Dr. Coberly, 

The City of Boise is currently preparing an update to the Boise Airport (BOI) Part 150 Study. 
The purpose of a Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 14 CFR Part 150 Airport Noise 
Compatibility Planning Study is to define the aircraft noise exposure levels in and around the 
Airport and identify potential noise abatement and mitigation measures to help alleviate noise 
impacts to the surrounding areas and communities, including nearby schools.  The purpose of 
this letter is to notify the local school districts of the ongoing study and to request any feedback 
that you may wish to provide. 

The Part 150 Study requires that the Airport show existing noise conditions (2015), as well as a 
projection of noise exposure five years into the future (2020).  The study describes the data 
collection and analysis undertaken in the development of both existing and future noise 
exposure maps. Upon acceptance by the FAA, the Noise Exposure Maps (NEMs) will replace 
previously accepted maps from Boise Airport’s 2006 Part 150 Update Study. 

A public Open House was held on June 3rd, 2015 to review the Part 150 process and present 
the existing and future draft NEMs depicting noise exposure contours from existing and forecast 
aircraft operations at BOI.  The Open House materials can be found at 
http://www.iflyboise.com/airport-guide/about-the-airport/noise-compatibility-program/. The 
handout from the Open House, which provides background information on the Study, as well as 
the 2015 and 2020 draft NEMs, is included with this letter.  Also included are two exhibits 
showing the 2015 and 2020 draft noise exposure contours in relation to the locations of nearby 
schools. 

As shown on the attached figures, the DNL 65 dB noise contour (the outermost contour shown) 
represents the distinction between land uses that are generally considered compatible with 
aircraft operations (i.e., outside of this contour) and those that are not (i.e., inside this contour).  
Noise-sensitive land uses, such as residential land, schools, places of worship and nursing 
homes are identified on the NEMs in the attached handout.  As shown on the figures, the DNL 

http://www.iflyboise.com/airport-guide/about-the-airport/noise-compatibility-program/
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65 dB noise contour extends beyond the Airport’s property line into the surrounding land uses in 
two areas – to the west of the Airport along the extended centerline of the runways, and to the 
north of Interstate 84.  There are currently no schools that fall within the DNL 65+ dB noise 
contour for existing or future scenarios. 

The City of Boise values any comments provided during the Part 150 Study Update process. 
The Draft Part 150 Study Update document is expected to be available for public review in late 
August.  A second public meeting will be held in September after the release of the draft 
document.  Notice of the document publication and the public meeting will be provided via the 
Idaho Statesman, on the BOI website and via email to interested stakeholders.  The City of 
Boise hopes you will join us at the next public meeting.  If you have any questions or comments, 
or to request further information, please contact me by phone at 703-253-5856 or via e-mail at 
khughes@hntb.com.  

Sincerely, 

Kimberly C. Hughes, PE 
HNTB Corporation 

Enclosures:  BOI Part 150 Study Update Open House Handout (June 3, 2015) 

2015 Noise Exposure Contours (schools highlighted) 

2020 Noise Exposure Contours (schools highlighted) 

mailto:cpinegar@hntb.com
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From: Royce Bassarab
Sent: Thursday, August 06, 2015 2:41 PM
To: 'eric@westada.org'; 'clark.linda@westada.org'
Cc: MPetaja@cityofboise.org; JSinger@cityofboise.org; Amy Snyder 

(ASnyder@cityofboise.org); Kim Hughes; Caroline Pinegar
Subject: Boise Airport Noise Study Information - West Ada School District
Attachments: School_Scoping_Letter_20150806_WestAdaSD.pdf; Boise_W.Ada_Schools_2015&2020

_Contours.pdf; 20150603_BOI_OpenHouse_Handout_lr.pdf

Good afternoon,  

On behalf of the Boise Airport, HNTB Corporation is preparing an update to the Boise Airport (BOI) Noise Compatibility 
Planning Study. The purpose of the study is to define the existing and forecast aircraft noise exposure levels around 
Boise Airport, and to identify potential noise abatement and mitigation measures to help alleviate noise impacts to the 
surrounding areas and communities.  

The City of Boise (the owner and operator of Boise Airport) would like to notify the local school districts of the ongoing 
study and to request any feedback that you may wish to provide. Please see the attached information regarding the 
Airport’s noise study (a hard copy of the letter and attachments is being mailed). The information includes an 
introduction letter, the Draft 2015 and 2020 Noise Exposure Contours, and a copy of a handout from our first public 
meeting, held in June 2015.  

On behalf of the City of Boise, we welcome your feedback. We anticipate holding our second public meeting on 
September 2nd, 2015 at the Airport. If you have any questions or comments, or to request further information, please 
contact the HNTB Project Manager by phone at 703‐253‐5856 or via e‐mail at khughes@hntb.com. 

Thank you,  

Royce Bassarab, 
on behalf of Kim Hughes, HNTB 

HNTB Corporation 
2900 South Quincy Street, Suite 200 
Arlington, Virginia 22206 
Direct Phone:  703.253.5803 
www.hntb.com  

      100 YEARS OF INFRASTRUCTURE SOLUTIONS



HNTB Corporation 2900 South Quincy Street Telephone (703) 824-5100 
The HNTB Companies Suite 200 Facsimile (703) 671-6210 
Infrastructure Solutions Arlington, VA 22206 www.hntb.com 

 
 

 

August 6, 2015 

  

Dr. Linda Clark 
District Superintendent 
West Ada School District  
1303 E. Central Drive 
Meridian, ID 83642 
 
 
SUBJECT:  Boise Airport Part 150 Airport Noise Compatibility Planning Study Update  

 
Dear Dr. Clark, 
 
The City of Boise is currently preparing an update to the Boise Airport (BOI) Part 150 Study.  
The purpose of a Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 14 CFR Part 150 Airport Noise 
Compatibility Planning Study is to define the aircraft noise exposure levels in and around the 
Airport and identify potential noise abatement and mitigation measures to help alleviate noise 
impacts to the surrounding areas and communities, including nearby schools.  The purpose of 
this letter is to notify the local school districts of the ongoing study and to request any feedback 
that you may wish to provide. 

The Part 150 Study requires that the Airport show existing noise conditions (2015), as well as a 
projection of noise exposure five years into the future (2020).  The study describes the data 
collection and analysis undertaken in the development of both existing and future noise 
exposure maps. Upon acceptance by the FAA, the Noise Exposure Maps (NEMs) will replace 
previously accepted maps from Boise Airport’s 2006 Part 150 Update Study. 

A public Open House was held on June 3rd, 2015 to review the Part 150 process and present 
the existing and future draft NEMs depicting noise exposure contours from existing and forecast 
aircraft operations at BOI.  The Open House materials can be found at 
http://www.iflyboise.com/airport-guide/about-the-airport/noise-compatibility-program/. The 
handout from the Open House, which provides background information on the Study, as well as 
the 2015 and 2020 draft NEMs, is included with this letter.  Also included are two exhibits 
showing the 2015 and 2020 draft noise exposure contours in relation to the locations of nearby 
schools. 

As shown on the attached figures, the DNL 65 dB noise contour (the outermost contour shown) 
represents the distinction between land uses that are generally considered compatible with 
aircraft operations (i.e., outside of this contour) and those that are not (i.e., inside this contour).  
Noise-sensitive land uses, such as residential land, schools, places of worship and nursing 
homes are identified on the NEMs in the attached handout.  As shown on the figures, the DNL 

http://www.iflyboise.com/airport-guide/about-the-airport/noise-compatibility-program/
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65 dB noise contour extends beyond the Airport’s property line into the surrounding land uses in 
two areas – to the west of the Airport along the extended centerline of the runways, and to the 
north of Interstate 84.  There are currently no schools that fall within the DNL 65+ dB noise 
contour for existing or future scenarios. 

The City of Boise values any comments provided during the Part 150 Study Update process. 
The Draft Part 150 Study Update document is expected to be available for public review in late 
August.  A second public meeting will be held in September after the release of the draft 
document.  Notice of the document publication and the public meeting will be provided via the 
Idaho Statesman, on the BOI website and via email to interested stakeholders.  The City of 
Boise hopes you will join us at the next public meeting.  If you have any questions or comments, 
or to request further information, please contact me by phone at 703-253-5856 or via e-mail at 
khughes@hntb.com.  

 
Sincerely,  

 

Kimberly C. Hughes, PE 
HNTB Corporation 
 
 
Enclosures:  BOI Part 150 Study Update Open House Handout (June 3, 2015) 

  2015 Noise Exposure Contours (schools highlighted) 

  2020 Noise Exposure Contours (schools highlighted) 

 

mailto:cpinegar@hntb.com
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Open House #2 
September 2, 2015 

  



Advertisement 

(Open House #2 and Draft Part 150 Availability) 



A8 ● WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 19, 2015 IDAHO STATESMAN ● IDAHOSTATESMAN.COM

EAGLE BRANCH: 208-938-0044 • NAMPA: IDAHO CENTER BRANCH: 208 - 465-7717 • MERIDIAN: SILVERSTONE: 208-884-2400 & TEN MILE (Coming Soon) 208-888-1103

Westmark Credit Card rates good
as of 6 / 31, 2015: VISA 9.25% APR,

MasterCard Gold 8.25% APR,
VISA Platinum 7.25% APR.

APR is the Annual Percentage
Rate. Rates are variable. www.westmark.org

*Cash Advances do not apply. You are only eligible for one Cash Reward per Membership. Some restrictions apply.

See aWestmark Loan Officer for details. Offer good through 09/30/2015

*QUALIFY FOR A $30 CASH REWARD:
OPEN ANEWCARD ANDHAVE AMINIMUM$1,000 BALANCEOR RECORD AMINIMUMOF 20

TRANSACTIONSON YOUR ACCOUNT AT THE ENDOF 60 DAYS

YOU MAY BE EL IG IBLE FOR A CASH REWARD
IF YOU MEET THE CR ITER IA BELOW:

APPLY ON-LINE AT WWW.WESTMARK.ORG OR AT ANY OF OUR CONVENIENT BRANCHES

THREE GREAT CHOICES: MasterCard Gold • VISA • VISA Platinum
Features include but are not limited to:

NOANNUALFEES • NOCASHADVANCEFEES • LOWMINIMUMMONTHLYPAYMENTREQUIREMENTS

MASTERCARD GOLD/VISA PLATINUM OFFER A 25 DAY GRACE PERIODON PURCHASES

Open House Public Meeting

Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study

Boise Airport invites you to attend an open house on Wednesday,

September 2 as part of the Airport’s update to the 14 CFR Part 150

Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study. The meeting will be held in

an open house format with project information to view, and the study

team will be available to discuss the project. The same presentation

will be held at 4:30 and 5:30 p.m. Parking will be validated.

See http://www.iflyboise.com/airport-guide/about-the-airport/noise-

compatibility-program/ for more information about the study. If you

have questions, please contact Kim Hughes at khughes@hntb.com.

Boise Airport, Boise River Conference Room

Wednesday, September 2, 2015

4:00 – 6:00 p.m.

For the last year, Google’s
workforce has increasingly
been under attack from a
herdofunicorns.

Theunicorns,aclassofhot
startupsvaluedat$1billionor
more, are all aggressively
pursuing thebest andbright-
est minds in Silicon Valley
with promises of talked-
about workplaces and eye-
popping payouts. Amid a
general scramble for talent,
Google, the Internet search
company, has undergone
specific raids from unicorns
for engineers who specialize
in crucial technologies like
mapping.

In particular, Uber — the
largest unicorn,with avalua-
tion of more than $50 billion
— has plundered Google’s
mapping unit over the last 12
months, aiming to bolster its
own map research. Airbnb,
thepopularshort-termrental
startup, has gone on a more
general hiring spree, poach-
ingmorethan100workers.

The recruiting is not con-
fined to the best engineers;
sometimes it spills over to
nontechnicalemployees,too.
Two of the chefs who pre-
paredmealsforGooglers,Al-
vin San and Rafael Monfort,
havebeenhiredawaybyUb-
er and Airbnb in the last 18
months.

“It’s an employee’smarket
right now,” said Rodrigo

Ipince, 28, a software engi-
neerwhorecentlyleftGoogle
andwaspursuedbyunicorns,
but chose to join a mobile
gaming video startup, Kam-
cord. Ipince, who worked at
Google for five years, said he
received at least one to two
emails from recruiters daily,
asking if he was eager for a
newjob.

“Itwasfairlyeasytogetmy
foot in the door of whatever
companyIwant,”headded.

Recruiting battles are a pe-
rennial tale in Silicon Valley,
where tech companies wage
war on one another for top
prospects by doling out six-
figure salaries and generous
stockpackagesas if theywere
Halloween candy. The differ-
encenowisthescaleoftheta-
lent clashes, with a large and
growing number of young
companies jumping into the
fight, boasting fat war chests
and claiming $1 billion-plus
valuations.

There are now more than
124 unicorn companies, ac-
cording to CB Insights, a re-
search firm that tracks start-
ups.

SIPHONINGOFFTHE
SKILLED

The competition is recog-
nized at the very top. Ama-
zon’s chief executive, Jeff Be-
zos, in a memo written over
theweekend in response toa
New York Times article
about the company’s work-
place, referred to a “highly
competitive tech hiringmar-
ket” and how his employees
“are recruited every day by
other world-class compa-
nies.” He wasn’t specific

aboutwhichcompanieswere
afterAmazonworkers.

Whiletheunicornstypical-
ly pick off small groups of en-
gineersata time,making little
impressionona large compa-
ny’s employee numbers, the
poaching attacks are often
aimedatsiphoningoffthebest
talent in strategic technolo-
gies.Thatcanstingthelikesof
a Google, where executives
havesaidoneskilledengineer
can beworthmany times the
average.

To snag employees from
large rivals, unicorns have a
simple recruiting pitch: They
are on a path to success, as il-
lustratedbytheirrisingvalua-
tions.Manyoffergenerouseq-
uity packages of restricted
stockunitsthatcanlatertrans-
latetobigpaydaysforemploy-
ees if the unicorn goes public

or issold—alure thatneither
Google nor any other public
techcompanycandangle.Al-
so, the unicorns say they are
farmore fleet-footedandcut-
ting-edgethanlargeorganiza-
tions.

“The things that excite
young techworkers are high
growth and fast execution,”
said Dave Carvajal, founder
of Dave Partners, a tech
recruiting company. “It’s not
that tough for the new uni-
corns to swing by these big,
older tech companies and
pickupbusloadsoftalent.”

Apart from Google, the
onetime Internet darlings
Yelp and Twitter have be-
comeprimepoachingtargets,
especially as their sharepric-
eshaveplummeted,reducing
theiremployees’potentialfor
big gains from equity com-

pensation. Over the last 18
months,Yelp’sstockpricehas
fallen 73 percent from its
peak, while Twitter shares
aretradingnearalow.

Yelp’s chief operating offi-
cer,GeoffDonaker,acknowl-
edged the unicorn poaching
phenomenoninaconference
call with analysts last month
after the company reported
disappointing earnings.
About what he called “the
unicorn bubble question,”
Donaker said, “We are cer-
tainlyfeelingthoseimpacts.”

UBERONTHEHUNT
Among the most aggres-

siveunicornrecruiters isUb-
er, the ride-hailing company
basedinSanFrancisco,which
has expanded operations to
59countries.Uberpromisesa
fast-paced work environ-

ment and “world changing”
ambitions, according tomul-
tiple people who have been
approached by the company
orwork for it.Uberhasmore
than 3,500 employees, up
fromroughly1,300ayearago,
not counting its so-called
driverpartners,whoarecon-
tractworkers.

Uber does not shy away
fromdanglinggenerouscom-
pensationpackages to impor-
tant hires, especially in engi-
neering. In the case of some
highly sought-after engineers
fromYelp last year, Uber off-
ered millions of dollars in re-
strictedstockunits,according
totwopeoplewithknowledge
of the recruiting practices,
whospokeontheconditionof
anonymity.

One of Uber’s prime pick-
ing grounds is Google. Uber
hassystematicallyhiredGoo-
gle’sexpertsinmappingtech-
nology, a crucial component
of Uber’s plans to reduce its
reliance on outside compa-
niesformapping.InJune,Ub-
er hired BrianMcClendon, a
Googlevicepresident foren-
gineeringwhonowleadsUb-
er’s driverless car and robot-
ics research center. Uber has
alsoraidedGoogle’sGeounit,
according to people close to
thecompany, hiringat least a
dozen mapping specialists
overthelastyear.

Googleisnotlettingitsem-
ployeesgowithoutafight.Of-
fers from a short list of com-
panies — including Uber,
Airbnb, Pinterest and Palan-
tir — will often produce
counteroffers, according to
twopeoplewithdirectknow-
ledgeofthematter.

SILICON VALLEY

Startups poaching talent from tech giants
The companies are
offering 6-figure salaries
and stock options for
the best and brightest.

BY MIKE ISAAC

NEWYORK TIMES NEWS SERVICE

JASON HENRY / The New York Times

Mike Curtis, vice president of engineering at Airbnb, said new hires are drawn to the youth of
the San Francisco company. Healthy salaries and benefit packages don’t hurt, either.

AN ALASKA LANDSLIDE
described by one witness as a
sea of logs, mud and debris is
believed to have trapped
three people who were mis-
sing Tuesday from a neigh-
borhood in the coastal town
of Sitka. City officials earlier
said four people were missing.

SEN. ROBERT MENENDEZ,
D-N.J., said Tuesday that he
would vote against the nucle-
ar accord with Iran. “At the
end of the day, what we
appear to have is a rollback of
sanctions and Iran only limit-
ing its capability, but not
dismantling it or rolling it
back,” Menendez said.

INDONESIAN SEARCH
TEAMS Tuesday found the
so-called black boxes from a
commercial aircraft that went
down in the remote eastern
province of Papua, killing all
54 people aboard.

AN OHIOMOM calmly
called 911 to report her baby
son wasn’t breathing on
Tuesday and then hours later
confessed to killing him and
her two other young sons
over the past several months,
police said. Brittany Pilkington
was charged with three
counts of murder and was
jailed Tuesday, said police in
Bellefontaine, about 60 miles
northwest of Columbus.

NATION/WORLD
HEADLINES

FORD IS RECALLING just
over 26,000 trucks in the
U.S. and Canada because
some front seat belts may
not be anchored in the right
position. The recall covers
F-650 and F-750 trucks from
the 2011, 2013 and 2015
model years that were built
in Mexico from Feb. 14, 2011,
through April 28, 2015.

U.S. BUILDERS started work
on single-family houses last
month at the fastest pace
since the Great Recession
began in late 2007. Housing
starts in July rose 0.2 per-
cent to a seasonally adjusted
annual rate of 1.21 million
homes, the Commerce De-
partment said Tuesday.
Construction of single-family
houses accounted for all of
the gains, shooting up 12.8
percent last month.

U.S. STOCKS CLOSED
LOWER on Tuesday after
Wal-Mart cut its profit fore-
cast and China’s market
slumped on renewed con-
cerns about its economy.

BUSINESS
HEADLINES

RAMENSKOYE, Russia
—Abasic barometer of eco-
nomic activity in this tidy
townsouthofMoscowis the
pirozhok, a small pie filled
withcabbageandmeatthatis
astapleoftheRussiandiet.

In good times they sell
briskly, snapped up by hun-
gry commuters at Arina’s
Hangout,atinyshopnearthe
train station. But sales are
down by almost half, a gloo-
myreflectionofRussia’seco-
nomicslump.

“Therewerejustphysical-
ly fewer people,” said Irina
Safonova, the owner of the
shop, which on a recent
weekdaywas servingpies to
a slow trickle of customers.
“Weused tohave lines.Now
lookat it.”

Russiansareexperiencing
the first sustained decline in
living standards in the 15
years since President Vladi-

mirPutincametopower.The
ruble has fallen by half
against the dollar, driven by
the plunging price of oil, the
lifeblood of Russia’s econo-
my. As a result, prices of im-
ported goods have shot up,
making tea, instant coffee,
children’s clothes and back-
to-schoolbackpackssudden-
ly,jarringlyexpensive.

Makingmattersworseare
theretaliatorybansthatRus-
siaplacedonfoodimportsaf-
ter theUnitedStates and the

European Union imposed
sanctions for its actions in
Ukraine, a policy that took a
turnfortheweirdthismonth
when the government de-
stroyed thousands of tons of
whatitsaidwereillegallyim-
ported foodstuffs including
cheeseandpeaches.

The reduced supply
means that what remains
costsmore,evenifitislocally
produced. Russians are pay-
inga thirdmore forsunflow-
er oil, a fifthmore for yogurt
and three-quarters more for
carrotscomparedwithayear
ago, according to govern-
ment statistics. (The West-
ernsanctionshavedrivenup
the cost of borrowing for
Russiancompanies, but they
have not had a direct role in
the inflation that is raiding
Russianpocketbooks.)

Inflation has reduced the
purchasingpowerofRussian
wages by more than 8 per-
cent in the second quarter,
comparedwiththesameper-

iodlastyear,accordingtofig-
ures published by Russia’s
CentralBankattheendofJu-
ly.Andinasignthattheworst
isfarfromover,theeconomy
contractedbyasteep4.6per-
cent in the second quarter,
comparedwith lastyear, and
officially entered its first re-
cessionsince2009.

“It’s horrible,” said Elena
Shcherbakova, a 47-year-old
shoe saleswoman whose in-
come, based in part on com-
missions, has fallen nearly a
thirdsince lastyear.Shesays
shenowshopsatdiscountsu-
permarkets, buys the cheap-
est kindof sausage and care-
fullycountscontainersofyo-
gurt instead of throwing
them into her cart by the
handfulthewaysheusedto.

PUTIN’SPOPULARITY
It is not clearwhat, if any-

thing, this means for Putin.
Thetroublepalesincompar-
isonwiththeturbulent1990s,
when people’s wages went
down by nearly half. Rus-
sians have an immense ca-
pacityforstoicism,andubiq-
uitous home gardens make
budgets more flexible. Pu-
tin’s popularity ratings have
remained high since last
year’s annexationofCrimea,
which was wildly popular
amongRussians.

Still, the math is proving
tricky. In a new draft budget
released in July, theMinistry
of Finance proposed halting
the practice of raising pen-
sions to keep up with infla-
tion, a politically controver-
sialmove thatwould deliver
a blow to Putin’s most loyal
base. Investment, food for a

hungry economy, has col-
lapsed since the Western
sanctions, which also
blocked Russia’s ability to
borrowonglobalmarkets.

“They have no way out,”
said Sergei Guriev, a profes-
sorofeconomicsatSciences
PoinParis.“Unlessoilprices
goup, theyarereally looking
atadeadend.”Withoutfurth-
er spending cuts and if oil
prices remain around cur-
rent levels, the government
will use up its reserve fund,
createdwhen thepriceof oil
was high, in about a year, he
added.

Putin’s opponents argue
thatthenationalisttalkwash-
ing over Russia is being pro-
jected by his government to
distract attention from the
fragile economic situation.
Theydescribeitasabattle in
every Russian home be-
tween the television (the
sourceofgovernmentpropa-
ganda) and the refrigerator
(whose shrinking contents
couldeventuallypromptdis-
content).

Across Russia, the crisis
has prompted a collapse in
consumption. International
airline travel has fallen al-
most a fifth since last year,
andcarsalesaredown36per-
cent in the first half of this
year.Theproductionoftrain
cars fellbya third, saidNata-
lia Zubarevich, a researcher
at theHigher School of Eco-
nomics,becausefewergoods
neededtobetransported.

Inanothermeasureofeco-
nomic distress, household
ruble debt in arrears is up 43
percent since July 2014, ac-
cordingtotheCentralBank.

ECONOMY

Inflation robs buying power across Russia
The decline is driven by
the plunging price of oil
and bans placed on
imported food.

BY SABRINA TAVERNISE

NEWYORK TIMES NEWS SERVICE

SERGEY PONOMAREV / The New York Times

Patrons at Arina’s Hangout, a cafe where business has
slowed, near the train station in Ramenskoye, Russia.
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Boise Airport Public Meeting - Sept. 2 
Wednesday, August 26, 2015 10:06:58 AM

Public Meeting Open House and

Draft Document Availability

Boise Airport 14 CFR Part 150 Airport Noise

Compatibility Planning Study Update

The City of Boise will hold an open house to review the
Draft Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 14 Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 150 Airport Noise
Compatibility Planning Study Update for the Boise Airport in
the Boise River Conference Room at Boise Airport (BOI)
from 4:00 - 6:00 p.m. on Wednesday, September 2,

2015.  The meeting will be held in an open house format
with project information to view, and the study team will be
available to discuss the project.  The same presentation will
be held at 4:30 and 5:30 p.m.  Parking will be validated.

The study defines existing and forecast aircraft noise
exposure levels around BOI, and identifies previously
approved noise abatement measures and updated land use
and continuing program measures necessary to maintain or
enhance compatible land use in the areas and communities
surrounding BOI.

The draft study is available online at
http://www.iflyboise.com/airport-guide/about-the-
airport/noise-compatibility-program/.  Hard copies are
available during normal business hours until September 28,
2015 at the BOI Offices (3201 Airport Way, Suite 1000) and
the Boise Downtown Library (715 S. Capitol Blvd.).  Written
comments on the draft study are requested and will be
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accepted if postmarked or received by Monday, September
28, 2015.

Comments should be submitted in writing via email to
khughes@hntb.com or to:
Kim Hughes, P.E.
HNTB
2900 S. Quincy Street, Suite 200
Arlington, VA  22206

Please feel free to forward this to anyone you feel would
like to participate.
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Lynda Friesz Public Relations, Inc.

Reminder Boise Airport Public Meeting - Sept. 2 
Monday, August 31, 2015 4:49:01 PM

Public Meeting Open House and

Draft Document Availability

Boise Airport 14 CFR Part 150 Airport Noise

Compatibility Planning Study Update

The City of Boise will hold an open house to review the
Draft Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 14 Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 150 Airport Noise
Compatibility Planning Study Update for the Boise Airport in
the Boise River Conference Room at Boise Airport (BOI)
from 4:00 - 6:00 p.m. on Wednesday, September 2,

2015.  The meeting will be held in an open house format
with project information to view, and the study team will be
available to discuss the project.  The same presentation will
be held at 4:30 and 5:30 p.m.  Parking will be validated.

The study defines existing and forecast aircraft noise
exposure levels around BOI, and identifies previously
approved noise abatement measures and updated land use
and continuing program measures necessary to maintain or
enhance compatible land use in the areas and communities
surrounding BOI.

The draft study is available online at
http://www.iflyboise.com/airport-guide/about-the-
airport/noise-compatibility-program/.  Hard copies are
available during normal business hours until September 28,
2015 at the BOI Offices (3201 Airport Way, Suite 1000) and
the Boise Downtown Library (715 S. Capitol Blvd.).  Written
comments on the draft study are requested and will be
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accepted if postmarked or received by Monday, September
28, 2015.  

Comments should be submitted in writing via email to
khughes@hntb.com or to:
Kim Hughes, P.E.
HNTB
2900 S. Quincy Street, Suite 200
Arlington, VA  22206

Please feel free to forward this to anyone you feel would
like to participate.
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Boise Airport 
14 CFR Part 150 Study Update 



B o i s e  A i r p o r t  P a r t  1 5 0  S t u d y  U p d a t e  
W

hat is a Part 150 Study? 

Title 14 CFR Part 150 (Part 150) is a voluntary 
program

, created in 1984 in accordance w
ith the 

Aviation Safety and N
oise Abatem

ent Act of 1979. 

Part 150 describes the specific docum
ent 

subm
itted to the Federal Aviation Adm

inistration 
(FAA) for acceptance of the Airport’s noise 
contours and approval of the Airport’s program

. 

The Part 150 docum
ent can include tw

o 
com

ponents: 

 Existing Condition (2015) 
 Future Condition (2020) 

1 - N
oise Exposure M

aps (N
EM

) 

 N
oise Abatem

ent M
easures 

 Land U
se M

easures 
 Continuing Program

 M
easures 

2 - N
oise Com

patibility Program
 (N

CP) 



B
o

is
e

 A
ir

p
o

rt
 P

a
rt

 1
5

0
 S

tu
d

y
 U

p
d

a
te

 

Part 150 Study Process 
Inventory 

• Number of operations 
• Types of aircraft 
• When and where aircraft fly Model existing (2015) noise 

exposure contour 

(NEM - Existing) 
Forecast the type and 

frequency of operations five 
years into the future 

Draft Part 150 Update Draft Part
document 

150 Updateart
ntnt publication and umennt ublication pu

Open House #2
aon 

#2#2 

Part 150 Update 
submission to FAA after 
comments on Draft are 

addressed 

Model future (2020) noise 
exposure contour 

(NEM - Future) 
Potential noise abatement 

and land use measures 
Analysis of 2006 NCP 

measures; recommend 
changes to NCP 

Recommended measures 

(NCP) 

FAA acceptance of NEMs; 
approval of NCP 

Open House #1#1 Open House #
June 2015

1e ##1
1515 

Noise Exposure Map (NEM) Task 

Noise Compatibility Program (NCP) Task 

Document Submittal/Approval 

Public Participation 
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2015 DRAFT NEM CONTOUR

AIRPORT PROPERTY BOUNDARY
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AIRPORT INFLUENCE AREA

PLACE OF WORSHIP

NURSING HOME

SCHOOL

NATIONAL HISTORIC PLACE

AIRPORT FENCE

DNL Range (dB) Housing 
Units Estimated Population Percentage of 

Total
65 to less than 70 82 237 91%
70 to less than 75 7 23 9%

Greater than or equal to 75 0 0 0%
Total 89 260 100%

2015 Draft NEM
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Total
65 to less than 70 343 828 79%
70 to less than 75 76 222 21%

Greater than or equal to 75 0 0 0%
Total 419 1,050 100%

2020 Forecast Operations with Potential F-15 Mission
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B o i s e  A i r p o r t  P a r t  1 5 0  S t u d y  U p d a t e  
N

O
ISE A

BATEM
EN

T (N
A

) M
EA

SU
RES 

# 
Description 

N
A-1 

Preferential Runw
ay U

se
 

Thism
easure w

ould designate Runw
ays 10L and 10R as the preferential 

flow
 for departing aircraft and Runw

ays 28L and 28R for arriving aircraft, per 
the discretion of the Boise ATCT. M

easure also designates north parallel 
runw

ay (Runw
ay 10R/28L) as the prim

ary arrival runw
ay, and the south 

parallel (Runw
ay 10L/28R) as the prim

ary departure runw
ay.  

N
A-2 

Departure Turn Altitudes  

This m
easure w

ould continue directing jet departures from
 Runw

ays 28L 
and 28R to m

aintain runw
ay heading until reaching 5,000 feet M

SL before 
turning north or south. 

N
A-3 

Departure Turn Altitudes  

This m
easure w

ould continue directing non-jet aircraft over 12,500 pounds 
w

ith destination headings to the north to fly runw
ay heading to 4,500 feet 

M
SL before turning. 

N
A-4 

Departure Turn Altitudes  

This m
easure w

ould continue directing VFR departures w
ith destination 

headings to the north to fly runw
ay heading to the end of the runw

ay 
before turning. 

N
A-5 

Departure Turn Altitudes  

This m
easure w

ould continue to direct north and northw
est bound turbojet 

departures from
 Runw

ays 10L and 10R to fly runw
ay heading to 5,000 feet 

M
SL before turning north. 

N
A-6 

Distant N
oise Abatem

ent Departure Profile (N
ADP)  

BO
I w

ould establish the Distant N
ADP as the recom

m
ended N

ADP for all 
runw

ay ends. This m
easure w

ould apply to jet aircraft w
ith a m

axim
um

 
takeoff w

eight greater than 75,000 pounds. For lighter jet aircraft, the 
continued use of the N

ational Business Aviation Association noise 
abatem

ent departure procedures w
ould be encouraged. 

N
A-7 

Visual Approach Arrival Altitudes  

This m
easure w

ould encourage ATCT to voluntarily route aircraft on the 
visual approach to runw

ays 28L and 28R at 5,000 feet M
SL until the aircraft 

begins final approach. 

N
otes: 

•
N

o additional noise m
itigation m

easures identified. 
•

All depicted noise abatem
ent m

easures w
ere “approved as voluntary” by the FAA in the 2006 

N
CP. M

easures 6-7 w
ere disapproved by the FAA in the 2006 N

CP and are not show
n. 

EE
BATE
BA

AA
MM

EN
T

(
M

EN
T

UU
RES

R
ECO

M
M

EN
DED N

O
ISE C

O
M

PATIBILITY P
RO

GRAM
 



B o i s e  A i r p o r t  P a r t  1 5 0  S t u d y  U p d a t e  
LA

N
D

 U
SE (LU

) M
EA

SU
RES 

Category 
M

easure 

AIA and 
Com

prehensive 
Planning 

LU
-1:  M

aintain current Airport Influence Area (AIA) 
boundaries. 

LU
-2:  Task force to determ

ine if refinem
ent of land use 

com
patibility standards in the AIA is needed. 

Zoning 
M

easures 

LU
-3:  Industrial and com

m
ercial zoning in AIA. 

LU
-4:  Rezone Apple Street area. 

LU
-5 (previous):  Rezone Gow

en Road area. 

LU
-6 (previous):  Encourage clustered residential developm

ent. 

LU
-7 (previous):  M

aintain large lot residential zoning. 

LU
-5:  M

aintain rural preservation zoning. 

LU
-7:  Adoption of project review

 guidelines for the City of 
Boise and Ada County. 

LU
-13:  M

aintain airport staff liaison for planning and zoning 
building departm

ents of City of Boise and Ada County. 

Avigation 
Easem

ents 

LU
-6:  Am

end building perm
it applications to require avigation 

easem
ents. 

LU
-11:  Purchase of avigation easem

ents. 

Building Codes/ 
N

LR 
Construction 

Standards 

LU
-10 (previous):  Adopt local building code am

endm
ents for  

noise level reduction (N
LR) construction in the AIA. 

LU
-16 (previous):  Am

end building perm
it applications to 

docum
ent/require N

LR com
pliance. 

Disclosure 
LU

-8:  Fair disclosure of noise im
pacts in the AIA. 

LU
-12:  Continue to prom

ote early recognition of AIA w
ithin al 

application processes.  

Land 
Acquisition and 

Relocation 

LU
-9:  Voluntary residential property acquisition w

ithin or 
adjacent to DN

L 65+ dB noise exposure contour. 

LU
-10:  U

ndeveloped property acquisition w
ithin the DN

L 65+ 
dB noise exposure contour. 

Potential N
ew

 
M

easures 
LU

-14:  Am
end City of Boise Zoning O

rdinance to include AIA 
O

verlay Zoning District.  

R
ECO

M
M

EN
DED N

O
ISE C

O
M

PATIBILITY P
RO

GRAM
 

Recom
m

ended, 
sam

e as 2006. 
Recom

m
ended, as 

revised. 
N

ew
 m

easure, 
recom

m
ended. 

Rem
ove from

 
consideration. 



B o i s e  A i r p o r t  P a r t  1 5 0  S t u d y  U p d a t e  
CO

N
TIN

U
IN

G
 PRO

G
RA

M
 (CP) M

EA
SU

RES 
# 

Description 

CP-1 
N

oise Com
plaint System

 

Boise Airport w
ould m

aintain a system
 for recording and 

dissem
inating inform

ation on noise com
plaints. 

CP-2
Public Inform

ation Program
This m

easure w
ould establish a program

 to enhance public 
aw

areness of aircraft noise issues and the N
oise Com

patibility 
Program

. 

CP-3 
Airport N

oise Com
m

ittee
 

This m
easure w

ould establish a standing com
m

ittee to encourage 
dialogue betw

een com
m

unity representatives, aeronautical users, 
and the Boise Airport. 

CP-4 
Airport N

oise Relations Staff  

Boise Airport w
ould continue to designate at least one staff position 

w
ith responsibility for im

plem
entation of the N

CP m
easures, 

coordination w
ith the City of Boise and Ada County, and neighboring 

com
m

unities. 

CP-5 
Periodic Evaluation of N

oise Exposure
 

This evaluation w
ould serve to update the N

EM
s.  

N
ote: The previous N

CP com
m

itted the airport sponsor to updating 
the N

CP as necessary. 

UU
IN

G
PR

U
IN

G
ROO

G
RA

M
O

G
RA

A
SSU

RES
SU

RE

R
ECO

M
M

EN
DED N

O
ISE C

O
M

PATIBILITY P
RO

GRAM
 

Recom
m

ended, 
sam

e as 2006. 
Recom

m
ended, as 

revised. 
N

ew
 m

easure, 
recom

m
ended. 

Rem
ove from

 
consideration. 
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PUBLIC / QUASI-PUBLIC

EDUCATION

SLOPE PROTECTION

SUBURBAN

LU-4:  Rezone Apple Street Area
Zoning
Existing Land Use
Future Land Use

Yes.  Current zoning designation (A-1) 
is inconsistent with future land use 
(Industrial), which would be 
compatible with airport operations.

A-1: Open Land Very Low Density (City)
Industrial
Industrial

Recommended to be Carried Forward?

LU-6:  Encourage Clustered Residential Development
Zoning

Future Land Use
No.  This area has already been 
subdivided and partially developed.

R-1C:  Single Family Residential, Urban (City)

Existing Land Use
Single Family Residential
Public Facility/Institutional
Transportation
Suburban

Recommended to be Carried Forward?

LU-7:  Maintain Large Lot Residential Zoning

No.  This area is in the East Columbia 
Planning Area and will likely be 
rezoned for higher density uses in the 
future.

Future Land Use Planned Community (City)
Rural (County)

Recommended to be Carried Forward?

Existing Land Use Vacant / Open Space
Transportation

Zoning RUT: Rural Urban Transition (County)
RP:    Rural Preservation (County)

LU-5:  Rezone Gowen Road Area
Zoning

Future Land Use

No.  This area is in the East Columbia 
Planning Area and will likely be 
rezoned for higher density uses in the 
future.

Existing Land Use Vacant / Open Space
Transportation

RUT:  Rural Urban Transition (County)

Industial
Planned Community

Recommended to be Carried Forward?

LU-8:  Maintain Rural Preservation Zoning

Future Land Use

Yes.   Boundary revised to reflect East 
Columbia Planning Area.  Areas within 
Ada County are consistent with Ada 
County future land use plans.

Zoning

RP:      Rural Preservation (County)
A-2:    Open Land, Reserve (City)
R-1A:  Single Family Residential, Large Lot (City)
R4:      Medium Low Density Residential Zone (County)

Suburban (City)
Industrial (City)
Rural (County)
Planned Community (City)

Recommended to be Carried Forward?

Existing Land Use

Single Family Residential
Industrial
Vacant / Open Space
Transportation
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AREA AFFECTED BY ZONING MEASURES

AIRPORT INFLUENCE AREA

AIRPORT PROPERTY BOUNDARY

BOISE CITY LIMITS

PARCEL BOUNDARY

EAST COLUMBIA BOUNDARY

AREA OF CITY IMPACT

PLACE OF WORSHIP
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AIRPORT FENCE

AIRPORT
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MIXED USE

OFFICE

PLANNED COMMUNITY

PARKS / OPEN SPACE

PUBLIC / QUASI-PUBLIC

EDUCATION

SLOPE PROTECTION

SUBURBAN

Recommended Zoning Measures

LU-4:  Rezone Apple Street Area
Zoning
Existing Land Use
Future Land Use

Yes.  Current zoning designation (A-1) 
is inconsistent with future land use 
(Industrial), which would be 
compatible with airport operations.

A-1: Open Land Very Low Density (City)
Industrial
Industrial

Recommended to be Carried Forward?

LU-5:  Maintain Rural Preservation Zoning (Previously LU-8)

Future Land Use

Yes.   Boundary revised to reflect East 
Columbia Planning Area.  Areas within 
Ada County are consistent with Ada 
County future land use plans.

Recommended to be Carried Forward?

Existing Land Use

Single Family Residential
Industrial
Vacant / Open Space
Transportation
Suburban (City)
Industrial (City)
Rural (County)
Planned Community (City)

Zoning

RP:      Rural Preservation (County)
A-2:    Open Land, Reserve (City)
R-1A:  Single Family Residential, Large Lot (City)
R4:      Medium Low Density Residential Zone (County)
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Open House #2 – September 2, 2015
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 Part 150 Study Update
– What is a Part 150 Study?
– Study Process – Where are we now?

 Draft Noise Exposure Maps 
(NEM)
– Existing (2015)
– Future (2020)

 Noise Compatibility Program
– Noise Abatement
– Land Use
– Continuing Program

 Next Steps

Agenda

2

Boise Airport Draft Part 150 
Study Update  published 

August 26, 2015.



9/8/2015

2

Bo
is

e
A

ir
po

rt
 P

ar
t 

15
0 

St
ud

y 
U

pd
at

e

 What is Part 150?
– A voluntary program created in accordance with the Aviation 

Safety and Noise Abatement Act of 1979.

– Sets standards for documenting aircraft noise near airports.

Part  150  Study  Update

3

– Identifies nearby land uses that 
may not be compatible with 
aircraft noise levels, and 
identifies strategies to mitigate 
and prevent them.

– Describes the document 
submitted to the Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA).
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 What is a Part 150 Study?
❶ Noise Exposure Maps (NEM)

─ Describes existing (baseline) and future (5 years) noise 
conditions at the airport.

─ Noise contours are depicted on land use maps to identify 
areas of non‐compatible land use.

─ NEMs are accepted by FAA.

❷ Noise Compatibility Program (NCP)
─ Noise abatement, land use and program measures to 

address existing and potential aviation noise.

─ The NCP requires FAA approval.

Part  150  Study  Update

4
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5

Inventory
• Number of operations
• Types of aircraft
• When & where aircraft fly

Model existing (2015) 
noise exposure contour

(NEM ‐ Existing) Forecast the type and 
frequency of operations 
five years into the future

Draft Part 150 Update 
document publication 

and Open House #2

Part 150 Update 
submission to FAA 
after comments on 
Draft are addressed

Model future (2020) 
noise exposure contour

(NEM ‐ Future)Potential noise 
abatement and land use 

measuresAnalysis of 2006 NCP 
measures; recommend 

changes to NCP

Recommended measures
(NCP)

FAA acceptance of 
NEMs; approval of 

NCP

Open House #1
June 2015

Document Submittal/Approval

Noise Exposure Map (NEM) Task

Noise Compatibility Program (NCP) Task

Public Participation

Part  150  Study  Update
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 Modeling Noise Exposure 
• Day‐Night Average Sound Level (DNL)*

─ FAA requirement to use DNL. 

─ An average measurement over 24 hours.

─ Nighttime penalties 10 dB (10:00 PM – 6:59 AM).

• DNL Contours*
─ Contours based on Annual Average Day (AAD) operations.

─ Contours produced for existing (2015) and future (2020) 
forecast aircraft operational levels. 

─ Noise exposure levels > DNL 65 dB are considered 
incompatible with noise‐sensitive land uses.

Noise  Exposure  Map
1

6
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Draft 2015 Noise Exposure Map
1

7

DNL Range (dB) Housing Units
Estimated 

Population

65 to less than 70 82 237

70 to less than 75 7 23

Greater than or equal to 75 0 0

Total 89 260

2015 Draft NEM

Draft  2020  Noise  Exposure  Map
Potent ia l  Replacement  of  A ‐10  Miss ion  with  F ‐15  Miss ion

1

8

DNL Range (dB) Estimated 
Population

65 to less than 70 343 828

70 to less than 75 76 222

Greater than or equal to 75 0 0

Total 419 1,050

2020 Forecast Operations with Potential F-15 Mission

Housing Units
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 What is included in an NCP?
– List of actions proposed to minimize existing and future aircraft 

noise and land use incompatibility.

– Evaluation of measures considered that could reduce potential 
incompatibilities identified in NEM.

 Noise Abatement Measures

 Land Use Measures

 Continuing Program Measures

– Measures recommended for approval in NCP reflect Airport 
operator’s recommendations;  do not represent opinions or 
decisions of FAA.

Noise Compatibility Program (NCP)

9

2
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 Implementation of Recommended NCP
– Contingent upon:

‒ FAA approval of NCP (where applicable).

‒ ATCT continued promotion of voluntary noise abatement measures.

‒ Airport, City of Boise and Ada County adherence to NCP; codifying the 
applicable measures into land use planning documents.

‒ Availability of Federal and local funding for voluntary acquisition of vacant 
and residential land uses.

‒ Homeowner or landowner’s desire to participate in voluntary acquisition 
and relocation programs (if applicable).

Noise Compatibility Program (NCP)

10

2
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Noise Abatement Measures

11

2

Purpose

Identify potential methods for reducing noise within the DNL 65 dB noise contour.

Evaluation of Measures

Considers safety, impacts to ATC, economic costs, legal constraints, and feasibility. 
Must provide a benefit within the DNL 65 dB noise contour.

Recommended Measures
NA‐1 Preferential Runway Use (approved and partially implemented)

NA‐2 to 
NA‐5

Departure Turn Altitudes (approved and partially implemented)

NA‐6 Downwind Arrival Flight Tracks (disapproved, remove)

NA‐7 FMS/GPS Procedure for the I‐84 Corridor (disapproved, remove)

NA‐8  Distant Noise Abatement Departure Profile (approved and partially implemented)

NA‐9  Visual Approach Arrival Altitudes (approved and partially implemented)
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Land Use Measures

12

2

Purpose

Seek to reduce non‐compatible land uses by preventing future non‐compatible 
development, changing existing land uses, or reducing the effect of noise through 
corrective means.

Evaluation of Measures

Evaluation criteria considers compatibility, benefits, costs, legal feasibility, and 
property values.

Recommended Measures
Current NCP recommends 14 measures.

 Corrective – Address existing non‐compatible land uses within the DNL 65 dB 
contour of the NEM.

 Preventive – Seek to prevent the introduction of new non‐compatible land uses 

within the AIA.
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Land Use Measures

13

2

Categories
• Airport Influence Area and Comprehensive Planning (2)
• Zoning Measures (6)
• Avigation Easements (2)
• Disclosure (2)
• Voluntary Land Acquisition and Relocation (2)

Recommended Land Use (LU) Measures

Land Use Measures: 
Airport   Inf luence  Area  and  Comprehensive  Planning

14

2

AIA and Comprehensive Planning
LU‐1 Maintain current AIA boundaries.

LU‐2 Task force to determine if refinement of land use 
compatibility standards is needed.
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Land Use Measures: 
Airport   Inf luence  Area  and  Comprehensive  Planning

15

2

AIA and Comprehensive Planning
LU‐1 Maintain current AIA boundaries.

LU‐2 Task force to determine if refinement of land use 
compatibility standards is needed.

16

Land Use Measures: 
Zoning  Measures  Evaluated  (2006  NCP  Zoning  Measures)

2

LU‐3
Industrial and commercial zoning in AIA
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17

Land Use Measures: 
Zoning  Measures

2

Land Use Measures: 
Voluntary  Land  Acquis i t ion  and  Relocat ion

18

2

Voluntary Land Acquisition and Relocation
LU‐13 Voluntary residential property acquisition within or 

adjacent to DNL 65+ dB noise exposure contour
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Land Use Measures: 
Voluntary  Land  Acquis i t ion  and  Relocat ion

19

2

Voluntary Land Acquisition and Relocation
LU‐14 Undeveloped property acquisition within DNL 

65+ dB contour
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Land Use Measures

20

2

New LU‐14 Amend City of Boise Zoning Ordinance to Include Airport 
Influence Area Overlay Zoning District

Description The City of Boise should amend its zoning ordinance to include an overlay 
zoning district that would enforce the guidelines in each of the subareas of 
the AIA.

Area to which 
measure would be 
applied

Current land within the AIA boundary zones in the City of Boise.

Anticipated Benefits When established as an overlay district, the AIA standards will be legally 
enforceable.

Implementation 
Factors

The City of Boise would establish this policy by amending its zoning 
ordinance. The AIA, NCP or relevant parts could be adopted as part of the 
ordinance.

Responsible parties City of Boise

Conclusion This measure is recommended for inclusion in the NCP.  This measure 
provides a viable mechanism for ensuring the legal enforcement of the AIA 
guidelines.

New Potential Land Use Measure (Zoning)
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Continuing Program Measures

21

2

Purpose

Ongoing measures to enhance implementation of the NCP.

Evaluation of Measures

Ability to enhance the Airport’s noise and land use program implementation.

Recommended Measures

CP‐1 Noise Complaint System

CP‐2 Public Information Program

CP‐3 Airport Noise Committee

CP‐4 Aircraft Noise Relations Staff

CP‐5 Periodic Evaluation of Noise Exposure
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Recommended NCP

22

2

Noise Abatement Measures :  7

No additions to 2006 NCP.

Land Use Measures:  14

Five (5) measures continued without 
change from 2006 NCP.

Five (5) measures removed.

Eight (8) measures revised.

One (1) new measure added.

Continuing Program Measures:  5

No additions to 2006 NCP.



9/8/2015

12

Bo
is

e
A

ir
po

rt
 P

ar
t 

15
0 

St
ud

y 
U

pd
at

e

Next  Steps

Milestone Estimated Date
Publish Draft Part 150 Study August 26, 2015

Open House #2 Today

Comment Period
• Comment Form
• Email: khughes@hntb.com

Through September 28, 2015

Incorporate Comments September/October

Submit NEM/NCP Update to FAA October

FAA Review of NEMs and NCP October 2015 ‐ March 2016 

FAA Issues Record of Approval on NCP March 2016

23

Locations to review Draft Study:

• Online: www.iflyboise.com
• Airport offices
• Boise Downtown Library (715 South Capitol Blvd.)



Information Handout 

(Open House #2) 



Part 150 Study Update  
Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study 

  
  
Open House # 2  •  September 2, 2015  

  
  

 

Agenda 
 

4:00 – 6:00 pm Open House 
4:30 – 5:00 pm Presentation 
5:30 – 6:00 pm Presentation 

The Presentation (identical content at 
both times) will provide an overview of the 
existing (2015) and potential future (2020) 
Noise Exposure Maps (NEMs) and 
provide an overview of the Part 150 Study 
Update process. The presentation will 
discuss the status of the 2006 NCP and 
identify those measures that remain 
applicable for inclusion in the 2015 NCP.  

The Open House will provide an 
opportunity to view the study materials. 
Attendees will also be able to discuss any 
questions with the Study Team.  

  

Thank you for attending the second Open House for the 
Boise Airport Part 150 Study Update. The purpose of a 
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 14 CFR Part 150 
Study is to define the noise exposure levels in and 
around the Airport and provide noise compatibility 
planning to help alleviate noise impacts to the 
surrounding areas and communities. The purpose of this 
workshop is to provide the status of the 2006 Noise 
Compatibility Program (NCP) and identify those 
measures that remain applicable for inclusion in the 2015 
NCP.  

Information is provided on: 

 Commonly asked questions about the Part 150 
Study; 

 Existing (2015) and Future (2020) Draft Noise 
Exposure Contours; and 

 Recommended NCP Measures. 

Please fill in the Comment Sheet and return it to the sign-
in table or mail/email it to the contact listed on the 
Comment Sheet.  

 

  COMMONLY ASKED QUESTIONS ABOUT THE PART 150 UPDATE STUDY 

What is a 14 CFR Part 150 Study? 

Title 14 CFR Part 150 (Part 150) was created in 1984 in accordance with the Aviation Safety and Noise 
Abatement Act of 1979.  Its objectives include the following: 

 Establishing a nationally uniform system of describing aircraft noise and noise exposure in an attempt 
to eliminate confusion resulting from the use of different descriptors in different communities; 

 Describing land use compatibility criteria for the guidance of local communities, while recognizing that 
these criteria will be influenced by local values and factors; and 

 Providing technical assistance to airport operators and other governmental agencies in preparing and 
executing noise compatibility planning and implementation programs. 

1 
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  What is a 14 CFR Part 150 Study? (continued) 

Part 150 describes the specific document that is submitted to the FAA for acceptance of the Airport’s program. 
The document can include both Noise Exposure Maps (NEM) and a Noise Compatibility Program (NCP). NEMs 
have been prepared for the existing condition (2015) and future conditions (2020).  

The NCP (subject of tonight’s Open House) is essentially a list of the actions the airport operator, in consultation 
with aeronautical users, local governments, and the FAA, proposes to undertake to correct existing noise/land 
use incompatibilities and to prevent or minimize future noise/land use incompatibility.  The NCP includes noise 
abatement measures, land use measures and continuing program measures.  No additions were made to the 
noise abatement measures from the previous (2006) Study.  The land use measures were evaluated for their 
continued benefit and potential new land use measures were identified to further reduce and prevent 
incompatibilities. The continuing program measures are all carried forward from the 2006 NCP. 

What is the Day-Night Average Sound Level (DNL)? 

DNL is the average noise exposure level over a 24-hour period, with a 10 dB penalty added for aircraft noise 
occurring during nighttime (defined as 10:00 p.m. through 7:00 a.m.). This weighting reflects the added 
intrusiveness of nighttime noise events due to the fact that community background noise levels typically 
decrease by 10 decibels at night. DNL does not represent the noise level heard at any particular time, but rather 
represents the total noise exposure for the average annual day. DNL is the metric required by the FAA in noise 
contour development for the assessment of annual average day noise exposure. 

What is used to model aircraft noise exposure? 

This study uses the Integrated Noise Model (INM) to model civilian aircraft noise and the Department of 
Defense model (NOISEMAP) to model military operations. On May 29th, 2015, the FAA released the Aviation 
Environmental Design Tool (AEDT) Version 2b to replace the INM as the FAA-required noise model for use in a 
Part 150 Study.  Because this Study commenced prior to May 29th, INM is approved for use in this Part 150 
Study.   

Each noise model generates noise exposure levels (e.g., DNL contours) based on input data developed 
specifically for the airport under consideration. Computer-based noise modeling allows for the projection of 
future, forecast noise exposure, and importantly, allows for the comparison of potential future scenarios that 
cannot be captured using noise monitoring.    

What is an “annual average day” (AAD)? 

Part 150 requires the use of an annual average day (AAD) to assess noise exposure. Annual average daily 
operations are representative of all aircraft operations that occur over the course of a year. The total annual 
operations are divided by 365 days to determine the annual average daily operations. Since airports and air 
traffic are complex systems that vary from day to day due to weather, airline schedules, and other factors, the 
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  use of average annual daily operations allows these dynamics to be included in the evaluation of aircraft noise 

exposure.  FAA radar data (which provides information on actual flight operations at Boise Airport including 
date, time, aircraft type, runway use, flight track, etc.) was used in this study. 

How are existing land uses identified? 

Determination of land use must be based on professional planning criteria and procedures utilizing as 
appropriate, comprehensive land use planning, zoning, building design, and/or site planning. Both the City of 
Boise and Ada County provided data on land use, zoning, and development information around Boise Airport.   

3 

Common Land Use Terms Defined for the Part 150 Study 

Airport Influence 
Area (AIA) 

The AIA can assist the City of Boise and 
Ada County in determining if a land use 
is potentially incompatible with existing 
and future aircraft operations.  The AIA 
includes four sub-districts: A, B, B-1 and 
C, each with varying land use guidelines 
based on  proximity to potential airport 
noise.   

Blueprint Boise 
(2011), Boise’s 
Comprehensive 
Plan 

The City of Boise’s comprehensive plan 
for managing growth for the next 20 
years. It includes a land use map 
depicting the expected type and 
location of future development in the 
City. The land use map works in 
conjunction with zoning to direct 
development.  

East Columbia 
Planning Area 

An area east of I-84 and south of 
Gowen Road being planned by the City 
of Boise, intended to have a mix of 
uses, including housing and planned 
community (PC) development. 

Avigation 
Easement 

An avigation easement is the right to 
the use of real property for the purpose 
of aircraft overflights and related noise, 
vibrations, and other effects caused by 
aircraft operations. Although the use of 
navigable airspace by aircraft is a 
federal prerogative, an avigation 
easement provides an additional form 
of right-of-way and disclosure. 

What does the Draft 2015 Noise Exposure Map 
(NEM) represent? 

The Draft 2015 NEM represents the existing noise 
exposure environment at Boise Airport given 
existing aircraft activity levels and the operational 
procedures in use today. For the 2015 NEM, over 
128,000 annual aircraft operations are represented.  

What is forecast to occur in 2020?  

The Part 150 Study Update included a detailed 
forecast of operations for the year 2020. The 
forecast anticipates that BOI will host over 138,000 
operations in 2020. In consideration of the 
uncertain future of the Idaho Air National Guard’s 
(ANG) current A-10 aircraft mission, the Airport 
prepared multiple future forecasts that considered 
different potential Idaho ANG missions, including a 
continuation of the existing A-10 mission, a 
replacement F-15 mission, and a replacement F-35 
mission.  

What does the Draft 2020 NEM represent? 

The Future (2020) Draft NEM represents an 
increase in passenger jet operations, which follows 
recent trends at BOI, and presumes that the most 
likely future scenario for the Idaho ANG is a 
replacement of the current A-10 mission with F-15 
operations, which have notably different noise 
characteristics from the relatively quiet A-10 
aircraft. 
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  What contour will be used to develop the noise compatibility program? (continued) 

Due to the uncertain nature of the future Idaho ANG operations, which greatly influences the NEM contours, 
BOI is recommending the use of the 2015 NEM as the basis for corrective land use measures, rather than the 
2020 NEM for this NCP.   

How can I participate in the Part 150 Update Study? 

The Draft Part 150 Study Update document is currently available for public review and comment on the Airport 
website (http://www.iflyboise.com/airport-guide/about-the-airport/noise-compatibility-program/), or in hard copy 
at the Airport offices and the Boise Downtown Library. You are invited to review the Draft Part 150 Study 
Update and provide comments in writing at today’s meeting or by email or mail at the address on the comment 
form.  Please submit comments on the Draft Study  by September 28th, 2015. 

NOISE EXPOSURE CONTOURS 

Existing (2015) Conditions 

Figure 1 presents the 2015 Draft NEM. The 2015 Draft NEM was developed using the input data described 
above for both civilian and military operations. The 2015 Draft NEM considers average runway use and the 
average location and use of flight tracks.  

The DNL 65 dB noise contour (the outermost contour shown on Figure 1) also represents the distinction 
between land uses that are generally considered compatible with aircraft operations and those that are not. 
Noise-sensitive land uses, such as residential land, schools, places of worship and nursing homes are identified 
on the map.  

As shown on the figure, the DNL 65 dB noise contour extends beyond the Airport’s property line into the 
surrounding land uses in two areas – to the west of the Airport along the extended centerline of the runways, 
and to the north of Interstate 84. Approximately 89 housing units are within or immediately adjacent to the DNL 
65+ dB noise contour.  

Future (2020) Conditions 

Figure 2 presents the resulting noise contour with a potential change in mission of the Idaho ANG from A-10 
aircraft to F-15 aircraft. Although it is not certain exactly how a potential F-15 mission would operate at BOI, this 
study considered similar F-15 missions (including how frequently the aircraft would fly, what types of training 
activity would occur, and how noise could be minimized) at other facilities and coordination with the Idaho ANG.  

Figure 2 is also presented as the Future 2020 NEM as it represents a worst-case scenario for which the City of 
Boise and Ada County can use to make informed land use and zoning decisions. Under this scenario, the DNL 
65 dB noise exposure contour increases in size and includes a larger number of housing units (approximately 
419 housing units within the DNL 65+ dB noise contour) and one potentially noise-sensitive facility. The change 
in noise exposure is due primarily to the different noise characteristics of the F-15 aircraft.  
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  RECOMMENDED NOISE ABATEMENT MEASURES 

Noise abatement (NA) measures reduce areas of non-compatible land use by decreasing or moving aircraft 
noise through aircraft procedural changes, such as modifications to runway use, flight track geometry and use, 
and departure profiles. The measures presented in this handout are the previously recommended measures in 
the 2006 NCP,  for which the FAA approved, and their anticipated schedule. The noise abatement measures of 
the NCP are recommended to remain unchanged from the 2006 NCP, with exception of removal of the two 
measures that were disapproved by the FAA in the 2006 NCP.  
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Proposed 
Measure 

Implementation Actions and Responsible 
Parties 

Anticipated Costs 
and Funding Sources 

Anticipated 
Schedule 

NA-1:  Preferential 
Runway Use 

BOI would request amendment of ATCT 
standard operating procedures to include 
alternative flight procedures.  FAA reviews, 
approves, and implements. 

BOI and FAA 
administrative costs. 

Currently in 
place. 

NA-2:  Departure 
Turn Altitudes 

BOI would request amendment of ATCT 
standard operating procedures to include 
alternative flight procedures.  FAA reviews, 
approves, and implements. 

BOI and FAA 
administrative costs. 

Currently in 
place.  

NA-3:  Departure 
Turn Altitudes  

BOI to coordinate with ATCT on the 
continued use of the measure. 

BOI and FAA 
administrative costs. 

Currently in 
place. 

NA-4:  Departure 
Turn Altitudes 

BOI to coordinate with ATCT on the 
continued use of the measure. 

BOI and FAA 
administrative costs. 

Currently in 
place. 

NA-5:  Departure 
Turn Altitudes 

BOI to coordinate with ATCT on the 
continued use of the measure. 

BOI and FAA 
administrative costs. 

Currently in 
place. 

NA-6:  Distant 
Noise Abatement 
Departure Profile 

BOI coordinates with airlines to ensure 
implementation of the Distant NADP. 

BOI administrative 
costs. 

Distant NADP 
already in use 
at BOI. 

NA-7:  Visual 
Approach Arrival 
Altitudes  

BOI would request amendment of ATCT 
standard operating procedures to include 
alternative flight procedures.  FAA reviews, 
approves, and implements. 

BOI and FAA 
administrative costs. 

Promote use 
when 
conditions 
allow. 
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  RECOMMENDED LAND USE MEASURES – PAGE 1 

Land use (LU) measures reduce areas of non-compatible land uses by preventing future non-compatible 
development, changing land uses, or reducing the effect of noise through corrective means. The measures 
presented in this handout are the recommended land use measures in the Draft Part 150 Study/ NCP. 

8 

Proposed Measure Implementation Actions and Responsible 
Parties 

Anticipated Costs 
and Funding 

Sources 

Anticipated 
Schedule 

LU-1:  Airport Influence 
Area 

The City of Boise and Ada County would be 
responsible for maintaining the current 
Airport Influence Area boundaries, with 
support from the BOI Commission. 

Jurisdiction 
administrative 
costs. 

Currently in 
place. 

LU-2:  Land Use 
Compatibility Standards 
in Airport Influence Area 
(AIA) 

The City of Boise and Ada County would be 
responsible for determining if task force is 
needed and establishing the task force, 
with BOI support.  

Jurisdiction 
administrative 
costs. 

Upon local 
approval. 

LU-3:  Commercial & 
Industrial Zoning in AIA 

The City of Boise and Ada County would be 
responsible for maintaining existing zoning. 

Jurisdiction 
administrative 
costs. 

Upon local 
approval. 

LU-4:  Zone for 
Compatible Use in Apple 
Street Area 

The City of Boise would be responsible for 
the zoning amendments. 

Jurisdiction 
administrative 
costs.  

Upon local 
approval. 

LU-5:  Maintain Rural 
Preservation Zoning 

Ada County would be responsible for 
maintaining existing RP zoning in the 
County (excluding area in East Columbia 
planning boundary). 

Jurisdiction 
administrative 
costs. 

Upon local 
approval. 

LU-6:  Amend Building 
Permit Application 
Process to Require 
Avigation Easements 

Ada County already has measure in place.  
The City of Boise would need to formalize 
the building permit process to include 
dedication of avigation easements. 

Jurisdiction 
administrative 
costs. 

Upon local 
approval. 

LU-7:  Adoption of 
Project Review 
Guidelines for the City of 
Boise and Ada County 

The City of Boise and Ada County would be 
responsible for ensuring use of project 
review guidelines and enhancing processes 
where possible, and coordinating with BOI.   

Jurisdiction 
administrative 
costs. 

Upon local 
approval. 
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  RECOMMENDED LAND USE MEASURES – PAGE 2 

9 

Proposed Measure Implementation Actions and 
Responsible Parties 

Anticipated Costs 
and Funding 

Sources 

Anticipated 
Schedule 

LU-8:  Fair Disclosure of Noise 
Impacts in the AIA 

Ada County and the City of Boise, 
with coordination from the BOI and 
the local Board of Realtors. 

Jurisdiction 
administrative 
costs. 

Upon local 
approval. 

LU-9:  Voluntary Residential 
Property Acquisition Within and 
Adjacent to DNL 65+ dB Noise 
Exposure Contour 

BOI in consultation with local 
jurisdictions. 

FAA AIP and BOI 
funds. 

Process 
initiated after 
NCP approval. 

LU-10:  Undeveloped Property 
Acquisition within 65+ DNL 
Contour 

BOI in consultation with local 
jurisdictions. 

FAA AIP and BOI 
funds. 

Process 
initiated after 
NCP approval 

LU-11:  Purchase of Avigation 
Easements 

BOI in consultation with local 
jurisdictions. 

FAA AIP and BOI 
funds. 

Process 
initiated after 
NCP approval. 

LU-12:  Continue to Promote 
Early Recognition of AIA within 
All Application Processes 

The City of Boise would be 
responsible for amending project 
application process. 

Jurisdiction 
administrative 
costs. 

Upon local 
approval. 

LU-13:  Maintain Airport Staff 
Liaison for Planning and Zoning 
Building Departments of both 
City of Boise and Ada County 

BOI would be responsible for 
maintaining a staff liaison. 

Boise 
administrative 
costs. 

Currently in 
place. 

LU-14:  Amend City of Boise 
Zoning Ordinance to Include 
Airport Influence Area Overlay 
District 

The City of Boise and Ada County 
would be responsible for amending 
their zoning ordinance. 

Jurisdiction 
administrative 
costs.  

Upon local 
approval. 
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  RECOMMENDED CONTINUING PROGRAM MEASURES 

Continuing Program (CP) measures may be useful for implementing and evaluating the recommended noise 
abatement and land use measures. The measures can also serve to enhance community and Airport dialogue 
regarding aviation noise, improve public understanding of aviation noise, and provide of ongoing evaluation of 
noise generated from aircraft flight operations. The measures presented in this handout are the recommended 
measures developed for the 2006, which are all recommended for inclusion in the updated NCP. 
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Proposed Measure Implementation Actions 
and Responsible Parties 

Anticipated Costs and 
Funding Sources Anticipated Schedule 

CP-1: Noise 
Complaint System 

BOI would implement 
measure. 

BOI administrative costs. Currently in place. 

CP-2: Public 
Information Program 

BOI would implement 
measure. 

BOI administrative costs. Initiate following NCP 
approval. 

CP-3: Airport Noise 
Committee 

BOI would implement 
measure. 

BOI administrative costs. Initiate following NCP 
approval. 

CP-4: Aircraft Noise 
Relations Staff 

BOI would implement 
measure. 

BOI administrative costs. Currently in place. 

CP-5: Periodic 
Evaluation of Noise 
Exposure 

BOI would implement 
measure. 

FAA grant and BOI funds. Initiate process following 
NCP approval at such time 
that operations or 
procedures significantly 
change at BOI. 
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Thank you for participating in tonight’s Open House on Boise Airport’s Part 150 Study Update.  The 
purpose of this study is to define the aviation noise exposure levels around the Airport and receive 
input regarding the Draft Part 150 Study and the recommended Noise Compatibility Program.  
  
Please share any comments you may have regarding this study: 
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________ 
  
Contact Information 
Name     ________________________________________________________________ 
Organization     ________________________________________________________________ 
Address     ________________________________________________________________ 
Phone     _________________________Email: __________________________________ 
 
 Resident     Aeronautical User     Government     Business/Development Interest     Other 
  
Please return your comments tonight via the comment box, or mail/email to:  
  
Kim Hughes, PE 
KHughes@HNTB.com 
HNTB Corporation 
2900 South Quincy Street 
Arlington, Virginia 22206 
  
Please submit all comments by September 28th, 2015. 



Sign-In Sheet
(Open House #2) 







 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Airport Commission Meeting PowerPoint 

September 3, 2015 
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 Part 150 Study Update
– What is a Part 150 Study?
– Study Process – Where are we now?

 Draft Noise Exposure Maps 
(NEM)
– Existing (2015)
– Future (2020)

 Noise Compatibility Program
– Noise Abatement
– Land Use
– Continuing Program

 Next Steps

Publ ic  Meeting  Agenda

2

Boise Airport Draft Part 150 
Study Update  published 

August 26, 2015.
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Inventory
• Number of operations
• Types of aircraft
• When & where aircraft fly

Model existing (2015) 
noise exposure contour

(NEM ‐ Existing) Forecast the type and 
frequency of operations 
five years into the future

Draft Part 150 Update 
document publication 

and Open House #2

Part 150 Update 
submission to FAA 
after comments on 
Draft are addressed

Model future (2020) 
noise exposure contour

(NEM ‐ Future)Potential noise 
abatement and land use 

measuresAnalysis of 2006 NCP 
measures; recommend 

changes to NCP

Recommended measures
(NCP)

FAA acceptance of 
NEMs; approval of 

NCP

Open House #1
June 2015

Document Submittal/Approval

Noise Exposure Map (NEM) Task

Noise Compatibility Program (NCP) Task

Public Participation

Part  150  Study  Update

Draft 2015 Noise Exposure Map
1

4

DNL Range (dB) Housing Units
Estimated 

Population

65 to less than 70 82 237

70 to less than 75 7 23

Greater than or equal to 75 0 0

Total 89 260

2015 Draft NEM
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Draft  2020  Noise  Exposure  Map
Potent ia l  Replacement  of  A ‐10  Miss ion  with  F ‐15  Miss ion

1

5

DNL Range (dB) Estimated 
Population

65 to less than 70 343 828

70 to less than 75 76 222

Greater than or equal to 75 0 0

Total 419 1,050

2020 Forecast Operations with Potential F-15 Mission
Housing Units
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 What is included in an NCP?
– List of actions proposed to minimize existing and future aircraft 

noise and land use incompatibility.

– Evaluation of measures considered that could reduce potential 
incompatibilities identified in NEM.

 Noise Abatement Measures

 Land Use Measures

 Continuing Program Measures

– Measures recommended for approval in NCP reflect Airport 
operator’s recommendations;  do not represent opinions or 
decisions of FAA.

Noise Compatibility Program (NCP)

6

2
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 Implementation of Recommended NCP
– Contingent upon:

‒ FAA approval of NCP (where applicable).

‒ ATCT continued promotion of voluntary noise abatement measures.

‒ Airport, City of Boise and Ada County adherence to NCP; codifying the 
applicable measures into land use planning documents.

‒ Availability of Federal and local funding for voluntary acquisition of vacant 
and residential land uses.

‒ Homeowner or landowner’s desire to participate in voluntary acquisition 
and relocation programs (if applicable).

Noise Compatibility Program (NCP)

7

2
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Noise Abatement Measures

8

2

Purpose

Identify potential methods for reducing noise within the DNL 65 dB noise contour.

Evaluation of Measures

Considers safety, impacts to ATC, economic costs, legal constraints, and feasibility. 
Must provide a benefit within the DNL 65 dB noise contour.

Recommended Measures
NA‐1 Preferential Runway Use (approved and partially implemented)

NA‐2 to 
NA‐5

Departure Turn Altitudes (approved and partially implemented)

NA‐6 Downwind Arrival Flight Tracks (disapproved, remove)

NA‐7 FMS/GPS Procedure for the I‐84 Corridor (disapproved, remove)

NA‐8  Distant Noise Abatement Departure Profile (approved and partially implemented)

NA‐9  Visual Approach Arrival Altitudes (approved and partially implemented)
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Land Use Measures

9

2

Purpose

Seek to reduce non‐compatible land uses by preventing future non‐compatible 
development, changing existing land uses, or reducing the effect of noise through 
corrective means.

Evaluation of Measures

Evaluation criteria considers compatibility, benefits, costs, legal feasibility, and 
property values.

Recommended Measures
Current NCP recommends 14 measures.

 Corrective – Address existing non‐compatible land uses within the DNL 65 dB 
contour of the NEM.

 Preventive – Seek to prevent the introduction of new non‐compatible land uses 

within the AIA.

Land Use Measures: 
Airport   Inf luence  Area  and  Comprehensive  Planning

10

2

AIA and Comprehensive Planning
LU‐1 Maintain current AIA boundaries.

LU‐2 Task force to determine if refinement of land use 
compatibility standards is needed.



9/8/2015
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11

Land Use Measures: 
Zoning  Measures  Evaluated  (2006  NCP  Zoning  Measures)

2

LU‐3
Industrial and commercial zoning in AIA

12

Land Use Measures: 
Zoning  Measures

2
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Land Use Measures: 
Voluntary  Land  Acquis i t ion  and  Relocat ion

13

2

Voluntary Land Acquisition and Relocation
LU‐13 Voluntary residential property acquisition within or 

adjacent to DNL 65+ dB noise exposure contour

Land Use Measures: 
Voluntary  Land  Acquis i t ion  and  Relocat ion

14

2

Voluntary Land Acquisition and Relocation
LU‐14 Undeveloped property acquisition within DNL 

65+ dB contour
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Land Use Measures

15

2

New LU‐14 Amend City of Boise Zoning Ordinance to Include Airport 
Influence Area Overlay Zoning District

Description The City of Boise should amend its zoning ordinance to include an overlay 
zoning district that would enforce the guidelines in each of the subareas of 
the AIA.

Area to which 
measure would be 
applied

Current land within the AIA boundary zones in the City of Boise.

Anticipated Benefits When established as an overlay district, the AIA standards will be legally 
enforceable.

Implementation 
Factors

The City of Boise would establish this policy by amending its zoning 
ordinance. The AIA, NCP or relevant parts could be adopted as part of the 
ordinance.

Responsible parties City of Boise

Conclusion This measure is recommended for inclusion in the NCP.  This measure 
provides a viable mechanism for ensuring the legal enforcement of the AIA 
guidelines.

New Potential Land Use Measure (Zoning)
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Continuing Program Measures

16

2

Purpose

Ongoing measures to enhance implementation of the NCP.

Evaluation of Measures

Ability to enhance the Airport’s noise and land use program implementation.

Recommended Measures

CP‐1 Noise Complaint System

CP‐2 Public Information Program

CP‐3 Airport Noise Committee

CP‐4 Aircraft Noise Relations Staff

CP‐5 Periodic Evaluation of Noise Exposure
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Recommended NCP

17

2

Noise Abatement Measures :  7

No additions to 2006 NCP.

Land Use Measures:  14

Five (5) measures continued without 
change from 2006 NCP.

Five (5) measures removed.

Eight (8) measures revised.

One (1) new measure added.

Continuing Program Measures:  5

No additions to 2006 NCP.
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Next  Steps

Milestone Estimated Date
Publish Draft Part 150 Study August 26, 2015

Open House #2 Today

Comment Period
• Comment Form
• Email: khughes@hntb.com

Through September 28, 2015

Incorporate Comments September/October

Submit NEM/NCP Update to FAA October

FAA Review of NEMs and NCP October 2015 ‐ March 2016 

FAA Issues Record of Approval on NCP March 2016

18

Locations to review Draft Study:

• Online: www.iflyboise.com
• Airport offices
• Boise Downtown Library (715 South Capitol Blvd.)



 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Open House #3 
October 6, 2015 
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Boise Airport Noise Study OPEN HOUSE

Details

Tue, Oct 6, 5:00 PM - 7:00 PM 

Boise Airport 
Boise Airport, Boise, ID 

Boise Airport Open House 
Noise and Land Use Study 

Tuesday, October 6, 2015, 5:00 PM - 7:00 PM 
Boise River Room - Third Floor of Airport 

The Boise Airport invites you to attend an open house on Tuesday, October 6 as part of the Airport's update to the 14 CFR 
Part 150 Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study. The meeting will be held in an open house format with project 
information to view, and airport staff will be available to discuss the project. The presentation will be held at 6:00 PM. 
Parking will be validated. 

The study defines existing and forecast aircraft noise exposure levels around the Boise Airport, and identifies previously 
approved noise abatement measures and updated land use and continuing program measures necessary to maintain or 
enhance compatible land use in the areas and communities surrounding the airport. 

This study simply models forecasted noise levels from aircraft that could be based at Gowen Field. No long term aircraft 
basing decisions have been made by the United States Air Force at this time regarding what could come after the A-10 is 
retired at Gowen Field. 

Meetings (/events/map/2/)

Location

Oct

6

Other events you might like nearby

(/)
Idaho (/find-neighborhood/id/) Boise (/city/boise--id/)
Boise Events (/events/calendar/id/boise/?
utm_medium=events_public_page&utm_source=events_public_page)
Boise Airport Noise Study Open House

About (/about_us/)Sign in (/login/?utm_medium=events_public_page&utm_source=events_public_page)Sign 
up (/?utm_medium=events_public_page&utm_source=events_public_page)

Boise Events 

Page 1 of 3Boise Airport Noise Study Open House (Boise, ID) | Nextdoor

10/8/2015https://nextdoor.com/events/id/boise/boise-airport-noise-study-open-house-421271



Discover more great local events in your 
neighborhood.

Sign up for Nextdoor (/)

Nextdoor is the free, private social network for your neighborhood.

Useful
The easiest way to keep up with everything in your neighborhood. 

Private
A private environment designed just for you and your neighbors. 

Proven
Over 54,000 neighborhoods across the U.S. rely on Nextdoor. 

Oct

9
Vashti and Chad Summervill in Concert (vashti-and-chad-summervill-in-concert-427012)
Fri, Oct 9, 7:30 PM - 9:30 PM

Oct

10
8th Annual Community Fall Fest (8th-annual-community-fall-fest-426631)
Sat, Oct 10, 10:00 AM - 4:00 PM

Oct

12
City Council Candidate Forum (city-council-candidate-forum-427581)
Mon, Oct 12, 6:30 PM

Oct

15
Energize Our Neighborhood- Annual Meeting (energize-our-neighborhood-annual-meeting-421401)
Thu, Oct 15, 3:00 PM - 7:00 PM

Oct

17
Making Strides Against Breast Cancer Walk (making-strides-against-breast-cancer-walk-400847)
Sat, Oct 17, 9:00 AM

View all Boise events (/events/calendar/id/boise/)

Page 2 of 3Boise Airport Noise Study Open House (Boise, ID) | Nextdoor

10/8/2015https://nextdoor.com/events/id/boise/boise-airport-noise-study-open-house-421271



(/press/)

About (https://nextdoor.com/about_us/) Blog (http://blog.nextdoor.com) For cities (https://nextdoor.com/city/) Jobs (https://nextdoor.com/jobs/)
Guidelines (https://nextdoor.com/neighborhood_guidelines/#guidelines) Neighborhoods (https://nextdoor.com/find-neighborhood/) Events
(https://nextdoor.com/events/calendar/) Public agencies (https://nextdoor.com/agencies/) Privacy (https://nextdoor.com/privacy/#privacy) Press
(https://nextdoor.com/press/) Help (https://nextdoor.com/help/)

© Nextdoor 2015 
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Boise Airport Open House

Noise and Land Use Study

Tuesday, October 6, 2015

5:00 – 7:00 PM

Boise River Room – Third Floor of Airport

The Boise Airport invites you to attend an open house on

Tuesday, October 6 as part of the Airport's update to the 14

CFR Part 150 Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study. The

meeting will be held in an open house format with project

information to view, and airport staff will be available to

discuss the project. The presentation will be held at 6:00

PM. Parking will be validated.

The study defines existing and forecast aircraft noise exposure

levels around the Boise Airport, and identifies previously

approved noise abatement measures and updated land use

and continuing program measures necessary to maintain or

enhance compatible land use in the areas and communities

surrounding the airport.

This study simply models forecasted noise levels from

aircraft that could be based at Gowen

Field. No long term aircraft basing

decisions have been made by the

United States Air Force at this time

regarding what could come after the

A-10 is retired at Gowen Field.

ROSEBURG,Ore.—One
survivor said Thursday that
the assailant, who died in a
shootout with police, de-
manded that his victims at
Umpqua Community Col-
lege state their religion be-
forehestartedshooting.

The killer, identified only
as a 20-year-oldman, invad-
ed a classroom at the school
in the small timber town of
Roseburg, about 180 miles
south of Portland. Authori-
ties shed no light on his mo-
tive.

Douglas County Sheriff
John Hanlin said 10 people
weredeadandsevenwound-
edaftertheattack.Hedidnot
clarify whether the number
of dead included the gun-
man.

Earlier, Oregon Attorney
General Ellen Rosenblum
said 13 people were killed. It
was unclear what led to the
discrepancy.

“It’s been a terrible day,” a
grim-faced Hanlin said.
“Certainly this is a huge
shocktoourcommunity.”

Hours after the attack, a
visibly angry President Ba-
rackObamaspoketoreport-
ers at theWhite House, say-
ing the U.S. is becoming
numb tomass shootings and
that the shooters have “sick-
ness” intheirminds.

Repeating his support for
tighterguncontrol, thepres-
ident said thoughts and
prayers are no longer
enoughinsuchsituationsbe-
causetheydonothingtostop
similarattacksfromhappen-
ing a few weeks or months
later. He challenged voters
wanting to confront the
problem to vote for elected
officialswhowillact.

Police began receiving
calls about a campus shoot-
ing at 10:38 a.m. The school
has but a single unarmed se-
curityguard.

Kortney Moore, 18, said
she was in a freshman writ-
ing class when a shot came
through the window and hit
theteacher inthehead.

Thegunmanthenentered
the Snyder Hall classroom
and told people to get on the
floor, she told the Roseburg
News-Review newspaper.
He told people to stand up
and state their religion be-
foreopeningfire, shesaid.

Nextdoor, studentsheard
a loud thudand thenavolley
ofgunfire,BradyWinder, 23,
toldthenewspaper.

Students scrambled “like
ants, people screaming, ‘Get
out!’ ”Windersaid.

Hesaidonewomanswam
acrossacreektogetaway.

The sheriff said officers
hada shootoutwith thegun-
man, but it was not clear
whetherhewaskilledbyau-
thorities or whether he took
hisownlife.

The gunfire understanda-
blysparkedpanicasstudents
ran for safety andpolice and
ambulances rushed to the
scene.

Lorie Andrews, who lives
across the street from the
campus, said sheheardwhat
sounded like fireworks and
then saw police cruisers
streaming in.Shespokewith
studentsas theyleft.

“One girl came out wrap-
ped in a blanket with blood
onher,”shesaid.

Some students were in
tearsastheyleft.Policelined
up students in a parking lot
with their hands over their
headsandsearchedthembe-
fore they were bused with
faculty to the nearby county
fairgrounds, where counsel-
orswere available and some
parentswaited for their chil-
dren.

Jessica Chandler of Myr-
tleCreek,southofRoseburg,
was at the fairgrounds des-
perately seeking informa-
tion about her 18-year-old
daughter,RebeckaCarnes.

“Idon’tknowwheresheis.
I don’t know if she’s wound-
ed.Ihavenoideawhereshe’s
at,”Chandlersaid.

Carnes’ best friend told
Chandler that her daughter
hadbeenflownbyhelicopter
to a hospital, but she hadnot
been able to find her at area
medicalcenters.

Interim college President

Rita Cavin said it was awful
towatch familieswaiting for
the last bus of survivors and
seeing that their loved ones
werenotonit.

“This is a tragedy and an
anomaly,”shesaid.“Wehave
a wonderful, warm, loving
andfriendlycampus.”

Officials at Mercy Medi-
calCenter inRoseburg,Ore.,
said fourpeoplewerehospi-
talized there without life-
threatening injuries. Three
other patients were trans-
ferredtoahospitalinSpring-
field.

The sheriff described the
town of 22,000 as a peaceful
community that has crime

like any other. In fact, it’s no
stranger to school gun vio-
lence.Afreshmanatthelocal
highschoolshotandwound-
edafellowstudent in2006.

Thesheriffhasbeenvocal
inopposingstateandfederal
guncontrollegislation.Earli-
er this year, he testified
againstabill to requireback-
ground checks on private,
person-to-person gun sales
and told a legislative com-
mittee inMarch that a back-
ground-check mandate
wouldnotpreventcriminals
fromgettingfirearms.

He said the state should
combat gun violence by
crackingdownonconvicted

criminals found with guns,
and by addressing people
with unmanaged mental
healthproblems.

Former UCC President
Joe Olson, who retired in
Juneafterfouryears,saidthe
school hadno formal securi-
tystaff.

Oneofthebiggestdebates
on campus last year was
whether topost armedsecu-
rityofficersoncampustore-
spondtoashooting.

“I suspect this is going to
start a discussion across the
country about how commu-
nity colleges prepare them-
selvesforeventslikethis,”he
said.

COLLEGE SHOOTING

Few answers in another mass gun killing
At a rural community
college in Oregon, at
least nine are dead.

BY JEFF BARNARD

AND GOSIA WOZNIACKA

THE ASSOCIATED PRESS

MICHAEL SULLIVAN / The News-Review via The Associated Press

Students, staff and faculty who had not already scrambled to safety are evacuated from Ump-
qua Community College in Roseburg, Ore.

AARON YOST / The News-Review via The Associated Press

Paramedics return to their ambulances after delivering
patients to Mercy Medical Center in Roseburg. Mercy offi-
cials said they had four of the wounded and all four were
expected to survive.

MICHAEL SULLIVAN / The News-Review via The Associated Press

Authorities move from building to building to secure the campus, which has no formal
security staff, just an officer who works a shift.

SHOOTINGSONORNEARCOLLEGE CAMPUSES

June 5, 2014:A 19-year-old student is
killed and twoothers arewounded in a
shooting at Seattle Pacific University in
Washington before another student tackles
the gunman as he pauses to reload. A
lawyer forAaronReyYbarra, 26,who is
chargedwith first-degreemurder, has said
mental illnesswas a factor.

May23, 2014:Acommunity college
student, Elliot Rodger, 22, kills six people and
injures 13 others in shooting and stabbing
attacks in the area near theUniversity of
California, Santa Barbara, campus.
Authorities said he shot himself to death
after a shootoutwith deputies.

June 7, 2013: Five people are killed and
several others arewounded in Santa
Monica, Calif., when JohnZawahri, 23,
shoots his father and brother and then
shoots at strangers in cars and at Santa
MonicaCollege,where studentswere taking
final exams. Zawahri is fatally shot by
officers in the college library.

April 2, 2012: Seven people are killed and
three are injuredwhen a43-year-old former
student opens fire atOikosUniversity, in
Oakland, Calif. OneGohwas chargedwith
seven counts ofmurder and three counts of
attemptedmurder, but psychiatric
evaluations concluded he suffers from
long-termparanoid schizophrenia and is
unfit to stand trial.

Feb. 14, 2008: Five students are killed
and 18 arewoundedwhen former student
StevenKazmierczak, 27, opens fire in a
lecture hall atNorthern IllinoisUniversity in

DeKalb, Ill., before committing suicide.
Feb. 8, 2008:Twopeople are killedwhen

LatinaWilliams, 23, opens fire during an
emergencymedical technology class at
Louisiana Technical College in Baton Rouge,
La., before shooting herself.

April 16, 2007:Thirty-two people are
fatally shot in a dormand classroomat
Virginia Tech in Blacksburg, Va., before the
gunman, Seung-Hui Cho, 23, kills himself.

Sept. 2, 2006:DouglasW. Pennington,
49, fatally shoots his two sons before killing
himself during a visit to ShepherdUniversity
in Shepherdstown,W.Va.

Oct. 28, 2002:Three professors are
killedwhenRobert Flores Jr., 41, whowas
flunking out of theUniversity ofArizona
nursing school, shoots thembefore killing
himself in Tucson, Ariz.

Jan. 16, 2002:Three people are killed
and three arewoundedwhen a recently
dismissed graduate student at the
Appalachian School of Law inGrundy, Va.,
returns to campus and targets the dean, a
professor and a student. PeterOdighizuwa,
42, pleaded guilty in the attack andwas
sentenced to life in prison.

Aug. 15, 1996:Three professors are shot
and killedwhen FrederickMartinDavidson,
36, a graduate engineering student at San
Diego StateUniversity, is defending his
thesis before a faculty committee and pulls
out a handgun.Davidsonwas later
sentenced inCalifornia to three life terms in
prisonwithout parole.

TheAssociated Press

The U.S. unemployment
rate—nowjust5.1percent—
grabs a lot of attention each
month when the govern-
ment issues its jobs data. Yet
theratedoesn’tcomecloseto
sketchingafullpictureof the
jobmarket.

The September jobs re-
port coming out Friday
morning will provide clues
to themarket’shealth thatgo
beyond the unemployment
rate. Here are five things to
lookfor:

AREMOREPEOPLE
EITHERWORKINGOR
SEEKINGWORK?

Not everyone out ofwork
is looking for a job. Ahistor-
icallyhighnumberofpeople
who were laid off in recent
years failed to findwork and
stopped looking. Millions
morehaveleftthejobmarket
to return to school, care for
relativesorretire.

Those trends havehelped
keeptheunemploymentrate
artificially low: The govern-
mentdoesn’tcountpeopleas
unemployed if they aren’t
lookingfora job.

Since the official start of

the recession in December
2007, the proportion of
adults who either have a job
orare lookingforonehasfal-
len from66percent to about
62 percent, a 38-year low.
That’sequaltoroughly8mil-
lion fewer people in the
workforce.

About one-third of the
drop is attributable to the
sluggish economic recovery,
the Congressional Budget
Officesays.

HOWMANYAMERICANS
ACTUALLYHAVEAJOB?

Even when you filter out
theeffectsofagingandretire-
ments, American adults as a
wholearestilllesslikelytobe
working than they were be-
foretherecession.

Many analysts focus on
the percentage of prime-age
Americans — those 25
through54—whohave jobs.
The percentage fell from
80 percent when the reces-
sion began to 74.9 percent in
2011. It’s since recovered to
77.2 percent but remains far
shortofprerecessionlevels.

Someeconomists, such as
Andrew Levin, a former ad-
visertoJanetYellenandnow
aprofessoratDartmouth,say

those figures show that the
jobmarket still has plenty of
roomtoheal.

Faster economic growth
and a lower unemployment
rate could lead more people
to take jobs, even if they’re
not looking right now, Levin
says. Parents who stayed
homeafterlosingajobmight,
for example, be coaxed back
towork if their previous em-
ployerbecomesdesperate.

“If their old firm is plead-
ingwith them to come back,
then they do,” Levin said.
“But if thereareno jobs, they
juststayathomelonger.”

DOESEVERYONEONTHE
SIDELINESWANTAJOB?

Many people who are out
oftheworkforcedon’tneces-
sarily want to get in. Presi-
dential candidate Donald
Trumpandsomecommenta-
tors have asserted that a re-
cord 94 million Americans
“aren’tworking.”

Yet that figure is mislead-
ing. It includes every retired
80-year old grandparent and
every 16-year-old high
school student — people
who aren’t looking for work
and don’t plan to. The figure
standsatarecordinpartsim-

ply because of population
growth.Forthesamereason,
the number of people with
jobs—149million—isalsoa
recordhigh.

ISANYONEGETTING
MUCHOFARAISE?

Overall, pay gains contin-
ue tobequite sluggish.Aver-
agepayhasrisen just2.2per-
centover thepast 12months,
below its long-run pace of
about3.5percent.

But there are signs that
wagesarepickingupfor full-
time workers. Robin Ander-
son, an economist at Princi-
palGlobalInvestors,saysan-
nualpayrose3.8percent this
year from 2014 for employ-
ees in the 34,000 retirement
plansthatPrincipalmanages.

That’s much higher than
theofficialdata, though.And
just81.9percentofalljobsare
full timenow,below thepre-
recession level of 83.1 per-
cent. Should full-time em-
ployment continue to rise,
wagescouldpickup.

DOMANYPART-TIMERS
WANTFULL-TIMEJOBS?

Nearly 6.5 million people
who are working part time
want more hours. That is

down sharply fromapeakof
nearly9.3millionin2010.But
it’s still above the 4.6million
figurewhentherecessionbe-
gan.

Yellen and most econo-
mists regard the elevated
reading as another sign that
the job market isn’t healed.

More economic growth
might force employers to of-
fer more hours to part-tim-
ers.

“An unusually large num-
ber of people are working
part time but would prefer
full-time employment,” Yel-
lensaidinaspeechlastweek.

U.S. ECONOMY

Unemployment is low, but how healthy is job market?
BY CHRISTOPHER RUGABER

THE ASSOCIATED PRESS
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Airport Overview
Part 150 Study Update
– BOI Noise Studies
– What is a Part 150 Study?
– Study Process

Draft Noise Exposure
Maps (NEM)
Noise Compatibility
Program (NCP)
Next Steps

Agenda

Source: Thomas Hawk, Flickr.
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What is a Part 150 Study?
– A voluntary program created in accordance with the

Aviation Safety and Noise Abatement Act of 1979.

– Sets standards for documenting aircraft noise near
airports.

– Identifies nearby land uses that may not be
compatible with aircraft noise levels.

– Describes the document submitted to the Federal
Aviation Administration (FAA).

Part 150 Study Update
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What is a Part 150 Study?
Noise Exposure Maps (NEM)

Describes existing (baseline) and future (5 years) noise
conditions at the airport.

Noise contours are depicted on land use maps to identify
areas of non compatible land use.

NEMs are accepted by FAA.

Noise Compatibility Program (NCP)
Noise abatement, land use and program measures to
address existing and potential noise.

The NCP requires FAA approval.

Part 150 Study Update
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Noise Compatibility Planning at BOI

– 1986 BOI’s First 14 CFR Part 150 Study

– 1996 Update 14 CFR Part 150 Study

– 2004 Update 14 CFR Part 150 Study

– 2010 Idaho Joint Land Use Study (JLUS)

– 2015 Update 14 CFR Part 150 Study

Part 150 Study Update
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Part 150 Study Process
Inventory

• Number of Operations
• Types of Aircraft
• When and Where Aircraft Fly Model Existing 

Noise Exposure Contour
(NEM) Forecast the type and 

frequency of operations five 
years into the future

Model Future 
Noise Exposure Contour

Identify Potentially Incompatible 
Land Uses

Identify Mitigation Strategies

Recommend Changes to the 
Noise Compatibility Program 

(NCP)

Present the Maps and 
Plans to Stakeholders

FAA Acceptance of the Noise 
Exposure Maps and Approval of 

the NCP

1

2
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What a Part 150 Study

No

Part 150 Study Update

No

Boise Airport
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Noise Model Inputs
– Aircraft Fleet Mix

– Aircraft Operations

– Runway use

– Flight Tracks (Location and
use, time of day, category)

– Weather and Terrain

Noise Exposure Map

DNL NOISE
CONTOURS

N
o

i
s

e
M

o
d

e
l

Overlay on
Land Use

NEM

1

Bo
is

e
A

ir
po

rt
Pa

rt
15

0
St

ud
y

U
pd

at
e

‹#›

Noise Exposure Map
1

Noise Model Input Data
• Existing (2015) Operations: 128,546

(or 352 on an Average Annual Day).

• Forecast (2020) Operations: 138,204
(or 378.6 on an Average Annual Day).

7% increase in total operations.

Most notable change is the potential future Idaho ANG mission.

– Approximately 10.7% of all operations occur
during nighttime (10:00 p.m. to 6:59 a.m.).

These operations are penalized under the DNL metric.
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Runway Use
• Aircraft at BOI primarily use two runways (Runway 10L/28R and

Runway 10R/28L).

• Wind and weather factor into the determination of runway use.

BOI operates in either “East Flow” or “West Flow.”

• General runway use patterns:

Passenger jet operations primarily use Runway 10L/28R (the north
runway).

Military operations primarily use Runway 10R/28L (the south
runway).

The third runway (south of Gowen Road) was constructed for use
by C 130 aircraft which no longer fly at BOI; primary use today is
by helicopters.

Noise Exposure Map
1
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Modeling Noise Exposure
• Day Night Average Sound Level (DNL)

FAA requirement to use DNL.

An average measurement over 24 hours.

Nighttime penalties 10 dB (10:00 PM – 6:59 AM).

• DNL Contours
Contours based on Annual Average Day (AAD) operations.

Contours produced for existing (2015) and future (2020) forecast
aircraft operational levels.

Noise exposure levels > DNL 65 dB are considered incompatible
(without mitigation) with noise sensitive land uses.

Noise Exposure Map
1



Draft 2015 Noise Exposure Map
1

DNL Range (dB) Res. Parcels Estimated
Population

Percentage of 
Total

60 to less than 65 346 826 76.3%
65 to less than 70 80 233 22%
70 to less than 75 7 23 2%

Greater than or equal to 75 0 0 0%
Total 1,082 100%

Draft 2020 Noise Exposure Map
Continuat ion of A 10 Miss ion

1

DNL Range (dB) Res. Parcels Estimated
Population

Percentage of 
Total

60 to less than 65 354 845 76.0%
65 to less than 70 83 240 22%
70 to less than 75 8 27 2%

Greater than or equal to 75 0 0 0%
Total 445 1,112 100%



Draft 2020 Noise Exposure Map
Replacement of A 10 Miss ion with F 15 Miss ion

1

DNL Range (dB) Res. Parcels Estimated
Population

Percentage of 
Total

60 to less than 65 1203 2,850 74.5%
65 to less than 70 316 764 20%
70 to less than 75 70 210 5%

Greater than or equal to 75 0 0 0%
Total 1589 3,824 100%

Draft 2020 Noise Exposure Map
Replacement of A 10 Miss ion with F 35 Miss ion

1

DNL Range (dB) Res. Parcels Estimated
Population

Percentage of 
Total

60 to less than 65 900 2,142 75.6%
65 to less than 70 234 577 20%
70 to less than 75 36 114 4%

Greater than or equal to 75 0 0 0%
Total 1170 2,833 100%
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Airport Inf luence Area

Developed with 1996 NCP as depiction of potential
future noise exposure with BOI operating at maximum
capacity.

Overlay zone to assist in determining if an impending
land use is potentially non compatible.

Four (4) Sub districts:

– A DNL 60 65 dB; outer perimeter; least restrictive.
– B DNL 65 70 dB.
– B 1 DNL 65 70 dB; factors in existing residential land uses.
– C DNL 70+ dB; inner core; most restrictive.

1



Airport Influence Area

– 2020 with F 35 mission

1
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The current (2006) NCP includes:
7 Noise Abatement Measures
18 Land Use Measures
5 Continuing Program Measures

**FAA approval needed prior to implementation, but

approval does not mean each measure has been

implemented.

Noise Compatib i l i ty Program
2
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Noise Compatib i l i ty Program
2

Approved Noise Abatement Measures
Continue existing operational procedures at BOI that
provide benefit to neighboring communities.

Minimize the number of impacted residents within the
DNL 65+ dB contours.

• Examples:
Preferential Runway Use

Departure Turn Altitudes

Distant Noise Abatement Departure Profile

Visual Approach Arrival Altitudes
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Noise Compatib i l i ty Program
2

Approved Land Use Measures
Corrective (3) – Address existing non compatible land uses
within the DNL 65+ dB contour of the NEM.

Preventive (12) – seek to prevent the introduction of new non
compatible land uses within the AIA.

• Examples:
Airport Influence Area / Compatibility within AIA

Maintain large lot Residential and Rural Preservation Zoning

Residential property acquisition within DNL 65+ dB contour

Avigation Easements

Fair disclosure / Improve application processes to promote
public awareness of AIA and ensure compliance with AIA and
NLR Standards



Bo
is

e
A

ir
po

rt
Pa

rt
15

0
St

ud
y

U
pd

at
e

‹#›

Noise Compatib i l i ty Program
2

Approved Continuing Program Measures
Useful for implementing and evaluating the
recommended noise abatement and land use measures.

Enhance / encourage dialogue between community and
airport, particularly on airport noise.

• Examples:
Noise Complaint System
Public Information Program
Airport Noise Committee
Airport Noise Relations Staff
Periodic Evaluation of Noise Exposure
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Next Steps

Milestone Estimated Date
Open House #1 Today

Refine Noise Compatibility Program (NCP) Ongoing

Publish Draft NEM/NCP Update Late June

Open House #2 July

Comment Period
• Comment Form
• Email: khughes@hntb.com

Through July 8, 2015

Incorporate Comments July August

Submit NEM/NCP Update to FAA August

FAA Review of NEMs and NCP August March 2016

FAA Issues Record of Approval on NCP March 2016
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Sign-In Sheet
(Open House #3) 
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Sign-In Sheet 
Boise Airport Part 150 Study Update Open House 
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October 6, 2015, 5 - 7 P .M. 

lfi so, please provicle 
Email Address 

Boise River Room, Boise Airport 















 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Comment Period Extended through  

November 13, 2015 
  



The comment period for the Part 150 Noise Study has been extended through 

Friday, November 13, 2015. All comments can be directly emailed to 

Khughes@hntb.com or mailed with the comment form.

Avigation Easement Forms
Instruction Sheet

• Individual

• Corporation

• LLP

• Form-Trust

• Husband/Wife

• LLC

• Fictitious

• Partner

• Government Entity

2015 Draft Part 150 Study 

• 2015 Draft Part 150 Study

2015 Part 150 Noise Study Draft - Open House 2, September 2, 2015

• Open House Presentation

• Open House Displays

• Handout

• Comment Form - EXTENDED - Please submit comments by November 13, 2015

 2015 Part 150 Noise Study Draft - Open House 1, June 3, 2015

• What is Part 150?

• Noise Exposure Map

• Airport Layout

• 2015 Draft Noise Exposure Map

• 2020 Draft Noise Exposure Map (FOrecast Operations with F-15 Mission)

• Modeled Flight Tracks for Runways 10L and 10R

• Modeled Flight Tracks for Runways 28L and 28R

• Open House Presentation

• Comment Form

Part 150 Noise Study

• Boise Airport 14 CFR Part 150 Study Update:  Updated Noise Exposure Maps& Noise Compatibility Program

• Assault Landing Strip (aka: Third Runway) Environmental Assessment "Finding of No Significant Impact"

Maps

• Airport Influence Area

• 2003 Noise Exposure Contour on Existing Land Use

• 2004 Noise Exposure Contour on Existing Land Use

• 2008 Noise Exposure Contour on Existing Land Use

• 2008 Noise Exposure Contour on Future Land Use

• 2009 Noise Exposure Contour on Existing Land Use

Flight Tracks

• East Approach NE

• East Approach NW

• East Approach SE

• East Approach SW

• West Approach NE

• West Approach NW

• West Approach SE

• West Approach SW

Page 1 of 2Noise Compatibility Program - Boise Airport

10/27/2015http://www.iflyboise.com/airport-guide/about-the-airport/noise-compatibility-program/



Page 2 of 2Noise Compatibility Program - Boise Airport

10/27/2015http://www.iflyboise.com/airport-guide/about-the-airport/noise-compatibility-program/



Comments Received on Draft Part 150 Study 
August 26 - November 13, 2015



Comment 1





From: Henry Wiebe [mailto:henry@henrybroker.com] 
Sent: Monday, September 14, 2015 12:27 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Re: Boise Airport Noise Study

PREFACE: I have 20 minutes before I need to be to work. 

Our family is native to Boise. We are familiar to the impact that the BOI makes on a
historical context including the military flights and recent temporary placement of F-15's
(such a sneaky way to try-out some additional military flights to wear down the public).

We have lived in several locations around Boise. What we know for a fact, based on
experience, is that the map drawn does not reflect the impact. The obvious topography, valley
nature of Boise and backdrop of the foothills is an amphitheater of sorts for the flights that
happen at an intensity of one every three minutes or less (according to 2007 data). It is
unrealistic to claim the impact is isolated as drawn by the map. Public feedback as an
example: https://www.reddit.com/r/Boise/comments/2lu4ow/crazy_loud_sound/ . Now just
imagine if an actual public comment and dialogue was made available as a funded part of
this study? Or perhaps a forum with an equal funding and campaign as this study? 

The second and parallel issue is the lack of public dialogue for this. How is it that our family
just became aware of the chance to comment? Living off of Vista Ave, we should have been
direct mailed. We get the Idaho Statesman newspaper three days per week. Reading
Googlenews feed is where it popped up --the day after the open house event. Government
and corporate interest go to work everyday, getting paid to push these sorts of agendas and
the public attempts to anemically keep up. Exponential-economic growth depending on a
finite planet isn't the answer to a better quality of living. It's a sure path to total destruction of
our living systems via pollution and war. 

Boise Resident and Human-being on Planet EARTH 
Heinrich Wiebe
2255 Ormond St Boise IDAHO

Henry Wiebe Associate Broker | Silvercreek Realty Group |
Address: :: 290 Bob White Ct., Ste 100
Tel: :: 208.850-3000 | Mobile: :: 208.850-3000
henry@henrybroker.com | http://www.henrybroker.com/
gratitude :: our default state of being.

Comment 2

mailto:/O=HNTB/OU=ALX/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=KHUGHES
mailto:cpinegar@hntb.com
https://www.reddit.com/r/Boise/comments/2lu4ow/crazy_loud_sound/
mailto:henry@henrybroker.com
http://www.henrybroker.com/
http://www.henrybroker.com/


On Mon, Sep 14, 2015 at 9:34 AM, Kim Hughes <KHUGHES@hntb.com> wrote:
Hello Henry,

Absolutely.  Just send me an email with your comments, all comments will be included in the final
document.  We will work with the Airport to address comments/concerns and then the document
will be submitted to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) for their review and approval or
disapproval of all proposed measures.  The FAA will take maybe 6 months to issue their record of
approval.

Hope that helps!
Kim

From: Henry Wiebe [mailto:henry@henrybroker.com] 
Sent: Monday, September 14, 2015 11:17 AM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Boise Airport Noise Study

Hello Kim,
Can I submit via email for this study? If so, can you send me a fillable form? The one I
found isn't. Can you tell me who will review the comments and the path this process has yet
to take? 

Thanks! 

Henry Wiebe Associate Broker | Silvercreek Realty Group |
Address: :: 290 Bob White Ct., Ste 100
Tel: :: 208.850-3000 | Mobile: :: 208.850-3000 
henry@henrybroker.com | http://www.henrybroker.com/
gratitude :: our default state of being.

This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are confidential and are intended solely for the use of the
individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you are NOT the intended recipient and receive this
communication, please delete this message and any attachments. Thank you.

mailto:KHUGHES@hntb.com
mailto:henry@henrybroker.com
tel:208.850-3000
tel:208.850-3000
mailto:henry@henrybroker.com
http://www.henrybroker.com/
http://www.henrybroker.com/


From: Carl Rowe [mailto:roweart@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Monday, September 14, 2015 1:04 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Boise airport and military jets

Greetings,
I am opposed to any increase in the presence of military jets using the Boise airport
as a base. My opposition is centered entirely around the intense noise they generate
when they take off and when they encircle the city. I'm aware that some people
actually like this noise and consider it a patriotic duty to endure. I, however, believe
this kind of inescapable sound that makes conversation, concentration and simple
quiet impossible has no place in the major metropolitan center of our state. The A10s
that have been here have been more tolerable, but the newer aircraft which have on
occasion been housed here are an entirely different matter. This noise affects more
than the flight path since the sound is so intense that it covers the entire south half of
the city.

I'm also aware that there is a significant economic incentive for our elected officials to
support increased military use of our commercial airport. I don't believe that is good
enough. These jets should be stationed at the air base in Mountain Home, Idaho or
somewhere more appropriate. Our airport is located too close to Boise for military
use. There has been an effort to mitigate the commercial noise and the commercial
jets are built with muffling. The newer military jets, however, are an entirely different
matter and I vehemently object to their use here.

This is a quality of life issue, not one of patriotism. Both can exist if both are
accommodated.

Thank you

Carl Rowe
1902 S Pacific St
Boise Idaho 83705
208-866-4511

Comment 3
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From: Mike Chambers [mailto:mikech4mbers@msn.com] 
Sent: Friday, September 18, 2015 9:38 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Boise airport noise comments

My wife and I just moved to the neighborhood on Pasadena Drive a month ago. Today we heard
about the community meetings that have already taken place. We are extremely concerned about
what we’ve read so far in the study which shows our condo (4400 W. Pasadena Dr. #46) right
outside of the 2015 NEM map limit for relocation. Does this mean our house could be right across
the street from razed lots? Does this mean that 20 feet away from the red line as we listen to noise
from jets that we are just out of luck? We have huge concerns about the property values tanking,
the neighborhood deteriorating, and the quality of life being essentially destroyed.

What kind of recourse is available to protest this initiative?

Mike Chambers

Sent from Mail for Windows 10

Comment 4
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From: chuck thomas [mailto:newrepublic1776@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Monday, September 21, 2015 10:35 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Cc: Chuck Thomas; Chuck Thomas
Subject: Gowan Field F-35 Deployment , Testimony for the Record OPPOSING
Importance: High

Date; 9-21-15
To; 
Kim Hughes, PE KHughes@HNTB.com HNTB Corporation 2900 South Quincy Street Arlington, Virginia 22206
Note ,deadline to submit comments / testimony is Sept. 28th, 2015

REFERENCE; 
Official F-35 Testimony of Record  to oppose F-35s being imbedded at Gowan Field or used
for any flight training or maintenance purposes.

The F-35 public comment link on Air Force website I received from a neighborhood
assn. bordering Gowan Field was not allow citizens to use & e-mail the comment form
provided functional so I’m submitting my & our neighborhood association’s public
testimony of record testimony & comments via this e-mail to again oppose imbedding
the F-35s at Gowan Field for the following reasons... 

To whom it may concern,
I’ve personally taken part in all previous hearings, submitted testimonies for the record &
have placed my name on all lists concerning any future attempts to imbed the F-35s at
Gowan Field, the lack of notification for these 2015 Hearings & difficulty to submit our
testimonies officially makes it appear our federal, state , local political & developer industry
F-35 proponents have taken effective steps to deter public opposition & testimony. 

In 2012 & previous F-35 hearings with military & our local officials they have been very
evasive & less than honest about the monumental negative financial & quality of life damages
these exceptionally loud aircraft will bring to Boise, Meridian & our entire community. 
Previous F-35 research & decibel data submitted in the previous 2012 hearings for the record
by Save our Valley Now, myself & many other concerned citizens is still on your official
hearings records, I’m officially requesting that the Air Force & F-35 proponents bring forth
all of these records, data & flight overlay charts to the public eye in the upcoming 2015 F-35
hearings. 
The 2012 charts & data reflect how false & deceptive the current charts are being presented
by F-35 in 2015, if forced through the consequences their own false & deceptive data will
serve to convict them of criminal intent  in the Courts. 

Comment 5
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The divisive tactics used by F-35 proponents in previous Boise hearings & within other
communities will not be tolerated. 
The widespread national political /corporate corruption americans are currently experiencing
from all levels of their federal, state & local governments leaves little to question why public
trust in our public servants is at an all time low.  
 
The F-35 impact charts submitted as evidence by Save Our Valley Now & by numerous other
citizens in our community during the 2012 hearings included all the extensive data necessary
to permanently exclude Gowan Field form any future deployment to Gowan Field. The F-35s
decibel ratings were overlaid onto Gowan Fields runways & over our community clearly
showing that approximately 5,500 homes, schools & businesses in the Boise -Meridian
communities would be rendered as worthless & uninhabitable by Federal EPA noise
standards , my property is included. 
 
Bringing the F-35 debacle back to Gowan Field would exhibit willful intent to bring great
health damages & property loses to thousands of property owners in our community. 
It will prove to be a major financial loss for F-35 proponents to ignore the facts &
underestimate the response from effected citizens if they shove this corruption based business
venture.
 
Extensive fact based prior F-35 evidence, studies & data submitted by the Boise
community & other opposing cities nationwide validates that this type of aircraft needs
to be deployed at bases that are located a safe distance away-from high density
populated metro areas... Bases like Holloman AFB & Mountain Home are the only
common sense locations that are suitable for F-35 deployment & combat training
purposes. 
 
Many like myself have a long history dealing with our corrupt local & state officials & Boise
Mayor Bieter where money overwhelms the safety & financial welfare of our community. 
The greedy cartel of development industry lobbyists who select, elect & wag all their political
tails desire the many millions of taxpayer dollars that will fall into their pockets when & if F-
35s cause the destruction & rebuilding of our 5,500 homes & businesses. Resulting hearing &
heath & our children’s learning related issues & lawsuits will likely carry on for decades. 
 
Rest assured if our feds & our corrupt officials & the Development Industry Cartel decides to
ignore the facts & unleash this destructive assault on our community we as citizens will
pursue a Major Class Action lawsuit against each & every individual involved in-order to
recover full restitution, legal costs & make this travesty highly unprofitable to all F-35
proponents & officials..  
2012 research has shown many prominent & experienced law firms are willing to accept
cases such as this that reflect willful political & corporate intent to bring great health &
property damages against communities. 
Sincerely,
 
Chuck Thomas
2370 Three Mile Creek Way
Boise, Idaho 83709
newrepublic1776@yahoo.com
freedomtree@cableone.net
 

mailto:newrepublic1776@yahoo.com
mailto:freedomtree@cableone.net


The Biggest Threat To America Has Always Been Treasonous Politicians & Compliant
Citizens 



From: KATHLEEN R DAVIS [mailto:kathleenrdav@msn.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, September 22, 2015 3:04 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Jet Noise Controversy Airport Area

 Greetings:

My name is Kathleen R. Davis   (Katie) my residence is at 2603 S. Annett Street in Boise.  The
e-mails have been flying fast and furious regarding the impending and perhaps permanent
noise from the Jet Fighters.  I missed the very small ad in the Newspaper or would have
attended the meeting.

My question is;  we came to Boise in 1974 with Morrison-Knudsen,  I am now 84 years old,
widowed,  and the bottom line is just love where I live and God willing want to finish my life
line right in this home.

So this is a very personal question:  were any studies made as to how this will affect home
sales in the coming say 10 years or so?  Next:  are homes going to be purchased and moved
or demolished to make room for runway additions and Jet Storage spaces?

Any valid information you can forward me would be so appreciated.  As an afterthought, at
my calendar year in life, when I hear noise it reminds me I am still on this planet.

Most Respectfully.

Katie Davis

Comment 6
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Comment 7



From: Christiane R [mailto:christiane.rudd@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 23, 2015 10:40 AM
To: Kim Hughes
Cc: Christiane Rudd; Henry Wiebe
Subject: Boise Airport Noise Exposure Report

Kim Hughes, PE 
KHughes@HNTB.com 
HNTB Corporation 
2900 South Quincy Street 
Arlington, Virginia 22206

Dear Kim Hughes, 

I have pasted below the letter I just sent to the Boise Mayor, the Boise City
Council Members, Facebook, the Manager of Hillcrest Country Club in Boise, all my
homeowners association members, and about 1500 people in our neighborhood
watch, regarding the so-called "stakeholder outreach" being done in Boise and the
potential expanded  Boise Airport Noise Footprint. 

We pay very close attention to the news and our neighborhoods, and just
accidentally found out about these outrageous plans 2 days ago. We ARE the only
stakeholders that matter when it comes to noise. It is not only insulting, but the
worst kind of treachery to pretend that you are contacting the stakeholders, but in
reality just want it to appear that no one cares about this proposed changes. I can
tell you that most of us are fighting mad, and will not let this matter pass. 

Sincerely, 

Christiane Rudd
President, Hillcrest Place Homeowners Association
3001 S. Roosevelt #15
Boise ID 83705

Wed. September 23, 2015

Dear Mayor Bieter and City Council members:

It appears that the Boise City Council, Mayor Bieter, and the Boise Airport have all decided to
sacrifice south central Boise to military jets. Even to the point of condemning neighborhoods with
"voluntary land acquisition," never mind the rest of the local home owners, Hillcrest Country Club
members, etc. It's really stunning. I must be over-reacting, right? I am sure once you read through
the following, you'll be as outraged and furious as I am. 
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Potential Replacement of A-10 Mission with F-15 Mission
i










I've always been a Bieter supporter, so this apparent deceptiveness has me completely stunned. I can
only hope that the Mayor and City Council were unaware of the consequences of these actions.

I thought we beat this issue a few years ago. 
Remember a
t that time the Air Force was considering using Gowen Field for increased operations
, &
the Air Force's own
noise studies showed that up to 10,000 homes (including mine) would be rated "Unsuitable for
Residential Living." 
That is a direct quote, both from their documents and the AF's own mouths at public meetings. N
ow this would seem to be so horrible that it's hard to believe 
Boise
would even consider this, but 
we were
 on the shortlist. Incredibly, it seemed that the Mayor and City Council were also in favor, due to a
few more jobs and revenues it would bring to the city. I find it hard to believe that they understood
the impact on 10,000 homeowners in vicinity to the airport. At any rate, I attended several public
forums, and lodged my complaint. As the plans got further along, there was even a group of
homeowners on Sunrise Rim that hired a lawyer and were preparing for a class action suit if the Air
Force went ahead with moving louder military jets to Boise. 
I have been in contact with that same attorney and while he hasn't yet been contacted by the Sunrise
Rim folks, he asked that we keep him in the loop (who, I can only assume, are as in the dark as I was
just a few days ago). At any rate, as the President of Hillcrest Place Homeowners Association, 
I was 
days from
 recommending that our HOA join that effort to protect our property values as well as our sanity. It
was then that the AF chose Luke AF base in Arizona. 

But
 this issue
is
 rearing it's ugly head once more. 
Yes, I knew I was moving close to the airport. But commercial jets that don't fly all hours is a very
different thing to F15s and F35s, flying 24 hours a day.
Yes, I knew t
he F15s were
 at Gowen for the summer while we had construction going on at the AF base in Mountain Home
- not that anyone ever asked us
. I don't know about you, but there were many times I had to cover my ears - the noise was 
truly
unbearable.
And I could smell the jet fuel out on the golf course. I also know that a number of friends located at
other points in the city were also horrified at the noise this summer.

Be aware that this is not about patriotism, or just the "noise of freedom," which some people will
say. This is not about jobs. We have a major Air Force Base just outside Boise for this very reason.
This is about a smallish urban airport being turned into a major Air Force or ANG station, and the
deafening noise pollution (not to mention jet fuel air pollution) will destroy our part of the city.
Make no mistake, this is not something we can "get used to." This is not something a city that brags
about being so livable should ever accept. And we won't. 

So now, it seems the Airport authority is sneakily planning on expanding the "noise footprint" of the
airport, in anticipation of permanently moving F15 and F35s to Gowen Field (when did this happen?).
And I hear F35s are much louder than the F15s (how can that even be possible??
 http://www.defencetalk.com/forums/air-force-aviation/f-35-twice-loud-f-15-eagle-8341/). 

If the Air National Guard 
and

http://www.defencetalk.com/forums/air-force-aviation/f-35-twice-loud-f-15-eagle-8341/


the airport 
get these
land easements, by 2020 ALL of Hillcrest Place will be in a section rated between dB 65-70,
which is "INCOMPATIBLE WITH RESIDENTIAL OCCUPANCY." 
Their words.
That's in 4 years. Their
 2020 
noise
map
is below (I've also attached it, in case it doesn't come through on your email).

And if that isn't shocking enough, look at the map below of the homes they would be "buying out. "
WE (Hillcrest Place) ARE JUST ON THE WRONG SIDE OF A "VOLUNTARY LAND ACQUISITION"
SEGMENT" MEANING ALL THE HOUSE 
ON THE
SOUTH 
SIDE
OF PASADENA St. WOULD BE BOUGHT OUT, AND WE'D BE IN HELL, JUST ON THE WRONG SIDE OF
THE STREET.
In other words, just across the street would be "noise hell," but our side of the street would be
"ok?" Are they joking with this? Will golfers have to wear noise canceling headphones just to golf?
And what are the chances any of us could ever sell our property for anything?

Am I missing something here? 
The Mayor and City Council should be PROTECTING our city, not trashing it.



As if this isn't outrageous enough, the City and Airport's so-called "outreach" is pathetic and clearly an
obvious attempt to sneak this past everyone. I keep using the word stunning, because it truly is gross.
Trust me. After the experience with the AF a few years ago, if anyone in this part of town had heard
about this, we would have been at these hearings in force. This THIS!! > 

Boise City has hired HNTB Corporation based in VA to conduct BOI 2015 Draft Part 150
Study. http://www.iflyboise.com/airport-guide/about-the-airport/noise-compatibility-program/

Element 2 of the study is Public outreach. 
Two public meeting were held; one in June and the other August. Attendance by the public for both
meeting combined was 25. The public advertising outreach budget afforded to LYNDA FRIESZ PUBLIC
RELATIONS located in Eagle Idaho was $300. 

The entire Treasure Valley is affected by this study and the public demands to be involved. 

Boise citizens are just becoming aware of this failing and are holding a public meeting this Thursday
Sept 24th, 2015 at the Whitney Community Center located 1609 S Owyhee St, Boise, ID 83705

For questions concerning this press release, please contact Henry Wiebe 850-3000 

http://www.iflyboise.com/airport-guide/about-the-airport/noise-compatibility-program/


Henry Wiebe (tel 208-850-3000, henry@henrybroker.com) of the Vista neighborhood Association,  has
done a great job jumping on this, and has organized a meeting for this Thursday night - tomorrow.

The above maps and documents I have referenced can be found on the Airport website as "Noise
Compatibility Program" at http://www.iflyboise.com/airport-guide/about-the-airport/noise-
compatibility-program

How DID I find out about this? Here
is the little online news item that just happened to catch my eye the other day. Otherwise, no one
would know anything about this. Honestly I'm just stunned. No other words for it.

Planning for more noise at the Boise Airport
By Sierra Oshrin Published: Sep 11, 2015 at 10:15 PM MDT Last Updated: Sep 13, 2015 at 12:44 PM MDT

·
·
·
· Print
· Email

BOISE, Idaho (KBOI) -- F-15's and F-35's are both much louder airplanes than the A-10's that are currently flying out
of the airport now.

The Boise airport study looks at how much noise airplanes are expected to make in the area around the airport by
2020. "Not only to just inform the community of what the impacts are," says Matt Petaja, the Boise Airport Engineering
Deputy Director. "But to be a good neighbor to our community around us. So they know what our future is and they can
plan accordingly. That way if somebody is considering moving into this area they know what the future impacts will be."
<p> The new maps account for louder jets in the coming years. More of the area surrounding the airport is expected
to be impacted. If the military goes ahead with shutting down the A-10 program, Gowen Field could get louder jets like
the F-15 or possibly the new F-35. 200 additional homes will hear more noise throughout the night.  "Like I said, we
offer up a voluntary program buy-out. And a lot of people like living there. They don't mind the noise, they have open
spaces," Petaja said.  Once all  the details are worked out, the FAA would give the airport grant money to pay residents
who volunteer to sell their homes. Neighbors can also choose to stay, despite the extra noise the airport is expecting.
<p> Neighbors have until September 28, 2015 to weigh-in.  Link: http://www.iflyboise.com/airport-guide/about-the-
airport/noise-compatibility-program

Sadly, I am out of town until November, otherwise I would be parked in your offices, demanding
that you do your job by protecting this beautiful city. You place a major military base inside the
city, and you will have ruined the livability of Boise. The citizens of Boise will not ever accept
this. 

Sincerely, 

Christiane Rudd

President, Hillcrest Place Homeowners Association

3001 S. Roosevelt #15

Boise ID 83705

mailto:henry@henrybroker.com
http://www.iflyboise.com/airport-guide/about-the-airport/noise-compatibility-program
http://www.iflyboise.com/airport-guide/about-the-airport/noise-compatibility-program
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http://www.kboi2.com/news/local/Planning-for-more-noise-at-the-Boise-Airport-326906031.html?print=y
http://www.emailthis.clickability.com/et/emailThis?clickMap=create&fb=Y&url=http://www.kboi2.com/news/local/Planning-for-more-noise-at-the-Boise-Airport-326906031.html&title=Planning+for+more+noise+at+the+Boise+Airport&random=0.8645731631290055&partnerID=128712&cid=326906031
http://www.iflyboise.com/airport-guide/about-the-airport/noise-compatibility-program
http://www.iflyboise.com/airport-guide/about-the-airport/noise-compatibility-program


I am concerned that the land use map shows a small subdivision at the top of Raymong Street as
Industral classification rather than Large Lot Residential which it is currently designated by Ada County. Boise City
agreed to leave this area in tact as Large Lot Residential on their Blueprint Boise Master Plan which was recently
revised.
My concern is if it remains Industrial on your study, it will be almost impossible to get it changed. It seems once something

is on an official document it stays that way.
In order for the land use part of this study to be accurate, this area should be changed to Large Lot Residential

I am impressed by the amount of work and thoughtful study that has been put forth in this study. You have done an

excellent job.

Preston Creer

3655 Beverly St  Boise Idaho 83709
208-671-3080 pacreer@yahoo.com

It does not appear this area is in the 65 db zone or will be by the year 2000.
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I am concerned that the land use map shows a small subdivision at the top of Raymong Street as
Industral classification rather than Large Lot Residential which it is currently designated by Ada County. Boise City
agreed to leave this area in tact as Large Lot Residential on their Blueprint Boise Master Plan which was recently
revised.
My concern is if it remains Industrial on your study, it will be almost impossible to get it changed. It seems once something

is on an official document it stays that way.
In order for the land use part of this study to be accurate, this area should be changed to Large Lot Residential

I am impressed by the amount of work and thoughtful study that has been put forth in this study. You have done an

excellent job.

Lenise Heath

3655 Beverly St      Boise Idaho 83709
208-830-3833 pacreer@yahoo.com

It does not appear this area is in the 65 db zone or will be by the year 2000.
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From: Kerry Cooke [mailto:kvcooke@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 4:54 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Comments on Boise Airport Part 150 Study

Date: September 25, 2015

To: Kim Hughes, PE

From: Kerry Cooke

Re: Comments on Boise Airport: Part 150 -- Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study

I live in a cul-de-sac nestled against the playground at Hillcrest Elementary School. It’s a
lovely neighborhood. In the mornings I walk my dog down Pond Street, around Hillcrest, and
up Roosevelt next to the Golf Course. I make a loop down Catalina, up to Owyhee School,
and then come back on Pasadena to retrace my route home.  All along the way, I pass homes
of grandeur, homes of busy professionals, and homes of retirees. Everywhere, I see people
investing in their homes, tending their gardens, fixing their fences.

Yes, I-84 is nearby. And the planes come and go from the airport. But the noise is not
deafening. We can still have a fine quality of life. But not with F-15s and F-35s. That
changes everything.

When the F-15s were stationed at Gowan this summer, I had to shutter my house until dark.
It was impossible for me to sit on my patio or grill food in my back yard if the jets were
active. Even in my house with everything shut, while the planes took off, flew nearby, and
landed, I could not hear anything (a conversation, my radio, or television) until they had
passed. My windows shook. My dog ran inside, panicked. My ears rang long after. My head
felt like it was going to explode. And I live in a well-built townhouse circa 1998. And I live
outside of what the 150 study considers to be in the impact zone. I’m not a golfer, but it
makes me sick to think that this gorgeous golf course could be made such an unpleasant place
to be during daylight hours.

Imagine my surprise two weeks ago to find out about this study. I get the daily newspaper
and never saw a word. Nothing was posted in my neighborhood, in neighborhood stores, etc.
Nothing came to my mailbox. Public meetings? Who knew? Certainly City Leaders and
Airport Management must know that the surest way to have mistruths, distrust, and high
anger erupt is to keep a decision like this out of the public discourse. And that’s what’s
happened here.

Comment 11

mailto:/O=HNTB/OU=ALX/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=KHUGHES
mailto:cpinegar@hntb.com


Your public comment period ends on Monday. I implore you to extend it by at least 6 weeks.
Now that word is starting to spread, do not close comments on this issue that could greatly
affect the lives, personal property values, and peace of mind of the Airport’s neighbors.

Sincerely,

Kerry Cooke
4962 W Hillcrest View Court, Boise, ID 83705
kvcooke@hotmail.com

mailto:kvcooke@hotmail.com
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Part 150 Study Update 
Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study 

 Open House # 2  • September 2, 2015 

Thank you for participating in tonight’s Open House on Boise Airport’s Part 150 Study Update.  The 
purpose of this study is to define the aviation noise exposure levels around the Airport and receive 
input regarding the Draft Part 150 Study and the recommended Noise Compatibility Program. 

Please share any comments you may have regarding this study:
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________

Contact Information
Name ________________________________________________________________
Organization ________________________________________________________________
Address ________________________________________________________________
Phone _________________________Email: __________________________________

o Resident    o Aeronautical User    o Government    o Business/Development Interest    o Other

Please return your comments tonight via the comment box, or mail/email to: 

Kim Hughes, PE
KHughes@HNTB.com
HNTB Corporation
2900 South Quincy Street
Arlington, Virginia 22206

Please submit all comments by September 28th, 2015.
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-----Original Message-----
From: Patrick Harren [mailto:patrickharren@mac.com]
Sent: Friday, October 02, 2015 11:40 AM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: airport noise

  In spite of al the complex studies and assessments, this is the one basic truth: Airplanes such as the
F-15 and F-35 will not be tolerated at any frequency by the local Bench community. If they need to be
in Idaho, they can go to Mountain Home. There are instances of joint Air Force and National Guard use
of the same airfield. One impediment is that these National Guard folks live in Boise and don't want to
commute to or live in Mountain Home. My wife does just that every day.
Patrick Harren
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Part 150 Study Update 
Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study 

  Open House # 2  •  September 2, 2015 

Thank you for participating in tonight’s Open House on Boise Airport’s Part 150 Study Update.  The 
purpose of this study is to define the aviation noise exposure levels around the Airport and receive 
input regarding the Draft Part 150 Study and the recommended Noise Compatibility Program. 

Please share any comments you may have regarding this study: 
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________ 

Contact Information 
Name     ________________________________________________________________ 
Organization     ________________________________________________________________ 
Address     ________________________________________________________________ 
Phone     _________________________Email: __________________________________ 

 Resident     Aeronautical User     Government     Business/Development Interest     Other 

Please return your comments tonight via the comment box, or mail/email to: 

Kim Hughes, PE 
KHughes@HNTB.com 
HNTB Corporation 
2900 South Quincy Street 
Arlington, Virginia 22206 

Please submit all comments by September 28th, 2015. 
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Thank you for sending this and extending the time to comment.
It is concerning to me that the city is spending $400,000-$500,000 on a study that as I understand
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Is intended to determine the feasibility to increase the "noise footprint" for the Boise Airport.
It is concerning that this feasibility study would be done without the direct involvment and input
from HOA and neighborhood association representatives within the area of impact; and in the "down and low". If there 
was notification, it certainly missed me.
The experience we had this summer with the F-15 traffic was very disruptive, unacceptable, 
and a major disruption to those of us that live near the Boise Airport.

Increasing the noise exposure levels around the airport is unacceptable and a detriment to the neighborhoods in particular and the community in general.
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-----Original Message-----
From: Marilyn Frazier [mailto:trails1@mindspring.com]
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2015 6:34 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: F15 and F 35'S

Just wanted to state my opposition to the new replace planes that could come to Boise.
We do have an air force base in Idaho close to Boise and that is where the planes belong not is Idaho's
largest city, Boise.  It is clear as can be and only eyes on more money would encourage these NOISY
planes.  They are not city planes.
Are you going to compensate thousand of homeowner for their loss of profit when they try and sell their
homes with these planes flying over 24 hours a day?
Why not develop something small and quiet for the Idaho Air National Guard like Drones or move them
to Mountain home?
Money is not everything.
Hearing is good.
Marilyn

Sent from my iPad
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From: Carol Casler <ccasler@q.com>
Date: October 6, 2015 at 9:46:08 AM MDT
To: <khughes@hntb.com>
Subject: Comments on Boise Airport: Part 150 -- Noise and Land
Use Compatibility Study

To Mr. or Ms. Hughes,

Thank you for extending the comment period on the Noise and Land Use Compatibility
Study.

As I read through the study, I experienced a growing sense of alarm. I support study
and planning - essential for managing a city and community going forward.  This study
is disturbing because it conjures a vision of a future for bench neighborhoods that
disrupts and may destroy our bench community.

I choose to live on the Bench because of the diversity of people and cultures, the easy
access to services and a sense of the history as Boise grew beyond the central core. 
These neighborhoods have been here for a while. The airport noise up to this point has
not been overly intrusive.  What is projected is a massive impact.

I attended the recent  impromptu meeting at Whitney Community Center.  The anger
and resentment expressed by Bench residents is understandable because of the
slipshod way publicity about the study and hearing was managed.  I know that
eventually truths and facts will emerge.  It feels as if the lack of publicity was
intentional.  I don’t want to believe that, but that is how I am leaning.  I want to trust
our public officials.  They must have known about this and certainly could anticipate a
backlash.  Were they trying to avoid public discourse? Were they fearing questions and
protest?

It is hard to believe that our elected city council and mayor are simply naïve about the
need for public involvement. Many of these people have long advocated for sunshine
on our government doings. And how insulting of our mayor to claim that there was
extensive publicity about the previous hearings!  Clearly the efforts were inadequate.
What a disappointment!
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I have not previously bought into the notion that City Council favors only the North End
neighborhoods; but now it seems the Council is willing to have the Bench be a
sacrificial zone for the growth of the Boise economy. 
 
Thank you for collecting these comments.  As project engineer, you are, among other
roles, acting as an agent of the City of Boise.  I am sending copies of this letter to the
Mayor and City Council members.
 
Sincerely,
 

Carol Casler
5617 Randolph Drive
Boise, ID 83705
ccasler@q.com
208.859.9032 (mobile)
208.375.7747 (land)
 
 

mailto:ccasler@q.com
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From: KATHLEEN R DAVIS [mailto:kathleenrdav@msn.com] 
Sent: Thursday, October 08, 2015 10:24 AM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Boise Nose Compatibility Study

 Greetings:  This is my second and most important comment and would you please send me
assurance that it will be read and attached to the study?

The Vista Neighborhood (which will be so vastly affected if the planes are to be stationed
here) was the recipient of a pilot FEDERAL GRANT to Energize your Neighborhood.  It was a
plan to revitalize older neighborhoods by bringing in new programs, education in life
improvement, renew and rebuild new facilities,  and wash the face of a grand old
neighborhood.  You may contact the City of Boise and will find out the great number of City
employees and neighborhood residents that worked so very hard for a year to bring this
program to an up and running point.  We have another 2 years to go.

Why would the FEDERAL Government  (Air Force)  want to bring in the planes and destroy
what we have worked so hard for?  

All the residents ask is that you reconsider and if necessary take the planes to another Base
that will not affect so many, many residents.  

Most respectfully,

Katie Davis
2603 Annett Street
Boise, Idaho  83705
208-344-7125
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From: Kevin Cahill [mailto:cahillkc@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, October 08, 2015 1:37 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Comments from Kevin E. Cahill, PhD regarding Boise Airport's Part 150 Study Update

Dear Ms. Hughes,

Attached please find my comments regarding the Boise Airport's Part 150 Study Update. 

It is my understanding, based on the information provided by the Boise Airport, that the
 deadline for comments has been extended to October 12, 2015. Please let me know if this is
 not the case.

Also, please kindly acknowledge receipt of this email and my comments.

Sincerely,

Kevin E. Cahill, PhD
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I urge you to document in your Boise Airport 14CFR Part 150 Study what your study does and 


does not do. In particular, based on comments at the Open House #3, it is my understanding 


that your analysis in no way addresses the societal costs and benefits associated with the 


incremental noise that you have studied. The obvious implication of the lack of a cost-benefit 


analysis is that your report is not suitable for informing public policy decisions. This statement, 


or a similar statement, should be included in your report. I also urge you to comment on each 


of the other critical limitations of your analysis, which I document below.  


I think we can all agree that informed decisions are best for Boise’s citizens. In that spirit, a 


failure to clearly document these limitations in your report will leave me with no choice but to 


highlight them myself publicly.  


Thank you for your attention. 


Kevin E. Cahill, PhD 


LIMITATIONS OF THE BOISE AIRPORT 14 CFR PART 150 STUDY THAT SHOULD BE DOCUMENTED 


CLEARLY 


1) To what extent does this report assess the net socio-economic impact of incremental 


noise? In particular, does this report include a proper assessment that weighs the 


benefits of incremental noise against the costs of incremental noise? 


2) To what extent does this report consider the negative impacts of incremental noise 


outside of the DNL 65 db area? For example, what abatement measures have been 


considered for someone who experiences an increase in noise exposure from DNL 30 db 


to DNL 64.9 db? 


3) To what extent does this report consider variations in noise levels as a unit of measure? 


For example, are variations in noise levels considered if the area affected does not 


exceed a mean value of DNL 65 db? 


4) To what extent has this analysis examined outcomes relative to other cities that have 


experienced similar increases in noise in the past, and what issues arose in those 


communities? 







5) To what extent is your analysis based on a survey of Boise’s citizens and how they might 


be impacted by incremental noise? 


6) To what extent has your team conducted an independent review of FAA metrics? That 


is, did you just blindly take FAA metrics as a given with no thought as to the 


reasonableness of these measures as they apply to the Boise community?   
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I urge you to document in your Boise Airport 14CFR Part 150 Study what your study does and 

does not do. In particular, based on comments at the Open House #3, it is my understanding 

that your analysis in no way addresses the societal costs and benefits associated with the 

incremental noise that you have studied. The obvious implication of the lack of a cost-benefit 

analysis is that your report is not suitable for informing public policy decisions. This statement, 

or a similar statement, should be included in your report. I also urge you to comment on each 

of the other critical limitations of your analysis, which I document below.  

I think we can all agree that informed decisions are best for Boise’s citizens. In that spirit, a 

failure to clearly document these limitations in your report will leave me with no choice but to 

highlight them myself publicly.  

Thank you for your attention. 

Kevin E. Cahill, PhD 

LIMITATIONS OF THE BOISE AIRPORT 14 CFR PART 150 STUDY THAT SHOULD BE DOCUMENTED 

CLEARLY 

1) To what extent does this report assess the net socio-economic impact of incremental

noise? In particular, does this report include a proper assessment that weighs the

benefits of incremental noise against the costs of incremental noise?

2) To what extent does this report consider the negative impacts of incremental noise

outside of the DNL 65 db area? For example, what abatement measures have been

considered for someone who experiences an increase in noise exposure from DNL 30 db

to DNL 64.9 db?

3) To what extent does this report consider variations in noise levels as a unit of measure?

For example, are variations in noise levels considered if the area affected does not

exceed a mean value of DNL 65 db?

4) To what extent has this analysis examined outcomes relative to other cities that have

experienced similar increases in noise in the past, and what issues arose in those

communities?



5) To what extent is your analysis based on a survey of Boise’s citizens and how they might

be impacted by incremental noise?

6) To what extent has your team conducted an independent review of FAA metrics? That

is, did you just blindly take FAA metrics as a given with no thought as to the

reasonableness of these measures as they apply to the Boise community?





From: tridink106@gmail.com [mailto:tridink106@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Jake Armstrong
Sent: Thursday, October 08, 2015 11:30 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Cc: ICE - Lisa
Subject: Boise Airport Noise Study

Hi Kim,

I am writing with respect to the recent noise study for the Boise Airport.  We live just outside
the DNL 75db noise contour.  When the A-10 and F-15 planes military take off, our house
vibrates and conversation inside, or outside is not possible.  I would like to invite you to
come measure actual sound levels on our property both day and night to see if the model is
accurate against measured data. 

If I understand the DNL correctly, it is an average, which means there are peaks well above
75db allowed in the model. 

The general public will not, and should not accept the results of thi model without field
measurements to validate its accuracy.  In the small community meeting I attended last
week,  there were several other homeowners that asked whether field data would be gathered.

Please take this into consideration. 

Jake Armstrong, P.E.
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From: Monty Mericle [mailto:mdmericle@msn.com] 
Sent: Friday, October 09, 2015 1:15 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Comments and questions on Boise Airport Noise Study

Please review the attached Word document regarding the noise study and the October 6th
open house meeting.  Included are several comments, questions, and requests for
information and feedback.  Please let me know that you have received the document and
give me an estimated time frame for your responses.  Thanks.

Comment 28
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Submitted by Monty Mericle


October 7th, 2015


Please respond to the questions ( in red) following these bullet items


A Boise City public open house took place on Tuesday, October 6th at the Boise Airport for the purpose of informing the public of the results of a new Joint Land Use airport noise study. A PowerPoint presentation was made by the airport manager.  Based on the meeting, I made the following observations and reached the following conclusions:


· The meeting was attended by approximately 100 residents.


· Over 95% of those attending opposed the only two options being pursued by the airport, those being to bring in 24 F-15s or 24 F-35 fighter jets.  The city has made no effort to pursue other, less disruptive missions such as cargo planes, helicopters, drones, or support aircraft.  Elected officials are fixated with bringing in high performance combat aircraft regardless of the impact to surrounding neighborhoods. What alternatives to the F-15 and F-35 options have been pursued?

· The attendees were highly critical of the city’s efforts to inform the public of the public meetings.  Even though an estimated $20,000 was included in the study funding for public notifications, only one small notice was placed in a local newspaper.  No efforts were made to notify any of those residents directly affected by the study, nor were impacted Homeowners Associations representing those areas.  This despite the city having detailed information on both affected residents and their respective HOAs.  When asked why no direct mailings were made, the response was that the city felt direct mailings were an ineffective way to communicate with their citizens.  The main way residents found out about any of the meetings was by word of mouth, through social networks, or as the result of the personal efforts of State Representative John Gannon who hand distributed leaflets throughout the affected neighborhoods. What other efforts at citizen communications have been made?


· The main focus of the meeting was to review the study generated maps of the expanded noise impact areas created by the F-15 and F-35 proposals.  It was immediately obvious that the results from the city noise maps areas are vastly different than the conclusions reached by the 2012 Air Force Environmental Impact study options for basing the F-35 at Gowen Field.  The $500,000 dollar Air Force study clearly shows that basing 24 F-35s in Boise would reclassify 3,104 residents into a “Not Suitable for Residential Use” (NSFRU) zone.  The Boise City Study calculates that those exact same 24 planes will reclassify only 234 residents as  NSFRU.  This is a difference of 75%, missing 2,870 residents.  When asked about the difference, the response was that the F-35 technology had changed since the Air Force study in 2012.  That is just simply not true.  The 2015 F-35 has exactly the same noise loudness rating as the 2012 F-35.  When questioned further, the city response was “ I guess we will just have to agree to disagree then.”  The result is a planning document that is false and misleading. Why specifically are the city and Air Force study noise maps so different?  


· When discussing the 24 plane F-15 option, the city stated repeatedly that the new F-15 mission would be nothing like the temporary F-15 mission we all experienced last month when the Mountain Home F-15s were flying their 400 missions out of Gown Field. Yet the numbers in the city study clearly show that 24 F-15s will be flying approximately 341 missions a month, 85% of what we all experienced in September.  And this will not be temporary for a month; it will go on for decades. 


· When asked if the Mountain Home F-15s were measured as to the noise level while at Gowen Field, the response was “no”.  The city stated that there is no requirement to measure any “actual” sound levels since the numbers are all calculated.  How convenient that noise level calculations based on numbers, numbers that are selected by those funding the study, are never compared to what actually exists. Why are no actual sound readings taken, especially in view of the wildly divergent outcomes between the Air Force and city study? 


· Kevin Cahill a PHD economist and expert on project economic impact analysis, was highly critical of the complete lack of any economic analysis on the result of expanding the NSFRU noise impact zone.  This completely ignores the effect on thousands of residents who live around the airport.  The response from the city was “that this is not part of the study.” Why has no economic analysis of this project been done?  When will the analysis be done?


· When asked about how the city is using Avigation Easements to mute the ability of residents to oppose future noise driven rezoning programs, the city acknowledged such a program, but did not know enough about the program to comment further. These easements take away all rights of any resident signing them to the use and control of the airspace over their homes.  The city requires them for new developments around the airport, and they frequently slip them in to existing homeowner paperwork as part of projects requiring city approval.  Their constitutionality has been the subject of numerous lawsuits since their use began in the 1970s. Please provide maps showing all properties with existing Avigation Easements. Please provide a map showing the boundary of the area where Avigation Easements are required.


· Based on the obvious errors and omissions presented at the meeting, and the false and misleading study results it produces, one of the HOA presidents asked if the study would be re-evaluated, corrected, or started over.  The city was adamant that the study would proceed and there was nothing the residents of the city could do to stop it. Please justify why a study with a 75% error rate does not have to be reviewed and corrected.


· I contacted one of the city council members to discuss this, and was told that the mayor and city council have no intention of holding any public meetings on this project. Please have the Mayor and City Council address the noise issue and why no City Council meetings are supported.


It is clear to me and most of those attending the meeting that the city noise study is not a tool which is to be used for planning purposes.  The planning and decision making have already been done, behind closed doors.  This “study” is a manipulated project to justify what has already been decided by our elected officials. It will be used to incorrectly justify the new F-15 or F-35 mission without acknowledging or fairly valuing the price in lost property values and quality of life for residents surrounding the Boise Airport and Gowen Field.  Remember the F-15s in September.  Do you want this for south Boise and Ada County for decades to come?  And the F-35s will be twice as loud!




Submitted by Monty Mericle 
October 7th, 2015 

Please respond to the questions ( in red) following these bullet items 

A Boise City public open house took place on Tuesday, October 6th at the Boise Airport for the purpose of 
informing the public of the results of a new Joint Land Use airport noise study. A PowerPoint presentation 
was made by the airport manager.  Based on the meeting, I made the following observations and reached 
the following conclusions: 

• The meeting was attended by approximately 100 residents.
• Over 95% of those attending opposed the only two options being pursued by the airport, those being to

bring in 24 F-15s or 24 F-35 fighter jets.  The city has made no effort to pursue other, less disruptive
missions such as cargo planes, helicopters, drones, or support aircraft.  Elected officials are fixated
with bringing in high performance combat aircraft regardless of the impact to surrounding
neighborhoods. What alternatives to the F-15 and F-35 options have been pursued?

• The attendees were highly critical of the city’s efforts to inform the public of the public meetings.
Even though an estimated $20,000 was included in the study funding for public notifications, only one
small notice was placed in a local newspaper.  No efforts were made to notify any of those residents
directly affected by the study, nor were impacted Homeowners Associations representing those areas.
This despite the city having detailed information on both affected residents and their respective HOAs.
When asked why no direct mailings were made, the response was that the city felt direct mailings were
an ineffective way to communicate with their citizens.  The main way residents found out about any of
the meetings was by word of mouth, through social networks, or as the result of the personal efforts of
State Representative John Gannon who hand distributed leaflets throughout the affected
neighborhoods. What other efforts at citizen communications have been made?

• The main focus of the meeting was to review the study generated maps of the expanded noise impact
areas created by the F-15 and F-35 proposals.  It was immediately obvious that the results from the city
noise maps areas are vastly different than the conclusions reached by the 2012 Air Force
Environmental Impact study options for basing the F-35 at Gowen Field.  The $500,000 dollar Air
Force study clearly shows that basing 24 F-35s in Boise would reclassify 3,104 residents into a “Not
Suitable for Residential Use” (NSFRU) zone.  The Boise City Study calculates that those exact same
24 planes will reclassify only 234 residents as  NSFRU.  This is a difference of 75%, missing 2,870
residents.  When asked about the difference, the response was that the F-35 technology had changed
since the Air Force study in 2012.  That is just simply not true.  The 2015 F-35 has exactly the same
noise loudness rating as the 2012 F-35.  When questioned further, the city response was “ I guess we
will just have to agree to disagree then.”  The result is a planning document that is false and
misleading. Why specifically are the city and Air Force study noise maps so different?

• When discussing the 24 plane F-15 option, the city stated repeatedly that the new F-15 mission would
be nothing like the temporary F-15 mission we all experienced last month when the Mountain Home F-
15s were flying their 400 missions out of Gown Field. Yet the numbers in the city study clearly show
that 24 F-15s will be flying approximately 341 missions a month, 85% of what we all experienced in
September.  And this will not be temporary for a month; it will go on for decades.

• When asked if the Mountain Home F-15s were measured as to the noise level while at Gowen Field,
the response was “no”.  The city stated that there is no requirement to measure any “actual” sound
levels since the numbers are all calculated.  How convenient that noise level calculations based on
numbers, numbers that are selected by those funding the study, are never compared to what actually
exists. Why are no actual sound readings taken, especially in view of the wildly divergent outcomes
between the Air Force and city study?

• Kevin Cahill a PHD economist and expert on project economic impact analysis, was highly critical of
the complete lack of any economic analysis on the result of expanding the NSFRU noise impact zone.
This completely ignores the effect on thousands of residents who live around the airport.  The response
from the city was “that this is not part of the study.” Why has no economic analysis of this project been
done?  When will the analysis be done?



• When asked about how the city is using Avigation Easements to mute the ability of residents to oppose
future noise driven rezoning programs, the city acknowledged such a program, but did not know
enough about the program to comment further. These easements take away all rights of any resident
signing them to the use and control of the airspace over their homes.  The city requires them for new
developments around the airport, and they frequently slip them in to existing homeowner paperwork as
part of projects requiring city approval.  Their constitutionality has been the subject of numerous
lawsuits since their use began in the 1970s. Please provide maps showing all properties with existing
Avigation Easements. Please provide a map showing the boundary of the area where Avigation
Easements are required.

• Based on the obvious errors and omissions presented at the meeting, and the false and misleading
study results it produces, one of the HOA presidents asked if the study would be re-evaluated,
corrected, or started over.  The city was adamant that the study would proceed and there was nothing
the residents of the city could do to stop it. Please justify why a study with a 75% error rate does not
have to be reviewed and corrected.

• I contacted one of the city council members to discuss this, and was told that the mayor and city
council have no intention of holding any public meetings on this project. Please have the Mayor and
City Council address the noise issue and why no City Council meetings are supported.

It is clear to me and most of those attending the meeting that the city noise study is not a tool which is to be 
used for planning purposes.  The planning and decision making have already been done, behind closed 
doors.  This “study” is a manipulated project to justify what has already been decided by our elected 
officials. It will be used to incorrectly justify the new F-15 or F-35 mission without acknowledging or fairly 
valuing the price in lost property values and quality of life for residents surrounding the Boise Airport and 
Gowen Field.  Remember the F-15s in September.  Do you want this for south Boise and Ada County for 
decades to come?  And the F-35s will be twice as loud! 



From: G and G Rentals [mailto:gandgrentals@integrity.com] 
Sent: Sunday, October 11, 2015 4:37 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Boise Airport Part 150 Study Comments

Hi Kim attatched is Exhibit A plus our neighbor' signatures for Exhibit A and additional letters.  We will
be sending you via US Mail the original hard copies of all attachments.
Thank you.

Greg & Gayla Whipple, Gary Fraise and Linda Robens Fraise
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From: Dave Hopkins [mailto:dhoppy@q.com] 
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2015 12:20 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Noise Compatibility Program feedback

Noise Compatibility Program.
Please share any comments you may have regarding this study:

Please do not allow the noisy F35 and F15 jets into our city! They are too noisy,

and do not belong hear. They would greatly harm our quality of life!

Thank you,

David Hopkins

Contact Information

Name _ David Hopkins
____________________________________________________
Organization
________________________________________________________________
Address _ 5707 W. Randolph dr. _____________________________________
Phone _ 208 377-5788 _________Email: __ dhoppy@q.com _________________
X Resident  Aeronautical User  Government  Business/Development

Interest  Other
Please return your comments tonight via the comment box, or mail/email to:
Kim Hughes, PE
KHughes@HNTB.com
HNTB Corporation
2900 South
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From: Steve Tornga [mailto:stornga@msn.com] 
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2015 1:03 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Cc: 'Steve Tornga '; henry@henrybroker.com
Subject: Airport Study Comment - Part 150 Study Update

Karen,

I’ve attached a comment letter regarding the Boise Airport Part 150 Study.  I’ve also included 2
additional Petition Sheets (from 40 neighbors) who also oppose the Proposed Airport Change to
replace the A10’s with F15’s and F35’s.  I expect the Boise Airport 150 Study to include the input of
these 40 residents who Oppose the Boise Airport Part 150 Study. 

Forty of the 42 neighbors (or 95%)we talked to were opposed to the Boise Airport Part 150 Study
considering the basing F15’s or F35’s at the Boise Airport.  We will continue to circulate this petition. 

It is my strong opinion that F15’s and F35’s information we’ve heard at the meetings in 2012 and
again in 2015 is not credible.  We’ve been getting 24 hour average noise levels that do not reflect
the impact on Schools, in our homes and to our property values.    If you Chose to provide actual
decibel information during take-off and landings comparing the A10’s, to the F15’s and F35’s we will
have a credible indicator of the noise impact.

Thank you,

Steve Tornga
2124 Sunrise Rim Road
Boise, ID 83705
(208)342-1876 office
(208)861-8089 cell
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October 21, 2015



To:

	Kim Hughes, PE – HNTB Corporation

From:

[bookmark: _GoBack]	Steve & Brenda Tornga

	2124 Sunrise Rim Road

	Boise, ID 83705



Karen,

I appreciate the opportunity to provide my comments regarding the possible deployment of F15 and/or F35 Fighter Jets at the Boise Municipal/Gowen Field.

We live on Sunrise Rim Road and have grown accustomed to the A10s (and in prior years to the F4) and Apache Helicopters.  We live less than 1 mile from the runways.  Currently, the noise and training schedules haven’t affected us, primarily due to the normal daytime schedule for the flights and because the noise levels are reasonable.  

During August we’ve noticed a higher level of F15 air traffic.  The noise level is substantially higher and has become a great concern.  We have experienced more interrupted conversations, and notice that our pets, and our neighbors react a lot more to the F15’s.  

This noise will have a negative impact our quality of life and the quality of life in Boise.  Putting F15’s and F35’s at the Boise Airport, even temporarily, is a plan we oppose.  The noise impact is not compatible with the population that growth around the airport.  

The 2012 investigation on the potential F35 basing at Gowen Field was a major issue for our neighborhood and the surrounding area.  The recent news reports have mentioned that the F15 move to Boise & potential F35 basing in Boise.   The news report have also mentioned that the noise level between the 2 aircraft is similar.  Based on our investigation the F-35 is 2 to 3 times as loud and cause hearing loss and sleep interruption by over 30%.  This project would have put our neighborhood into a category of “not suitable for residential use”.   The prior F35 discussion alerted us to the significant increase in sound between each of the aircraft: the A10, the F15, and F35.

We consider the Boise airport primarily as a civilian airport.  The dramatic increase in noise from the F15’s and F35 aircraft are too loud that they are a terrible choice near a highly populated area.

I oppose the positioning of F15’s  and F35’s in Boise based on the increase in noise, reduced quality of life/negative economic impact, and a loss of property values.     

Please consider the deployment of these military aircraft to a better suited Air Force Base.  

							Sincerely,

							Steve & Brenda Tornga





October 21, 2015 

To: 
Kim Hughes, PE – HNTB Corporation 

From: 
Steve & Brenda Tornga 
2124 Sunrise Rim Road 
Boise, ID 83705 

Karen, 

I appreciate the opportunity to provide my comments regarding the possible deployment of F15 and/or F35 
Fighter Jets at the Boise Municipal/Gowen Field. 

We live on Sunrise Rim Road and have grown accustomed to the A10s (and in prior years to the F4) and Apache 
Helicopters.  We live less than 1 mile from the runways.  Currently, the noise and training schedules haven’t 
affected us, primarily due to the normal daytime schedule for the flights and because the noise levels are 
reasonable.   

During August we’ve noticed a higher level of F15 air traffic.  The noise level is substantially higher and has become 
a great concern.  We have experienced more interrupted conversations, and notice that our pets, and our 
neighbors react a lot more to the F15’s.   

This noise will have a negative impact our quality of life and the quality of life in Boise.  Putting F15’s and F35’s at 
the Boise Airport, even temporarily, is a plan we oppose.  The noise impact is not compatible with the population 
that growth around the airport.   

The 2012 investigation on the potential F35 basing at Gowen Field was a major issue for our neighborhood and the 
surrounding area.  The recent news reports have mentioned that the F15 move to Boise & potential F35 basing in 
Boise.   The news report have also mentioned that the noise level between the 2 aircraft is similar.  Based on our 
investigation the F-35 is 2 to 3 times as loud and cause hearing loss and sleep interruption by over 30%.  This 
project would have put our neighborhood into a category of “not suitable for residential use”.   The prior F35 
discussion alerted us to the significant increase in sound between each of the aircraft: the A10, the F15, and F35. 

We consider the Boise airport primarily as a civilian airport.  The dramatic increase in noise from the F15’s and F35 
aircraft are too loud that they are a terrible choice near a highly populated area. 

I oppose the positioning of F15’s  and F35’s in Boise based on the increase in noise, reduced quality of life/negative 
economic impact, and a loss of property values.      

Please consider the deployment of these military aircraft to a better suited Air Force Base.  

Sincerely, 
Steve & Brenda Tornga 







 
    

Part 150 Study Update
Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study

Open House # 2 • September 2, 2015  (Extended to 10/12/15) 

Thank you for participating in tonight’s Open House on Boise Airport’s Part 150 Study Update.  The 
purpose of this study is to define the aviation noise exposure levels around the Airport and receive 
input regarding the Draft Part 150 Study and the recommended Noise Compatibility Program.  

Please share any comments you may have regarding this study: 
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________ 

Contact Information 
Name     ________________________________________________________________ 
Organization     ________________________________________________________________ 
Address     ________________________________________________________________ 
Phone     _________________________Email: __________________________________ 

 Resident     Aeronautical User     Government     Business/Development Interest     Other 

Please return your comments tonight via the comment box, or mail/email to: 

Kim Hughes, PE 
KHughes@HNTB.com 
HNTB Corporation 
2900 South Quincy Street 
Arlington, Virginia 22206 

Please submit all comments by September 28th, 2015. 

I don't understand the need to expand Boise into a F15 and/or F35 base which will impact the majority

of the Boise community when there is a AFB less than 50 miles away.

There are many other military aircraft options that would fulfill Boise's needs without the negative impact  
F15 and/or F35's would bring.  

Please, please, p l e a s e reconsider your options and think of the community they affect when you do.  

This is our city, our homes and our life style...    

Dan and Pat Marler

6525 Fairfield Ave - Boise, ID 83709
208-914-8939 dan.marler@gmail.com
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Part 150 Study Update 
Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study 

  Open House # 2  •  September 2, 2015 

Thank you for participating in tonight’s Open House on Boise Airport’s Part 150 Study Update.  The 
purpose of this study is to define the aviation noise exposure levels around the Airport and receive 
input regarding the Draft Part 150 Study and the recommended Noise Compatibility Program.  

Please share any comments you may have regarding this study: 
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________ 

Contact Information 
Name     ________________________________________________________________ 
Organization     ________________________________________________________________ 
Address     ________________________________________________________________ 
Phone     _________________________Email: __________________________________ 

 Resident     Aeronautical User     Government     Business/Development Interest     Other 

Please return your comments tonight via the comment box, or mail/email to: 

Kim Hughes, PE 
KHughes@HNTB.com 
HNTB Corporation 
2900 South Quincy Street 
Arlington, Virginia 22206 

Please submit all comments by September 28th, 2015. 
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The Part 150 study uses DNL to determine acceptable noise levels, which I feel is good in a general sense, but does not accurately reflect the 'real' impact of having considerably noiser jets taking off from the airport.  While living near the airport, one expects to hear the normal noise sound levels associated with passenger jets, civilian aircraft, military helicopters, etc.  However, the noise associated with the F15 and F35 is considerably louder than the airports 'normal' noise.  This type of noise is so loud, that it results in an individual's senses being 'shocked'.  This is primarily due to the nature of this noise being so abrubt and loud.  

It is my feeling that the increased sound levels associated with the proposed F15/F35 missions is an inappropriate usage for an urban airport such as Boise's and that the Part 150 study does not accurately reflect the total/real impact of these types of missions.

bianson
Typewriter

bianson
Typewriter
Bob Ianson
Home Owner
3001 S Roosevelt St Apt 10  Boise, ID  83705
208-866-2679                                                            bobianson@gmail.com

bianson
Typewriter
X



From: Jamie Van Eaton . [mailto:cleochatra@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2015 4:31 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Please no more noisy aircraft

As a self-employed businesswoman in SW Boise, I am sometimes blasted out by the
loudness of the aircraft coming from Gowen Field. his makes it hard to conduct business,
both on the phone and in person. 

I love our military, but... those jets are amazing and should be in Mountain Home and not in
such a populated area. Mountain Home already exists for these planes. Please keep them
there.

I appreciate your time. Thanks for listening!

I live at 6810 W Diamond Street (Cole + Victory Rd). 

Fondly,
With blasted out ears,
Jamie Van Eaton
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From: rena alexander [mailto:renalex@cableone.net] 
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2015 5:32 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Boise Airport Noise Compatibility

JB & Rena Alexander
6401 Robertson Dr
Boise, ID 83709

Our home and our parents homes will be directly impacted by the noise if this goes
through.
We are AGAINST the proposed flight zones.
We would not have bought in this area if we had any indication that this could happen.
Now our property value will only decrease as time goes by.
This is a BAD idea.

Thank you for your consideration

--
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Comments Concerning Boise, Idaho Airport Part 150 Study Update - October 12, 2015 

Contact Information: 

Kenneth L Pidjeon 

1829 W Canal St 

Boise, ID 83705-4819 

(208) 345 -8185 

Email: pubtransed@aol.com 

Comments 

For reasons listed below I am asking the FAA not to certify the Boise, Idaho Airport Part 150 Update public 

involvement process and require the airport operator to begin the public involvement process over again.

14 CFR 150.123(d) requires the airport operator (AO, my shorthand) to provide “adequate opportunity” 

for the general public to submit their views, data, and comments on the draft noise compatibility program 

study (Part 150 Study). 

The airport operator (City of Boise City, Idaho Airport) has failed to provide “adequate opportunity” for 

the public to submit its views on the draft noise compatibility program study by: failing to provide 

adequate notice of two meetings (1st and 3rd)(less than 2 weeks’ notice); failing to provide “adequate 

opportunity” (less than 3 working days) for participants at the 3rd meeting to submit their comments 

concerning the meeting; failing to provide public access to study consultants (HNTB Corporation) at the 

3rd meeting (equal access); and failing to provide both notice of a public hearing and failing to hold a public 

hearing concerning this study as provided by 14 CFR 150.123(d).  Public information meetings are not 

public hearings.  The processes for each are significantly different. 

The AO held a 3rd Part 150 public information meeting on October 6, 2015. The meeting was attended by 

approximately 75 – 100 people.  I attended the meeting. 

No consultants from HNTB were at the meeting.  I was told by AO staff the consultants had been at the 

two (2) previous meetings.  AO staff also indicated the reason no consultants were available at the third 

public information meeting is the consultants had only been contracted to attend two meetings. 

The 3rd meeting comment submission deadline (3 working days, 6 calendar days) was considerably shorter 

than the time to submit comments following both the first public information meeting (over 30 calendar 

days) and the second meeting (approximately 25 calendar days). 

The deadline established by the AO to submit comments after the 3rd meeting was Monday, October 12, 

2015 – a Federally recognized Holiday.  This deadline is 6 calendars days after the meeting and 3 working 

days after the meeting.  The deadline failed to indicate a closing time for submission of comments and 

whether the closing time was prevailing Eastern or Mountain Time.  Since the meetings were held in the 

Mountain Time Zone I must assume the submission deadline time zone is also Mountain Time. 

Comments could be sent to the study consultants, located in Virginia, either by USPS mail or email in 

addition to leaving them in a drop box after the meeting.  It would be literally impossible for comments 

to reach a Virginia based consultant using regular USPS mail between the time of the 3rd meeting and the 

deadline established by the AO.  Mail is not delivered on a Federal Holiday and the HNTB address was a 

street delivery address not a P.O. Box. 

Comment 36



Attachments:
Data_All_151012 (1).pdf
SurveyMonkey_70012292.pdf

From: Henry Wiebe [mailto:henry@henrybroker.com] 
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2015 6:00 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Cc: Dave Kangas; Mayor Bieter
Subject: Boise Airport NOISE Study: Part 150 : Public Survey Results / Comments

Hello Kim,

Attached is a public survey and the results. 

Please confirm receipt and that this information is included with the published Study as part
of the comments.

Regards,

Henry Wiebe Associate Broker | Silvercreek Realty Group |
Address: :: 290 Bob White Ct., Ste 100
Tel: :: 208.850-3000 | Mobile: :: 208.850-3000
henry@henrybroker.com | http://www.henrybroker.com/
gratitude :: our default state of being.
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BOISE AIRPORT NOISE STUDY (This survey is created and pushed by neighbors and
citizens of Boise, so please pass along --we need your input before OCT 12, 2015 which
is the deadline for comments to be included in the BOI Airport 150 Noise Study.)
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is the deadline for comments to be included in the BOI Airport 150 Noise Study.)


SurveyMonkey







55.61% 119


44.39% 95


Q3 Were you and your family negatively
affected by f-15 operations this last


summer?
Answered: 214 Skipped: 3


Total 214


YES


NO


0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%


Answer Choices Responses


YES


NO


3 / 10


BOISE AIRPORT NOISE STUDY (This survey is created and pushed by neighbors and
citizens of Boise, so please pass along --we need your input before OCT 12, 2015 which
is the deadline for comments to be included in the BOI Airport 150 Noise Study.)


SurveyMonkey







12.56% 27


87.44% 188
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Q6 Are you aware that the f-35 could
potentially condemn hundreds of bench


homes as "not suitable for living"?
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slogan for Boise- to make it the most
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BOISE AIRPORT NOISE STUDY (This survey is created and pushed by neighbors and
citizens of Boise, so please pass along --we need your input before OCT 12, 2015 which
is the deadline for comments to be included in the BOI Airport 150 Noise Study.)


SurveyMonkey







73.33% 154


26.67% 56


Q8 There is a third, currently unused
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operations there, instead of condemning
hundreds of homes.


Answered: 210 Skipped: 7


Total 210


YES


NO


0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%


Answer Choices Responses


YES


NO


8 / 10
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citizens of Boise, so please pass along --we need your input before OCT 12, 2015 which
is the deadline for comments to be included in the BOI Airport 150 Noise Study.)
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BOISE AIRPORT NOISE STUDY (This survey is created and pushed by neighbors and
citizens of Boise, so please pass along --we need your input before OCT 12, 2015 which
is the deadline for comments to be included in the BOI Airport 150 Noise Study.)
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BOISE AIRPORT NOISE STUDY (This survey is created and pushed by neighbors and
citizens of Boise, so please pass along --we need your input before OCT 12, 2015 which
is the deadline for comments to be included in the BOI Airport 150 Noise Study.)
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		Q1 Are you aware that the military mission at the airport is going to change?

		Q2 Are you aware that there is a proposal to replace the current aircraft the a-10 with the f-35 which is 6X as loud as the current aircraft the a-10?

		Q3 Were you and your family negatively affected by f-15 operations this last summer?

		Q4 Were you notified via news, newspaper or email of open houses at the airport on June 3 and Sept 2?

		Q5 Would you support the Mayor and council in bringing the f-35 to the Boise airport as the airport is currently configured?

		Q6 Are you aware that the f-35 could potentially condemn hundreds of bench homes as "not suitable for living"?

		Q7 Do you feel that the mayor's stated slogan for Boise- to make it the most liveable city in country- is appropriate if he and the council are willing to condemn 100's of homes?

		Q8 There is a third, currently unused runway, 1 mile south of current airport operations. Would you potentially support an additional airport bond to expand operations there, instead of condemning hundreds of homes.

		Q9 Mountain Home Air Force Base could serve as home to the Idaho Air National Guard. Would you support this as a taxpayer?

		Q10 Would you support a noise abatement ordinance for the Boise airport to control and limit the noise impact of future additional airport operations?






Boise City owns Gowen Field and leases it to Idaho National Guard. To learn more about the BOI
Airport Noise Study visit http://www.iflyboise.com/airport-guide/about-the-airport/noise-
compatibility-program . To learn more about community action and involvement, visit
https://groups.google.com/forum/#!forum/boi-noise


Only TEN QUESTION about Gowen Air Field and the Boise Airport


1. Are you aware that the military mission at the airport is going to change?


2. Are you aware that there is a proposal to replace the current aircraft the a-10 with the f-35 which is
6X as loud as the current aircraft the a-10?


3. Were you and your family negatively affected by f-15 operations this last summer?


4. Were you notified via news, newspaper or email of open houses at the airport on June 3 and Sept 2?


5. Would you support the Mayor and council in bringing the f-35 to the Boise airport as the airport is
currently configured?


6. Are you aware that the f-35 could potentially condemn hundreds of bench homes as "not suitable for
living"?


7. Do you feel that the mayor's stated slogan for Boise- to make it the most liveable city in country- is
appropriate if he and the council are willing to condemn 100's of homes?


8. There is a third, currently unused runway, 1 mile south of current airport operations. Would you
potentially support an additional airport bond to expand operations there, instead of condemning hundreds
of homes.



http://www.iflyboise.com/airport-guide/about-the-airport/noise-compatibility-program

https://groups.google.com/forum/#!forum/boi-noise





9. Mountain Home Air Force Base could serve as home to the Idaho Air National Guard. Would you
support this as a taxpayer? 


10. Would you support a noise abatement ordinance for the Boise airport to control and limit the noise
impact of future additional airport operations?





		Only TEN QUESTION about Gowen Air Field and the Boise Airport

		Boise City owns Gowen Field and leases it to Idaho National Guard. To learn more about the BOI Airport Noise Study visit http://www.iflyboise.com/airport-guide/about-the-airport/noise-compatibility-program . To learn more about community action and involvement, visit https://groups.google.com/forum/#!forum/boi-noise

		1. Are you aware that the military mission at the airport is going to change?

		2. Are you aware that there is a proposal to replace the current aircraft the a-10 with the f-35 which is 6X as loud as the current aircraft the a-10?

		3. Were you and your family negatively affected by f-15 operations this last summer?

		4. Were you notified via news, newspaper or email of open houses at the airport on June 3 and Sept 2?

		5. Would you support the Mayor and council in bringing the f-35 to the Boise airport as the airport is currently configured?

		6. Are you aware that the f-35 could potentially condemn hundreds of bench homes as "not suitable for living"?

		7. Do you feel that the mayor's stated slogan for Boise- to make it the most liveable city in country- is appropriate if he and the council are willing to condemn 100's of homes?

		8. There is a third, currently unused runway, 1 mile south of current airport operations. Would you potentially support an additional airport bond to expand operations there, instead of condemning hundreds of homes.

		9. Mountain Home Air Force Base could serve as home to the Idaho Air National Guard. Would you support this as a taxpayer?

		10. Would you support a noise abatement ordinance for the Boise airport to control and limit the noise impact of future additional airport operations?









Boise City owns Gowen Field and leases it to Idaho National Guard. To learn more about the BOI
Airport Noise Study visit http://www.iflyboise.com/airport-guide/about-the-airport/noise-
compatibility-program . To learn more about community action and involvement, visit
https://groups.google.com/forum/#!forum/boi-noise

Only TEN QUESTION about Gowen Air Field and the Boise Airport

1. Are you aware that the military mission at the airport is going to change?

2. Are you aware that there is a proposal to replace the current aircraft the a-10 with the f-35 which is
6X as loud as the current aircraft the a-10?

3. Were you and your family negatively affected by f-15 operations this last summer?

4. Were you notified via news, newspaper or email of open houses at the airport on June 3 and Sept 2?

5. Would you support the Mayor and council in bringing the f-35 to the Boise airport as the airport is
currently configured?

6. Are you aware that the f-35 could potentially condemn hundreds of bench homes as "not suitable for
living"?

7. Do you feel that the mayor's stated slogan for Boise- to make it the most liveable city in country- is
appropriate if he and the council are willing to condemn 100's of homes?

8. There is a third, currently unused runway, 1 mile south of current airport operations. Would you
potentially support an additional airport bond to expand operations there, instead of condemning hundreds
of homes.

http://www.iflyboise.com/airport-guide/about-the-airport/noise-compatibility-program
https://groups.google.com/forum/#!forum/boi-noise


9. Mountain Home Air Force Base could serve as home to the Idaho Air National Guard. Would you
support this as a taxpayer? 

10. Would you support a noise abatement ordinance for the Boise airport to control and limit the noise
impact of future additional airport operations?
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BOISE AIRPORT NOISE STUDY (This survey is created and pushed by neighbors and
citizens of Boise, so please pass along --we need your input before OCT 12, 2015 which
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is the deadline for comments to be included in the BOI Airport 150 Noise Study.)
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citizens of Boise, so please pass along --we need your input before OCT 12, 2015 which
is the deadline for comments to be included in the BOI Airport 150 Noise Study.)
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BOISE AIRPORT NOISE STUDY (This survey is created and pushed by neighbors and
citizens of Boise, so please pass along --we need your input before OCT 12, 2015 which
is the deadline for comments to be included in the BOI Airport 150 Noise Study.)

SurveyMonkey



80.77% 168

19.23% 40

Q10 Would you support a noise abatement
ordinance for the Boise airport to control

and limit the noise impact of future
additional airport operations?

Answered: 208 Skipped: 9

Total 208

YES

NO

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Answer Choices Responses

YES

NO

10 / 10

BOISE AIRPORT NOISE STUDY (This survey is created and pushed by neighbors and
citizens of Boise, so please pass along --we need your input before OCT 12, 2015 which
is the deadline for comments to be included in the BOI Airport 150 Noise Study.)
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October 12, 2015 

Kim Hughes, PE 
KHughes@HNTB.com 
HNTB Corporation 
2900 South Quincy Street 
Arlington, Virginia 22206 

My comments on 2015 Part 150 Noise Study: 

In the last month, word has spread in the South Bench area about this study. I have been made aware 
that residents who might be most direly affected – those living on Pasadena, Catalina, Normandie, Pond, 
and nearby – were unaware of the study. They were unaware that their homes might be declared to be 
in an “incompatible with residential use” zone. Any intelligent reading of the FAA Advisory on public 
involvement would guide you to make specific efforts to inform and make involvement easy for directly 
affected residents. This did not happen in 2015. 

Mayor Bieter has responded to some residents, including me, who asked about public involvement, with 
this: Two open houses…were held…. Those meetings were advertised through multiple ads… and 
eNewsletters … to neighborhood associations.” I get the local paper every day. I watch TV news. I am in 
Bench stores almost daily. I never got one email, until an alert citizen posted something on NextDoor.  I 
never saw one word about the study or these meetings. Surely all public officials and contractors 
involved in this study know that many people do not get the paper. They don’t belong to neighborhood 
associations. Shouldn’t those people have a voice in what happens in their community? It would have 
been an easy and inexpensive step to create flyers and have them distributed throughout the study area 
residences and businesses. Even parent committees do this for bake sales, neighbors do this for yard 
sales. 

It is not helpful for Mayor Bieter or other officials to say that this is just a study, simply modeling 
“forecasted noise levels from aircrafts that could be based at Gowen Field.” In fact, it’s deceptive. When 
minimal public is involved, the study can smoothly summarize that no particular public concerns were 
raised.   

It’s imperative that this period be extended at least 90 days, and that a much greater effort be started 
immediately to inform and involve ALL the potentially affected residents of the South Bench. 

Sincerely, 

Kerry Cooke (Please see second page for first comments) 

Comment 38



Sending again because I didn’t get acknowledgement when I sent these two weeks ago: 

Date: September 25, 2015 

To: Kim Hughes, PE 

From: Kerry Cooke 

Re: Comments on Boise Airport: Part 150 -- Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study 

I live in a cul-de-sac nestled against the playground at Hillcrest Elementary School. It’s a lovely 
neighborhood. In the mornings I walk my dog down Pond Street, around Hillcrest, and up Roosevelt next 
to the Golf Course. I make a loop down Catalina, up to Owyhee School, and then come back on 
Pasadena to retrace my route home.  All along the way, I pass homes of grandeur, homes of busy 
professionals, and homes of retirees. Everywhere, I see people investing in their homes, tending their 
gardens, fixing their fences.  

Yes, I-84 is nearby. And the planes come and go from the airport. But the noise is not deafening. We can 
still have a fine quality of life. But not with F-15s and F-35s. That changes everything. 

When the F-15s were stationed at Gowan this summer, I had to shutter my house until dark. It was 
impossible for me to sit on my patio or grill food in my back yard if the jets were active. Even in my 
house with everything shut, while the planes took off, flew nearby, and landed, I could not hear 
anything (a conversation, my radio or television) until they had passed. My windows shook. My dog ran 
inside, panicked. My ears rang long after. My head felt like it was going to explode. 

And I live in a well-built townhouse circa 1998. And I live outside of what the 150 study considers to be 
in the impact zone. I’m not a golfer, but it makes me sick to think that this gorgeous golf course could be 
made such an unpleasant place to be during daylight hours. 

Imagine my surprise two weeks ago to find out about this study. I get the daily newspaper and never 
saw a word. Nothing was posted in my neighborhood, in neighborhood stores, etc. Nothing came to my 
mailbox. Public meetings? Who knew? Certainly City Leaders and Airport Management must know that 
the surest way to have mistruths, distrust, and high anger erupt is to keep a decision like this out of the 
public discourse. And that’s what’s happened here. 

Your public comment period ends on Monday. I implore you to extend it by at least 6 weeks. Now that 
word is starting to spread, do not close comments on this issue that could greatly affect the lives, 
personal property values, and peace of mind of the Airport’s neighbors. 

Sincerely, 

Kerry Cooke 
4962 W Hillcrest View Court, Boise, ID 83705 
kvcooke@hotmail.com 



From: Bret Seidenschwarz [mailto:bseidenschwarz@msd134.org] 
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2015 6:10 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Part 150 Study-Open House #2

After attending the open house I had the following observations.  If this study is to be helpful
to the public and enlighten them of the "true" noise level anticipated, then an average is NOT
helpful.  What is truly helpful would be a peak noise level comparison.  I also felt that
residents in the affected area should have been notified by US mail.  This seems to be a
reasonable request since this is the official way the public is notified on other matters of
official business in which their financial well being, livelihood, or family structure is
threatened.  All true in this instance in some form or another.  
Both of these issues seem to be pointing out at the very least an appearance of a lack of
transparency.  I don't think this is intentional on the part of the study, but just a continuance
of doing business as it has been done in the past.  Judging from the passion acknowledged in
the crowd I would think that it would be in everyone's best interest to make every effort of
transparency possible.  

Sincerely,

Bret Seidenschwarz
Resident
2018 Cinebar
Boise ID 83709 

Comment 39
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From: MB Cooper [mailto:coopermb@msn.com] 
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2015 6:25 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Noise Compatibility Comment Sheet

Please accept my submission of this study and confirm receipt, thank you.

Mary-Beth Chandler
Production Coordinator
4631 W Hillcrest View Drive
Boise - Idaho  83705
208-608-8475
coopermb@msn.com
www.linkedin.com/in/MBCooper
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From: tridink106@gmail.com [mailto:tridink106@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Jake Armstrong
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2015 7:56 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Cc: ICE - Lisa
Subject: RE: Boise Airport Noise Study

Kim, please add one additional comment.  This past Saturday I was working outside in our
yard with a commercial string trimmer and wearing ANSI certified hearing protection. I
could hear the military jets flying over head above any noise that was produced by my work.

Thanks,

Jake Armstrong, P.E.

Comment 41
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From: John Bell [mailto:johnarbell@cableone.net] 
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2015 8:12 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Part 150 Study Update

Hello
I couldn't get the form to work so am writing instead.

We are very concerned about the F15"s coming to our neighborhood.  The study is
flawed by taking daytime averages for the noise ratings. The F15's last summer were
so loud- all conversation stopped. We need to pass a city ordinance that outlaws
those levels of sound. We have lived her for over 40 years and have no problems with
commercial planes. The F15's have no right to come to Gowen and destroy our
neighborhood, homes and our health.  Arlene Bell    home owner    4315 Pasadena
Drive Boise 83705
johnarbell@cableone.net     208-861-8261

--
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-----Original Message-----
From: Brenda Tornga [mailto:btornga@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2015 8:34 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Part 150 Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study

Part 150 Study Update
Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study

My husband and I have lived almost 30 years in our current address on Sunrise Rim.  While we have
not been bothered by most airport noise because the planes are low on take-off, we can definitely hear
the jets.  But they do not do many ‘sorties’ and keep reasonable hours.  The current ‘courting’ of the F-
10s or F-35s to our local airport is not at all acceptable to those of us who live here.  While I understand
there are jobs at stack and commutes to avoid (Mountain Home), the cost to the ‘livability’ of all our
neighbors is not being taken into consideration and certainly not monetized or even vocalized.   It is as
if our opinions and wishes are of no concern.

I am aware the noise study is just that – a study.  But it seems initiated by the possibilities of getting
these jets.  Therefore it doesn’t take paranoia or hysterics to go to the logical conclusion that the study
will be used to allow the jets in.  It is our job, as citizens, to make sure that our voices are heard,
especially since our local government and a few airmen that don’t want to commute are doing all the
talking presently.  We are not being unpatriotic.  There are better alternatives/airfields for the F-10s and
F-15s.  There are probably even areas that would love to have these aircraft.  But here in Boise, with
the large population so close to the airport, it seems a very ill choice.

Why would you wreck so many homes and neighborhoods over the use of a civilian airfield by military
aircraft?  I can’t believe that the schools, business (Micron?) and churches would tolerate such a
concept, either, if they knew about it.

Last point.  This has been handle in such an inept way.  I am saying inept, and that is giving everyone
the benefit of the doubt.  If it was not inept, then it was devious and I am sincerely hoping that is not
the case here.  If you want to inform people, you put out effective notices and work hard to gather the
input you would surely need.  But to set up ‘Open Houses’ and then basically do not do any kind of
outreach, is disingenuous.  (Google these open houses, good luck finding any data on these, except
those complaining AFTER the fact).  I understand that email were sent out to Homeowners Association
officials.  No one in the meeting we were at (again, after the fact) saw them.  Our neighbor association
would have printed them, handed them out to our 236 houses and would have had a respectable
presence at the ‘Open House.’  We have been very vocal on this issue before.  It is not something we
would have ignore unless we didn’t know about  it.

Sinderely,

Brenda Brill Tornga

Contact Information:
Name Brenda Brill Tornga
Organization: Sunrise Rim Homeowners Association
Address: 2124 Sunrise Rim Road, Boise Idaho 83705
Phone: 208-343-4062 Email: btornga@yahoo.com X Resident o Aeronautical User o Government o
Business/Development Interest o Other
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From: DerekJeanine Sauerwein [mailto:djsauerwein@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2015 8:56 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study

Resident Input
I was unable to attend the open house recently as well as the one in June...Mostly because I

didn't know it was happening.
How were residential areas notified of these meetings?

As far as the study, my comments are:

When the Air Force did the study in 2012, my neighborhood was then zoned for "Not suitable for
residential use." (At least I think it was, I have never seen any maps or any real information
regarding this either.) I can only assume it is since in the Boise City Study my neighborhood
butts directly up to the "Yellow Zone."

Why is the study from Boise City different? The residents effected went from about 3,000 down
to 300 or so.  Did the F 15 suddenly get quieter? When the temporary missions were running, it
was so loud you couldn't hear a conversation if you were outside. I understand the F35's are
even louder (14-15 dB louder than the F 15 according to the Oct 26,2008 Air Force Times
article)

What is the expected impact to residential property values in the next few years? What happens
when these missions are running and suddenly I can't sell my home if I need to. I didn't
purchase my home next to an Air Force Base.

I understand that bringing these fighter jets will bring jobs and significant money to the Treasure
valley, but what about the people effected? How will we be compensated?  I think more
forthright information is needed for the public including real answers to the difference in studies
between the US AIR FORCE and Boise City. I also called and left a message with the Mayor's
office and have yet to receive a phone call.

This feels like a back door deal to me and my neighborhood will plummet in value and I will be
stuck living next to an Air Force Base involuntarily and without regard or proper compensation.

Jeanine and Derek Sauerwein
Resident'
7050 W. Rosewood Dr
Boise, Idaho 83709
208-870-6803   208-861-6321
djsauerwein@yahoo.com
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From: Ronald Haberman [mailto:haberman43@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2015 10:11 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Noise Compatibility Study at Boise, Idaho

October 12, 2015
Count us as adamantly opposed to the proposed  placing of F-15 and/or F-35 aircraft
at Gowen Field.
We happen to live in the area that will be greatly affected by an increase in noise and
pollution from takeoff's and landings of these aircraft
We have lived in and  made improvements to our home  since 1978.
I, Ron, served in the USAF during the 1960's, so I am not anti-military in any way.
Most aircraft presently flying out of Boise are not as loud as they were years ago.
We feel that our ability to live in the affected area will be greatly diminished by adding F-
15's on a regular basis.
During this past summer the amount of noise was not acceptable every time the F-15's took
off to the west. All conversation had to stop, whether inside or outside.  Our young
grandchildren could not be outside when these aircraft were flying.
Taking a walk while they were flying was no longer an enjoyable experience. In addition,
there are two elementary schools, numerous businesses as well as a country club golf course
and numerous upscale homes in the impact area.

My wife and I both feel that this is not an acceptable type of aircraft to be using a
commercial facility in an urban area.
They belong on a military base such as Mt. Home AFB.

Ron & Althea Haberman
4311 Pasadena Dr
Boise, ID  83705

(208) 344-8054
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From: MB Cooper [mailto:marybethcoop@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2015 11:19 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Noise Compatibility Study

Thank you for considering this input from our household, Rex Chandler

Rex Chandler
rex@chandlersboise.com
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From: Gary Grimm [mailto:gogrimm@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 13, 2015 12:10 AM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Comment: Part 150 Study Update

Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study.

Attached is my comment form.  Note that this pdf form was not easy to fill out as I could not
format the text the way I wanted as some text overwrote other text and I could not enter my
phone and email address.

Also, I could not copy my response on the form for my own records.  When I tried to copy
and paste I just get blank lines.

My phone number is 208 -585-7512  and my email address is gogrimm@gmail.com
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Part 150 Study Update  
Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study 


  
  
Open House # 2  •  September 2, 2015  


  
  


Thank you for participating in tonight’s Open House on Boise Airport’s Part 150 Study Update.  The 
purpose of this study is to define the aviation noise exposure levels around the Airport and receive 
input regarding the Draft Part 150 Study and the recommended Noise Compatibility Program.  
  
Please share any comments you may have regarding this study: 
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________ 
  
Contact Information 
Name     ________________________________________________________________ 
Organization     ________________________________________________________________ 
Address     ________________________________________________________________ 
Phone     _________________________Email: __________________________________ 
 
 Resident     Aeronautical User     Government     Business/Development Interest     Other 
  
Please return your comments tonight via the comment box, or mail/email to:  
  
Kim Hughes, PE 
KHughes@HNTB.com 
HNTB Corporation 
2900 South Quincy Street 
Arlington, Virginia 22206 
  
Please submit all comments by September 28th, 2015. 


I am disturhed that the public meetings were not well publicized.


I am also concerned that the study did not include any information about the noise levels of the F-15 


jets that were stationed in Boise this summer. 
The DNL (daily noise level average) is not a measure of the sound level when military jets are taking off, 
but the study did not provide any data about this noise level. 
There is a question about "Quality of Life" of individuals and families that should also be considered when 
noise levels are studied, and not only the economic impact to the City of Boise. 
The people who live near the airport, especially those who have lived here for many years, should be able 
to decide on the acceptable  jet noise level and produce a contemporary and future looking noise 
ordinance.  


First I am habing trouhle filling out thjis form!!!! 


I am having a lot of difficulty in filling out this form.  I can't add text without previous text being 
overwritten.  And, I can't fill in the Contact information  correctly, including my Phone and Email.


Gary Grimm


2001 W. Canal St/  Boise, Idaho 83705


           Gary Grimm











Part 150 Study Update 
Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study 

  Open House # 2  •  September 2, 2015 

Thank you for participating in tonight’s Open House on Boise Airport’s Part 150 Study Update.  The 
purpose of this study is to define the aviation noise exposure levels around the Airport and receive 
input regarding the Draft Part 150 Study and the recommended Noise Compatibility Program.  
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Contact Information 
Name     ________________________________________________________________ 
Organization     ________________________________________________________________ 
Address     ________________________________________________________________ 
Phone     _________________________Email: __________________________________ 

 Resident     Aeronautical User     Government     Business/Development Interest     Other

Please return your comments tonight via the comment box, or mail/email to: 

Kim Hughes, PE 
KHughes@HNTB.com 
HNTB Corporation 
2900 South Quincy Street 
Arlington, Virginia 22206 

Please submit all comments by September 28th, 2015. 

I am disturhed that the public meetings were not well publicized.

I am also concerned that the study did not include any information about the noise levels of the F-15 

jets that were stationed in Boise this summer. 
The DNL (daily noise level average) is not a measure of the sound level when military jets are taking off, 
but the study did not provide any data about this noise level. 
There is a question about "Quality of Life" of individuals and families that should also be considered when 
noise levels are studied, and not only the economic impact to the City of Boise. 
The people who live near the airport, especially those who have lived here for many years, should be able 
to decide on the acceptable  jet noise level and produce a contemporary and future looking noise 
ordinance.  

Firs
t I am habing trouhle filling out thjis form!!!! 

I am having a lot of difficulty in filling out this form.  I can't add text without previous text being 
overwritten.  And, I can't fill in the Contact information  correctly, including my Phone and Email.

Gary Grimm

2001 W. Canal St/  Boise, Idaho 83705

           Gary Grimm



Part 150 Study Update 
Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study 

  Open House # 2  •  September 2, 2015 

Thank you for participating in tonight’s Open House on Boise Airport’s Part 150 Study Update.  The 
purpose of this study is to define the aviation noise exposure levels around the Airport and receive 
input regarding the Draft Part 150 Study and the recommended Noise Compatibility Program.  

Please share any comments you may have regarding this study: 
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
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Contact Information 
Name     ________________________________________________________________ 
Organization     ________________________________________________________________ 
Address     ________________________________________________________________ 
Phone     _________________________Email: __________________________________ 

 Resident     Aeronautical User     Government     Business/Development Interest     Other

Please return your comments tonight via the comment box, or mail/email to: 

Kim Hughes, PE 
KHughes@HNTB.com 
HNTB Corporation 
2900 South Quincy Street 
Arlington, Virginia 22206 

Please submit all comments by September 28th, 2015. 
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As a resident of the Hillcrest neighborhood north of the Boise airport, I am strongly opposed to
the potential replacement of the A-10 mission with F-15 mission. Noise from the airport is already

justindevinaspre
Typewritten Text
quite noticeable and interruptive. The noise was especially bad this summer when fighter aircraft
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used the Boise airport. At times this summer, my windows rattled, I could not hear family speaking
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across the room, and my newborn was startled awake. I realize this was a compromise I made when
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buying a home here, but more noise is unacceptable. 
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The 2020 Noise exposure Map will place the
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65 dB boundary in front of my house. This will negatively affect our quality of life and negatively affect
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my home's value. 
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Owyhee Harbor Elementary School is less than 100 yards east of my house and I 

justindevinaspre
Typewritten Text
cannot imagine my child starting his education in school this close to the anticipated noise. How are 
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children supposed to learn and focus in this environment?
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Part 150 Study Update 
Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study 

  Open House # 2  •  September 2, 2015 

Thank you for participating in tonight’s Open House on Boise Airport’s Part 150 Study Update.  The 
purpose of this study is to define the aviation noise exposure levels around the Airport and receive 
input regarding the Draft Part 150 Study and the recommended Noise Compatibility Program.  

Please share any comments you may have regarding this study: 
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________ 

Contact Information 
Name     ________________________________________________________________ 
Organization     ________________________________________________________________ 
Address     ________________________________________________________________ 
Phone     _________________________Email: __________________________________ 

 Resident     Aeronautical User     Government     Business/Development Interest     Other

Please return your comments tonight via the comment box, or mail/email to: 

Kim Hughes, PE 
KHughes@HNTB.com 
HNTB Corporation 
2900 South Quincy Street 
Arlington, Virginia 22206 

Please submit all comments by September 28th, 2015. 
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As a resident living near the airport in the Hillcrest neighborhood I am against  F-15's coming to the Boise Airport.  When there were jets this summer it was way too loud . Jets of this noise level need to not be flying so close to residential areas. As a new mom, I ask that they not relocate to Boise. We do not want to live with this noise for years to come. I had a taste of this noise this summer and the prospect of my newborn growing up with this noise on a regular basis, and attending school with this noise is unacceptable. If this mission is to come to Boise, I will have to sell my home and relocate before the value of my home drops. The anticipated 65dB boundary will be right in front of my house, and extremely close to Owyhee Harbor Elementary School. I look forward to raising family in this home, but I cannot
tolerate this noise as my newborn grows up and attends this school. 
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From: Rebecca Hupp [mailto:RHupp@cityofboise.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 13, 2015 4:57 PM
To: Jill Singer; Kim Hughes
Cc: Sean Briggs
Subject: FW: Airport Noise Study Comment Form

From: Rebecca Hupp 
Sent: Tuesday, October 13, 2015 2:57 PM
To: 'Elliot Werk'
Subject: RE: Airport Noise Study Comment Form

Commissioner,

Thank you for your comments. I will ensure they are included in the study. We also are evaluating the need
to extend the comment period and how that may impact the timeline and FAA process.

Rebecca

From: Elliot Werk [mailto:elliotwerk@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 13, 2015 10:00 AM
To: Rebecca Hupp
Subject: Re: Airport Noise Study Comment Form

Rebecca:

Thanks for your help. I assume that it's a bit late and that the comment period won't be extended.

The lack of an online comment process adds to the perception that the study was done in a manner
that would minimize public comment. I hope you understand that this is not an accusation. But as I
previously explained, the 2010 military process raised awareness and fears on the Bench. This current
process has reawakened and reinforced them.

To provide my comments directly to you, I am certain that the F35 is an inappropriate aircraft for the
Treasure Valley (regardless of what runway is used). I strongly urge that if an F35 mission is
truly being considered that the city request a pair of F35's to come to Gowen so that their actual noise
footprint and impact can be evaluated.

In addition, I'd ask for a clarification about the issue of afterburners used for takeoff of the F35. In
2010 the military was clear that afterburners would be required on hot days. The Gowen
representative directly contradicted this at the meeting that I attended.

I know that you were dropped into this process and I suspect that you did not know about the
sensitivity of this issue. I thought you did an excellent job at the meeting I attended (especially after
the introduction and subsequent disruption).

Thank you for your work.
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Elliot

On Tue, Oct 13, 2015 at 8:30 AM, Rebecca Hupp <RHupp@cityofboise.org> wrote:
Commissioner,

Thank you for your email. We do have an online contact process  – khughes@hntb.com and you are
able to send comments directly through the e-mail process, no need to use a form.  The e-mail is
located on the comment form as well.

Thanks,

Rebecca

Sent from my iPad

On Oct 10, 2015, at 10:21 AM, Elliot Werk <elliotwerk@gmail.com> wrote:

Mayor:

I hope that you are well.

Perhaps I am not looking in the right place but I can only find a
comment form for the airport noise study that must be printed, filled
out and somehow sent in
(http://www.iflyboise.com/media/37182/COMMENT_FORM_OpenHouse_2.pdf
). I would suspect that the city likely has an online comment form
that can filled out and submitted online.

Can you please direct me to an online comment form so that I (and
others) can easily submit comments.

Thanks very much.

Elliot

mailto:RHupp@cityofboise.org
mailto:khughes@hntb.com
mailto:elliotwerk@gmail.com
http://www.iflyboise.com/media/37182/COMMENT_FORM_OpenHouse_2.pdf
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From: Jo Henderson [mailto:johender@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 14, 2015 7:51 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Draft Part 150 Study Update - Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study - Boise, ID

Kim Hughes, PE
HNTB Corporation
2900 South Quincy Street
Arlington, Virginia 22206

Ms. Hughes,

I understand that I may still submit comments about the Draft Part 150 Study Update. 
Following are my comments:

I am very concerned about the proposal to allow F-35 jet use of Gowan Field.  Obviously, I live on the Boise Bench
and the presence of F-15 flights throughout the last few months has been disconcerting, at best, and disturbing and
frustrating at worst. When these jets fly, I, literally, need to cover my ears and cease all conversation, even within
my house.

I believe that the quality of life for the residents of the Boise Bench and for ALL of the Boise Valley will be
degraded by allowing these military planes to use facilities near our city.  This is not just a Boise Bench issue.

There is an alternative: Mountain Home Air Force Base.  I understand that pilots for these aircraft want to live
in Boise and do not want to commute to Mountain Home to fly their jets.  However, the impact of these jets and
their flights negatively affect our entire community, so this small group of pilots should not determine the quality of
life for an entire community.

Again, I am concerned about the cities of Boise and Meridian and their futures.  From my experience living on the
Boise Bench and experiencing the disturbing effect of the jet noise over the last months, I am convinced that
increasing that impact with even louder jet noise will be a detriment to the  economic health and quality of life
throughout the Treasure Valley.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input.

Jo Henderson
Resident
6324 W. Randolph Dr.
Boise, ID 83709
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Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

FW: Part 150 Comment Form
Tuesday, October 13, 2015 9:49:05 AM
J Devinaspre Evaluation Of A Drug Study.docx

From: Justin Devinaspre [mailto:justindevinaspre@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 13, 2015 12:39 AM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Part 150 Comment Form

Hi Kim,
Attached is my comment form.
Thank you,
Justin Devinaspre
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Justin Devinaspre

Evaluation of A Drug Study

Nursing 524



Tohen, M., Kryhanovskaya, L., Carlson, G., DelBello, M., Wozniak, J., Kowatch, R., Wagner, K., Findling, R., Lin, D., & Robertson-Plouch, C. (2007). Olanzapine versus placebo in the treatment of adolescents with bipolar mania, American Journal of Psychiatry, 164, 1547-1556.

1. Ethical Considerations 

Patients were excluded if they were treated with another experimental drug in the previous 30 days, had a serious suicide risk, had significant abnormal lab values, and substance abuse. Researchers controlled for confounding variables with the potential to cause serious patient harm by eliminating patients with these traits. 

	Researchers obtained written informed consent from adolescent patients and their legal guardians. Researchers also had approval from ethical review boards at each site of research. There were twice as many patients receiving the experimental drug instead of placebo because researchers felt it was unsafe and unethical to deprive potentially manic patients from treatment. Researchers conducted laboratory studies and mania rating scale assessments throughout the trial to monitor for adverse drug reactions. 

2. Objective 

Researchers used a double blind, placebo controlled research structure to measure the efficacy and safety of olanzapine when treating bipolar mania in adolescents. 

3. Experimental Methods 

Olanzapine is used for treatment of acute and chronic psychosis from schizophrenia, but is also useful in other psychiatric disorders (Lexicomp, 2015). This study is a deviation from the intended population in that it is treating mania in a pediatric population. Positive results from studies of this nature could expand the on-label uses for olanzapine.

Researchers conducted the study across 26 locations over approximately three years. This spread controlled for researcher bias by using several researchers who would have difficulty assuming they were encountering both placebo and control patients when they could actually be at a site with only one group. 

	Before random assignment to control and experimental groups, patients had to undergo a 2 week period of washout from other psychotropic drugs. Researchers did allow an exception for some benzodiazepine use with restrictions, and psychostimulant use as long the dose did not change during the course of the study. The experimental group received 2.5 mg/day of olanzapine, which could be increased at 2.5mg-5mg increments at the researcher’s discretion during the open label phase. Patients in either group who did not improve after 10 days could enter the open label phase without switching their group at the discretion of the researchers. Individuals in experimental group who did not experience improvement may have had an increase in dose, particularly if the researchers felt they were at risk of dropping out due to lack of efficacy. The study does not indicate if increased doses were given as single or multiple tabs. Curiously, 64.8% of controls completed the study without dropping out due to lack of efficacy. 

	Researchers analyzed Young Mania Rating Scale assessments at onset and completion. Researchers defined efficacy as a >50% decrease in Young Mania Rating Scale from onset to completion, and considers scores <12 to be remission. They also assessed the incidence of depression with the Clinical Global Impressions scale. The patients and their parents completed all assessment scales, with the more severe score used in cases of discrepancy. 

4. Statistical Methods 

The study population consisted of 161 males and females, residing in the United States or Puerto Rico, age 13-17 who were manic or bipolar according to DSM-IV-TR 2000 criteria who also had a score of >20 on the Adolescent Structured Young Mania Rating Scale. There is not a specific mention of how often symptom and behavior assessments were conducted, but included graphs suggest bi-weekly data points for 3 weeks. After that the study entered an open label phase where patients could continue for 6 months without breaking previous double blind assignment. Lack of efficacy was by far the main reason patients dropped out of the study with 20% from the experimental group and 35% of the control group dropping out. 

	Analysis of variance (ANOVA) was used to assess the baseline means of assessment scales (Young Mania Rating Scale, Children’s Depression Scale, etc.). An ANOVA test shows that two samples are either alike and unlike by comparing the means of two groups to show if they are similar enough to be equal (Explorable.com, 2009). This provided evidence that both the experimental group and control group had similar Young Mania Rating Scale scores to show that any change was related to olanzapine administration and not related to variables within either group by chance. Researchers also assessed baseline to endpoint changes in Young Mania Rating Scales with ANOVA. Analysis of covariance (ANCOVA) shows if the slope and intercept of two data lines are different from each other (McDonald, 2014). This means researchers used ANCOVA to demonstrate the patients in both the United States and Puerto Rico had similar baseline measurements on Young Mania Rating Scale. 

	Researchers used a two sided alpha for the null hypothesis meaning they needed a P value <0.05 to reject the null hypothesis and state that olanzapine was safe and efficacious in treating bipolar mania in adolescents. They use an alpha level of 0.10 for treatment subgroups to analyze the effect of differing olanzapine doses. An alpha level of 0.10 is acceptable when a Type I error, wrongly rejected the null hypothesis, is more acceptable (Taylor, 2015). In this case it means that an alpha of 0.10 is permissible because it is acceptable to say that the effect between subgroups is related to the dose of olanzapine. 

5. Conclusion 

Unsurprisingly, a significant number of patients from the placebo group dropped out due to lack of efficacy. It is interesting that after 3 weeks, patients in the placebo group had Young Mania Rating Scale improvements similar to what the experimental group had after one week. Olanzapine use did not relate to a significant decrease in benzodiazepine use. This suggests that it is not appropriate to suggest that olanzapine will decrease reliance upon benzodiazepines used for breakthrough anxiety. 

The experimental group had greater baseline to endpoint improvement in Young Mania Rating Scale with a P<0.001, which is very significant. Gracious, Youngstrom, Findling, and Calabrese (2002) state the Young Mania Rating Scale is for measuring mania in adults, children, and adolescents. Patel, Patrick, Youngstrom, Strakowski, and Delbello (2006) state a reduction of 55% from baseline to endpoint is the cutoff for optimal response for adolescent mania and 50% reduction is the most commonly used cutoff. This study does not specifically list the percent reduction, but it is 53% for the experimental group based upon data in the provided graphs. While the improvement is statistically significant, it is barely beyond what other research considers the cutoff for positive results and under the optimal cutoff. 

Significant adverse effects in the experimental group included elevated weight, elevated blood pressure, elevated fasting glucose, elevated fasting cholesterol, abnormal triglycerides, elevated prolactin, elevated uric acid, and elevated liver enzymes. Several of these can place the patient at risk for long term health consequences such as metabolic syndrome, obesity, and high blood pressure. Diet and lifestyle modification could address these side effects, but the patient may already be struggling to modify their lifestyle for bipolar disorder.

A drawback to this study is that researchers could increase olanzapine dose during the open label period, but there is not data showing what affect the certain doses had on assessment data and adverse effect. It would be helpful to know if improved assessment data and adverse effects occurred at the same dosage increments. Another drawback is the sample size. Only 161 patients entered the study while only 107 received olanzapine. Future studies demonstrating replicability need to be done. During the open label phase, researchers could increase the dose at their discretion. This could lead to researcher bias by researchers increasing the dose until either they saw the response they wanted or had excess of adverse effects. 

The benefit of less than optimal yet positive clinical results needs to be weighed against the risk adverse effects that require significant lifestyle modification. Patel et al. (2006) state that singular symptoms such as aggressive outbursts can be present while still yielding a favorable score on the Young Mania Rating Scale. As a family nurse practitioner, I would be unlikely to prescribe this drug in my clinical setting. I would be reluctant to recommend an adolescent patient speak to a mental health professional specifically about this drug based on this research, there is significant adverse effects for marginal clinical gains. If I were providing care to an adolescent who was on this drug, I would emphasize exercise and diet changes to minimize the chances of elevated glucose, cholesterol, triglycerides, and weight as the patient enters adulthood. 
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Justin Devinaspre 
Evaluation of A Drug Study 

Nursing 524 

Tohen, M., Kryhanovskaya, L., Carlson, G., DelBello, M., Wozniak, J., Kowatch, R., Wagner, 

K., Findling, R., Lin, D., & Robertson-Plouch, C. (2007). Olanzapine versus placebo in 

the treatment of adolescents with bipolar mania, American Journal of Psychiatry, 164, 

1547-1556. 

1. Ethical Considerations

Patients were excluded if they were treated with another experimental drug in the 

previous 30 days, had a serious suicide risk, had significant abnormal lab values, and substance 

abuse. Researchers controlled for confounding variables with the potential to cause serious 

patient harm by eliminating patients with these traits.  

Researchers obtained written informed consent from adolescent patients and their legal 

guardians. Researchers also had approval from ethical review boards at each site of research. 

There were twice as many patients receiving the experimental drug instead of placebo because 

researchers felt it was unsafe and unethical to deprive potentially manic patients from treatment. 

Researchers conducted laboratory studies and mania rating scale assessments throughout the trial 

to monitor for adverse drug reactions.  

2. Objective

Researchers used a double blind, placebo controlled research structure to measure the 

efficacy and safety of olanzapine when treating bipolar mania in adolescents.  

3. Experimental Methods

Olanzapine is used for treatment of acute and chronic psychosis from schizophrenia, but 

is also useful in other psychiatric disorders (Lexicomp, 2015). This study is a deviation from the 



intended population in that it is treating mania in a pediatric population. Positive results from 

studies of this nature could expand the on-label uses for olanzapine. 

Researchers conducted the study across 26 locations over approximately three years. This 

spread controlled for researcher bias by using several researchers who would have difficulty 

assuming they were encountering both placebo and control patients when they could actually be 

at a site with only one group.  

Before random assignment to control and experimental groups, patients had to undergo a 

2 week period of washout from other psychotropic drugs. Researchers did allow an exception for 

some benzodiazepine use with restrictions, and psychostimulant use as long the dose did not 

change during the course of the study. The experimental group received 2.5 mg/day of 

olanzapine, which could be increased at 2.5mg-5mg increments at the researcher’s discretion 

during the open label phase. Patients in either group who did not improve after 10 days could 

enter the open label phase without switching their group at the discretion of the researchers. 

Individuals in experimental group who did not experience improvement may have had an 

increase in dose, particularly if the researchers felt they were at risk of dropping out due to lack 

of efficacy. The study does not indicate if increased doses were given as single or multiple tabs. 

Curiously, 64.8% of controls completed the study without dropping out due to lack of efficacy.  

Researchers analyzed Young Mania Rating Scale assessments at onset and completion. 

Researchers defined efficacy as a >50% decrease in Young Mania Rating Scale from onset to 

completion, and considers scores <12 to be remission. They also assessed the incidence of 

depression with the Clinical Global Impressions scale. The patients and their parents completed 

all assessment scales, with the more severe score used in cases of discrepancy.  

4. Statistical Methods



The study population consisted of 161 males and females, residing in the United States or 

Puerto Rico, age 13-17 who were manic or bipolar according to DSM-IV-TR 2000 criteria who 

also had a score of >20 on the Adolescent Structured Young Mania Rating Scale. There is not a 

specific mention of how often symptom and behavior assessments were conducted, but included 

graphs suggest bi-weekly data points for 3 weeks. After that the study entered an open label 

phase where patients could continue for 6 months without breaking previous double blind 

assignment. Lack of efficacy was by far the main reason patients dropped out of the study with 

20% from the experimental group and 35% of the control group dropping out.  

Analysis of variance (ANOVA) was used to assess the baseline means of assessment 

scales (Young Mania Rating Scale, Children’s Depression Scale, etc.). An ANOVA test shows 

that two samples are either alike and unlike by comparing the means of two groups to show if 

they are similar enough to be equal (Explorable.com, 2009). This provided evidence that both the 

experimental group and control group had similar Young Mania Rating Scale scores to show that 

any change was related to olanzapine administration and not related to variables within either 

group by chance. Researchers also assessed baseline to endpoint changes in Young Mania Rating 

Scales with ANOVA. Analysis of covariance (ANCOVA) shows if the slope and intercept of 

two data lines are different from each other (McDonald, 2014). This means researchers used 

ANCOVA to demonstrate the patients in both the United States and Puerto Rico had similar 

baseline measurements on Young Mania Rating Scale.  

Researchers used a two sided alpha for the null hypothesis meaning they needed a P 

value <0.05 to reject the null hypothesis and state that olanzapine was safe and efficacious in 

treating bipolar mania in adolescents. They use an alpha level of 0.10 for treatment subgroups to 

analyze the effect of differing olanzapine doses. An alpha level of 0.10 is acceptable when a 



Type I error, wrongly rejected the null hypothesis, is more acceptable (Taylor, 2015). In this case 

it means that an alpha of 0.10 is permissible because it is acceptable to say that the effect 

between subgroups is related to the dose of olanzapine.  

5. Conclusion

Unsurprisingly, a significant number of patients from the placebo group dropped out due 

to lack of efficacy. It is interesting that after 3 weeks, patients in the placebo group had Young 

Mania Rating Scale improvements similar to what the experimental group had after one week. 

Olanzapine use did not relate to a significant decrease in benzodiazepine use. This suggests that 

it is not appropriate to suggest that olanzapine will decrease reliance upon benzodiazepines used 

for breakthrough anxiety.  

The experimental group had greater baseline to endpoint improvement in Young Mania 

Rating Scale with a P<0.001, which is very significant. Gracious, Youngstrom, Findling, and 

Calabrese (2002) state the Young Mania Rating Scale is for measuring mania in adults, children, 

and adolescents. Patel, Patrick, Youngstrom, Strakowski, and Delbello (2006) state a reduction 

of 55% from baseline to endpoint is the cutoff for optimal response for adolescent mania and 

50% reduction is the most commonly used cutoff. This study does not specifically list the percent 

reduction, but it is 53% for the experimental group based upon data in the provided graphs. 

While the improvement is statistically significant, it is barely beyond what other research 

considers the cutoff for positive results and under the optimal cutoff.  

Significant adverse effects in the experimental group included elevated weight, elevated 

blood pressure, elevated fasting glucose, elevated fasting cholesterol, abnormal triglycerides, 

elevated prolactin, elevated uric acid, and elevated liver enzymes. Several of these can place the 

patient at risk for long term health consequences such as metabolic syndrome, obesity, and high 



blood pressure. Diet and lifestyle modification could address these side effects, but the patient 

may already be struggling to modify their lifestyle for bipolar disorder. 

A drawback to this study is that researchers could increase olanzapine dose during the 

open label period, but there is not data showing what affect the certain doses had on assessment 

data and adverse effect. It would be helpful to know if improved assessment data and adverse 

effects occurred at the same dosage increments. Another drawback is the sample size. Only 161 

patients entered the study while only 107 received olanzapine. Future studies demonstrating 

replicability need to be done. During the open label phase, researchers could increase the dose at 

their discretion. This could lead to researcher bias by researchers increasing the dose until either 

they saw the response they wanted or had excess of adverse effects.  

The benefit of less than optimal yet positive clinical results needs to be weighed against 

the risk adverse effects that require significant lifestyle modification. Patel et al. (2006) state that 

singular symptoms such as aggressive outbursts can be present while still yielding a favorable 

score on the Young Mania Rating Scale. As a family nurse practitioner, I would be unlikely to 

prescribe this drug in my clinical setting. I would be reluctant to recommend an adolescent 

patient speak to a mental health professional specifically about this drug based on this research, 

there is significant adverse effects for marginal clinical gains. If I were providing care to an 

adolescent who was on this drug, I would emphasize exercise and diet changes to minimize the 

chances of elevated glucose, cholesterol, triglycerides, and weight as the patient enters 

adulthood.  
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Part 150 Study Update 

Noise and Lan� Use Compati�ility Study 
Boise Airport 

Open House # 2 • September 2, 2015 

Thank you for participating in tonight's Open House on Boise Airport's Part 150 Study Update. The 
purpose of this study is to define the aviation noise exposure levels around the Airport and receive 
input regarding the Draft Part 150 Study and the recommended Noise Compatibility Program. 

Please share any comments you may have regarding this study: 
I have been a resident of 6617 W. Elder St, Boise ID 83709 for over 12 years. When I first moved Into the house, the 
neighbor to my East was renting a house and fann land from the airport He had many animals that he took excellent 

-care--of:--T"he land-always looked good, and It was a nice feeling living next to a "small" ranch. The airport stopped
renting the land to hlrri, now It lays vacant and Is taken care of off and on. As a matter of fact, barriers were erected at
the East end of Elder where another house stood, which Is also now gone. These barriers now lay broken In pieces

-on the-side of the road • this Is Indicative as to how the property Is taken care of by the Airport. Then the Airport built
..the strobe llght runway path. This Is the most annoying system as It make my house strobe on and off w.lt!l. l

=
lg_h�t __ 

whenever It Is active. Slowly but surely the Boise Airport, Ada County, and the City of Boise, are destroying the 
neighborhood In which we llve, a neighborhood that has existed and thrived for over 6-7 decades. Recently the airport

..purchased another parcel of land just West of my house from Elder to Victory. The airport completely cleared the land.
It Is obvious to me that Boise Airport, the City of Boise, and Ada County wish to tum all of our properties Into an
lnc

f

iisfiial area:nue to the slowing economy since 2008 the three entities above have decided to take their time to buy
up laAd as It beco1Res av:allable (or as we glv:e up this multi yearflgbt orjust die) It Is obvious that Boise Alq><>rt will
not buy homes, but It will purchase land. This leaves every homeowner at a huge disadvantage. Why fix/repair/
·maintain a home that wlll lnevltably be knocked down? What Is the time frame you have set to purchase all the land?
Why isn't the land the Airport purchased available for Residential development even though you claim it is designated
_R�si�ent_ial? The Boise Airport is still running almost 25% less passengers than 2007. The homes have become
Increasingly unmarketable due to the actions of Boise Airport, City of Boise, and ADA county. We need our 
·communlty to be designated as RESIDENTTIAL on the Boise Airport Map, the Boise Future Planning Map, and all
..oth.ar..matedals suggesting that our homes are In an Industrial area or wlU become an Industrial area. The Boise
Airport, the City of Boise, and ADA County have left us In an untenable situation. We need your help and honesty.

Contact Information 
Lee Eyennan Name 

Organization 
Address 
Phone 

6617 W. Bder St. Boise ID 83709 

=20=8�-866:=�7�9=3o� ________ Email: leyerman@gmail.com

!XI Resident O Aeronautical User D Government D Business/Development Interest D Other 

Please return your comments tonight via the comment box, or mail/email to: 

Kim Hughes, PE 
KHughes@HNTB.com 
HNTB Corporation 
2900 South Quincy Street 
Arlington, Virginia 22206 

Please submit all comments by September 28th , 2015. 
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From: Stephen Leonard [mailto:sdleonard@gmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, October 16, 2015 2:46 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: We love USAF jets at Gowen Field

Dear Ms Hughes,

I sent this comment to Mayor Bieter, and he suggested I should submit it to you as
well.

Several malcontents in Columbia Village are circulating letters in opposition to US Air
Force fighter aircraft operating out of Gowen Field. They say they are writing you
letters, and they posted a complaint and a letter from the Hillcrest HOA on the
community bulletin board at https://columbiavillage.nextdoor.com. The response was
overwhelmingly IN FAVOR of military jets.  (Post and replies below)

Our home is directly under the approach and departure path for fighters and other
Gowen Field traffic — and we love the airshow. The noise is mainly during the day,
the military rarely operates late at night, and it is decidedly NOT A PROBLEM. And
as I point out in my response below, Hillcrest isn’t even under the flight path of
fighters, which depart to and approach from the south and east.

So ignore the complainers, and bring on the F-15s and F-35s!

Thank you.

Stephen D Leonard, MD
3704 East Alta Ridge Court
Boise, Idaho  83716

Res: 208-501-8990
Cell: 770-843-3284
sdleonard@gmail.com

Quinn Kelley from Columbia Village 3d ago

I believe we should let super loud jets fly over our city cuz 'Murica
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Rhonda Thompson from Columbia Village 3d ago

I love having these planes flying over. Educational for my grandsons and have great
 respect for what our military has and does for our blanket of freedom. Knowing that my
 home is close to the airport and Gowen Field I am fine with the noise knowing they are
 training to guarantee my freedoms. Those with issues to the noise maybe should not live
 close to the airport. Just a thought.

Stephen Leonard from Columbia Village 3d ago

Hillcrest isn't even under the flight path of those jets. You're a half mile north, and if
 they take off to west they turn south right after takeoff; if they're landing to the east they
 approach from the south and turn in close to the airport. If they take off east or land
 west, they're never within three or four miles of you. We're on Alta Ridge Court, so they
 do fly right over our house. But we find them thrilling, and beautiful. 

They mainly fly during the day or early evening. Night operations are rare.

People get indignant about something, like airplane noise, and then become super
 sensitive to it and angry. Relax and enjoy the airshow -- it won't disturb your sleep.

Tracy Gunter from Columbia Village 3d ago

I love seeing those amazing jets! I was aware that I lived by an airport when I moved
 here so I feel that I really have no right to complain even if I wanted to. Those jets
 protect our country so if I have to live with some noise I'm totally fine with it.

Mandy Lynch from Columbia Village 3d ago

I can't even begin to tell you how mad this makes me. What a bunch of spoiled babies!!
 Do you know what that sound means to me? It means that another life is being saved
 when I hear it flying overhead in the Middle East. When that afterburner takes off at 3
 AM, it means that they got the call that one of our brothers or sisters in arms needs to be
 saved. They're being shot at by Isis and are asking for help. So I'm proud to be woken
 up by that afterburner and I feel the same way when I hear it fly in our home country as
 well. No we're not flying all hours of the day here. The only times you'd even hear that
 afterburner take off here in town will be at 9:30 AM and 1:00 PM, not "all hours of the
 day". The only time they fly all hours of the day is in combat overseas. That sound isn't
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 only "the sound of freedom", it's the sound of lives being saved! Be thankful that we
 don't live in the Middle East where they actually do fly all hours.

Lin Paporello from Columbia Village 3d ago

The military is wonderful the noise I can deal with......the potential loss in value of my
 property do to the required related rezoning of it, is the issue.

Dana Gross from Columbia Village 3d ago

Thank you all above comments! Holy cow! Get a life people! I also love hearing and
 seeing those aircraft flying overhead. I feel very safe and protected!

Stephen Leonard from Columbia Village 3d ago

Since the squeaky wheel gets oiled, those of us who LOVE those jet fighters need to let
 the powers that be know.

Eric Swanson from Columbia Village 3d ago

I couldn't agree more with Mandy! Every time I see and hear a fighter jet coming or
 going from Gowen Field it brings such a rush of adrenaline. Even after living in
 Columbia Village for nearly 20 years I still stop and watch with pride and awe as they
 fly over our neighborhood. That is the sound of freedom and I have no problem with
 that!

Joe Newton from Columbia Village 3d ago

Whatever.....Free airshow daily!

Jennifer Buatte from Columbia Village 3d ago

I love the planes! The noisier the better! My family gets so excited when we feel the
 vibrations of the jets as they fly over and we race to see who can see them first. Fun!
 Love them! Plus when we are at sports games at the Simplot fields its like our own
 personal Ceremonial Fly Over . . . so cool!
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Kristi Swanson from Columbia Village 3d ago

I grew up in Mt. Home listening to jets, and I bought a home here knowing I would
 continue listening to jets. And it's just fine with me.

Steve Brocksome from Columbia Village 3d ago

Pretty sure that everyone that lives here and the HOA Board is well aware of the various
 aircraft that fly over our neighborhood. 
Please note that in the CC&Rs that you received when you bought your … View more

Lin Paporello from Columbia Village 2d ago

I'm not surprised at the emotional response because it keeps the focus of a city
 governments attempt, without public knowledge or input to alter a large portion, 10,000
 homes without fore knowledge or public hearing. “The military is wonderful the noise
 comes with the territory I enjoy the air show also. That is not the issue. The potential
 loss in value of my property do to the required related rezoning of it, not fit for
 residential dwelling, is the issue.” Question? We all live in the area, presently without
 complaint about the noise, planes, etc so why should we have to be reclassified and our
 property devalued? If a financial hit of that immensity doesn't effect you, that's great, for
 many it is devastating. All I was hoping to do was inform....ignorance isn't always bliss.

Mandy Lynch from Columbia Village 2d ago

How did the F-4 noise affect house values up here back in the 90s when they were flying
 out of Gowen? Just curious

Mark Eisenman from Columbia Village 2d ago

I am another who supports the military. I also don't mind the planes. Actually, I don't
 really notice them too often. 

That said, I do want to thank Lin for sharing the information as I think it is important and
 useful. After the zoning issues surrounding the apartments in CV, I am going to be
 paying a whole lot more attention to the actions of the city officials.
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Hans Lienke from River Heights 2d ago

i spent 3 month staying right next to the Airprt in Tucson Az this summer and I have
 been around F15Es and F16s my entire adult life. I can tell you from personal
 experience that the noise level of the F35 is no more that an F16 and they will be
 adhering to their strict noise abatement procedures. The attempt to bring F35s here will
 also bring hundreds of millions in construction as well as hundreds of high paying jobs.
 FWIW.

Charles Eddy from Surprise Valley 2d ago

Sound of freedom. I love hearing it every day. I stop and watch every time I hear a jet
 start to take off and wish I could be in the pilot seat. Don't ever take our freedom for
 granted. There are 100s of thousand of refugees wishing they were listening to those jets
 every day protecting them.

Connie, Jennifer, Chris, and 5 others thanked Charles
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-----Original Message-----
From: FRAZ [mailto:fraz@drfphoto.com]
Sent: Friday, October 16, 2015 5:40 PM
To: Kim Hughes; Sean Briggs
Subject: BOISE AIRPORT NOISE

Kim Hughes--

Regarding the noise issue at the Boise airport.  I want to assure you I have attended several community meetings and
 reported on the matter in my Boise GUARDIAN newsblog. 

Without question the response of citizens is overwhelmingly opposed to noisy F-15 and F-35 high performance
 combat fighter aircraft using the same runways and airspace as commercial and general aviation aircraft.

It makes no sense to have these aircraft flying over the most densely populated area of the entire state of Idaho--
especially when a traditional USAF Base exists at Mountain Home...only minutes away by air.  Both Mountain
 Home and Gowen Field (BOI) share the same gunnery and bomb ranges.

Rather than a "noise compatibility survey,"  the proper name should be "noise INcompatability."

Please put me in the NO NOISY PLANE category.  My observation has been that fighter jocks and politicians want
 the hot wings while citizens and home owners would be perfectly happy with C-17, C-130, Drones, Helicopters,
 Tankers, or other less intrusive aircraft.  I question if the politicos  and officials have honestly lobbied the USAF
 and DOD to represent the views of citizens. 

Regardless of the new mission, existing members of the Idaho ANG will face retraining.  It might as well be in
 aircraft favored by the locals.

Thanks for your consideration,

DAVID R. FRAZIER, editor
boiseguardian.com
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From: Leopardstripes [mailto:leopardstripes@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Friday, October 16, 2015 9:13 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Regarding the proposed military airplanes at the Boise Airport

To whom it may concern:

My family and I would like to express our deep opposition to having a larger military
jet presence at the Boise Airport. We experienced a bit too large of a taste of what
that would be like, when the military had jets there this past summer. They were loud,
disruptive, and terrible for business (I work on South Cole Road, and they completely
drowned out telephone conversations, disrupted business transactions, etc.). Having
more and even louder planes at this airport is totally incompatible with any decent
quality of living for those of us who live and work in the south part of town. We also
feel that it would be unsafe- why on earth would you place these in a residential
area? Mountain Home AFB would be a much better choice for these planes. They do
not belong in the most populous city in the entire state of Idaho.

Thank you for considering our comments.

Sincerely,
The Rodman Family

Comment 57

mailto:/O=HNTB/OU=ALX/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=KHUGHES
mailto:cpinegar@hntb.com


From: Fran Ciarlo [mailto:fran_ciarlo@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, October 16, 2015 9:34 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: jet noise

I don't know exactly what I am supposed to do with this but here's my comments on the
 proposed jet traffic at Gowen Field:

1. The F15's are very loud and the F30's are disgustingly loud.  Conversation is impossible,
telephone conversation is impossible.  Noise pollution is pollution.  It is harmful to people and
animals.  A much better place for these very noise jets is Mt Home, not over a very populated
area.  I, personally, do not mind the F10's, especially if it is not constant.  But the F30's (35??)
will be flying at night, disrupting sleep and are a hazard.  The fact that over 1000 homes will
be affected and many homes will have to be condemned does not bode well.  This is
something that should not happen.

PLEASE CONSIDER THEM A POLLUTANT THAT DOES NOT NEED TO BE IN BOISE AND PUT THEM
 AT ANOTHER AIR BASE.

Thank you.

Fran Ciarlo
5970 W. Oreana Dr
Boise  83709
208.512.4511
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From: Karoline [mailto:skiingupastorm@gmail.com] 
Sent: Saturday, October 17, 2015 11:03 AM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Airport Noise

To whom it may concern,

I was told this was the email to send my comments about the upcoming LOUD fighter jets,
 that are being proposed to reside in the Boise airport.

To be honest, I dont know why this is even a question for the general public? Isn't it obvious
 everyone that isn't benefitting financially would think this was the most absurd idea ever?!

These loud fighter jets belong at a large military base, like the mountain home airforce base.
 These screaming jets have no business being near residential homes, and elementary schools.

I live by the airport, and everytime one of those fighter jets takes off, the noise is deafening
 when I'm working in my yard. If I'm visiting with someone outside, or playing with my
 children, or talking on the phone, I can't hear anything they're  saying when a fighter jet flies
 over! Hell I can't even hear myself over that awful noise. If daily and extreme noise like this
 is going to be implemented by a residential area, people's and children's hearing and the
 quality of living will being permanently impacted. Here America is  fighting for other
 countries to have quality living, and yet we seem to not even take care of our own people.

I've lived in the airport area when I was a child, 30 some years ago, and now as an adult. As a
 child, I never experienced the awful noise till the past few years. My son has told me the
 fighter jets go over Owyhee Elementary, and all of the kids stop what they're doing to cover
 their ears when they're out for recess. My son told me its been getting worse lately, and it
 hurts his ears!

And yet, you're still proposing to bring in more fighter jets, that will be stationed here in our
 Boise airport right on top of a residential area?!

In all honesty, I'm trying to figure out the best way to move out of here the fastest I can!
 However, I know nobody would buy a place like this, that will be deemed unhabitable by
 anyone looking at it.

Health factors, pollution, noise, and living a reasonable lifestyle will be out of the question for
 many families. The top bench homes from the airport all the way over to Hillcrest, will be
 impacted heavily by this tragedy. However as a whole, the tragedy will also hit Boise.

As a former military family, I love my country and fighter jets, but they belong in a military
 base, like the Mountain Home airforce base, where the base is far away from civilian homes
 and children.
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Thank you,

Karoline Philp
3404 Catalina rd Boise



From: Robin Herche [mailto:rlherc@outlook.com] 
Sent: Monday, October 19, 2015 10:09 AM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Noise impact study

My name is Robin Herche. I live at 7236 Sunnybrook Dr, Boise.  I carried mail in Boise for 30
 years while raising 3 children by myself.  I was privileged to retire last year.  After all those
 years I was looking forward to finally having the time to enjoy and work on my home.  Now
 with jets blasting over, not only can I not enjoy my house in peace and quiet (inside or
 outside) but am looking at my property value declining because of those same jets.  Please
 don't tell me the City of Boise cares so little for it's citizens; especially one who has served
 faithfully for so many years.  Please find another way to make money for our community. 
 Thank you for your consideration.
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-----Original Message-----
From: Bob Blurton [mailto:bobblurton@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, October 19, 2015 5:46 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Boise airport noise survey

I own a house on an acre of land, one mile to the north of the east end of the Boise airport runway.

The F-15s that flew out of Gowen Field this summer were unacceptably loud. I am often outside, since my entire
 property is an orchard, and every time those F-15s and took off it was deafening and I had to plug my ears.

I hear that the F-35s are twice as loud as the F-15s, so I am absolutely astonished that anyone would be stupid
 enough to think that they should be placed in what is the second largest city in the Northwest, when we have an
 active military base just 30 miles to the east of us where they would be appropriate.

The Idaho Governor, Boise Mayor and City Council have come out saying that we support the placing of these
 extremely loud jets in Boise, but that is simply not true. The majority of people in the city do not want their quality
 of life destroyed for the promise of a few military dollars flowing into our economy. Even if Boise lost the national
 guard base because the federal government was denied placing the jets here, I would still choose peace and quiet.

No F-15s, no F 35s.

Bob Blurton
2700 S. Virginia Ave
Boise Idaho 83705
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BOI 
Part 150 Study Update 

Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study 
-----

Boise Airport 
Open House # 2 • September 2, 2015 (Extended to 10/12/15) 

Thank you for participating in tonight's Open House on Boise Airport's Part 150 Study Update. The 
purpose of this study is to define the aviation noise exposure levels around the Airport and receive 
input regarding the Draft Part 150 Study and the recommended Noise Compatibility Program. 

Please share any comments you may have regarding this study: 
· �J d K� f{/� ZLt!k,yJ ���.:l;iJ � 

7 

Name � �� 
Contact Informal

� 
fl . v'7 / ,

Or�ei;mtion �9 W'.�vbot[)::._ 1)� 
Address 

I 

Phone 

Jll Resident D Aeronautical User D Government D Business/Development Interest D Other 

Please return your comments tonight via the comment box, or mail/email to: 

Kim Hughes, PE 
KHughes@HNTB.com :' 
HNTB Corporation 
2900 South Quincy Street 
Arlington, Virginia 22206 

Please submit all comments by September 281h, 2015. 
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From: Fran Ciarlo [mailto:fran_ciarlo@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Saturday, October 17, 2015 6:11 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: airport noise

My wife and I moved to Boise three years ago, after buying a nice house on the upper bench.
  It is close to downtown, is an established neighborhood, has irrigation so we have a beautiful
 garden.  It was perfect until the noise of the F35's this summer.  We understood it to be a
 temporary thing because of some paving issues at Mt Home.  The noise has to be heard to be
 believed.  When we are gardening it is impossible to hear each other when we're talking, we
 can't hear the phone ring - it is deafening.  This level of noise has no business being anywhere
 near a major population center.  It has to be dangerous to little ears (there's a child care
 center a few houses down from us), I have personally seen little kids cover their ears and one
 child complained it hurt his ears.  And now I am to understand that the military is considering
 moving the F35's to Gowen Field PERMANENTLY.  Please introduce me to the brain trust
 behind this idiotic, hurtful, wrong idea.  Over 1000 households will be directly affected and
 you are dreaming if you think this won't affect all of Boise.  Noise pollution is a real thing.  It is
 harmful to people and animals, affects the quality of life (which Boise is so proud of and touts
 it every chance they get) and is completely disruptive to activities...and life in general.

May I suggest an intelligent alternative?  Put them in Mt. Home.  Where they belong.  Not in
 the middle of Idaho's biggest population center.  This idea is not in the best interest of the
 thousands of people who will be directly affected and the 100,000 others who will be
 indirectly affected.  Noise pollution is pollution and cannot be tolerated in Boise.  This is not a
 'sound of freedom' issue - it is a quality of life issue.  Please consider Mt. Home and please
 take into consideration the thousands who will be negatively affected by this poorly thought
 out plan.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,
Gary R. Kunkel
5970 W. Oreana Dr
Boise 83709
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From: George Slaughter [geslaughter@hotmail.com]
Sent: Friday, October 23, 2015 6:43 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Boise Noise Impact Study

Ms. Hughes,
I am a resident homeowner in South Boise who will be impacted by the introduction of F-35 aircraft into
Gowen Field/Boise airport.

I attended a presentation last year where we saw a visual chart of the noise impact on our property. We
live within the zone which has maximal noise interference. Gowen Field currently has A-10s with the
ANG unit there now, and although they are considerably noisier than large civilian aircraft, they are still
tolerable. The occational F-15s and F/A 18s that fly in and out are very disruptive but tolerable by their
infrequency of operations. The noise levels of the F-35s would be unacceptable to me and my neighbors
and would cause a serious decline in my property values.

I am a former USAF pilot, have loved airplanes all my life and know that they are essential to our nation's
defense. However, the Sound of Freedom occasionally overrides my quiet pursuits and I don't want to
see that happen on a regular basis.

Thank you for your consideration of my views.
Sincerely Yours,
George A. Slaughter
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Subject: Neighbors Oppose Jet Noise In Survey
Date: Tuesday, October 27, 2015 4:33:32 PM

I am part of the Borah Neighborhood Association who has of yet conducted a formal survey
on the city’s plans to bring F-15 / F-35 to Gowen, but by the number and nature of the
comments posted to date it would appear that our views on this matter are much the same
as the Vista Neighborhood Association shown below.

Vista Neighbors Oppose Jet Noise In
 Survey
The Vista Neighborhood Association released a survey about airport noise and to the
surprise of few, folks don’t want F-35 and F-15 noisy jet fighters.

Some of the results:

– Fifty-five percent of respondents say they were negatively impacted by the F-15 jets
which were at Gowen during the summer while the runway at Mountain Home was
being resurfaced.

–Eighty-sever percent were unaware of open house meetings in June and September.

–Seventy-seven percent opposed basing the F-35 in Boise.

–Eighty-five percent favored basing the F-35 at Mountain Home.

No doubt the survey is slanted toward Vista Neighbors since they were directly contacted
about the survey. None-the-less, the results certainly are a worthwhile reflection of that
area’s homeowners.

The entire survey results: survey monkey results

- Dan

Dan Marler
6525 W Fairfield Ave
Boise, ID 83709

208-914-8939
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Sound Thinking

Boise City Council member Elaine Clegg responds to Bench neighborhood jet-noise concerns

I would like to respond to concerns about jet noise that have been raised by citizens living in
the Bench neighborhood near Gowen Field. First of all, I care very much about the quality of life
for people living in this neighborhood. Residents here (as elsewhere in Boise) deserve to have 
their quality of life protected. 

The current Idaho Air National Guard mission is combat-support training on the A-10. The 
A-10 is a relatively low-noise military aircraft. Prior to the A-10 mission, Gowen hosted F-4s,
which are noisier than the F-15s. In other words, residents of the neighborhood have been
exposed to the noise being predicted if the mission were to change. Here is the situation as I
see it:

The Air National Guard missions require minimal flights per day (most often 12 total, in two 
rounds of six). The F-15s in Boise this summer were preparing to deploy and, therefore, were 
flying constantly while here. That is not what would happen with a new mission; it would be the
same as today’s mission in number of flights, just with a different aircraft.

Some time ago, the Air Force (in D.C.) decided the A-10 would be retired in 2018. Boise City 
therefore voluntarily initiated a noise study. We wanted to understand what we might be facing
if that plane were retired. We also wanted to become eligible for mitigation grants, if needed. 
Not doing a study to prepare for a potential replacement would be irresponsible.

Congress subsequently stepped in, postponed the A-10 retirement plans, and asked the Air 
Force to provide evidence that it had another aircraft that could fill the role of the A-10. That's 
going to take some time, since no other aircraft seems viable in that role. The current draft 
study still assumes the A-10 will be gone by 2020, which is no longer accurate. We know that 
now, but the draft under review was completed before that was clear. The once-likely scenario 
of a new aircraft arriving in Boise before 2020 is now unlikely, and I will advocate that the final 
study reflect that probability. 

In the meantime, if and when the A-10s are retired (now some years off), the Air Force is 
the entity that will choose or not choose to give Gowen Field a new mission and, if so, what 
aircraft will be assigned. (Many believe there should be a new mission, for a variety of reasons; 
others are concerned about the change.) At that point an environmental assessment would be 
triggered, which would require much public input in order to be completed.

Moving the Air National Guard to Mountain Home is not a good option, since the Air 
National Guard probably could not fill their pilot seats in Mountain Home. Pilots choose Boise
 due to the same quality-of-life issues that the Bench neighborhood cites. 

Finally, the solution to all of this is to build a third airport runway one mile south. That 
would put all of the noise contours out of range of the neighborhood. At an estimated cost of 
$100 million, however, the city can't begin this project until we are eligible for federal grants, 
unless we bond all of our airport revenue capacity to the project—not a very good business 
practice. 

So there we are: The longer this mission question takes to resolve, the more likely we can 
build the third runway. In the meantime, the airport has been responsible in trying to learn the potential
impacts of a changed Air National Guard mission.

 —Elaine Clegg, Boise City Council
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-----Original Message-----
From: Kevin Bayhouse [mailto:dlpkmb@spro.net]
Sent: Tuesday, November 03, 2015 1:57 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Boise Airport Noise

To Whom it may concern,

I am a lifelong resident of Boise (53 years) and I live near the Depot station on the Bench. I have lived with car and
 air traffic on the Bench since 1973. I am fairly well removed from the immediate noise impacts of the airport, for
 the most part. Life Flight helo traffic impacts me way more that most traffic coming out of the airport these days. I
 believe that mitigation should always be a serious consideration of any decisions by airport managers. Quality of
 life is a precious thing that Boiseans cherish, and always have.

The recent announcements of new missions coming to the Air National Guard base at Gowen Field are important
 and I feel that our quality of life will be impacted with the return of high performance combat aircraft such as F-15s
 or the F-35. My personal opinion of the F-35 is that it is a total waste of money and does not meet its mission
 criteria as it is over engineered and overpriced. But, that's a whole other debate vs the noise issues.

My hope is that the A-10s will be retained and refreshened in a SLEP (service life extension program). It performs
 its mission as designed and is very quiet. I have a hard time understanding why the F-35 would be considered for an
 ANG mission at Gowen Field in the first place. It seems more like a USAF posting for such a new aircraft would be
 the norm. F-15s moving in would be expected in my view. Yes, they are noisy and I wish that they would remain
 operating from MHAFB as their primary base. I really feel for those nearby the Boise Airport if we get loud combat
 aircraft missions.

Now.....moving to another issue that may impact me as much if not more that the noise issue. I have already heard
 rumors that if a new runway is installed to handle more military and/or commercial air traffic....that new flight
 approach plates will change the designation of the status of all the BLM land south of Kuna Mora Rd, where
 currently it is open range just south of the 500KVlt powerlines for all of us recreational shooters. We have been
 using that land for this purpose for many years, and as the City of Boise has built out over the decades, open public
 shooting opportunities have been removed. The BLM land out south is now the ONLY large open space that we can
 use within reasonable distance from the city. I have been in contact with Tate Fisher of the BLM office of Land Use
 planning and he assured me that there are NO plans to change the status of the BLM land out there....but then this
 airport business is still percolating. The many, many users of this BLM land need to know that we will NOT be
 impacted by any new changes from the airport expansion planning. I will be staying in touch with Mr. Fisher and
 others on this development.

Best regards and thanks,

Kevin Bayhouse
Boise
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From: JOAN BRONSON [mailto:joan2gma@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Monday, September 21, 2015 1:44 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Boise Airport Noise Comments

Resident Comments

We believe more neighborhoods are impacted by the F15 noise than are indicated on
the maps.

My husband and I are retired and live at 6714 Holiday Dr. so e are at home most
days. This summer we found out how loud the F15s from Mountain Home Air Force
Base really are. When they took off (1 to 4 at a time), we could not carry on a
conversation, could not hear our TV or music, and our windows shook!

We both have some hearing loss and we are afraid the loud noise from the F15s
would contribute to more hearing loss. We have been updating our 1955-built home
in order to sell it within the next 4 to 5 years to downsize and be in a house on one
level for our later years.

If the noise pollution in our area will be increasing, how can we sell our home? We
have lived in this area for 33 years. Commercial flights and the A10s make some
noise, but it's always been tolerable. I don't think we can tolerate the noise (day or
night) from the F15s.

Neighborhoods just outside the flight paths need to be included in this plan

 because the noise does not just stop where the lines are drawn on the maps,

 we definitely hear the noise and are affected negatively by it!!!

Joan Bronson
6714 Holiday Dr
Boise ID 83709
208-861-4427
joan2gma@yahoo.com
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From: Jill Singer
To: Rebecca Hupp; Matt Petaja; Sean Briggs; Amy Snyder; Kim Hughes; Caroline Pinegar
Subject: FW: New fighter planes in Boise
Date: Wednesday, November 04, 2015 2:26:46 PM

FYI

Jill Singer
Airport Project Manager
Phone:  208/972-8394
Fax:       208/343-9667
jsinger@cityofboise.org

Boise Airport
3201 Airport Way, Suite 1000
Boise, ID  83705-6530

From: boi 
Sent: Wednesday, November 04, 2015 12:07 PM
To: Jill Singer
Subject: FW: New fighter planes in Boise

To send to Kim.  Thanks

From: Sue Froshiesar [mailto:froshiesar@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 03, 2015 5:41 PM
To: boi
Subject: New fighter planes in Boise

I thought I heard on the radio that we could make a comment about the newer fighter planes
 coming to Boise.  When I typed in Iflyboise.com it went to the Boise Airport site and I didn’t
 see a comment section.  So please forward my comments onto whomever is taking this
 information.

My name is Sue Froshiesar.  I live by Roosevelt and Overland roads.  I welcome the new jets to
 the Boise Airport.  I love the noise and so do my grandkids (they live with me).  I understand
 the newer planes will be louder than the F15’s but bring it on.  I want our military to be
 prepared and what better place to live and work than in Boise.

Thank you for your time.
Sue Froshiesar
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From: KATHLEEN R DAVIS [mailto:kathleenrdav@msn.com] 
Sent: Friday, November 06, 2015 10:05 AM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: The F-35's

This is my third comment on the coming of the F-35's to the Boise Airport.  Since Boise City
 has presented with the financial facts of having them here would you consider the financial
 facts of all the residents it will effect, either in loss of their home or the noise effects from the
F-35's.

Looking at the next 10 years in a financial sense, wouldn't it make more future monetary
 sense to add another runway at the present airport?  Wouldn't this be a possible win, win for
 both the Air Force and and Boise City?  Exploring air traffic with another runway as Boise
 continues to grow in the long run, it might just prove to be feasible  financially.

What dismays me, is many, many Boise City employees and numerous Vista Neighborhood
 Residents  have worked tirelessly to Energize this grand old neighborhood.  New Fire Station,
 New walking path all around an Elementary School, just a couple of the updates so far. 
 Energize your Neighborhood, I do believe, will continue for another 2 years. 

If the F-35's arrive with the plan the residents have been presented with to date, the
 realization is, the homes that remain in the "NOISE" path will be considered unsaleable,
 interest in even living in the area will diminish and Vista Avenue (the Gateway to the Capital
 City of Boise) will become not a beautiful entrance but an entrance into a decaying
 neighborhood brought about by the entrance of the Jets into our lovely City.      
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From: Don May [mailto:don.may.email@gmail.com] 
Sent: Saturday, November 07, 2015 11:36 AM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Airport noise from fighter jets

As a long time Boise resident and property investor as well, I am furious with the Air Force's
 decision to temporarily fly noisy fighter jets out of the Boise airport. I wondered what the
 heck was making so much noise this summer and now I know why. I moved away from San
 Diego in large part because of the noise pollution from fighter jets. The screeching booming
 noise is NOT short lived or temporary as some would have you think.  It is extremely loud
 and disrespectful and disruptive. One cannot carry on a normal conversation or take a nap. It's
 horrible and I demand many more public hearings that are well advertised. I will be sure to do
 my best to vote against ANYONE who supports having the loud fighter jets in Boise like we
 had this summer. 

Move them back to Mountain Home where they belong. As a property investor, I typically
 strongly support businesses that will bring new jobs and population to Boise. But this is one
 job creator I absolutely will NEVER support. The negative impact to our quality of life is way
 too much. 

Thank you.

Donald May
4759 S Chex Way
Boise ID 83709

Investment properties throughout downtown Boise. 
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From: Gregg Servheen [mailto:gregg.servheen@me.com] 
Sent: Saturday, November 07, 2015 8:21 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Noise study at Boise airport

Dear Ms. Hughes,

I am very interested in the airport noise issue as my home is relatively close to the airport and the flight path for
 planes taking off and landing.  My home is located at 2816 Colorado ave in Boise and I am not aware of the extent
 the study has taken into consideration the effects of jet noise on my neighborhood (Southeast Boise).

It has been my experience that noise from military aircraft are far more disturbing than normal commercial aircraft. 
 As a result of this experience, it is extremely important to me that mine and other public input be throughly and
 fully considered.  To my disappointment, I have heard little about the HNTB study with the exception of an open
 house at the airport only a day or two before it was to be held.  As a result, I was unable to make that open house
 and provide my input.  Further, I think it has not been entirely clear from what little information I have been able to
 collect, what the implications are of the study and its results.  Who is funding the study?   What is its purpose? 
 How will its results be used?  What is the purpose of public input on such a study?   If the study is objectively
 measuring noise levels, how will public input be measured and collected as compared to noise measures?

My interest in this issue is very high and I hope to remain informed and involved in all current and future studies,
 discussions, and evaluations concerning the use of the airport by the military planes and other aircraft.  Please
 include me in all further correspondence, notices of public input and involvement related to Boise airport use and
 changes of use.

This email can be used to contact me as can mail addressed to my address above.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gregg Servheen

Sent from my iPad
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Part 150 Study Update 
Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study 


Comment Form 


The purpose of this study is to define the aviation noise exposure levels around the Airport and receive 
input regarding the Draft Part 150 Study and the recommended Noise Compatibility Program.  
You may mail or email the comment form to the address below or you may email khughes@hntb.com 
directly with your comments.   


Please share any comments you may have regarding this study: 
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________ 


Contact Information 
Name     ________________________________________________________________ 
Organization     ________________________________________________________________ 
Address     ________________________________________________________________ 
Phone     _________________________Email: __________________________________ 


 Resident     Aeronautical User     Government     Business/Development Interest     Other 


Please return your comments to: 


Kim Hughes, PE 
KHughes@HNTB.com 
HNTB Corporation 
2900 South Quincy Street 
Arlington, Virginia 22206 


Please submit all comments by November 13, 2015. 
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-----Original Message-----
From: margaret lauterbach [mailto:melauter@earthlink.net]
Sent: Sunday, November 08, 2015 5:07 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Airport noise

The reason many of us affected by the noise of the F-16s every summer (they seem to be "working on runway
 repair" every summer) is that we've found complaint falls on deaf ears.  We've got some of those ourselves, created
 by the noise.  We are at the mercy of the military-industrial complex, must pay taxes, and endure horrific noise. 
 Conversations have to pause to wait for tolerable silence.  Why did IDT put up the noise barriers to protect us from
 Interstate noise?

Frankly, the problem is more than just beleaguering humans who've lived on this bench for many years (43 for us),
 more noise could render our property and that of others in hearing distance unmarketable.  In my view, that's a
 violation of the 5th Amendment of the U.S. Constitution.  It is ridiculous to have a major air base so close that's not
 used by the Air Guard. The city could supply transport to guards people to Mtn. Home if the base were moved
 there.  Margaret Lauterbach, 2317 W. Sunrise Rim Rd., Boise, ID 83705 .  P.S.  That noise is NOT the sound of
 freedom; we were free long before the advent of noisy jets, thanks to the U.S. Army, Navy,
Marines, Coast Guard, and two oceans.  
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From: John Hormaechea [mailto:hoigbasco@outlook.com] 
Sent: Monday, November 09, 2015 12:04 AM
To: Kim Hughes
Cc: Kelly Parker
Subject: Thoughts on Gowen Field
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The purpose of this study is to define the aviation noise exposure levels around the Airport and receive input regarding the Draft Part 150 Study and the recommended Noise Compatibility Program.  You may mail or email the comment form to the address below or you may email khughes@hntb.com directly with your comments.   

Please share any comments you may have regarding this study: 



First, the notice given for this study was poorly communicated. Facebook, a few lines in the newspaper, posts to local news no one watches anymore is not adequate. Postcards to homes or sandwich boards across town is “adequate”. 



[bookmark: _GoBack]For the topic of bringing F-35s to Gowen, it is time Gowen is consolidated at Mt. Home. They have the facilities and good access to training. The new planes are too loud, even with a new runway. Most of the persons working there will remain in Boise and commute, much like people do from Caldwell to Boise today. Economic impact will be minimal. The amount of noise that homes that predate Gowen is unfair and lowers the quality of life for tens of thousands of residents.  



Contact Information 

Name 	    _____John Hormaechea_________________________________________________ Organization     ________________________________________________________________ Address 	    ____3508 w Windsor drive__________________________________________ 

Phone 	    _____________2088415528____Email: ____hoigbasco@outlook.com______ 

 Resident     Aeronautical User     Government   Business/Development Interest     Other Please return your comments to: 

Kim Hughes, PE 

KHughes@HNTB.com 

HNTB Corporation 

2900 South Quincy Street Arlington, Virginia 22206 

Please submit all comments by November 13, 2015. 



The purpose of this study is to define the aviation noise exposure levels around the Airport and 
receive input regarding the Draft Part 150 Study and the recommended Noise Compatibility Program.  
You may mail or email the comment form to the address below or you may email khughes@hntb.com 
directly with your comments.    

Please share any comments you may have regarding this study:

First, the notice given for this study was poorly communicated. Facebook, a few lines in 
the newspaper, posts to local news no one watches anymore is not adequate. 
Postcards to homes or sandwich boards across town is “adequate”.  

For the topic of bringing F-35s to Gowen, it is time Gowen is consolidated at Mt. Home. 
They have the facilities and good access to training. The new planes are too loud, even 
with a new runway. Most of the persons working there will remain in Boise and 
commute, much like people do from Caldwell to Boise today. Economic impact will be 
minimal. The amount of noise that homes that predate Gowen is unfair and lowers the 
quality of life for tens of thousands of residents.   

Contact Information 
Name     _____John Hormaechea_________________________________________________ 
Organization   ________________________________________________________________ 
Address      ____3508 w Windsor drive__________________________________________  
Phone      _____________2088415528____Email: ____hoigbasco@outlook.com______ 

 Resident     Aeronautical User     Government   Business/Development Interest   Other 

Please return your comments to: 

Kim Hughes, PE  
KHughes@HNTB.com  
HNTB Corporation  
2900 South Quincy Street Arlington, 
Virginia 22206  

Please submit all comments by November 13, 2015. 



From: Kelly Parker Hormaechea [mailto:kjp1492@outlook.com] 
Sent: Monday, November 09, 2015 1:07 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: In re Part 150 Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study

Ms. Hughes, 

Please find attached my response to the Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study.

Kelly Parker 
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The purpose of this study is to define the aviation noise exposure levels around the Airport and 


receive input regarding the Draft Part 150 Study and the recommended Noise Compatibility Program.  


You may mail or email the comment form to the address below or you may email khughes@hntb.com 


directly with your comments.    


Please share any comments you may have regarding this study:  


 Dismay with inadequacy of notice: The stealthiness with which this “study” has been undertaken is such 


that the process feels almost deceitful. By contrast, our local highway district regularly provides ample, 


public notice when it undertakes planning for a process that will affect numerous people. For one recent 


project, they put up sandwich boards in areas where they would be visible to most people living in the area. 


For another, they had both sandwich boards and postcards. And both projects provided for easy public 


feedback in the form of open houses and online surveys. By contrast, for the F-35 Noise and Land Use 


Compatibility Study  . . . we got some lousy PDF to fill out, which is cumbersome and would be challenging 


to use for residents who do not have consistent computer access, such as the elderly.  


 Noise: I’ve read that the noise that will be generated by the F-35 will be audible “only” a few minutes out of 


the day. If the month of August is any indication—during which time the F-15 made its temporary home at 


Gowen/BOI—this will be intolerable, damaging quality of life and property values. I work from a home only 


a few miles from BOI and use noise-canceling headphones. These headphones were no match for the roar 


and reverberation of those jets. It was a ridiculous amount of noise that interrupted my train of thought. 


Such an amount of noise is unconscionable in a city of this size. Consider, for example, that MHAFB—where 


the F-35 would be better based—is many, many, many miles from the town of Mountain Home itself. By 


contrast, BOI is very nearby many neighborhoods. The possibility of building a third runway a mile away 


from the present site will likely not make much difference.  


 Commute: The notion that a commute from Boise to MHAFB would be unbearable is absurd. The Treasure 


Valley is filled with people who regularly make commutes of a similar distance. Yet somehow those people 


have adapted to the distance and time it requires. Furthermore, the stakeholders here have enough 


organizational moxie to arrange for a transit option that would make the commute less onerous for those 


who would have to make it.  


_____________________________________________________________________ 


 


Contact Information  


Name     Kelly Parker Hormaechea 


Organization  Private citizen  ____________________________________________________ 


Address  3508 W Windsor Drive____________________________________________________  


Phone     NA _________________________Email: kjp1492@outlook.com_____________________  


Part 150 Study Update  


Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study   


Comment Form   







Resident     Aeronautical User     Government     Business/Development Interest     Other 


Please return your comments to:  


Kim Hughes, PE  


KHughes@HNTB.com  


HNTB Corporation  


2900 South Quincy Street Arlington, 


Virginia 22206  


Please submit all comments by November 13, 2015.  







The purpose of this study is to define the aviation noise exposure levels around the Airport and 
receive input regarding the Draft Part 150 Study and the recommended Noise Compatibility Program.  
You may mail or email the comment form to the address below or you may email khughes@hntb.com 
directly with your comments.    

Please share any comments you may have regarding this study: 

 Dismay with inadequacy of notice: The stealthiness with which this “study” has been undertaken is such

that the process feels almost deceitful. By contrast, our local highway district regularly provides ample,

public notice when it undertakes planning for a process that will affect numerous people. For one recent

project, they put up sandwich boards in areas where they would be visible to most people living in the area.

For another, they had both sandwich boards and postcards. And both projects provided for easy public

feedback in the form of open houses and online surveys. By contrast, for the F-35 Noise and Land Use

Compatibility Study  . . . we got some lousy PDF to fill out, which is cumbersome and would be challenging

to use for residents who do not have consistent computer access, such as the elderly.

 Noise: I’ve read that the noise that will be generated by the F-35 will be audible “only” a few minutes out of

the day. If the month of August is any indication—during which time the F-15 made its temporary home at

Gowen/BOI—this will be intolerable, damaging quality of life and property values. I work from a home only

a few miles from BOI and use noise-canceling headphones. These headphones were no match for the roar

and reverberation of those jets. It was a ridiculous amount of noise that interrupted my train of thought.

Such an amount of noise is unconscionable in a city of this size. Consider, for example, that MHAFB—where

the F-35 would be better based—is many, many, many miles from the town of Mountain Home itself. By

contrast, BOI is very nearby many neighborhoods. The possibility of building a third runway a mile away

from the present site will likely not make much difference.

 Commute: The notion that a commute from Boise to MHAFB would be unbearable is absurd. The Treasure

Valley is filled with people who regularly make commutes of a similar distance. Yet somehow those people

have adapted to the distance and time it requires. Furthermore, the stakeholders here have enough

organizational moxie to arrange for a transit option that would make the commute less onerous for those

who would have to make it.

_____________________________________________________________________ 

Contact Information

Name     Kelly Parker Hormaechea 
Organization  Private citizen  ____________________________________________________ 
Address 3508 W Windsor Drive____________________________________________________ 
Phone     NA _________________________Email: kjp1492@outlook.com_____________________ 

Part 150 Study Update 

Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study

Comment Form 



Resident    Aeronautical User     Government    Business/Development Interest   Other 

Please return your comments to: 

Kim Hughes, PE  
KHughes@HNTB.com  
HNTB Corporation  
2900 South Quincy Street Arlington, 
Virginia 22206  

Please submit all comments by November 13, 2015. 



From: Roberta Johnson [mailto:bobbie6217@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 10, 2015 3:03 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Oppose F-15 and F-35 at Gowen Field

I live off of Hwy.21, above Columbia Village, and I oppose bringing the F-15's and F-35's jets
 in to Gowen Field.  Gowen Field was built at it's location in 1939 when it was far-removed
 from the city, and sitting alone in the desert.  Now that residential housing has nearly
 surrounded the facility, it's use must be re-assessed.

During the summer when the jets were flying out of Gowen Field, windows on my house
 rattled, and it was impossible to carry on a conversation when outside,and it halted
 conversations inside.  To think of more and more of these jets taking off and landing in a
 flight pattern over my home is disturbing!  Even the cats and dogs in the neighborhood cower
 when the jets are flying overhead, and their sensitive ears must be bursting from the noise. 
 Although it fortunately has not occurred yet, the chances of a crash (usually at take-off or
 landing) increases with the influx of planes, and it would mean deaths of many citizens of this
 town.

It is not a matter of patriotic-ness...I know it is purely a matter of money for you.  Idaho would
 still benefit if the jets were housed in Mountain Home AFB, with more open land around it. 
 You cannot say you care about neighbors and the community if you bring such a disruptive
 and dangerous event in to the homes of South Boise.  There is no place for a jet base in
 Boise.  My vote is NO!!!!

Roberta Johnson
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Attachments:  Study comments.pdf

From: Patti Hindberg [mailto:phindberg@nwhospitality.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 10, 2015 5:34 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Part 150 Study
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Part 150 Study Update 

Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study 

Comment Form 

The purpose of this study is to define the aviation noise exposure levels around the Airport and receive 
input regarding the Draft Part 150 Study and the recommended Noise Compatibility Program. 
You may mail or email the comment form to the address below or you may email khughes@hntb.com 
directly with your comments. 

Please share any comments you may have regarding this study: 

Contact Information "' . 1  1• Name Yll+n' c111. !:i1Y1dbec3 
Organization 
Address ·::,a\& S. 00.pi+u UV-t, bt:>i '-<1. J;.D �3ft>9 .
Phone (d.D�) 'c09- '::. b;:J,'h Email: h1 hdbecg, pa+b 4) � r,rn, I. <'.-OWJ

IZI Resident D Aeronautical User D Government D Business/Development Interest D Other 

Please return your comments to: 

Kim Hughes, PE 
KHughes@HNTB.com 
HNTB Corporation 
2900 South Quincy Street 
Arlington, Virginia 22206 

Please submit all comments by November 13, 2015. 



Attachments:  BOIPart150CommentForm11-13.pdf

From: Travis Anderson [mailto:spctravis@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, November 12, 2015 4:50 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Part 150 Study

Please see attached.
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Part 150 Study Update 
Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study 


Comment Form 


The purpose of this study is to define the aviation noise exposure levels around the Airport and receive 
input regarding the Draft Part 150 Study and the recommended Noise Compatibility Program.  
You may mail or email the comment form to the address below or you may email khughes@hntb.com 
directly with your comments.   


Please share any comments you may have regarding this study: 
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________ 


Contact Information 
Name     ________________________________________________________________ 
Organization     ________________________________________________________________ 
Address     ________________________________________________________________ 
Phone     _________________________Email: __________________________________ 


 Resident     Aeronautical User     Government     Business/Development Interest     Other 


Please return your comments to: 


Kim Hughes, PE 
KHughes@HNTB.com 
HNTB Corporation 
2900 South Quincy Street 
Arlington, Virginia 22206 


Please submit all comments by November 13, 2015. 
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The F22 will do a lot of good for the Air Base in Boise. Please let them come here. 



1151404630N

Typewritten Text



1151404630N

Typewritten Text



1151404630N

Typewritten Text

Travis Anderson



1151404630N

Typewritten Text



1151404630N

Typewritten Text

10971 Reutzel Boise ID 83709



1151404630N

Typewritten Text



1151404630N

Typewritten Text

350-0380



1151404630N

Typewritten Text

spctravis@gmail.com



1151404630N

Typewritten Text

x





		Slide Number 1









Part 150 Study Update 
Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study 

Comment Form 

The purpose of this study is to define the aviation noise exposure levels around the Airport and receive 
input regarding the Draft Part 150 Study and the recommended Noise Compatibility Program.  
You may mail or email the comment form to the address below or you may email khughes@hntb.com 
directly with your comments.   

Please share any comments you may have regarding this study: 
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________ 

Contact Information 
Name     ________________________________________________________________ 
Organization     ________________________________________________________________ 
Address     ________________________________________________________________ 
Phone     _________________________Email: __________________________________ 

 Resident     Aeronautical User     Government     Business/Development Interest     Other

Please return your comments to: 

Kim Hughes, PE 
KHughes@HNTB.com 
HNTB Corporation 
2900 South Quincy Street 
Arlington, Virginia 22206 

Please submit all comments by November 13, 2015. 
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From: Tom Berry [mailto:tomberry_gt@msn.com] 
Sent: Thursday, November 12, 2015 6:54 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Airport/Gowen/F35&F15

Please add me to the population of those who do not want Boise Airport/Gowen to
 house/station F35, F15, F16, or similar fighter aircraft.  The surrounding residential, school,
 commercial, community has grown too dense and expansive to be flown over with jets as
 loud and pollutive as the fighters that the air force is considering.  The fighters would have a
 measurable negative impact on the value of my property and the quality of life I expect as a
 tax payer and a free citizen.

Thomas Berry
83709
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From: Barbara Schenk [mailto:bschenk@boisestate.edu] 
Sent: Friday, November 13, 2015 1:36 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Part 150 Study Update

Attached is a Comment Form for the Part 150 Study Update.

I appreciate the opportunity to comment, but wish that individuals in my neighborhood had
 been sent notification so they could attend the local meetings.  Many of us attended meetings
 and commented when our area was under consideration for housing F-35's a number of years
 ago.  We thought we had put that issue to bed only to have it come again.

We do not live in the City of Boise, so our opinions are not considered important by city
 leaders. We do, however, live in an area that is greatly impacted by the airport and the
 addition of fighter planes to Gowen Field would greatly decrease our property values and
 make our homes uninhabitable.

Please add my e-mail address, so I may receive updates regarding this issue.

Barbara Schenk
6974 Rim Acres Ln.
Boise, ID
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Part 150 Study Update 
BOI 
----- Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study 

Boise Airport 

Comment Form 

The purpose of this study is to define the aviation noise exposure levels around the Airport and receive 
input regarding the Draft Part 150 Study and the recommended Noise Compatibility Program. 
You may mail or email the comment form to the address below or you may email khughes@hntb.com 
directly with your comments. 

Please share any comments you may hav 
. 

. 

w At:, orn::1uiicai User 

Please return your comments to: 

Kim Hughes, PE 
KHughes@HNTB.com 
HNTB Corporation 
2900 South Quincy Street 
Arlington, Virginia 22206 

D Government D Business/Development Interest 

Please submit all comments by November 13, 2015. 

D Other 



From: Dave Kangas [mailto:davekangas@msn.com] 
Sent: Friday, November 13, 2015 4:44 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Boise airport noise study

As a neighborhood leader I have a number of concerns about this study.

First and foremost was the lack of public engagement early in the process. It was not until
 the end of the study shortly before the first comment period was to end, that the public at
 large started to become informed. I feel that since this study was contracted in November
 2014, the lack of public engagement, education and transparency was totally lacking. As a
 result I feel that the public is still largely uniformed about this process and what it means.
 The comments I see online seem to support a military mission at Gowen Field, but thye
 have little understanding of what it means or the cost to mitigate 400 homes, improve and
 update the infrastructure at Gowen Field or why the third runway is not being fully
 explored.

Secondly, I feel that the Noise Compatability Program is incomplete. I do not feel that the
 third runway alternative was fully explored or explained as an alternative to mitigating
 against 400 +/- households. The cost to improve the runway has been tagged at $60M -
 $100M. Yet the cost to mitigate 400 homes was not mentioned or budgeted, not very
 transparent. Since the third runway has not been fully explored, discussed or budgted I do
 not feel that this NCP is complete or should be accpted by the FAA. The cost to upgrade
 this runway is expensive. However, when the cost saving of not mitigating 400 homes is
 calculated in, the cost is greatly reduced. Furthermore the public relations aspect of not
 displacing 400 households is incalculable.

Overall I do not support a fighter mission at Gowen Field as currently configured. To me it
 just does not make sense. Boise has grown dramatically since the f-4's were stationed. The
 main draw for new residents is the quality of life and access to outdoor recreation. Both of
 which will negatively impacted by the addition of a loud fighter like the f-15, f-16 or the f-
35. Furthermore the cost, turmoil and struggle to displace 400 households is not warranted
when there is an alternative that has not been fully explored. For me this Noise Study and
the NCP is incomplete, was poorly executed and should not be accepted by the FAA.

President
Vista Neighborhood Association
1715 Canal St 
Boise, ID 83705
davekangas@msn.com
www.vnaboise.org
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From: John Gannon [mailto:johngannon200@gmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, November 13, 2015 7:14 PM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Boise Airport Study Comments

Attached are my comments regarding Boise Airport Noise Study

Thank you

John Gannon
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State Rep. E>istriot l'lc Seat.A 

www Johngannon org 

2104 S. Pond Street Boise. Idaho 83 705 johngannon l OO(cl)aol.com 343-1608 

Administrator 
Boise Airport Noise Study 2015 
Via Email: Khugl1cs(c{l,HNTB.com 

Dear Administrator: 

November 13, 2015 

I write as an airport neighbor and as a legislator for this area. Just as widening a 
road requires the purchase of affected properties and mitigation measures such as on 
Ustick Road and Cole Road, a tremendous expansion of the noise level at the airport to 
an incompatible level by FAA standards, requires compensation and substantial 
mitigation. Unfortunately, it is difficult to competently comment on the contents of the 
400 page study because like others, I only became aware of this noise study around 
September 23. But, I have the following thoughts: 

1. The noise study endorses a tremendous displacement of people and homes. 

LU 9 discusses the purchase of homes within the 65 decibel contour and adjacent to that 
contour. Your study says 1000 people who live in 419 homes in that 65 decibel contour 
will not be compatible with airport noise if the F-15's anive, and 327 homes will not be 
compatible with a squadron of F-35's. 89 of these homes will be incompatible no matter 
what. This is tremendously significant. 

A. The mitigation recommendation does not include a cost benefit 
analysis. I submit that the purchase of only 200 homes will cost $150,000 x 200 or a 
whopping $30 million. 400 homes will cost $60 million. Conect? 

B. This mitigation recommendation was made with virtually no input 
from the public contrary to FAA advisory bulletins and the Code of Federal Regulations. 
There was no citizens advisory committee ever, and the two meetings prior to the 
October 6 meeting were poorly noticed. I, as an elected official heard about this study 
from constitutents around September 23. The October 6 meeting had no handout no 
one was given the handout that the two or three people at the September 2 meeting 
received. I quote from 14 CFR 150.23(d): 

"Prior to and during the development of a program, and prior to submission 
of the resulting draft program to the FAA, the airport operator shall afford 
adequate opportunity for the active and direct participation of the ......... . 
general public to submit their views, data, and comments on the formulation 

Paid for by Gannon for State Rep. Seat 17A Dawn King. Treasurer 





-----Original Message-----
From: Autumn [mailto:autdam@gmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, November 14, 2015 1:35 AM
To: Kim Hughes
Cc: Robert Lockerby
Subject: Noise Compatibility Program

To Whom it May Concern,

My family and I recent moved to the Borah neighborhood from Southeast Boise, in search of a larger home and
 more acreage that would still be a short drive to most destinations in the Boise area.  We LOVE our new
 neighborhood on the bench.  When considering this move, a key concern was noise pollution from both the airport
 and the freeway.  Our new neighborhood was the closest to both of those concerns that we could comfortably live
 and still enjoy our much larger yard and the 6-12 miles of walking/running we do per day in our neighborhood
 alone or with our dog. 

This summer when the F-15 planes were flying the noise pollution was a noticeable and disruptive addition to the
 neighborhood.   We would not have chosen to move to this neighborhood if F-15 planes and/or F-35 planes
 regularly flew in/out of the airport.  They are just too loud for peaceful and enjoyable residential living.  Beyond
 our personal needs, in terms of not having the noise pollution increase, I think it's a shame to bring the fighter jets to
 Boise and turn the nearby neighborhoods into what would essentially become an extension of a military airbase. 

While I greatly respect and understand that our service men and women live in the Boise area as well, Mountain
 Home is already an established military airbase.  By choosing to bring F-15 and F-35 planes into Boise, we are
 knowingly devaluing long established and wonderful neighborhoods along the bench.  With all of the literal space
 in Idaho, these neighborhoods should be protected.

Boise is the most wonderful city I have lived in and that is primarily because of the quality of live afforded by the
 vast majority of its residents--something that will be greatly impacted by too many people and too many
 neighborhoods should either of these aircrafts be allowed to fly in and out of Boise on a regular basis.

I am writing to request that these planes NOT be permanently based in Boise and that an alternative solution--such
 as basing the planes out of Mountain Home or another less populated area than Boise--be reconsidered and found to
 be a better solution for the community at large. 

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Respectfully,
Autumn A. Lockerby
6531 W. Fairfield Ave.
Boise, ID 83709
Autdam@gmail.com
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-----Original Message-----
From: Robert Lockerby [mailto:rlockerby66@gmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, November 14, 2015 1:43 AM
To: Kim Hughes
Subject: Noise compatibility progra

This is my wife's letter but I absolutely concur. Please consider this my letter too.

Robert Lockerby

To Whom it May Concern,

My family and I recent moved to the Borah neighborhood from Southeast Boise, in search of a larger home and
 more acreage that would still be a short drive to most destinations in the Boise area.  We LOVE our new
 neighborhood on the bench.  When considering this move, a key concern was noise pollution from both the airport
 and the freeway.  Our new neighborhood was the closest to both of those concerns that we could comfortably live
 and still enjoy our much larger yard and the 6-12 miles of walking/running we do per day in our neighborhood
 alone or with our dog. 

This summer when the F-15 planes were flying the noise pollution was a noticeable and disruptive addition to the
 neighborhood.   We would not have chosen to move to this neighborhood if F-15 planes and/or F-35 planes
 regularly flew in/out of the airport.  They are just too loud for peaceful and enjoyable residential living.  Beyond
 our personal needs, in terms of not having the noise pollution increase, I think it's a shame to bring the fighter jets to
 Boise and turn the nearby neighborhoods into what would essentially become an extension of a military airbase. 

While I greatly respect and understand that our service men and women live in the Boise area as well, Mountain
 Home is already an established military airbase.  By choosing to bring F-15 and F-35 planes into Boise, we are
 knowingly devaluing long established and wonderful neighborhoods along the bench.  With all of the literal space
 in Idaho, these neighborhoods should be protected.

Boise is the most wonderful city I have lived in and that is primarily because of the quality of live afforded by the
 vast majority of its residents--something that will be greatly impacted by too many people and too many
 neighborhoods should either of these aircrafts be allowed to fly in and out of Boise on a regular basis.

I am writing to request that these planes NOT be permanently based in Boise and that an alternative solution--such
 as basing the planes out of Mountain Home or another less populated area than Boise--be reconsidered and found to
 be a better solution for the community at large. 

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Respectfully,
Autumn A. Lockerby
6531 W. Fairfield Ave.
Boise, ID 83709
Autdam@gmail.com
Sent from my iPad
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BOI 
-----

Part 150 Study Update 

Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study 
Boise Airport 

Comment Form 

The purpose of this study is to define the aviation noise exposure levels around the Airport and receive 
input regarding the Draft Part 150 Study and the recommended Noise Compatibility Program. 
You may mail or email the comment form to the address below or you may email khughes@hntb.com 
directly with your comments. 

Please share any comments you may have regarding this study: 

Contact Information ¥ 
<' 1_ d .J-Name �\] I) 111)� � c YI ,rH I 

Organization 
Address rz t./.5 0 uJ, Des-e l':f 11::ve · 1 -!J-i'fftJ. r� 
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Ill Resident O Aeronautical User O Government O Business/Development Interest O Other 

Please return your comments to: 

Kim Hughes, PE 
KHughes@HNTB.com 
HNTB Corporation 
2900 South Quincy Street 
Arlington, Virginia 22206 

Please submit all comments by November 13, 2015. 
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It is a shame we have to revisit the possibility of F-15s and F-35s flying around South 
Boise, this was addressed in February 2012, I have attached areas of concern. I have 
fmally retired and enjoy working in my back yard and reading a good book for enjoyment. 

I have to tell you in August of this year the F-15s used Gowen Field for their temporary 
home and my peaceful existence was completely disturbed! Outside my ears felt like 
they were going to explode, having a conversation on my phone or with my husband was 
impossible. Inside my windows rattled and my glasses and dishes rattled in my 
cupboards. Watching a program on TV was impossible. Afternoon naps were disturbed 
completely. My blood pressure increased and my mood became sad and out of patience, 

This is a description of my personal complaints and the attached EIS list is the other 
reason this should not happen. There is a reason we have Mountain Home AFB as their 
location is designed and ideal for the practice of these high-speed warplanes. 





Responses to Comments 
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 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
01 Barbara Priest 83705 1 Why would the study suggest that 

new homes should be allowed to be 
built anywhere close to the Airport? 

14 CFR Part 150 establishes a uniform methodology for the 
development and preparation of airport noise exposure maps 
(NEMs).  That methodology includes a single system of 
measuring noise at airports for which there is a highly reliable 
relationship between projected noise exposure and surveyed 
reactions of people to noise along with a separate single 
system for determining the exposure of individuals to noise. It 
also identifies land uses that are considered to be "compatible" 
with various exposures of individuals to noise around airports; 
the study states that residential uses are "compatible," as 
defined by 14 CFR Part 150, in locations with less than DNL 65 
dB.  

    2 What about existing 40 homes etc. 
that were suggested to be 
purchased in previous studies? 
They still have yet to be taken care 
of. 

The previous study offered a voluntary acquisition program for 
40 homes within the DNL 65+ dB noise contour, similar to the 
type of voluntary program offered in the current study.  The 
Airport does not purchase homes without voluntary sale by the 
owner and does not pursue this type of acquisition outright.  
Any acquisition program would be contingent upon the 
application for and receipt of federal grant funding.  
Additionally, the approval of a measure in this Part 150 Study 
by FAA does not automatically trigger an acquisition program to 
begin. 

    3 The study should take into account 
the property in its entirety when 
considering noise impacts; not only 
the interior noise levels. 

14 CFR Part 150 requires the use of day-night average sound 
level (DNL) as the standard for measuring aviation noise in a 
community.  The primary measurement of noise impact is the 
exterior noise measurement of cumulative yearly DNL, depicted 
as noise contours.  The noise contours therefore represent 
exterior sound levels.  A noise-impacted noncompatible 
structure must be experiencing existing interior noise levels that 
are 45 dB or greater with the windows closed to be considered 
eligible for mitigation. 
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 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
02 Henry Wiebe 83705 1 The map does not reflect the noise 

impact. 
The FAA has adopted the use of the Day Night Average Sound 
Level (DNL) metric as the primary measurement of aircraft 
noise exposure, and in cooperation with other federal agencies, 
identified land use compatibility guidelines using the DNL 
metric. The noise model computes the overall annual average 
daily noise exposure (e.g., DNL) at points on the ground around 
BOI. From the grid of points, contours of equal daily sound level 
are drawn by the noise model for overlay onto land use maps.  
Inputs to the noise models include weather, climate and terrain.  
DNL has been widely accepted as the best available method to 
describe aircraft noise exposure and is the noise descriptor 
required by the FAA for use in aircraft noise exposure analyses 
and noise compatibility planning.  Chapter 3 and Appendix B of 
the study provide details related to noise, the metrics used to 
define it, and its effect on people. 

    2 Not aware of open houses; should 
have been direct mailed. 

The public consultation program for the BOI Part 150 Study 
Update was developed in accordance with the public 
consultation requirements contained in 14 CFR Part 150 
Subpart B, Development of Noise Exposure Maps (NEMs) and 
Noise Compatibility Programs (NCPs).  Refer to Chapter 9, 
Record of Consultation and Appendix D, for a detailed account 
of advertisements for open houses and publication of the draft 
study.  The opportunity for comment on the NEMs and NCP 
was afforded through three open houses at various stages of 
the study, as well as a Public Hearing to accept public 
comments.  Each open house and the public hearing were 
advertised via multiple Idaho Statesman newspaper ads (legal 
ads and display ads), as well as via email notifications to 
stakeholders, including nearby HOA's identified on the 
Registered Neighborhood Associations on the City's web site 
and social media outlets. 
http://pds.cityofboise.org/planning/comp/neighborhood/associati
ons/.     

http://pds.cityofboise.org/planning/comp/neighborhood/associations/
http://pds.cityofboise.org/planning/comp/neighborhood/associations/
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 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
03 Carl Rowe 83705 1 Opposed to increase in presence of 

military jets using Boise Airport due 
to noise;  

Comment noted. 
 
14 CFR Part 150 requires the NEMs show existing noise 
conditions as well as a projection of noise exposure five years 
into the future.  In consideration of the uncertain future of the 
Idaho Air National Guard’s (ANG) current A-10 aircraft mission, 
the Airport prepared multiple future forecasts that considered 
different potential Idaho ANG missions, including a continuation 
of the existing A-10 mission, a replacement F-15 mission, and a 
replacement F-35 mission.  Both potential replacement 
missions assume an approximate equal number of military 
aircraft in 2020 as in 2015.  The 2020 NEM adopted by this 
study represents the replacement of the current A-10 mission 
with F-15 operations, which was selected because this future 
NEM represents a worst-case scenario (largest noise contours) 
so that the City of Boise and Ada County can make informed 
land use and zoning decisions.  
 
The Part 150 study process does not determine whether or not 
military jets will be stationed at BOI in the future. There has 
been no long-term basing decision made by the United States 
Air Force (USAF) at this time regarding what could come after 
the A-10 is retired at Gowen Field.  If a new aircraft flying 
mission is planned to replace the current A-10 mission at 
Gowen Field, the USAF must comply with the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) prior to stationing 
new/additional military aircraft at Boise Airport. 

    2 Jets should be stationed at 
Mountain Home AFB. 
 
 
 

The Idaho Air National Guard (IDANG) is a separate reserve 
component of the USAF with the mission to recruit and properly 
equip Idaho Air National Guardsmen, used primarily for training 
and preparedness.  Mountain Home AFB is an active military 
installation with a different mission than the IDANG based at 
Gowen Field.  
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 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
04 Mike Chambers 83705 1 Concerned about voluntary 

acquisition program boundaries and 
potential to decrease home value, 
negatively impact neighborhood, 
etc. 

The ability to use federal funding to assist in the voluntary 
acquisition of residential property is limited to homes within the 
DNL 65 dB. Therefore the proposed program area is limited to 
the only area around BOI where non-compatible (residential) 
uses are within the existing (2015) DNL 65 dB contour.  Several 
parcels in the neighborhood adjacent to the DNL 65 contour 
have been included in the proposed program area that are 
outside of the DNL 65 dB contour; per FAA policy, if the 
sponsor proposes to expand noise mitigation just beyond the 
DNL 65 dB contour to include parcels contiguous to the project 
area (referred to as block rounding), the ADO has the option to 
approve this request, given that certain requirements are met. 
 
Homes purchased as they are available for sale through this 
program could be razed and/or converted into compatible uses 
with deed restrictions and easements.  Over time, if a 
contiguous area is available for conversion to a compatible use, 
this area could be a benefit to the neighborhood (i.e., active 
park area, neighborhood commercial, etc.).  However, it is 
possible that in the meantime neighborhood cohesiveness 
could be affected as some parcels become vacant. The Airport 
would be responsible for the maintenance of the purchased 
property; however the ability to re-use individual residential 
properties until a contiguous area is created would need to be 
considered. The reuse plan of parcels in this area would be 
included in the Airport’s next Noise and Land Reuse Plan 
Update. Refer to Section 7.2 and Table 7.18 for full details of 
the voluntary acquisition program.  

05 Chuck Thomas 83709 1 Opposed to F-35s at Gowen Field; 
concern about impact to health and 
community. 

See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 
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 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
    2 Has submitted testimony for 

previous 2012 F-35 hearings; 
request that Air Force & F-35 
proponents bring forth all of official 
hearing records, data and flight 
overlay chart for upcoming 2015 F-
35 hearings; 

The current BOI Part 150 Study Update is independent of the 
USAF's 2012 F-35A Training Basing Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS).  The purpose of a Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) 14 CFR Part 150 Study is to define the 
noise exposure levels in and around the Airport and provide 
noise compatibility planning to help alleviate noise impacts to 
the surrounding areas and communities. See response to 
Comment #3, Part 1. 

    3 Jets should be stationed at bases 
like Holloman AFB or Mountain 
Home AFB; 

See response to Comment #3, Part 2. 

   4 Not aware of open houses and 
difficult to submit "testimony." 

See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 

06 Kathleen Davis 83705 1 Were any studies made as to how 
this will affect home sales in the 
next decade?; 

14 CFR Part 150 does not require this type of study.   The Part 
150 Study Update identifies the one residential area around 
Boise Airport that is currently defined as non-compatible with 
the existing (2015) contours in accordance with established 
FAA noise compatibility standards.  The study recommends a 
potential solution for correcting the existing non-compatible land 
use.  If the voluntary acquisition program measure in the NCP 
is approved by the FAA, the Airport would then begin the 
development of a strategy and program for the purchase of 
these homes as they become available for sale.  The approval 
of this measure by the FAA would not automatically trigger this 
program to begin.  Also see response to Comment #4.   

    2 Are homes going to be purchased 
and moved or demolished to make 
room for runway additions and Jet 
Storage spaces? 

Homes purchased are not intended to be converted for airport 
operations or expansion.  The homes purchased may be razed 
or converted into compatible uses (e.g., neighborhood 
commercial, active recreation) with deed restrictions and 
easements.   
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 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
07 Steve Tornga 83705 1 Opposed to F-15s and F-35s at 

Gowen Field based on health; 
quality of life; property values; and 
economic impact. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1 and #6.  

08 Christiane Rudd, 
President, Hillcrest 
Place 
Homeowners 
Association 

83705 1 Not aware of open houses, issue 
with public outreach; 

See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 

    2 Oppose condemning neighborhoods 
(voluntary land acquisition program); 

Comment noted.  Condemnation is not recommended in the 
Part 150 Study.  See response to Comment #6 regarding the 
voluntary acquisition program. 

    3 Opposed to increase in presence of 
military jets using Boise Airport due 
to noise and quality of life. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

09 Preston Creer 83709 1 Land use map shows a small 
subdivision at the top of Raymond 
Street as Industrial; should be Large 
Lot Residential; 
 
Compliments effort of study. 

The future land use map (Figure 4-3) in the Final Part 150 
Study has been updated to reflect the area bounded by W. 
Elder Street and Raymond Street as Large Lot/Rural 
Residential within this subdivision.  As of November 2015, this 
is the recommendation of the City; however, a City Council 
meeting is scheduled for January 12, 2016 to discuss the 
Comprehensive Plan Amendment.  Note that although this 
change has been made on the future land use map in the Part 
150 Study, Figure 4-3 is not the City's official future land use 
map and should only be used for information purposes in the 
Part 150 Study. 

10 Lenise Heath 83709 1 Land use map shows a small 
subdivision at the top of Raymond 
Street as Industrial; should be Large 
Lot Residential; 
 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #9. 
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 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
Compliments effort of study. 

11 Kerry Cooke 83705 1 Not aware of open houses, issue 
with public outreach; 

See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 

    2 Opposed to increase in presence of 
military jets using Boise Airport due 
to noise and quality of life; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

    3 Request to extend public comment 
period. 

The comment period was extended through November 13, 
2015. 

12 Jose and Heather 
Flores 

83709 1 Want house to stay large lot 
residential on the Boise City Master 
Plan; Raymond Street neighbors are 
in jeopardy of being converted to 
Industrial, not large lot residential. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #9. 

13 Kyrsten Chaplin 83705 1 Opposed to F-15s using Boise 
Airport due to noise and quality of 
life; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

    2 Temporary F-15's at Boise Airport 
this summer was extremely noisy 
and caused vibrations. 

Comment noted.  In August 2015, Gowen Field at Boise Airport 
hosted some of the F-15's from Mountain Home AFB while the 
runway at the base was undergoing necessary maintenance.  
The relocation started and ended in August.  The Boise Airport 
Part 150 Study is independent of that temporary relocation and 
the noise contours were developed prior to the temporary 
relocation. 

14 Patrick Harren N/A 1 Opposed to F-15 and F-35s at Boise 
Airport; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 
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 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
    2 Jets should be stationed at 

Mountain Home AFB. 
Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 2. 

15 Marvin Askey 83705 1 Concerned that the Study is a 
feasibility study to increase the 
noise footprint at BOI; 

The purpose of a Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 14 
CFR Part 150 Study is to define the noise exposure levels in 
and around the Airport and provide noise compatibility planning 
to help alleviate noise impacts to the surrounding areas and 
communities.  A Part 150 Study is a voluntary study created in 
accordance with the Aviation Safety and Noise Abatement Act 
of 1979; the study has established guidelines that must be 
adhered to for acceptance and approval. Upon approval and 
acceptance by the FAA, the Airport can request federal funding 
assistance in the implementation of approved measures. 

    2 Not aware of open houses, issue 
with public outreach; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 

    3 Opposed to increase in presence of 
military jets using Boise Airport due 
to noise and quality of life; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

    4 Temporary F-15's at Boise Airport 
this summer was disruptive and 
unacceptable. 

Comment noted.  See response to #13, Part 2. 

16 Marilyn Frazier N/A 1 Opposed to increase in presence of 
military jets using Boise Airport due 
to noise;  

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

    2 Jets should be stationed at 
Mountain Home AFB; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 2. 

    3 Concerned about property values. Comment noted.  See response to Comment #6. 

17 Carol Casler 83705 1 Concerned that impact will be 
massive and that increase in noise 
will impact Bench Community in 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 
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 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
particular; 

    2 Not aware of open houses, issue 
with public outreach. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 

18 Dennis Finegan 83705 1 Questions regarding noise data 
collection times, methods; 

14 CFR Part 150 requires the use of an annual average day 
(AAD) to assess noise exposure. Annual average daily 
operations are representative of all aircraft operations that 
occur over the course of a year.  Since airports and air traffic 
are complex systems that vary from day to day due to weather, 
airline schedules, and other factors, the use of average annual 
daily operations allows these dynamics to be included in the 
evaluation of aircraft noise exposure. FAA radar data (which 
provides information on actual flight operations at Boise Airport 
including date, time, aircraft type, runway use, flight track, etc.) 
was used in this study. 
 
This study uses the Integrated Noise Model (INM) to model 
civilian aircraft noise and the Department of Defense model 
(NOISEMAP) to model military operations. Computer-based 
noise modeling allows for the projection of future, forecast noise 
exposure, and importantly, allows for the comparison of 
potential future scenarios that cannot be captured using noise 
monitoring. 
 
Chapter 3 and Appendix B of the study provide details related 
to noise, the metrics used to define it, and its effect on people. 

    2 Concerned about quality of life for 
residents; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

    3 Not aware of open houses; should 
have been direct mailed. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 
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 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
19 Andrea Blades 83716 1 Opposed to increase in noise at 

Boise Airport due to negative impact 
to quality of life; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

    2 Concerned about property values. See response to Comment #6. 

20 Connie Messley 83705 1 Noise study is flawed if averaged for 
impact and should be redone; 

See response to Comment #18. 

    2 Not aware of open houses; should 
have been direct mailed. 

See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 

21 Lin Paporello 83716 1 Concerned about property values: 
"Not suitable for residential dwelling" 
not acceptable; 

See response to Comments #1 and #6. 

    2 Does not think the study informs the 
community; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #15. 

    3 Airport noise and F-15 and F-35 are 
not similar. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

22 Pamela Wells 83705 1 Home/ Day care center is shown as 
Open Land; it is zoned as day care 
center. 

The zoning map was updated to reflect this as R-1-C and land 
use designated at commercial, per request. 

23 Ryan Harris 83702 1 Opposed to increase in noise at 
Boise Airport due to negative impact 
to quality of life; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

    2 Wildlife and birds may also be 
adversely affected. 

Comment noted.   If a new aircraft flying mission is planned to 
replace the current A-10 mission at Gowen Field, the USAF 
must comply with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA) prior to stationing new/additional military aircraft at 
Boise Airport.  A NEPA study would identify any impacts to 
wildlife and birds due to any specific new flying mission. 
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24 Kathleen Davis 83705 1 Vista Neighborhood would be vastly 

affected if jets come to Boise; 
 
If Federal government (Air Force) 
brings planes, it will destroy hard 
work involved in the pilot federal 
grant to Energize your 
Neighborhood; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

    2 Reconsider and take planes to 
another Base that will affect fewer 
residents. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 2. 

25 Larry Stevens 83705 1 Not aware of open houses; should 
have been direct mailed. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 

    2 Concern that noise levels are not 
accurate for the non-regulated jet 
aircraft used by the Air Force. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #18, Part 1. 

    3 Disagree with the noise plume 
shown in the handout caused by 
USAF aircraft such as F-15s. 

The Noise Exposure Maps (NEMs) represent noise exposure 
contours, which are different than noise plumes.  See response 
to Comment #18, Part 1. 

   4 Were decibel meters used in local 
neighborhoods during research for 
the study, particularly during F-15 
presence in August? 

Sound level meters were not used.  Noise levels were analyzed 
in accordance with 14 CFR Part 150.  Per FAA requirements, 
the BOI Part 150 Study Update uses Annual Average Day 
(AAD) operations to compute existing and future aircraft noise 
exposure. The AAD operations are representative of all aircraft 
operations that occur over the course of a year. As such, the 
total existing and future annual operations are divided by 365 
days to determine the AAD operations. 
 
The FAA uses the Day-Night Average Sound Level (DNL) in 
Part 150 studies.  DNL is the average noise exposure level over 
a 24-hour period, with a 10 dB penalty added for aircraft noise 
occurring during nighttime (defined as 10:00 p.m. through 7:00 
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 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
a.m.). This weighting reflects the added intrusiveness of 
nighttime noise events due to the fact that community 
background noise levels typically decrease by 10 decibels at 
night. DNL does not represent the noise level heard at any 
particular time, but rather represents the total noise exposure 
for the average annual day. DNL is the metric required by the 
FAA in noise contour development for the assessment of 
annual average day noise exposure.  Computer-based noise 
modeling allows for the projection of future, forecast noise 
exposure, and importantly, allows for the comparison of 
potential future scenarios that cannot be captured using noise 
monitoring. The specific data and methodology used in 
developing the noise exposure maps is included in Chapter 2 of 
the study.  For discussion of the noise models used, see 
response to Comment #18, Part 1, Chapter 3 and Appendix B 
of the Part 150 Study. 
 

26 Kevin Cahill 83703 1 Requests that study document what 
it does and does not do. 

To what extent does this report 
assess the socio-economic impact 
of incremental noise?  In particular, 
does this report include a proper 
assessment that weighs the benefits 
of incremental noise against the 
costs of incremental noise? 

The Part 150 Study was developed in accordance with Title 14 
CFR Part 150 requirements.  Refer to the federal regulation or 
Chapter 1 of the study for an introduction as to what is required 
of a Part 150 Study. See response to Comment #15. 

    2 To what extent does this report 
consider the negative impacts of 
incremental noise outside of the 
DNL 65 db area? For example, what 
abatement measures have been 
considered for someone who 
experiences an increase in noise 
exposure from DNL 30 db to DNL 

See response to Comments #1 and #4. 
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 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
64.9 db? 

    3 To what extent does this report 
consider variations in noise levels 
as a unit of measure? For example, 
are variations in noise levels 
considered if the area affected does 
not exceed a mean value of DNL 65 
db? 

See response to Comments #1 and #4. 

    4 To what extent has this analysis 
examined outcomes relative to other 
cities that have experienced similar 
increases in noise in the past, and 
what issues arose in those 
communities? 

See response to Comment #15. The Part 150 Study was 
developed in accordance with Title 14 CFR Part 150 
requirements.  Refer to the federal regulation or Chapter 1 of 
the study for an introduction as to what is required of a Part 150 
Study.  

    5 To what extent is your analysis 
based on a survey of Boise’s 
citizens and how they might be 
impacted by incremental noise? 

See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 

    6 To what extent has your team 
conducted an independent review of 
FAA metrics? That 
is, did you just blindly take FAA 
metrics as a given with no thought 
as to the reasonableness of these 
measures as they apply to the Boise 
community? 

This type of analysis is not required as part of a 14 CFR Part 
150 Study.  See response to Comments #1 and #15.  The FAA 
requires the use of the Day-Night Average Sound Level (DNL) 
in Part 150 studies. DNL is the average noise exposure level 
over a 24-hour period, with a 10 dB penalty added for aircraft 
noise occurring during nighttime (defined as 10:00 p.m. through 
7:00 a.m.). This weighting reflects the added intrusiveness of 
nighttime noise events due to the fact that community 
background noise levels typically decrease by 10 decibels at 
night. DNL does not represent the noise level heard at any 
particular time, but rather represents the total noise exposure 
for the average annual day. DNL is the metric required by the 
FAA in noise contour development for the assessment of 
annual average day noise exposure.  Computer-based noise 
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modeling allows for the projection of future, forecast noise 
exposure, and importantly, allows for the comparison of 
potential future scenarios that cannot be captured using noise 
monitoring. The specific data and methodology used in 
developing the noise exposure maps is included in Chapter 2 of 
the study.  For discussion of the noise models used, see 
response to Comment #18, and Chapter 3 and Appendix B of 
the Part 150 Study.  
 
DNL has been widely accepted as the best available method to 
describe aircraft noise exposure and is the noise descriptor 
required by the FAA for use in aircraft noise exposure analyses 
and noise compatibility planning. The DNL has also been 
identified by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
(USEPA) as the principal metric for airport noise analysis.  As 
directed by the U.S. Congress in the Aviation Safety and Noise 
Abatement Act (ASNA) of 1979, the FAA and other branches of 
the federal government have established guidelines for noise 
compatibility based on annoyance. 

27 Jake Armstrong N/A 1 Requests field measurements to 
validate accuracy of noise model, 
and is concerned that the model 
uses an average. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comments #18 and #25.   
 
The Noise Compatibility Program (NCP) of the Final Part 150 
Study was updated to recommend the implementation of a 
Noise Monitoring Program.  Noise monitors can be useful in 
supplementing or verifying noise being generated over the 
community, however DNL is required for use in a Part 150 
Study and has been widely accepted as the best available 
method to describe aircraft noise exposure and is the noise 
descriptor required by the FAA for use in aircraft noise 
exposure analyses and noise compatibility planning.   
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28 Monty Mericle N/A 1 Elected officials are fixated with 

bringing in high performance 
combat aircraft regardless of the 
impact to surrounding 
neighborhoods. What alternatives to 
the F-15 and F-35 options have 
been pursued? 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

    2 What other efforts at citizen 
communications have been made? 

See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 

    3 Why specifically are the city and Air 
Force study noise maps so 
different? 

For the F-35A Training Basing EIS, the assumption was a fully 
active F-35 training base, whereas the Part 150 Study Update 
was based on the operations from an F-35 Air Guard unit.  For 
one squadron, the Joint Strike Fighter Pilot Training Center 
assumed over 20 military jets per day (annual average day), 
and the Part 150 Study assumes four (4) military jets per day.  
Thus, the level of daily military operations differs by a factor of 
five with a significantly lower usage of pattern operations.  
Other factors include updated noise data for the F-35, changes 
in departure flight tracks, and limited F-35 operations to runway 
10R/28L. 

    4 Why are no actual sound readings 
taken, especially in view of the 
wildly divergent outcomes between 
the Air Force and city study? 

See response to Comment #25. 

    5 Why has no economic analysis of 
this project been done? When will 
the analysis be done? 

See response to Comment #15. The Part 150 Study was 
developed in accordance with Title 14 CFR Part 150 
requirements.  Refer to the federal regulation or Chapter 1 of 
the study for an introduction as to what is required of a Part 150 
Study.  
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    6 These easements take away all 

rights of any resident signing them 
to the use and control of the 
airspace over their homes. The city 
requires them for new developments 
around the airport, and they 
frequently slip them in to existing 
homeowner paperwork as part of 
projects requiring city approval. 
Their constitutionality has been the 
subject of numerous lawsuits since 
their use began in the 1970s. 
Please provide maps showing all 
properties with existing Avigation 
Easements. Please provide a map 
showing the boundary of the area 
where Avigation Easements are 
required. 

Refer to Figure 7-3 of the Part 150 Study for a map of 
properties with avigation easements.  The City seeks avigation 
easements for properties within the Airport Influence Area 
(AIA).  Although the use of navigable airspace by aircraft is a 
federal prerogative, an avigation easement provides an 
additional mechanism of right-of-way and disclosure to the 
property owner that his or her property is within the AIA and 
therefore is subject to the AIA planning standards. Detailed 
discussion of avigation easements is included in Chapter 4 and 
7 of the Part 150 Study. 

    7 Please justify why a study with a 
75% error rate does not have to be 
reviewed and corrected. 

Unclear what commenter is referring to with "75% error rate."  
See response to Comment #26. 

    8 I contacted one of the city council 
members to discuss this, and was 
told that the mayor and city council 
have no intention of holding any 
public meetings on this project. 
Please have the Mayor and City 
Council address the noise issue and 
why no City Council meetings are 
supported. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 
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    9 The "study" is a manipulated project 

to justify what has already been 
decided by our elected officials. It 
will be used to incorrectly justify the 
new F-15 or F-35 mission without 
acknowledging or fairly valuing the 
price in lost property values and 
quality of life for residents 
surrounding the Boise Airport and 
Gowen Field. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3 (Part 1) and 
#6. 

29 Homeacre 
Subdivision 
members 
(Multiple): 
Linda Robens 
Fraise 
Garry Fraise 
Gayla Whipple 
Charles Whipple 
Grant Yee 
Lee Eyerman 
Randall Wood 
Dee Wood 
Shelby Nutting 
Jared Donaldson-
Morgan 
James Chapman 
Audrey Chapman 
Ben Lee 
Grant Reddington 
Lorena Ayon 
Antonio Ayon 

83709 1 Request neighborhood remain 
residential on the Future Land Use 
Map (Figure 4-3, p. 98) from 
industrial back to large lot residential 
consistent with its usage. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #9. 
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    2 How will it affect our property rights 

if our designation remains Industrial 
and the military A-10 is replaced by 
the F-35 or the 65 DNL contour 
moves over our neighborhood? 

The future land use shown in the Part 150 Study was 
developed based on 2011 Blueprint Boise data.  The future 
land use map has been updated based on the City's 
recommendation for this area as of November 2015. The future 
land use illustrated in the Part 150 Study would not be used as 
the basis for the City's land use decision-making.   

    3 Can the noise study provide us with 
maps showing the noise levels if F-
35's are eventually stationed at 
Boise? 

In consideration of the uncertain future of the Idaho Air National 
Guard’s (ANG) current A-10 aircraft mission, the Airport 
prepared multiple future forecasts that considered different 
potential Idaho ANG missions, including a replacement F-35 
mission.  Refer to Appendix D, Record of Consultation, of the 
Part 150 Study, for the 2020 noise contours developed for the 
replacement of the A-10 mission with the F-35 displayed and 
discussed at the first Open House. 

    4 Why have the contour levels 
enlarged since the 2004 study when 
the number of operations has 
dropped by over 60,000 (over 1/3)?  
The current and future airport noise 
contours do not show Homeacres 
subdivision within the 60 DNL 
currently.  How would we be notified 
of changes? 

The most valid comparison between the two studies is a 
comparison of the 2009 NEM (Future Condition) from the 2004 
Study and the 2015 NEM (Existing Conditions) from the current 
study.  The DNL 65 dB contours between these two years of 
analysis are very similar.  While the operational levels have 
dropped appreciably for the 2015 NEM, the aircraft that 
contribute to the noise exposure levels the most extensive 
operations (air carrier and military) have remained relatively 
consistent between the two study years. The reason for the 
increase in noise exposure for 2020 is driven by the inclusion of 
F-15s instead of A-10s in the military operational mix.  The Part 
150 includes the F-15s as a worst case substitution for A-10s 
by the year 2020. 

    5 How are the noise contours 
developed concerning single event 
maximum allowable noise? 

See response to Comments #15 and #18.   
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    6 What actions are the FAA and 

airport taking in light of studies 
showing significant health concerns 
from noise exposure, especially 
around airports? 

See response to Comments #1 and #26.  If a new aircraft flying 
mission is planned to replace the current A-10 mission at 
Gowen Field, the USAF must comply with the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) prior to stationing 
new/additional military aircraft at Boise Airport.  A NEPA study 
would identify any impacts to wildlife and birds due to any 
specific new flying mission. 

    7 Please provide us with a copy of the 
new map with change to large lot 
residential from industrial. 

The updated future land use maps are included in the Final Part 
150 Study. 

    8 Would be willing to participate in any 
reasonable market-value based 
buyout program. 

Comment noted. 

30 Dave Hopkins 83705 1 Opposed to increase in noise at 
Boise Airport due to negative impact 
to quality of life; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

31 Steve Tornga 
(Petition Included - 
40 resident 
signatures) 

83705 1 Opposed to F-15 and F-35s at Boise 
Airport; do not believe noise level 
results are credible. 

Comment noted.  See responses to Comment #3 (Part 1) and 
#18. 

    2 Increased noise will negatively 
impact quality of life. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

    3 2012 investigation on potential F-35 
at Gowen Field was a major issue; 
questions differences in noise level 
between the military aircraft. 

See response to Comment #28, Part 3. 

    4 Opposed to F-15s and F-35s at 
Gowen Field based on health; 
quality of life; property values; and 

Comment noted.  See response to Comments #3 and #6. 
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economic impact. 

    5 Submitted a "Petition of Opposition 
to the Proposed Boise Airport 
Change from A10's to F-15's and F-
35's" with 40 signatures.   Reasons 
for opposition: 
 
"The current A1-'s flown from 
Gowen Field would be replaced with 
F15's and F-35's - Unacceptable 
Noise!" 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment # 3, Part 1. 

    6 "Night-time flights are be part of the 
new plan & will cause sleep 
interruption resulting in a reduced 
quality of life in a wide area around 
the Boise Airport. Current A10 
flights occur only during the day." 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment # 3, Part 1. 

    7 "Significant loss in property values 
impacting a large area around the 
Boise Airport." 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #6. 

    8 "Elements of the study have not 
been performed, such as public 
involvement." 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 

   9 "The study uses an outdated 
computer model." 

This study uses the Integrated Noise Model (INM) to model 
civilian aircraft noise and the Department of Defense model 
(NOISEMAP) to model military operations which was the FAA-
required noise model at the time of the noise analysis 
conducted for this study. As noted in the informational materials 
and the Draft Part 150 Study, on May 29th, 2015, the FAA 
released the Aviation Environmental Design Tool (AEDT) 
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Version 2b to replace the INM as the FAA-required noise model 
for use in a Part 150 Study. Because this Study commenced 
prior to May 29th, INM is approved for use in this Part 150 
Study.  Both of the noise models generate noise exposure 
levels (e.g., DNL contours) based on input data developed 
specifically for the airport under consideration. Computer-based 
noise modeling allows for the projection of future, forecast noise 
exposure, and importantly, allows for the comparison of 
potential future scenarios that cannot be captured using noise 
monitoring.  (Note that INM and AEDT modeling methods are 
similar and use the same type of input data and algorithms, 
therefore differences in contours would be minimal.) 

32 Dan and Pat 
Marler 

83709 1 Opposed to increase in presence of 
military jets using Boise Airport due 
to noise; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

    2 jets should be stationed at Mountain 
Home AFB. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 2. 

33 Bob Ianson 83705 1 DNL does not accurately reflect the 
real impact of noise; F-15 and F-35 
noise is considerably louder than 
"normal" airport noise; F-15/F-35 is 
inappropriate mission for urban 
airport such as Boise; Part 150 does 
not reflect the real impact of these 
missions.  

See response to Comments #18 and #25.   

34 Jamie Van Eaton  1 Opposed to increase in presence of 
military jets using Boise Airport due 
to noise;  

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

    2 jets should be stationed at Mountain 
Home AFB. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 2. 
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35 JB and Rena 

Alexander 
83709 1 Opposed to increase in presence of 

military jets using Boise Airport due 
to noise;  

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

    2 Concerned about property values. Comment noted.  See response to Comment #6. 

36 Kenneth L Pidjeon 83705-4819 1 Does not believe adequate 
opportunity was given for public to 
submit its views; time allotted for 
meeting notice not acceptable; 
public information meetings are not 
the same as public hearings; new 
comment deadline (Oct. 6) not 
adequate. 

See response to Comment #2, Part 2; comment deadline was 
extended through November 13, 2015. 

37 Henry Wiebe  1 Includes a public survey and results 
regarding Gowen Air Field and the 
Boise Airport. 

Comment noted.  Survey and results provided in Appendix D. 

38 Kerry Cooke 83705 1 Not aware of open houses; should 
have been direct mailed; Comment 
period should be extended 90 days. 

See response to Comment #2, Part 2; comment deadline was 
extended through November 13, 2015. 

39 Bret 
Seidenschwarz 

83709 1 Average sound levels are not 
helpful; need peak noise level 
comparison; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comments #18 and #25.  

    2 Not aware of open houses; should 
have been direct mailed. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 

40 Mary Beth 
Chandler 

83705 1 Jets should be stationed at 
Mountain Home AFB.; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 
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    2 unclear if residence is included in 

the government buyback boundary; 
See response to Comment #4 regarding the voluntary 
acquisition program.  Figure 7-12 illustrates the proposed 
program area boundary for the voluntary acquisition program; 
the commenter's address is not within the proposed program 
boundary, which includes residences within the existing DNL 65 
dB contour and several adjacent properties (to create a 
contiguous area). 

    3 where can we provide input to the 
military rather than our local airport 
officials?; 

Refer to the Idaho Air National Guard 124th Fighter Wing 
website, which provides key phone numbers and instructions 
on where to direct noise complaints.  
http://www.idaho.ang.af.mil/  

    4 Not aware of open houses, public 
outreach lacking. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 

41 Jake Armstrong  1 Could hear military jets overhead 
while wearing ANSI certified hearing 
protection. 

Comment noted. 

42 Arlene Bell 83705 1 Opposed to F-15 coming to Gowen 
Field; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

    2 F-15's last summer were loud; Comment noted.  See response to #13, Part 2. 

    3 Study is flawed by use of daytime 
average noise ratings. 

The study uses Day-Night Average Sound Level (DNL), which 
includes and penalizes nighttime noise in addition to daytime 
noise.  See response to Comment #2, Part 1. 

43 Brenda Brill 
Tornga 

83705 1 Opposed to F-15s and F-35s at 
Gowen Field based on health; 
quality of life; property values; and 
economic impact; 

See response to Comments #3 (Part 1) and #6. 

    2 Fear that the study will be used to 
allow the jets in; 

See response to Comment #15. 
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    3 Not aware of open houses. See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 

44 Jeanine and Derek 
Sauerwein 

83709 1 How were residential areas notified 
of these meetings?; 

See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 

    2 Why are results so different from the 
2012 Air Force Study?; 

See response to Comment #28, Part 3. 

    3 What is the difference between F-15 
and F-35 noise; 

F-15 noise contours are typically larger than F-35 noise 
contours due to the noise profiles of the two aircraft.  In 
consideration of the uncertain future of the Idaho Air National 
Guard’s (ANG) current A-10 aircraft mission, the Airport 
prepared multiple future forecasts that considered different 
potential Idaho ANG missions, including a replacement F-15 
mission and F-35 mission.  Refer to Appendix D, Record of 
Consultation, of the Part 150 Study, for the 2020 noise contours 
developed for the replacement of the A-10 mission with the F-
35 displayed and discussed at the first Open House.  The noise 
contours for the F-35 mission cover less area than the noise 
contours for the F-15 mission.  The future NEM adopted by this 
study represents the replacement of the current A-10 mission 
with F-15 operations, which was selected because this future 
NEM represents a worst-case scenario (largest noise contours) 
so that the City of Boise and Ada County could make informed 
land use and zoning decisions.  

    4 Concerned with property values; See response to Comment #6. 

    5 Does not want an "Air Force Base" 
next to home. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

45 Ron and Althea 
Haberman 

83705 1 Opposed to F-15 and F-35s at Boise 
Airport;  

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

    2 Jets should be stationed at 
Mountain Home AFB. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 2. 
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46 Rex Chandler 83705 1 Not aware of open houses; should 

have been direct mailed. 
See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 

    2 Methodology of report questionable 
(e.g., averages used) 

See response to Comments #18 and #25. 

47 Gary Grimm 83705 1 Public meetings not well publicized; See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 

    2 the study did not include F-15 jets 
stationed at Boise this summer; 

The study was conducted in late 2014 -  early 2015, upon 
initiation of the Part 150 Study; therefore the most recent radar 
data for the 12 months available prior to the start of the noise 
analysis was used. Chapter 2 of the study provides details 
related to the methodology, fleet mix, operations, forecast and 
date ranges of the data used to conduct the noise analysis. 

    3 the DNL is not a measure of the 
sound level when military jets are 
taking off, but the study did not 
provide any data about this noise 
level; 

See response to Comments #18 and #25.  See Appendix B for 
illustration of single event sound exposure levels for F-15s and 
F-35s as well as a sample of aircraft currently flying into and out 
of BOI. 

    4 concerned about quality of life when 
noise levels are studied; “the people 
who live near the airport, especially 
those who have lived here for many 
years, should be able to decide on 
the acceptable jet noise level and 
produce a contemporary and future 
looking noise ordinance." 

See response to Comments #1 and #3 (Part 1). 

48 Justin Devinaspre 83705 1 Opposed to F-15s replacing A-10s 
at Boise Airport based on quality of 
life and property values; 

See response to Comments #3 (Part 1) and #6. 

    2 Noise in the summer with the 
temporary location of F-15s to 

Comment noted.  See response to #13. 
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Gowen Field was interruptive; 

    3 Owyhee Harbor Elementary School 
is nearby and is concerned with 
2020 noise impact to the school. 

Per 14 CFR Part 150 Noise and Land Use Compatibility 
Guidelines (see Table 4.1 of the Study), schools are not a 
compatible land use within the DNL 65 dB noise contour.  No 
"corrective" land use measures are recommended at this time, 
as the school is not within the DNL 65+ dB. The elementary 
school is also not within the DNL 65 dB contour of the 2020 
NEM, however it is nearby. If a new aircraft flying mission is to 
be implemented at Gowen Field, the USAF will have to comply 
with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) prior to 
changing the flying mission.  At that time, noise contours would 
be developed  that include the anticipated flying mission; if any 
schools are within the DNL 65+ dB contour, the NEPA 
document will identify the impacts and address mitigation for 
any schools or other non-compatible land uses (i.e., residential) 
at that time. 

49 Molly Devinaspre 83705 1 Opposed to F-15s replacing A-10s 
at Boise Airport based on quality of 
life and property values; 

See response to Comments #3 (Part 1) and #6. 

    2 Noise in the summer with the 
temporary location of F-15s to 
Gowen Field was interruptive; 

Comment noted.  See response to #13, Part 2. 

    3 Owyhee Harbor Elementary School 
is nearby and is concerned with 
2020 noise impact to the school. 

See response to Comment #48, Part 3. 

50 Commissioner 
Elliott Werk 

 1 Comment period extension inquiry; The comment period deadline was extended through November 
13, 2015. 
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    2 Online comment process 

contributes to perception that the 
study was done in a way that would 
minimize public comment (2010 
military process raised fears and 
awareness on the Bench); 

The comment form (PDF) was provided at the  open houses if 
commenters wished to leave the form at the meeting or mail it 
in; the comment form was subsequently placed online with the 
other meeting materials.  Emailing comments directly to 
khughes@hntb.com (without the form) was an acceptable 
method to submit comments and was the method used by 
many commenters.  Once it was apparent that some 
commenters did not realize they could email comments without 
the form, notification of this method was placed on the airport 
website. 

    3 Opposes F-35 mission and requests 
noise monitoring of F-35s to 
evaluate true noise impact; 

See response to Comment #3 (Part 1), #18 and #25.  Noise 
monitors can be useful in supplementing or verifying noise 
being generated over the community, however DNL is required 
for use in a Part 150 Study and has been widely accepted as 
the best available method to describe aircraft noise exposure 
and is the noise descriptor required by the FAA for use in 
aircraft noise exposure analyses and noise compatibility 
planning.   

    4 Requests clarification of issue with 
afterburners used for takeoff of the 
F-35. 

For the 2015 Part 150 Study F-35 departure operations were 
modeled with afterburner use 10% of the time.  The previous 
EIS used an afterburner rate of 8.62% 

51 Michelle Wood  1 Does not appreciate constant jet 
noise.  Recommends having them 
fly higher or only every other week. 

Comment noted. 

52 Jo Henderson 83709 1 Opposed to increase in presence of 
military jets using Boise Airport due 
to noise, economic health and 
quality of life;  

See response to Comments #3 (Part 1) and #6. 

    2 jets should be stationed at Mountain 
Home AFB. 

See response to Comment #3, Part 2. 



Responses to Comments on Draft Boise Airport Part 150 Study 
Comments Received through November 13, 2015 (Draft publication – August 26, 2015) 

Appendix D 
Record of Consultation 28  

 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
    3 Noise in the summer with the 

temporary location of F-15s to 
Gowen Field was disconcerting. 

Comment noted.  See response to #13, Part 2. 

53 Justin Devinaspre 83705 1 Academic paper submitted as a 
comment: "Evaluation of a Drug 
Study." 

Comment noted. 

54 Lee Eyerman 83709 1 Discouraged by the way land is 
being purchased and taken care of 
in neighborhood; what is the 
timeframe you have set to purchase 
all the land? 

Comment noted.  The City has purchased properties to the 
west of the Airport over time as property has become available 
and as funding has permitted.  Although this area is not within 
the existing or future DNL 65+ dB noise contour, the area has 
historically been within the DNL 65+ dB contour.  

    2 Why isn't the land the Airport 
purchased available for Residential 
development even though you claim 
it is designated Residential?; 

Although this area is not within the existing or future DNL 65+ 
dB contour, the area has historically been within this contour 
and subject to airport noise.  The Airport would like to ensure 
that future development is compatible with airport operations. 

    3 Requests his community is 
designated as residential on the 
Boise Airport Map, the Boise Future 
Planning Map, and all other 
materials. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #9. 

55 Stephen Leonard, 
MD 

83716 1 Advocates for F-15s and F-35s to 
come to Gowen Field; 
 
Includes community bulletin board 
postings from 
https://columbiavillage.nextdoor.com
, largely in favor of military jets 
coming to Gowen Field. 

Comment noted.  Community bulletin board posts are included 
in Appendix D. 
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56 David Frazier N/A 1 Citizens are opposed to noisy F-15 

and F-35 high performance combat 
fighter aircraft using the same 
runways and airspace as 
commercial and general aviation 
aircraft; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

    2 Jets should be stationed at 
Mountain Home AFB; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 2. 

57 Rodman Family N/A 1 Opposed to F-15s using Boise 
Airport due to noise and quality of 
life;  

See response to Comments #3 (Part 1) and #6. 

    2 Temporary F-15's at Boise Airport 
this summer was disruptive and 
terrible for business; 

Comment noted.  See response to #13. 

    3 Having more and even louder 
planes is incompatible with those 
who live and work in the south part 
of town, unsafe. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

58 Fran Ciarlo 83709 1 F15s and F30s are loud, 
conversation is impossible; 
noise pollution is pollution; 

See responses to Comments #1, #3 (Part 1) and #26.  

    2 Put planes at another air base. See response to Comment 3, Part 2. 

59 Karoline Philip 83705 1 Jets should be stationed at 
Mountain Home AFB; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 2. 

    2 These screaming jets have no 
business being near residential 
homes, and elementary schools; 

See response to Comment #1. 
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    3 Health factors, pollution, noise, and 

living a reasonable lifestyle will be 
out of the question for 
many families. The top bench 
homes from the airport all the way 
over to Hillcrest, will be impacted 
heavily by this tragedy. 

See response to Comments #3 (Part 1) and #6. 

60 Robin Herche 83709 1 With jets blasting over, not only can 
I not enjoy my house in peace and 
quiet (inside or outside) but am 
looking at my property value 
declining because of those same 
jets. 

See response to Comment #6. 

61 Bob Blurton 83705 1 Temporary F-15's at Boise Airport 
this summer was unacceptably loud; 
 
Hear that F-35s are twice as loud as 
F-15's; should not be placed in "the 
second largest city in the Northwest" 
when they could be placed at active 
military base.  
 
Even if Boise lost the national guard 
base because the federal 
government was denied placing the 
jets here, I would still choose peace 
and quiet.  No F-15s, no F 35s. 

Comment noted. See response to Comments #3 (Part 1) and 
#13, Part 2. 
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62 Jim and Bonita 

Perkins 
83709 1 USAF airplanes are not a big 

problem. 
 
May be able to satisfy residents if 
changed the flight patterns to put 
the "boom" over the desert. 
 
No objection to flights and state they 
are in the flight pattern. 

Comment noted. 

63 Gary R. Kunkel 83709 1 Temporary F-35's [sic] at Boise 
Airport this summer was 
unacceptably loud; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #13, Part 2. 

    2 opposed to increase in presence of 
military jets using Boise Airport due 
to noise and quality of life and 
potential health impacts; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

    3 jets should be stationed at Mountain 
Home AFB. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #13, Part 2. 

64 George Slaughter N/A 1 Opposed to F-35s at Boise Airport 
based on quality of life and property 
values. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

65 Dan Marler 83709 1 States that it would appear the 
Borah Neighborhood Association 
views are similar to those in Vista 
Neighborhood Association survey; 
summarizes several of the survey 
results. 

Comment noted. 
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66 Elaine Clegg, 

Boise City Council 
N/A 1 Clarifies that the future Air National 

Guard mission would require the 
same number of flights as there are 
currently; the temporary F-15 noise 
last summer was constant because 
they were about to deploy. 
 
Congress has postponed the A-10 
retirement plans and believes the 
study should reflect that change; 
 
Explains why moving the Air 
National Guard  to Mountain Home 
is not a good option; 
 
Recommends building a third airport 
runway one mile south that would 
put the noise contours out of range 
of the neighborhood, however the 
cost is currently prohibitive; 
 
The airport has been responsible in 
trying to learn the potential impacts 
of a changed ANG mission. 

Comment noted. 

67 Kevin Bayhouse N/A 1 Opposed to increase in presence of 
military jets using Boise Airport due 
to noise and quality of life; would 
like to retain the A-10's; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 
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    2 Concerned that if a new parallel 

runway comes that new flight paths 
will change the designation  of the 
status of all the BLM land south of 
Kuna Mora Rd, where currently it is 
open range for recreational 
shooters.  States "The many, many 
users of this BLM land need to know 
that we will NOT be impacted by 
any new changes from the airport 
expansion planning." 

Comment noted. 

68 Joan Bronson 83709 1 Believes more neighborhoods are 
impacted by the F15 noise than are 
indicated on the maps; 
 
 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 1. 

    2 concerned about quality of life due 
to noise and property values; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comments #3 (Part 1) and 
#6. 

    3 neighborhoods just outside the flight 
paths need to be included in this 
plan because the noise does not 
just stop where the lines are drawn 
on the maps. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 

69 Sue Froshiesar N/A 1 Welcomes new jets to Boise Airport 
and wants military to be prepared. 

Comment noted. 

70 Kathleen Davis N/A 1 Concerned about property values; Comment noted.  See response to Comment #6. 

    2 suggests adding another runway; Comment noted.   

    3 "Energize your Neighborhood" 
program is making positive 

Comment noted. 



Responses to Comments on Draft Boise Airport Part 150 Study 
Comments Received through November 13, 2015 (Draft publication – August 26, 2015) 

Appendix D 
Record of Consultation 34  

 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
changes, will continue another 2 
years; 

71 Don May 83709 1 Furious with Air Force decision to 
temporarily fly noise fighter jets out 
of Boise Airport; 

Comment noted. 

    2 noise is NOT short lived or 
temporary; 

In August 2015, Gowen Field at Boise Airport hosted some of 
the F-15's from Mountain Home while the runway at the base 
was undergoing necessary maintenance.  The relocation 
started and ended in August.  The Boise Airport Part 150 Study 
is independent of that temporary relocation and was conducted 
prior to the temporary relocation. 

    3 demands many more public 
hearings to vote against it; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 

    4 move jets back to Mountain Home 
where they belong; 

Comment noted.  See Comment #3, Part 2. 

    5 negative impact to quality of life. Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

72 Gregg Servheen 83706 1 Not aware of open houses, issue 
with public outreach; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 

   2 is not aware of the extent the study 
has taken into account his 
neighborhood (Southeast Boise); 

Based on the address provided, your neighborhood is not 
within the DNL 65+ dB noise contour for Boise Airport for 
existing conditions (2015) or potential forecast future operations 
(2020).  14 CFR Part 150 establishes a uniform methodology 
for the development and preparation of airport noise exposure 
maps.  That methodology includes a single system of 
measuring noise at airports for which there is a highly reliable 
relationship between projected noise exposure and surveyed 
reactions of people to noise along with a separate single 
system for determining the exposure of individuals to noise. It 
also identifies land uses which, for the purpose of this part are 
considered to be compatible with various exposures of 
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individuals to noise around airports.  The DNL 65 dB noise 
contour is the noise level at or above which certain land uses 
(including residential) are not considered to be compatible.  
Because DNL 65 dB is the federal threshold for considering 
certain land uses as compatible, noise-sensitive land uses 
located outside of the DNL 65 dB noise contour are not 
considered to be impacted by airport related noise.  They are 
not eligible for mitigation funding unless a lower local standard 
is formally adopted.  

    3 who is funding the study?; how will 
the results be used?; 

The study is funded mostly (90%) by the Federal Government 
under the Airport Improvement Program with the remaining 
10% funded by the City of Boise.  The Noise Compatibility 
Program (NCP) component of the study sets forth the 
measures that an airport operator has taken or has proposed 
for the reduction of existing noncompatible land uses and the 
prevention of additional noncompatible land uses within the 
area covered by the NEMs.  Upon approval and acceptance by 
the FAA, the Airport can request federal funding assistance in 
the implementation of approved measures. 
 
Also see response to Comment #15. 

    4 what is the purpose?; See response to Comment #15. 

    5 what is the purpose of public input 
on such a study?; if the study is 
objectively measuring noise levels, 
how will public input be measured 
and collected as compared to noise 
measures? 

The Airport takes into account public comments as it relates to 
the accuracy of the NEMs and the data collected  for the study, 
as well as input related to the recommended measures in the 
NCP.  

    6 would like to be informed of any 
future public involvement related to 
Boise Airport use and changes of 

Comment noted. 



Responses to Comments on Draft Boise Airport Part 150 Study 
Comments Received through November 13, 2015 (Draft publication – August 26, 2015) 

Appendix D 
Record of Consultation 36  

 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
use. 

73 Margaret 
Lauterbach 

83705 1 Noise complaints from F-16s every 
summer fall on deaf ears; 

See response to Comment #16.  F-15's were temporarily 
located at Gowen Field in August 2015.  See response to 
Comment #13, Part 2. 

    2 noise is not tolerable; Comment noted. 

    3 Concerned about property values; 
violation of the 5th amendment 
because homes are "unmarketable;" 

See response to Comments #3 and #6.  Related to the Fifth 
Amendment, no private property is being taken.  Refer to 
Section 7.2 and Table 7.18 for full details of the voluntary 
acquisition program.  Additionally, the purpose of an FAA 14 
CFR Part 150 Study is to define the noise exposure levels in 
and around the Airport and provide noise compatibility planning 
to help alleviate noise impacts to the surrounding areas and 
communities. Upon approval and acceptance by the FAA, the 
Airport can request federal funding assistance in the 
implementation of approved measures. 

    4 Air Guard should move to Mountain 
Home. 

Comment noted. See response to Comment #3, Part 2. 

74 John Hormaechea 83705 1 Notice given for the study was not 
adequate; 

Comment noted. See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 

    2 Gowen (and F-35s) should be 
consolidated at Mountain Home; 

Comment noted. 

    3 noise of jets lowers quality of life for 
tens of thousands. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3. 

75 Kelly Parker 83705 1 Dismay with inadequacy of notice; Comment noted. See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 
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    2 If the month of August is any 

indication, this will be intolerable, 
damaging quality of life and property 
values; 

Comment noted. See response to Comment #3, Part 1.  The 
temporary mission in August 2015 is not indicative of a potential 
2020 mission at Gowen Field.   

    3 F-35's should be based at Mountain 
Home AFB; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 2. 

    4 The notion that a commute from 
Boise to MHAFB would be 
unbearable is absurd 

Comment noted. 

76 Roberta Johnson N/A 1 Gowen Field was built at it's location 
in 1939 when it was far-removed 
from the city, and sitting alone in the 
desert. Now that residential housing 
has nearly surrounded the facility, 
it's use must be re-assessed. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #15. 

    2 Opposed to F-15s using Boise 
Airport due to noise and quality of 
life; temporary F-15's at Boise 
Airport this summer was extremely 
noisy and caused vibrations. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

    3 To think of more and more of these 
jets taking off and landing in a flight 
pattern over my home is disturbing! 

Comment noted. See response to Comment #3.  The 
temporary mission in August 2015 is not indicative of a potential 
2020 mission at Gowen Field.   

    4 disruptive and dangerous; no place 
for a jet base in Boise. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

77 Patti Hindberg 83709 1 Enjoys hearing the sound and sight 
of the military jets in town. 

Comment noted. 

78 Travis Anderson 83709 1 No problem with the jet noise from 
the Air Force; encourages them 

Comment noted. 
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coming to Boise. 

79 Tom Berry 83709 1 Opposed to F35, F15, F16, or 
similar fighter aircraft using Boise 
Airport due to noise and negative 
impact to property values and 
quality of life.  

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

80 Barbara Schenk 83709 1 Not aware of open houses; should 
have been directly notified; 

Comment noted. See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 

    2 Commented when F-35's were 
under consideration a number of 
years ago; thought we had put that 
issue to bed only to have it come 
again. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #5, Part 2. 

    3 Opposed to increase in presence of 
military jets using Boise Airport due 
to noise; jets should be stationed at 
Mountain Home AFB. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

81 Dave Kangas 
(President, Vista 
Neighborhood 
Assoc.) 

83705 1 Lack of public engagement early in 
the process; 

Comment noted. See response to Comment #2. 

   2 NCP is incomplete; third runway 
alternative was not fully explored or 
explained as an alternative to 
mitigation against 400 +/- 
households; should not be accepted 
by the FAA. 

The NCP does not recommend mitigating the households within 
the 2020 NEM contours due to the uncertain nature of what will 
come to Gowen Field in 2020.  Therefore the voluntary 
acquisition program includes the homes within the existing DNL 
65 contour; the noise exposure that exists with airport 
operations today.  Additionally, the Final Part 150 Study 
recommends a new potential measure in the NCP to provide a 
sound insulation program to homes within the DNL 65+ dB 
contour and the several homes adjacent to the DNL 65 contour 
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in the South Hillcrest subdivision (approximately 112 homes in 
total).  However, this mitigation program, if implemented, would 
offer mitigation to homes within the existing DNL 65+ dB 
contour.   
 
The Part 150 Study evaluates noise with existing conditions 
(2015) and forecast conditions in 5 years (2020, in this case).  
The construction of an additional runway is not ripe for decision 
and is very unlikely to be constructed within the next five years, 
therefore the noise contours for a new runway were not 
considered.  Additionally, unlike a NEPA document, the Part 
150 Study is not intended to explore various "build" alternatives.  
The purpose of a Part 150 Study is to define the noise 
exposure levels in and around the Airport and provide noise 
compatibility planning to help alleviate noise impacts to the 
surrounding areas and communities.  Upon approval and 
acceptance by the FAA, the Airport can request federal funding 
assistance in the implementation of approved measures.  

The third runway development is included in the Airport’s 
Master Plan, a 20-year plan for guiding development of airport 
facilities. 

    3 Does not support a fighter mission 
at Gowen Field as currently 
configured.  Too much population 
and quality of life, especially outdoor 
recreation will be negatively 
impacted. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 
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82 John Gannon 83705 1 The noise study endorses a  

tremendous displacement of people 
and homes; 

The Part 150 Study provides an assessment of noise and land 
use compatibility in the area surrounding Boise Airport and 
recommends measures to correct existing incompatibilities and 
to prevent potential future incompatibilities.  Noise exposure 
maps were developed for the existing condition (2015), and for 
a condition five years in the future (2020).  The study does not 
"endorse" or recommend displacement of residents. 

    2 The mitigation recommendation 
does not include a cost benefit; 
commenter states purchase price of 
200 homes or 400 homes; 

Refer to Measure LU-13 in the study for explanation of the 
voluntary acquisition program.  This is a mitigation program that 
may be offered to residents if approved, however it is voluntary 
and includes the only residential area that is within the existing 
DNL 65+ dB contour.  A cost estimate is provided in Table 7.17 
of the study if 25% of the population within this program 
boundary (existing DNL 65+ dB) were to participate.  The 
mitigation would be entirely voluntary for homeowners within 
the existing DNL 65+ dB contour that wish to relocate.  If a new 
aircraft flying mission were to be implemented at Gowen Field, 
the USAF would have to comply with the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) prior to changing the flying 
mission.  At that time, noise contours would be developed  that 
include the anticipated flying mission; if any homes or other 
incompatible uses are within the DNL 65+ dB contour (non-
compatible), the NEPA document would identify the impacts 
and address mitigation for non-compatible land uses (i.e., 
residential) at that time. 

    3 Virtually no public input (Prior to the 
"development of a program" the 
public was not involved"); 

Comment noted. See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 

   4 Study does not consider the 
cost/benefit or mention the South 
runway; this option is not considered 
or discussed and it makes this study 

In accordance with 14 CFR Part 150, the Part 150 Study 
evaluates noise with existing conditions (2015) and forecast 
conditions in 5 years (2020, in this case).  The construction of 
an additional runway is not ripe for decision and is very unlikely 
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flawed and not in conformance with 
14 CFR 150.23; 

to be constructed within the next five years, therefore the noise 
contours for a new runway were not considered.  Additionally, 
unlike a NEPA document, the Part 150 Study is not intended to 
explore various "build" alternatives.  The purpose of a Part 150 
Study is to define the noise exposure levels in and around the 
Airport and provide noise compatibility planning to help alleviate 
noise impacts to the surrounding areas and communities.  
Upon approval and acceptance by the FAA, the Airport can  
request federal funding assistance in the implementation of 
approved measures. 

    5 The Noise Study should be rejected 
and the work started over to discuss 
all mitigation ideas. 

Comment noted. 

83 Autumn Lockerby 83709 1 Opposed to increase in presence of 
military jets using Boise Airport due 
to noise and quality of life;  

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

    2 jets should be stationed at Mountain 
Home AFB. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 2. 

84 Robert Lockerby N/A 1 Opposed to increase in presence of 
military jets using Boise Airport due 
to noise and quality of life;  

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 1. 

    2 jets should be stationed at Mountain 
Home AFB. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 2. 

85 Yvonne Schmidt N/A 1 It is a shame we have to revisit the 
possibility of F-15s and F-35s flying 
around South Boise, this was 
addressed in February 2012; 

See response to Comment #5, Part 2. 

    2 F-15's using Gowen Field in August 
was a major disturbance; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #13, Part 2. 
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    3 Jets should be stationed at 

Mountain Home AFB; 
Comment noted.  See response to Comment #3, Part 2. 

    4 Comments related to 2012 F-35 EIS 
are included. 

See response to Comment #5, Part 2. 
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Boise Airport held a public hearing to accept final comments related to the 2015 Draft Part 150 
Study on December 9, 2015 in the Boise River Conference Room at Boise Airport. All written 
and verbal comments received at the public hearing, as well as responses to comments and 
advertisement for the public hearing are included in Appendix E, Public Hearing. 
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APPENDIX E 
Public Hearing 
Boise Airport held a public hearing to accept 
final comments related to the 2015 Draft 
Part 150 Study on Wednesday, December 
9, 2015 in the Boise River Conference 
Room at Boise Airport.   

Date:  December 9, 2015 

Time:  5:30 – 7:30 PM 

Location: Boise Airport, Boise River 
Conference Room 

Individuals attending the public hearing had 
the opportunity to submit verbal comments 
which were recorded, transcribed, and are 
included in this appendix.  Commenters 
were allotted three minutes to provide 
his/her verbal comment.   

Forty (40) people attended the public 
hearing.  Twenty-seven (27) people 
provided verbal comments at the public 
hearing, and five written comments were 
received.  Responses to the verbal and 
written comments from the public hearing 
are included in this appendix, following all of 
the comments. 

A handout with Frequently Asked 
Questions/Comments and Answers was 
provided for the public hearing attendees.  
The handout, sign-in sheet, notification of 
the public hearing, and comments and 
responses are all included in this appendix. 
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As a physician, I care
about my patients and I
want to see them healthy
and well. As an Idahoan, I
know that we all want our
friends and neighbors to
be able to go to the doctor
and get the care they need
without facing disastrous
medical bills.
And as a person of

faith, I pray that fewer of

our neighbors will suffer
costly and painful emer-
gencies that could have
been prevented with earli-
er care.
Idahoans are working

hard to build a future for
their families, and I can
tell you from experience
that too many of my pa-
tients face financial catas-
trophe from a single ill-
ness or injury.
That’s why we need to

close Idaho’s coverage
gap and pass the Healthy
Idaho Plan. Our current
system has made re-
duced-cost coverage
available to middle-in-
come families, but be-
cause Idaho has not taken

action, low-wage earners
have been left without the
ability to get health insur-
ance they can afford.
Nearly 78,000 Idahoans
are in this predicament.
When illnesses or injuries
arise, they don’t have the
security to continue work-
ing and contributing to
their families and our
economy.
There are thousands of

working Idahoans who
make too little to qualify
for reduced-cost coverage
through Your Health Ida-
ho, our state-based health
exchange. When Idahoans
don’t have health cov-
erage, the consequences
can be disastrous for fam-

ilies, our state and the
economy. Too often I see
patients with treatable
diseases that become
serious medical issues
because they can’t afford
simple procedures. Many
have to choose between
food and needed medica-
tion, and some are putting
off treatment until they
reach the eligibility age
for Medicare. This can be
prevented. There is no
good reason things have
to be this way.
Let’s think about ways

to strengthen our econo-
my.
Think about a state

where kids get off to a
better start because their

parents are healthy.
Think about how much

less costly and painful
treatment is when cancer
is detected early.
Think about how much

better our economy will
be when our neighbors
don’t miss work or lose
their jobs because they
have to go without their
medication. In fact, stud-
ies commissioned by the
state of Idaho have found
that we would have seen
$173 million in savings
over 10 years if our Legis-
lature had passed the
Healthy Idaho Plan in
2015. We could still see
over $100 million in sav-
ings over nine years if the

Legislature acts in 2016.
An ounce of prevention

really is worth a pound of
cure. For far too long, we
have spent too much time
and money treating con-
ditions that could have
been avoided. Affordable
health insurance makes
both physical and fiscal
sense for Idaho. Let’s
close the health coverage
gap and build a healthier
Idaho.

Dr. Kevin Rich is a family
physician and currently
serves as the chief medical
officer and director of
operations of Family
Medicine Residency of
Idaho and of its clinic
system. He is the faculty
champion for FMRI’s
Patient Centered Medical
Home transformation.

GUEST OPINION COVERAGE GAP

We can make Idaho healthier

BY KEVIN RICH

0002123774-01

Public Hearing
Noise & Land Use
CompaÕbility Study

Boise Airport, Boise River Conference Room
Wednesday, December 9, 2015

5:30 p.m. < 7:30 p.m.

The City of Boise will hold a public hearing to accept public com-
ments on the draà 14 CFR Part 150 Airport Noise Study Update on
December 9, 2015. Parking will be validated.

The study defines exisÕng and forecast aircraà noise exposure levels
at BOI and updates the previously approved noise compaÕbility
program for BOI.

The draà study is available online at h1p://www.iflyboise.com/air-
port<guide/about<the<airport/noise<compaÕbility<program/

and things get out of
whack.
Overall, public school

funding took a hit in 2006
when legislators eliminat-
ed the basic property tax
used to help maintain and
operate school districts.
The idea was that the
state would replace that
loss, but not long after-
ward Idaho and the na-
tion went into a recession,
and eventually public
school funding was cut.
As this newspaper report-
ed in June, school districts
have yet to recover: In
2006-07 dollars, schools
are still getting less this
year than they spent a
decade ago, even with
more students to educate.

There’s always a ques-
tion about how much is
enough, and someone
always pops up to say that
money doesn’t buy a good
education. But as former
State Superintendent of
Public Instruction Jerry
Evans, a Republican, used
to say, money may not
buy a good education, but
it certainly buys the things
that make for a good
education: up-to-date
textbooks and lab equip-
ment, highly qualified
teachers, more days of
instruction, and so on.
That 2006 decision and

its aftermath led directly
to the other two big prob-
lems: unequal levels of
support from district to

district (is that uniform?)
and fees students are
paying to public schools
(is that free?).
It’s hard to blame

schools for trying to make
ends meet by adding
things here and there for
students to pay for. Those
charges range from the
$110 pay-to-play athletic
fee in West Ada School
District to charges for
classes that use consum-
able materials, to the long
and detailed lists of re-
quired supplies for ele-
mentary classes.
I priced out one of

those lists. It came to
$37.99 plus tax, although
the young couple shop-
ping next to me for their
child’s supplies pointed
out that I really should
add in the cost of a back-
pack to carry everything.
The $37.99 is not much
for some people and a lot

for others, but it certainly
isn’t free.
The day after I shop-

ped, 4th District Judge
Richard Greenwood ruled
in one family’s case that
the fees charged to the
children violated the con-
stitutional right to a free
public education. We’ll
find out in time whether
that decision is an isolat-
ed case or a harbinger of
things to come.
Just as worrisome is the

growing inequality among
school districts. Back
before the 2006 elim-
ination of the M&O prop-
erty tax, state funds were
the great equalizer: prop-
erty-rich districts (Blaine
or Kootenai counties, for
example) got less state
money and property-poor
one (Hagerman or Troy)
got more. The result —
and this is a vast over-
simplification of a highly

complex system — was
that every classroom in
the state, regardless of
location, had about the
same amount of money
behind it.
The 2006 decision

didn’t include equal-
ization. As state school
support slowed and then
dropped, taxpayers in
school districts rose to the
occasion by approving
supplemental levies. To-
day, taxpayers in 91 of the
state’s 115 districts are
levying almost $187 mil-
lion on themselves just to
make ends meet.
The Idaho Center for

Fiscal Policy, which tracks
information on public
schools, health care, taxes
and other topics, has a
good analysis of “Idaho
Public School Funding —
1980-2013” at http://
idahocfp.org/publica-
tions/.

The report concludes
that “Idaho didn’t get to
its current state of affairs
with respect to public
school funding overnight.
A series of incremental
steps ... have brought us
to this point. It is probably
not realistic to expect a
quick fix.”
Still, unless we get

started, there won’t be
any fix at all, and public
education — the founda-
tion of our democracy —
will continue in Idaho to
be a function of where the
child lives, what the tax-
payers are willing to do
and how much money
families have to pay fees
to take part in that “free”
education.

Lindy High, of Boise, is a
retired Idaho state
employee who worked for
elected officials of both
parties.
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Public Hearing - Draft Part 150 Noise Study

Wednesday, December 9, 2015

5:30pm - 7:30pm

Boise Airport, Boise River Conference Room

The Boise Airport will hold a public hearing to accept final comments related to the 

2015 Draft Part 150 Noise Study. The purpose for this public hearing is to accept 

comments from any individual who did not have an opportunity to submit a written or 

electronic comment regarding the study or those individuals who wish to make an 

additional comment. Each individual wishing to make a public comment will have 

three minutes to provide his/her verbal statement. All comments at the public 

hearing will be recorded, transcribed, submitted for inclusion in the study and a written 

response will be provided at a later date.

Please note; the public hearing is only for commenting on the 2015 Draft Part 150 Noise Study.

The Boise Airport has hosted three open house meetings and attended multiple neighborhood association meetings where the study was 

presented to the public and questions were answered. The public hearing is solely for accepting comments and will not include a presentation 

nor a question & answer period. Comments/questions will be noted and responded to at a later date.

Parking will be validated.

Avigation Easement Forms
Instruction Sheet

• Individual

• Corporation

• LLP

• Trust

• Husband/Wife

• LLC

• Partnership

• Government Entity

2015 Draft Part 150 Study 

• 2015 Draft Part 150 Study

2015 Part 150 Noise Study Draft - Open House 2, September 2, 2015

• Open House Presentation

• Open House Displays

• Handout

• Comment Form

 2015 Part 150 Noise Study Draft - Open House 1, June 3, 2015

• What is Part 150

• Noise Exposure Map

• Airport Layout

• 2015 Draft Noise Exposure Map

• 2020 Draft Noise Exposure Map (FOrecast Operations with F-15 Mission)

• Modeled Flight Tracks for Runways 10L and 10R

• Modeled Flight Tracks for Runways 28L and 28R

• Open House Presentation

• Comment Form

Part 150 Noise Study

• Boise Airport 14 CFR Part 150 Study Update:  Updated Noise Exposure Maps& Noise Compatibility Program

• Assault Landing Strip (aka: Third Runway) Environmental Assessment "Finding of No Significant Impact"

Maps

• Airport Influence Area
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• 2003 Noise Exposure Contour on Existing Land Use

• 2004 Noise Exposure Contour on Existing Land Use

• 2008 Noise Exposure Contour on Existing Land Use

• 2008 Noise Exposure Contour on Future Land Use

• 2009 Noise Exposure Contour on Existing Land Use

Flight Tracks

• East Approach NE

• East Approach NW

• East Approach SE

• East Approach SW

• West Approach NE

• West Approach NW

• West Approach SE

• West Approach SW
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Subject: Public Hearing - Boise Airport Draft Part 150 Noise Study - Preview

From: Boise Airport [mailto:sbriggs=cityofboise.org@cmail20.com] On Behalf Of Boise Airport 
Sent: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:49 PM 
To: Sean Briggs 
Subject: Public Hearing - Boise Airport Draft Part 150 Noise Study - Preview 

No Images? Click here

Public Hearing 
Boise Airport Noise and Land Use Study 

Wednesday, December 9, 2015, 5:30 PM - 7:30 PM 

Boise River Room - Third Floor of Airport 

The Boise Airport will hold a public hearing to accept final comments related to 

the 2015 Draft Part 150 Noise Study. The purpose for this public hearing is to 

accept comments from any individual who did not have an opportunity to submit a 
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written or electronic comment regarding the study or those individuals who wish 

to make an additional comment. Each individual wishing to make a public 

comment will have three minutes to provide his/her verbal statement. 

All comments at the public hearing will be recorded, transcribed, submitted for 

inclusion in the study and a written response will be provided at a later date. 

Please note; the public hearing is only for commenting on the 2015 Draft Part 150 

Noise Study. 

The Boise Airport has hosted three open house meetings and attended multiple 

neighborhood association meetings where the study was presented to the public 

and questions were answered. The public hearing is solely for accepting comments 

and will not include a presentation nor a question & answer period. 

Comments/questions will be noted and responded to at a later date. 

Parking will be validated. 
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Written Comments Received at Public Hearing 
  



Date; 12-9-15 

To; 
Kim Hughes, PE KHughes@HNTB.com HNTB Corporation 2900 South Quincy Street 

Arlington, Virginia 22206 

Including; 

Idaho Local & State officials & Lobbyist proponents as individuals & 

representatives for basing of the F-35 , F-22 & F-16s at Gowan Field 

knowing full well these aircraft will bring great harm to those who live 

within Gowan Fields flight path. 

REFERENCE; 

Official F-35 Testimony of Record to OPPOSE the basing , imbedding or 

use of Gowan Field for F-35s, F-22s & F-16s Field for any flight training , 

fueling or maintenance purposes. 

To whom it may concern, 

I've personally taken part in all previous hearings, submitted testimonies 

for the record & have placed my name on all lists concerning any future 

attempts to imbed the F-35s & other similarly loud aircraft that are 

incompatible to be based at Gowan Field due to the extreme health & 

financial damages these type of aircraft will bring to our community. 

The lack of notification for these 2015 Hearings & difficulty to submit our 

testimonies officially makes it appear our federal, state , local political & 

developer industry F-35 proponents have taken effective steps to deter 

public opposition & testimony. 

In 2012 & previous F-35 hearings with military & our local officials they 

have been very evasive & less than honest about the monumental 

negative financial & quality of life damages these exceptionally loud 

aircraft will bring to Boise, Meridian & our entire community. 

Previous F-35 research & decibel data submitted in the previous 2012 

hearings for the record by Save our Valley Now, myself & many other 

concerned citizens is still on your official hearings records, I'm officially 

requesting that the Air Force & F-35 proponents bring forth all of these 

Comment 1
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BOI 
Part 150 Study Update 

Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study 
-----

Boise Airport 

Public Hearing # 1 • December 9, 2015 

Thank you for participating in tonight's Open House on Boise Airport's Part 150 Study Update. The 

purpose of this study is to define the aviation noise exposure levels around the Airport and receive 
input regarding the Draft Part 150 Study and the recommended Noise Compatibility Program. 

Please share any comments you may have regarding this study: 

Please return your comments tonight via the comment box: 

Please submit all comments TONIGHT, December 9, 2015. 

Comment 3



BOI 
Part 150 Study Update 

Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study 
-----

Boise Airport 

Public Hearing# 1 • December 9, 2015 

Thank you for participating in tonight's Open House on Boise Airport's Part 150 Study Update. The 
purpose of this study is to define the aviation noise exposure levels around the Airport and receive 
input regarding the Draft Part 150 Study and the recommended Noise Compatibility Program. 

Please share any comments you may have regar 
I 1 
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Name 
Organization 
Address 
Phone 

f Resident D Aeronautical User D Government D Business/Development Interest D Other 

Please return your comments tonight via the comment box: 

Please submit all comments TONIGHT, December 9, 2015. 

Comment 4



BOI -----

Part 150 Study Update 

Noise and Land Use Compatibility Study 
Boise Airport 

Public Hearing# 1 • December 9, 2015 

Thank you for participating in tonight's Open House on Boise Airport's Part 150 Study Update. The 
purpose of this study is to define the aviation noise exposure levels around the Airport and receive 
input regarding the Draft Part 150 Study and the recommended Noise Compatibility Program. 
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Responses to Written Comments Received at  

Public Hearing (December 9, 2015) 
  



Responses to Written Comments on Draft Boise Airport Part 150 Study 
Comments Received at Public Hearing (December 9, 2015) 

Appendix E 
Public Hearing E-1 Written Comment Responses  

 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
01 Chuck Thomas 83709 1 Opposed to basing, imbedding or 

use of Gowen Field for F-35s, F-22s 
& F-16s; concern about impact to 
health and community. 

Note:  This comment was also submitted and responded to 
during the Draft Part 150 Study Comment Period, and is 
included in Appendix D. 

Comment noted.  14 CFR Part 150 requires the NEMs show 
existing noise conditions as well as a projection of noise 
exposure five years into the future.  In consideration of the 
uncertain future of the Idaho Air National Guard’s (ANG) current 
A-10 aircraft mission, the Airport prepared multiple future 
forecasts that considered different potential Idaho ANG 
missions, including a continuation of the existing A-10 mission, 
a replacement F-15 mission, and a replacement F-35 mission.  
Both potential replacement missions assume an approximate 
equal number of military aircraft in 2020 as in 2015.  The 2020 
NEM adopted by this study represents the replacement of the 
current A-10 mission with F-15 operations, which was selected 
because this future NEM represents a worst-case scenario 
(largest noise contours) so that the City of Boise and Ada 
County can make informed land use and zoning decisions.  
 
The Part 150 study process does not determine whether or not 
military jets will be stationed at BOI in the future. There has 
been no long-term basing decision made by the United States 
Air Force (USAF) at this time regarding what could come after 
the A-10 is retired at Gowen Field.  If a new aircraft flying 
mission is planned to replace the current A-10 mission at 
Gowen Field, the USAF must comply with the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) prior to stationing 
new/additional military aircraft at Boise Airport. 



Responses to Written Comments on Draft Boise Airport Part 150 Study 
Comments Received at Public Hearing (December 9, 2015) 

Appendix E 
Public Hearing E-2 Written Comment Responses  

 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
   2 Has submitted testimony for 

previous 2012 F-35 hearings; 
request that Air Force & F-35 
proponents bring forth all of official 
hearing records, data and flight 
overlay chart for upcoming 2015 F-
35 hearings; 

The current BOI Part 150 Study Update is independent of the 
USAF's 2012 F-35A Training Basing Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS).  The purpose of a Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) 14 CFR Part 150 Study is to define the 
noise exposure levels in and around the Airport and provide 
noise compatibility planning to help alleviate noise impacts to 
the surrounding areas and communities.  

   3 Jets should be stationed at bases 
like Holloman AFB or Mountain 
Home AFB; 

The Idaho Air National Guard (IDANG) is a separate reserve 
component of the USAF with the mission to recruit and properly 
equip Idaho Air National Guardsmen, used primarily for training 
and preparedness.  Holloman and Mountain Home AFB is an 
active military installation with a different mission than the 
IDANG based at Gowen Field.  

The Part 150 study process does not determine whether or not 
military jets will be stationed at BOI in the future. There has 
been no long-term basing decision made by the United States 
Air Force (USAF) at this time regarding what could come after 
the A-10 is retired at Gowen Field.  If a new aircraft flying 
mission is planned to replace the current A-10 mission at 
Gowen Field, the USAF must comply with the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) prior to stationing 
new/additional military aircraft at Boise Airport. 

02 Pamela Dowd 83716 1 Lived on military bases for years; 
the noise did not damage health.   

Comment noted. 



Responses to Written Comments on Draft Boise Airport Part 150 Study 
Comments Received at Public Hearing (December 9, 2015) 

Appendix E 
Public Hearing E-3 Written Comment Responses  

 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
03 Janell McGill 83705 1 Study was done in secrecy under 

false pretenses, findings and 
impacts are inaccurate and 
incomplete. 

The purpose of a Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 14 
CFR Part 150 Study is to define the noise exposure levels in 
and around the Airport and provide noise compatibility planning 
to help alleviate noise impacts to the surrounding areas and 
communities.  A Part 150 Study is a voluntary study created in 
accordance with the Aviation Safety and Noise Abatement Act 
of 1979; the study has established guidelines that must be 
adhered to for acceptance and approval. Upon approval and 
acceptance by the FAA, the Airport can request federal funding 
assistance in the implementation of approved measures.  Refer 
to the federal regulation or Chapter 1 of the study for an 
introduction as to what is required of a Part 150 Study. 

   2 Start over and get residents more 
involved. 

The public consultation program for the BOI Part 150 Study 
Update was developed in accordance with the public 
consultation requirements contained in 14 CFR Part 150 
Subpart B, Development of Noise Exposure Maps (NEMs) and 
Noise Compatibility Programs (NCPs).  Refer to Chapter 9, 
Record of Consultation and Appendix D, for a detailed account 
of advertisements for open houses and publication of the draft 
study.  The opportunity for comment on the NEMs and NCP 
was afforded through three open houses at various stages of 
the study, as well as a Public Hearing to accept public 
comments.  Each open house and the public hearing were 
advertised via multiple Idaho Statesman newspaper ads (legal 
ads and display ads), as well as via email notifications to 
stakeholders, including nearby HOA's identified on the 
Registered Neighborhood Associations on the City's web site 
and social media outlets. 
http://pds.cityofboise.org/planning/comp/neighborhood/associati
ons/.  

http://pds.cityofboise.org/planning/comp/neighborhood/associations/
http://pds.cityofboise.org/planning/comp/neighborhood/associations/


Responses to Written Comments on Draft Boise Airport Part 150 Study 
Comments Received at Public Hearing (December 9, 2015) 

Appendix E 
Public Hearing E-4 Written Comment Responses  

 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
04 Jeanne Wilson 83705 1 Concerned about neighborhoods 

near airport, including property 
values and destruction of schools 
would harm the children. 

The Part 150 Study Update identifies the one residential area 
around Boise Airport that is currently defined as non-compatible 
with the existing (2015) contours in accordance with 
established FAA noise compatibility standards.  The voluntary 
acquisition program includes the homes within the existing DNL 
65 contour; the noise exposure that exists with airport 
operations today.  The study recommends a potential solution 
for correcting the existing non-compatible land use.  If the 
voluntary acquisition program measure in the NCP is approved 
by the FAA, the Airport would then begin the development of a 
strategy and program for the purchase of these homes as they 
become available for sale.  The approval of this measure by the 
FAA would not automatically trigger this program to begin.   

By including this measure in the Part 150 Study, the Airport has 
the ability to request federal funding to assist in the voluntary 
acquisition of residential property if it chooses to move forward 
with the program.  Homes purchased as they are available for 
sale through this program could be razed and/or converted into 
compatible uses with deed restrictions and easements.  Over 
time, if a contiguous area is available for conversion to a 
compatible use, this area could be a benefit to the 
neighborhood (i.e., active park area, neighborhood commercial, 
etc.).  However, it is possible that in the meantime 
neighborhood cohesiveness could be affected as some parcels 
become vacant. The Airport would be responsible for the 
maintenance of the purchased property; however the ability to 
re-use individual residential properties until a contiguous area is 
created would need to be considered. The reuse plan of 
parcels in this area would be included in the Airport’s next 
Noise and Land Reuse Plan Update. Refer to Section 7.2 and 
Table 7.18 for full details of the voluntary acquisition program.  
Also see response to Comment #1, Part 1. 

   2 The F-35s need to be in Mountain See response to Comment #1, Part 3. 



Responses to Written Comments on Draft Boise Airport Part 150 Study 
Comments Received at Public Hearing (December 9, 2015) 

Appendix E 
Public Hearing E-5 Written Comment Responses  

 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
Home. 

05 Anthony Spillane 83706 1 Need to establish “night time 
curfew” policy; 

It was not within the scope of this Part 150 Study Update to 
include the development or review of new noise abatement 
measures.  Additionally, operational restricts must be 
considered under Code of Federal Regulation Part 161. 

   2 Awakened by loud planes during 
summer of 2015; 

Comment noted.  In August 2015, Gowen Field at Boise Airport 
hosted some of the F-15's from Mountain Home AFB while the 
runway at the base was undergoing necessary maintenance.  
The relocation started and ended in August.  The Boise Airport 
Part 150 Study is independent of that temporary relocation and 
the noise contours were developed prior to the temporary 
relocation. 

   3 Avoid future needs of hush house 
and limiting engine run-ups; 

It was not within the scope of this Part 150 Study Update to 
include the development or review of new noise abatement 
measures.   

   4 Cloud seeding causes chemicals to 
fall on driveway 3 miles away; 

Comment noted; however, cloud seeding is not applicable to 
this Part 150 Study. 

   5 Contour should define “area of 
impact to quality of life” not “area of 
not livable.” 

14 CFR Part 150 establishes a uniform methodology for the 
development and preparation of airport noise exposure maps 
(NEMs).  That methodology includes a single system of 
measuring noise at airports for which there is a highly reliable 
relationship between projected noise exposure and surveyed 
reactions of people to noise along with a separate single 
system for determining the exposure of individuals to noise. It 
also identifies land uses that are considered to be "compatible" 
with various exposures of individuals to noise around airports; 
the study states that residential uses are "compatible," as 
defined by 14 CFR Part 150, in locations with less than DNL 65 
dB. 
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Rebecca Hupp:  Welcome everyone! Good evening! Thank you for being here. My name is 

Rebecca Hupp and I am the airport director. I think I recognize several 
faces. I see some new faces, so welcome. We are hosting a public hearing 
this evening to allow everyone an opportunity to offer final comments on 
the noise study. If you have already commented, you do not need to 
comment again because your comment will already be noted in the study. 
We do have a few guidelines just to help us have the meeting run 
smoothly this evening. To be clear and we put it in our announcement 
there is not going to be a presentation and question and answer period 
tonight because there is no new information to present following the last 
public meeting and open house that we had. There are some frequently 
asked questions, so if you do have questions, or you are not sure we took 
some of those often asked questions and put together question and answers 
for you and there are handouts out there if you are interested. We are 
recording this evening, so we will transcribe the comments and everyone 
will receive a written response to their comment at a later date. We are 
going to take people in the order that they have signed up to speak and 
everyone will have three minutes to speak. We also will validate parking 
so hopefully you got that on your way in but if you did not, please do that 
on your way out. I think I have hit all the right points. With that, Shawn is 
going to give us the first name when you come up. If you would say your 
name and your address, so we have it for the record that would be 
fabulous. Thank you. 

 
 
Richard Kaylor:  My name is Richard Kaylor. K-A-Y-L-O-R. I live at 7355 West Ring 

Perch Drive, Boise, ID 83709. A couple of points here. The first one is I 
wish there was better publicity, I have attended these public meetings 
before but I did not say anything about prior meetings until this one. I 
would suggest you had contact the newspaper and have them print full-
page article instead of just a couple of ads. The second point is your 

mailto:Support@vananservices.com
mailto:Support@quicktranscription.com
http://www.vananservices.com/
http://www.quicktranscription.com/
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various maps at different scales and it is hard to tell how you map back 
and forth. I would be nice to have major roads better marked so you can 
tell where you live. Third one, the restricted zone south of the airport is 
good, but Boise is allowing a major residential subdivision around Lake 
Hazel and South Cole Road, Pleasant Valley South. Boise has doubled the 
allowed density in that area and that is in airport influence area A. I also 
would urge you that land use 8 fair disclosure of noise impact in the 
airport influence area is important as well as the potential new measure of 
land use 14 to amend the City of Boise zoning ordinance to include AIA 
overlay zoning district. Thank you. 

 
 
Sarah Waltman: I am Sarah Waltman. 2902 South Roosevelt Street. I would like to start by 

saying that I am proud to be an American. I am very proud to call Boise 
my home. I am a single mother and the decision to bring in military jets 
that will make my home and my children's home uninhabitable is heart-
breaking. But I’m not here to talk about the impact this will have on my 
home, my investment, or my family's future. I want us as a city to really 
look at the hundreds of lives that will be impacted by the decision to bring 
the F-35s to Boise. Boise already has an affordable housing crisis, yet in 
the face of this crisis, our city considers bringing military aircraft to Boise 
and in the process demolishing hundreds of affordable homes that will be 
considered uninhabitable due to extreme noise levels. The families who 
live here would be displaced. Due to financial limitations, many of these 
families of not have the means to relocate to another part of Boise. As we 
are attempting to solve the critical issue of homelessness in our city, our 
politicians are considering spending 60 million dollars to destroy hundreds 
of much needed affordable homes. 536 of these marginalized people are 
considered low income and five hundred and eight are minorities. On one 
end of town right now, we are saying that our community cares about 
finding shelter for all of Boise's residents and at the other end, we are 
sending a clear message that we, as a city, don’t care about the home you 
already live in. Go somewhere else. We want to turn your neighborhood, 
your homes, your parks and your schools into a wasteland! There are other 
options. One alternative that has not yet been evaluated is the existing 
currently unused third runway located a mile south of the airport, which 
could be rehabilitated for the same 60 million dollars that is currently 
targeted for destroying hundreds of affordable homes. That would 
preserve the housing property tax base for our city while salvaging some 
of the tens of millions of federal dollars that were originally used to build 
the third runway. The investment in modernizing existing infrastructure 
would not only serve the military for decades to come but could generate 
new growth possibilities for the city. If there are issues with these options, 

mailto:Support@vananservices.com
mailto:Support@quicktranscription.com
http://www.vananservices.com/
http://www.quicktranscription.com/
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then let’s work together to find solutions. Together as neighbors. Boise 
has a compassionate engaged community that cares about all of our 
residents, will we truly take pride in a city that will move military aircraft 
in and displace the very civilians that the military has sworn to protect? 
Thank you. 

 
 
Grace Waltman:  My name is Grace Waltman and I live on 2902 South Roosevelt Street. I 

am 12 years old. I have attended at Owyhee grade school, a Maple Grove 
School, and I have friends who have attended Hillcrest Elementary 
School. I am currently attending West Junior High along with a thousand 
other school kids. We spend most of our time in class but have many 
outdoor activities as well. I have seen and heard the military jets when 
they have flown over and around my schools. They are very loud and 
talking is difficult when they flyover. It can be very hard to pay attention 
to the teacher once several jets are taking off at once. My reason for 
wanting to talk here this afternoon is I have been reading about the health 
and effects of the loud jet noise on children. Especially how it can damage 
hearing and affect our ability to learn. There are over 20 studies that all 
have similar conclusions. The loud and repeated jet noise has real health 
and learning effects on kids. I have copies of several studies if you are 
interested in seeing them or they are easy to find on the internet, here are a 
couple of quotations. Children entering noisy schools have higher blood 
pressures and perform more poorly on communitive tasks than children 
attend quiet schools; they also show the negative effects of the aircraft 
noise on the performance and help of this school children to not diminish 
over time. Another quotation for the 115 decibel noise level of the 535 
maximum exposures to prevent hearing loss is 28 seconds, this are adult 
standards. Children are far more vulnerable I don't understand why the 
study the airport is doing does not any include any mention of the negative 
effects on the children the Part 150 Plan causes. Do they just not know nor 
do they just not care? It seems that raising healthy well educated children 
should be very high priority for elected officials but maybe that is not how 
they deal. Please make sure the study includes researching on how the f35 
will affect the four schools that very close to the airport or if they don’t 
care about the children education, please at least consider the harmful 
effect that jets noise will have on our pet now or later. Thank you. 

 
 
Judy Bloom: My name is Judy Bloom I live in 4330 West Meriwether Drive Boise 

83705. I'm here to just say I reviewed the noise study and there is a 
comment here about this being a economic development of Boise and I 
think we need to take a closer look at that whether it’s actually economic 

mailto:Support@vananservices.com
mailto:Support@quicktranscription.com
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development or possibly an economic disaster. Looking at the cost to find 
out anywhere if depending on which claims you look at whether it's 
approximately a hundred homes or several hundred homes we're talking 
20 to 50 million dollars to do so those homes will be bought and 
destroyed. They’ll become blank, there will be no additional money we 
have no need of spending that money to buy those homes whether that 
money could be spend to further mitigate the sounds short of buying those 
houses such as develop for the third runway or possibly some other 
mitigation efforts. I would also say that any economic development we 
need to take a look of the businesses, stores and services in that area, that 
those will be adversely effected because I'm sure many of us who if we 
need to move or will not be staying within the Boise city limits or possibly 
even Eagle or Ada County, so I think we really need to take a look 
whether is it economic development or economic devastation. 

 
 
Monty Mericle:  My name is Monty Mericle I live in 4400 Meriwether. I have two areas 

that I want to make comments on; one is the noise contour that is part of 
the current airport study. It's a there's 400% difference between the results 
of the noise study for the f35 done by the airport versus what was done by 
the air force in 2015. The result is that the airport is saying that 300 homes 
would be considered not suitable for residential use; the air force said it's 
over a thousand homes. Why the big difference? I’ve been trying to dig 
that out for quite a while now and finally Matt Petaja provided me with 
information which is the Lmax between the plane takes off what's the 
maximum noise now I got something that I can compare and this two 
things what Matt provided me is exactly the same information that the air 
force used as a matter of fact it’s a page of  environmental impact 
statement it also shows that the F35 are four times as loud as F15 in so 
with that you will see that to this noise contour maps you should get 
probably a foot print for the  F35 is 300% and what it is for the  F15 
instead what the airport is produce is their footprint use only 75% of the 
f15. That just not going to happen. You cannot take a plane that is four 
times as loud that has the same kind of flight profile and come up with the 
smaller footprint that it's simply wrong, it's impossible and using this as a 
basis for 5 years study It's not only misleading but it's unfair I think that’s 
needs to be looked at and tried to repeatedly to get  information on why 
the difference but all I know the inputs are the same the output is quite 
different. That's another thing I want to talk about I was ignoring cost 
effective mitigation option even if you assumed that the airport study is 
right 300 homes is going to be impacted reclassify as not suitable for 
residential use. That is 105 homes is what they will go after first and they 
do buy out and  demolition. They requested money. They are going to be 
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requesting money with this studies in submitted in 2015 for about 20 
million dollar started going after the first 105 homes there's three or 400 
eventually brought to destruction and in addition to, removing families, 
remove 300 to 400 homes that form the  tax based so for three million and 
a half dollars a year and reduce revenues to the city what you get in return 
is she give basically waste land.  It displaces families and there's a lot 
better way to do this. 

 
 
Charles Thomas:  I want to donate my time to Mr. Mericle, may I?  I'm Charles Thomas. 
 
 
Monty:  There's alternative it's a third runway the chamber of commerce for 60 

million dollars that much more progressive way to addressed mitigation 
going on. 

 
 
Monty:  This is different and I want pry more information out. I have to add what I 

know it's like feeling I’m learning a little bit more about how this is being 
done so thank you. 

 
Christiane:  Yes. I’m pulling my name is Christiane Rudd I’m the president of the 

Homeowners Association of Hillcrest Place, an owner-occupied 
community of 46 townhouse located on the golf course of the Roosevelt 
street. Probably like you I thought that we dealt with the issue 3 years ago, 
right? I'm pretty disappointed and frankly, really angry that we’re here 
again to talk about this all over. Monty referred to a lot of the 
contradictory information in this information we got  in this year but I also 
compared it to the information we have in 2012 which actually mentioned 
over 10,000 residents be in a location unsuitable for residential living 
according to air force report that their word not my word. I locate what 
you're telling now I frankly pretty skeptical?  this year they are saying an 
average  of  thousand residents or less I don’t really, I also don’t' like this 
method of averaging sound over 24 hours period and I'm  saying oh it  be 
that bad. That's meaningless to  someone who lives in this area its 
meaningless to the kids in the 2 grade schools in this area so I would like 
parents to have that explanation given to them. I have a friend who live on 
Horseshoe Bend road way across the valley who have horses. He said 
these horses were regularly freaked out in August by military jets. I think 
it's important that we recognize it’s not just this neighborhood that’s going 
to be affected, it's the entire valley. So, we have new noise  contour maps 
which don’t look  anything like the maps they did in 2012 with much 
smaller zones it suggests to buy around 227 homes way too low in  my 
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opinion but as what Monty said to classifying those houses that  about is 
50 – 60 million okay this is money that they just throw away. Tear down 
the house, leave a dirt lot whatever. My personal feeling is that Hillcrest 
place is actually left out of  that contour out of that list of three hundred 
and 27 homes and we are actually within the 65 decibel contour map so 
what about us?  We’re left out of that and if we just apply a very 
reasonable market value to 46 units that’s another ten million just for us. 
I'm sure you've all Googled Burlington Vermont, it's a really good -- they 
faced the same situation we did 3 years ago but they lost so you might 
check in with that devastation that's going to occurred there. 

 
 
Christiane:  Am I out of time? Okay. 
 
Christiane:  So I just want to say that I think that so far we’re up to at least  $70 

million now because a few people don't want to commute to Mountain 
Home Air Force Base here to at work I think it's not a good trade-off. 

 
 
Christiane:  When the mayor says this is good for economic development, I'd beg to 

differ. 
 
Jeanne Wilson:  My name is Jeanne Wilson. I lived near Christiane at 3001 S Roosevelt #5 

and I have a personal experience. Last summer when the jets came from 
Mountain Home, I had a family get together and I had all the windows 
open because it was too hot and my 2-year old granddaughter was in the 
other room and all of a sudden the jets took off and she burst into tears. It 
was so painful for a little toddler's ears and this was the F15 and so and 
like Christiane said we should be included but then what are we going to 
be? There won't be any property taxes paid. Like I said before Bonnie said 
it will be a wasteland and all because some people refused to drive to 
Mountain Home because they'll be inconvenienced. They could take a bus 
but their job seemed to be more important than all these people in their 
homes and their way of life. Somebody's inconvenience versus people's 
homes. You know so I just find it. Reprehensible. 

 
 
Robert Blurton:  My name's Robert Blurton and I'm at 2700 S Virginia Avenue and I have 

no confidence in these people. I have no confidence in our government 
and I think they're liars and I think that they're pandering to whoever is 
making money off of this and I too thought were done with this many 
years ago. I've got an acre property about a mile to the north here and I'm 
doing sustainable agriculture. I have a permaculture food forage and I'm 
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out there a lot and I thought Dave Bieter was behind being sustainable and 
he's green and he rides his bike. He's full of shit is what he is. You stood 
up and said we embrace this and Butch Otter we embrace these jets. We 
don't want these jets here, we are the people and so I want to speak to 
these people because they don't listen to us. I think everything we say is 
going to go into a paper shredder. I think everyone who cares enough to be 
here tonight needs to keep fighting as hard as you can, tell all your friends, 
bring all your neighbors and do whatever it takes to override these 
monsters who want to destroy our homes. 

 
 
Kim Hoppie:  My name is Kim Hoppie. I live at 2918 S Garden Street across the canal 

from Hillcrest Place. We built our house nearly 25 years ago, we've lived 
on the bench our entire married life. My husband grew up on the bench 
and it's a special place for us. We have a great neighborhood and we have 
great neighbors and it's the most convenient place to get from here to 
there. When I heard briefly about the meetings this summer and I missed 
the first one because I've heard about it on the news too late and though I 
am an avid statesman reader from cover to cover every day I missed the 
two announcements for either the June or the August meeting but I did 
make it to the August meeting. I talked to the sound engineer and asked 
them where they put decibel readers in the neighborhood and he told me 
there were no decibel readers that they use a computer program. He said 
they couldn't use computer program or they couldn't use decibel readers 
because someone might start a lawnmower and that would skew the 
results. We put up with a lot for where we live because not only is there 
airport noise and jet noise there are airport fumes and jet fumes and during 
the winter that the scent on our neighborhood, every time you walk out of 
your house you can smell them. There are freeway fumes and freeway 
noises. So as far as I'm concerned, the decibel readers should be put there 
so they can measure the freeway, the jets, the airplanes and the 
lawnmowers and someone might have an idea of what it is that we deal 
with on a day to day basis and that we deal with to this point pretty well. 
And the thought of overloading that is awful and they are going to 
decimate a wonderful part of Boise. Thank you very much. 

 
 
 
Bob Hoppie:  Correct enunciation thank you. I would be her husband by the way. I am 

Robert W. Hoppie who's at 2918 S Garden Boise Idaho 83705. For the 
record let’s be clear I am military. I spent 21 years at active duty and 
National Guard, combat duty 19 years out there. Nineteen of those years is 
military aviation, 2 years of armory. I know noise, I like military noise but 
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the fact is this proposal, the idea coming out of this airport study, talks 
about the mitigation plan buying homes should be cut dead in the water, 
stopped and turned into buying and building a third runway. This is not a 
neighborhood problem, this is a city problem. A minimum goes to 
whoever sells if not further will be grabbing the east and west ends. This 
airport noise is encompassing the entire city not just my house and Kim's 
or any other houses and local. It is a significant problem, the south runway 
would address it far better than buying property, taking up property off of 
cash loans and leaving this is several people it's a wasteland basically in 
our neighborhoods from maybe the second bench on probably the first 
bench on but makes no sense whatsoever. I'm good. 

 
 
Lorraine Clayton:  I'm Lorraine Clayton I live at 2734 S Garden Street Boise Idaho 83705. I 

would like to call into question several issues regarding the study. First 
dissemination information, second, study update as of it relates to noise, 
third quality of life including health factors and fourth, the economic 
picture. I learned of this hearing 24 hours ago. That has left little time to 
review the study and prepare remarks. How and where does a typical 
resident become aware of a public comment, opportunities and 
presentations? The computerized decibel averages are not acceptable. 
They do not reflect real life exposure. Measurements need to be realistic 
for those working and living in the vicinity. The measuring devices need 
to be placed in neighborhoods and in homes. We need accurate and 
definitive information about frequency and duration. What is the current 
F15 traffic do to our quality of life? Does it increase air pollution? That's a 
bigger issue than a neighborhood issue. It certainly impacts our city and it 
impacts the entire valley. I can tell you that the current F 15 traffic has 
added noise pollution. I tell you that from personal experience. And when 
sound becomes unwanted and it interferes with normal activities and 
conversation and disrupts and diminishes one's quality of life, we need to 
be concerned with sound pollution. Further, I scratch the surface of studies 
related to health issues and aircraft noise and air pollution. There's a lot 
out there. The Harvard School of Public Health and Boston University of 
Public Health published in 2013, linking aircraft noise to an increase of 
cardiovascular disease in older people. Older people meaning 65 and 
older. UCLA community health and advocacy training program published 
in 2010, press pool? Investigator, Adrian Castro sited excessive noise is 
associated with hearing loss, higher levels of psychological distress and 
impaired reading comprehension and memory among children. Further, 
method -- excuse me -- methodology exist to study ambient air toxins in 
urban areas. Are we headed for economic disaster? What are the costs for 
noise related stress? What are the costs for cancer cause by air pollution? 
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Do we want more law suits? Will clean industry be attracted to a valley of 
noise and air pollution? Will children living in vicinity of the airport 
benefit from early childhood education, when studies say noise can cause 
health and learning issues? What is the bottom line for destruction and 
relocation? How much has already been spent to mitigate the F-15 dust? 
Thank you.  

 
 
Ron Clayton:  Oh name sounds familiar. That was my spouse! My name is Ron Clayton, 

I live at 2734 South Garden Street, along the canal and I am proud to say 
that I live within the  A line of the airport influence area. I am an aviation 
fanatic. I do to like to watch them. Sometimes I am not so enthused with 
the noise that they’ve produced recently. Having said that, it is very 
disappointing, and I am disappointed personally with the sparse and 
limited notification regarding the open house meetings for public input to 
Part 150 compatibility study. Each household and business within a two 
mile radius to the airport should have received a simple postcard mailing. 
Much like the ACHD does when they plan their work. It is a simple cost-
effective method. I am suggesting that two mile radius because I have 
looked over the noise exposure maps and reported decibel readings on 
those maps and they do not appear realistic with what I have experienced. 
I understand this meeting is not the time to have questions answered, but a 
time to make comments. And why comments and questions that need to be 
addressed prior to the City of Boise proceeding with the approval of the 
updated plan are: what is the economic impact or cost of mitigating the 
noise exposure? If the mitigation involves demolition of existing homes 
and neighborhoods, how does that contribute to a healthy long range 
economy of Boise? Finally, will Boise undergo an economic misadventure 
-- excuse me -- will Boise undergo an economic misadventure if this city 
buys and destroys homes and neighborhoods versus exploration and the 
study of further developing a third runway for utilizing mountain home as 
a base of choice? 

 
 
Charles Thomas:  My name is Charles Thomas, I live 2370 Three Mile Creek Way, and like 

many of you folks here we have been through to hearings in 2010... 12... 
we know what the real numbers are and several thousand homeowners and 
businesses, schools, involved in this destruction zone and if this thing is 
allowed to come in. I went on the website's link today and under the part 
that says, City of Boise Airport website for information like... I 
downloaded this grant of surface overhead Avigation easement contract 
thing. This forfeits your property rights. Everything that has of been any 
value to you... It says a grant of Avigation easement. It is over, upon, and 
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across real property the Boise city. A municipal corporation and a grantee 
being of your local politicians.  A grant and unobstructed use of passage of 
all types of aircraft and in and through the airport -- airspace at any height 
or altitude above the surface of the land, this forfeits your title to your 
property. You own it from the center of the earth to the heavens. Not 
anymore with this -- this terminates it. A lot of us are wondering why this 
is happening. I got involved with this forced annexation movement we 
have met at number of years ago, for several years, we spent a lot of the 
time within our local government and our state government. I found out 
real soon why a lot this -- things like this right here is happening. The 
lobbyists contractors, realtors, and developers, it owns local and state 
politics, not here but all over the country and in D.C they own what goes 
on in the state. If a bunch of homes are destroyed, the income from 
excavation, rebuilding, commissions and such or more sale in real estate is 
going to be huge. These lobbyists are going to profit greatly. They are the 
ones who spend the money to select and elect the people that are doing 
this to you. Anyway, if you are good at putting things together, it does not 
take long to see where this corruption is coming from. Like this gentleman 
said before, these folks do not give a rip, they are drawing their paycheck 
and they break the figures on this latest noise study. They say, someone 
told me out there and this has nothing  to do with the F-35. I think we all 
know that is a little bit BS… 

 
 
 
Arnold Hammari:  My name is Arnold Hammari. I live at 6927 Ashland Drive in Randolph 

Robertson Subdivision in Boise, which I think is a little bit outside the 
contours on the map. I have lived here 26 years, I retired from the United 
States Air Force as a T-7 Master Sergeant in 1994. I am familiar with jet 
noise as my family lived on mountain home air force base from 1978 to 
1983. Our government quarters were on Elm Street which ran parallel to 
the runway on the air base. We were used to seeing F-111 aircraft up close 
taking off with their afterburners. We expected that there. Here in Boise, 
we are used to commercial aircraft in the air over our house as they fly 
toward the northwest. We also have not minded the A-10s because they 
are quieter and usually fly south of the airport, but I have been shocked by 
the loud noise of the F-15s recently so much that I have felt the need to 
run inside my house for relief. All conversation stops and one feels 
compelled to plug one's ears to mitigate the pain from the loud volume of 
the jet engines, I understand that having F-15s at Gowen was a temporary 
situation while the mountain home runways were being repaired. I would 
be very unhappy to have to hear such loud noise on a regular basis. I think 
those loud aircraft should stay at or be assigned to mountain home to 
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preserve our quality of life in Boise. Even the residents of the city of 
mountain home have a 10 mile buffer of open range between them and 
airbase. I appreciate our service men and women and support their mission 
to defend our freedom, but I believe we can do it smarter by keeping the 
noise some distance from our city of trees. Thank you. 

 
 
John Gannon:  My name is John Gannon, 1104 -- excuse me -- 2104 South Pond Street, 

and I am also one of your state legislators. Housing an affordable -- in 
affordable housing in particular is a problem in Boise. We have a problem 
right now that we do not have enough housing for people in Boise. Now 
the airport is proposing to buy houses. Now on page 8-4 LU-9, one of the 
noise mitigation factors is a hundred and five houses that you are going to 
be buying. If the cost ends up costing $200,000 per house. Simple math 
it's $21,000,000 that the airport will spend to buy hundred and five homes. 
That's their report. It is on page 8-4. We have the... the fact is that buying 
houses, moving in, and demolishing homes is not a solution. It is not 
economic development. It is economic devastation. If the F-50... if the F-
35's come here and the airport is going to buy all the homes that are within 
the contour for the F-35, we're looking at around somewhere between 270 
and 327 homes that are in that contour. The airport buys them. It's simple 
math $200,000. Maybe it's $150,000 I don't know because it feels the 
noise report is not complete. It does not tell us, but just do the math 
$200,000 times 300 homes and you have $60,000,000. The question then 
is, is there something else that we can do? There is. Maybe, I don't know 
because the 3rd runway is not discussed rep... Mentioned, talked about, 
referenced anywhere in this draft proposal. I heard on television reason 
then is because well then the next 5 years we may not build it. F-35's may 
not come here either. It should be discussed and figured out whether the 
runway will work. I don't know and I'm not going to tell you right now 
that there won't be homes purchased. If the runway is built. I don't know 
because it's not in your study. The bottom line is, that if we're going to 
have economic development let's look at a runway. If we're going to have 
economic devastation, we're going to look at buying homes. 

 
Jim Tomlinson:  I'm Jim Tomlinson. 4507 Hillcrest drive. 
 83705. 
 
Jim: I used one that would share an account of the last two weeks when one 

evening we happen to have the F-15 taking off and I'm sure every one of 
you what day of the week it was. But it was what we have the inversion 
which doubles the noise and I have a lab that hunts everywhere and goes 
everywhere, that went crying into the bedroom when the third plane had 
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taken off. This is during the winter when we're closed up, the house was 
cold. It was cold outside and we absolutely couldn't stand, so, that's all I'm 
about to mention on that, but at the other end of the airport, we have 300 
apartments sitting in the zone. That we have a hard time explaining the 
sound of freedom from time to time to our residents. Those are a hundred 
thousand dollars each. There's $30,000,000 sitting right there all in the 
zone. Sitting right off of the end of the runway in Columbia Village. That's 
all I have. 

 
 
Dan Marler:  I am Dan Marler. I live on 6525 Fairfield Avenue. When all of a them just 

pointed out that it's just corraligned to what they say it’s pretty bad. It's 
pretty bad where I live. It's going to be really bad for most of Boise. What 
bothers me more here is that{muttering} I’m wearing my hat , I wear it 
once a year I wore it tonight because I do feel strongly about  the military. 
I'm not against the military. There's just some logical stuff involved here. 
I've watched this airport grow; come long way down on Boise River. I 
have a commercial  pilot license. I have flown in and out of this airport a 
lot. This airport is going to continue to grow. Right now, if these be part of 
the system and it seem to be the history behind this whole thing, they’re 
going to be bringing major growth and F35 and whatever comes after the 
F35 the future come. Here in the Boise, they may need to be addressing 
that. They need to be doing something different. This airport over hangs 
Boise, we're on the bench. As it grows it goes closer to Boise affects 
everybody. At the very least, they should be looking at this third runway. 
Where this project and future projects because this town is not going to 
stop growing. They're not going to stop looking at growth and what they 
think they need for. They need to start looking at the community and what 
it helps them. They need to start thinking of the people they represent. 
They could have it both ways. They could have their growths. They could 
have their airplanes. If we're proposing at same time leave this town intact. 
What we're proposing is they need to reconsider their options give serious 
consideration and then go back to growing more from another runway. 
Thank you. 

 
 
Pamela Wells: I'm Pamela Wells. I have a problem with my voice right now. I only 

learned about the meeting about 4:00 so I wasn't sure I could talk. I bet 
you can hear me. 

 
 
Pamela:  Okay. I have a daycare. I live on the freeways right next to. I have the 

noise abatement from the wall that they built. The end of it at my front 
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doors. Oncoming traffic it's open to my home which is also been a daycare 
since 1969. That's when I moved in, July 1st. I have a malaise of illnesses. 
I walked up here very well. Two months ago I had a major joint. I've had 7 
tumors removed. We didn't know why I was having so many illnesses. We 
one-time tested and found hexane in my blood. There is no way I can 
point a finger at any one contributor. It could be a leak somehow in the 
pipeline. There are two pipelines where I live. One is Intermountain Gas 
and one is Chevron now to Tessoro pipe lines. It could be from the cars 
where they change the angle of the on ramp so it goes more towards my 
home and my daycare and then on. Instead of angling it away from our 
residences. They angled it towards our residences. It could be from the 
cars. When I looked and study about how and what I could be affected by. 
The airplanes themselves not even the military planes. The emissions from 
the airport and airplanes is hundreds of times more than a vehicle. Now 
you want to put in military planes. All you're doing is polluting an air over 
where people have lived and pay taxes made a living for a lot about the 
years. Our area where I live is older homes. People have been there 
forever in a day. There's more than one day care. Now they're saying that  
pollution could be affecting my children that I take care. I'm very proud. 
They regulate us very strongly and City the Boise. I am proud how well 
the kids have done… 

 
 
Pamela:  I want it to be safe. If there's an answer with the third runway then please, 

please. Let's do it. 
 
 
Dave Kangas:  My name is Dave Kangas. I reside at 1715 Canal St. 83705. Online, I've 

seen a lot of comments about people that -- if you live by the airport, you 
should take what’s there -- you bought into it. At the same time, I don't see 
any arguments that if you signed up for the Air National Guard list in 
military, like guess what, you signed up for it, you should follow with the 
mission on the job takes you. I do not see that disrupting the homes of 400 
households is worth saving a few -- of keeping it comfortable a few jobs 
for the Air National Guard. They can go to mountain home. There is 
option for third runway. This might be a different argument if there 
weren't options, but there are options and they're not being fully explored. 
Our mayor and the city administration have advertised for a year to make 
this town the most livable city in the country. People move here in droves 
for its quality of life, opportunity for outdoor recreation, safe 
neighborhoods. Disrupting 400 households for a fighter mission here does 
not fit any of those values or stated missions. It's going to be counted 
productive for every one of those missions. Our legislature, and our 
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governor, time and again, year out, throughout his terms, since I've been 
here over the last twelve years have stated, “They fight for individual 
property rights. They hate eminent domain laws and they will fight against 
them”. They hate the federal government, and here it is [Butch Otter, he's 
back tracking on every one of those values that he's run on and practiced 
on. He's not supporting 400 individual property rights, home owners, plus 
many others that will be adversely affected. He doesn't care about the 
eminent domain values that you'll be offered for your homes. He's hand-
in-pocket for the federal government. He has run on those, but he's 
backtracking big time. The big issue here is there are alternatives. There is 
a third runway. If the economic model and the mission here is bringing 
that much money to the state and to the city. Investment in the third 
runway is miniscule over time. Yes, coming up with the money, might be 
tough, but they have to make a decision whether it's an investment or not. 
If this was an agricultural, if this was a chicken ranch or stock farm or 
dairy farm coming here. They're be tripping over themselves come up of 
ways of finding the money and making that happen. This is something that 
needs to happen. We do not want to see 400 households disrupted in order 
to make the Air National Guard employees comfortable and not having to 
commute. It's just not worth it. We need to explore… 

 
 
Dave:  ...the other options. 
 
 
Sherryl Hall:  Hi, I'm Sherryl Hall. I live at 1245 Lake Hazel Lane Boise, Idaho. I live 

between the airport and the new runway at River side Put in close to the 
intersection in the down road and broad way. I have my own meter, for 
noise. It's called my window fall out, literally. Airplanes go through past 
my house, they bank at the runway. Military men have told me, pilots and 
several, that they banked off at my house. Isn't that annoying? My 
windows fall out. I'm a six generation Idahoan. My grandfather got my 
property with his property when he came out West. Well, his father bought 
it, for a dollar an acre. My home is to be condemned now, and they need 
to pay me enough money to move on. Eight generations, for much like 
Walton's back. I want to seek mercy for my family. I have 7 children, 14 
grandchildren, 5 great grandchildren. I hopped together around my table, 
every thanksgiving, until I'm old and gray. 

 
 
Cindy Fennell:  Hi. I'm Cindy Fennell. I live at 10890 Smoke Ranch 83709. My problem 

with this study is that I am at five mile and overland. I'm down here today 
because I cannot live with the new planes at my canal here. I cannot talk 
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outside my house. I cannot hold a conversation outside my house. I am 
five miles that direction. The study does not cover me and it should. I do 
not want the third runway going out and covering the rest of South Boise 
out there. I grew up -- I've been here since '66. We used to have the sonic 
booms in town. We got rid of those. We need to have a limit on the size of 
the amount of decibels-, of anything that comes through here. I'm okay 
with passenger planes. I'm okay with military -- and I'm okay with 
spreading the wealth around the state and not keeping it in just Boise 
already have enough here in Boise. We have other options. Some of you 
probably already read the paper today and look the Boise State expecting 
to expand to possibly 35,000 kids, and we're going to take the closest 
houses away? We already have problems housing all those kids. My 
problem with this study is it needs to be expanded and we need to fight. 
As we need to start a Facebook page and knock on door-to doors to get 
our neighbors out, then we need to do that. Thank you. 

 
 
Larry:  I'm Larry Thorngren. I'm staying at my daughter's place at 10890 West 

Whole Crane Drive. I spend a lot of time outside and it's late and damn 
noisy over there. I spend my summer in Donnelly, quiet. I hear sand hill 
cranes every morning and I come to Boise to spend the winter down here. 
I almost like to shoot some of the military planes down if I have some way 
to do it. To think of having an F35 coming over, out with my daughter and 
just sits five miles away, is insanity. It's been interesting, I saw President 
Obama's plane sail over last summer at the top of the house and we both 
get the incoming the stuff coming in with the commercial airplanes. 
Mountain home has been a nice location for military planes and I'm not 
sure if I like one or two. I think that it's a city growing like it is. The 
impact us so far that we need to think about, put all  the military back out 
mountain home and making this strictly a commercial place and I have no 
desire to see a third runway coming in. Thank you very much. 

 
 
Pamela Dowd:  My name is Pamela Dowd. I live at 2220 Blue Spruce Lane here in Boise, 

83716. I realized I'm in the minority. I’m probably going to be the most 
affected by third runway. Right now Fedex comes over my house. My 
chandeliers rattled this summer, it only lasts for  a brief period of time. 
The jets this summer when they flew over my house. I was excited 
because you know what? I grew up on military bases. Those are the sound 
of freedom. They don’t bother me. I look forward to... If they can build 
that third runway right here... At night time I get helicopters that are doing 
night maneuvers and they get really close to the house. Then sometimes I 
think I ought to climb up on the house and shake their hands. They're that 
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close. They're the sound of freedom. I for one really don’t mind hearing 
the planes go over. I welcome them. I realize, I'm in a very deep minority 
in this one. Thank you very much. 

 
Shawn:  That's all we have.  
 
Rebecca:  Okay. At this point everyone who has signed up to speak has spoken. 

Does anyone want to speak?  
 
Jack:  My name is Jack Ely. I live at 4400 Hillcrest Drive. I've been a Boise 

resident for 2 years. I've been coming out here for 30 years. I've been 
involved about every piece of crap there could ever be because MK was 
our partner in New York so I know all about a deal is a deal. I want to put 
everybody's mind at ease a little bit because, there was a 200 thousand 
dollars spent on a study. To see how you people react to this new deal with 
the F35. I read in the paper that 469 thousand which was just spent on time 
study without the right airplanes here. I want to see how it worked over 
the schools. The schools who are involved in all your people's houses. The 
schools are involved with children. These decibels do not meet health 
codes or anything else for children. Whatever the town thinks, whatever 
you people think. We going to give them a run for their money, and they 
tell us about all these contracts. Four hundred sixty-nine thousand dollars 
for a study of decibels at the airports. We don't even have the airplanes 
here. It’s a long way coming.  Rebecca like a lot. First meeting I said to 
the crowd here with you people. She doesn’t have a nickel in your homes. 
Does not have a bit of interests in your problems and she said, I agree. 
She's with the airport only. She's not involved in any studies or any 
complaints, or anything. She has a big job to do. This is really big political 
white wash. A lot of people are going to run for cover. The mayor, he's all 
for this but I’ve never see him at these meetings. I don't see the city 
council here. We're just talking amongst ourselves. Someday, they're all 
going to have to get up and explain where did the money go? Thank you 
very much. 

 
 
Shayne Geib:  Okay. That'd be great. My name Shayne Geib, I live at 4410 Meriweather 

Drive. I've lived here for roughly about 25 years. We moved in originally, 
there wasn't a lot of airplane noise.  It seemed like that noise there, you got 
any kind of airplane noise. It was during a big cloud cover. Anymore, if I 
get off work early which is rarely. A lot of times in the 6 o'clock or 7 
o'clock, when you get to some of the military planes and stuff coming 
right over our house. You can’t even talk on you cell phone. This is going 
to really make a big impact. The only reason I found out about this 
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tonight, and the only reason I'm late was because my neighbor Monty 
Miracle let my son know. Of course, my son didn't let me know until it 
was it was... The real reason I’m here. Anyways, I’m not a proponent of 
bringing these airplanes in, I think that they probably need a place to fly, 
but I think there's a lot of land near south really have a better impact a 
little more practice and stuff like that. I'd like to... Of course, I'm sure I'll 
be involved now in the future emails and correspondence and stuff about 
the airport. I'll be interested to see about what they want to do about the 
mitigation for noise and things like that. Now the airports have expanded 
over the years. They never built of any sound walls or any kind of like that 
to help protect the neighborhoods. Maybe that's one of the studies that 
they ought to look out as well. Thank you 

 
 
Jeff:  My name is Jeff Farmons. CPA here in town. I live at Driscoll Lane down 

in Boise (DID NOT SIGN IN). Sometimes I hear, recently some of the... 
Probably, F15s taking off. Even that far away, I'm amazed "Wow, that's 
like I'm almost at the airport." Now, I'm a pilot. Been a pilot for long time. 
Flown in and out of Boise. I like the airports, I don't mind the noise. But 
What I hear about this idea destroying three or four hundred million 
dollars’ worth of houses? $30 million or Mr. Tomlinson’s apartment 
buildings? That's insane! It's completely insane. You don't have the 
economic development by destroying assets. It's like that cash for clunkers 
program. How stupid was that? That's just the same stupidity. They need 
to look at that, they need to look at the third runway. Its orientation and no 
other airports there's departure procedures for noise abatement. Also, it’s a 
complete no brainer. From the military aircraft. It just makes sense. It’s 
possible this study is completely stupid.  

 
 
Rebecca:  I appreciate everyone coming out tonight and giving us the comments. I 

would say that, a number of you commented about the third runway. If 
you look at that, frequently asked questions hand out that we provided at 
the beginning of the meeting,it does specifically address the third runway. 
We're not doing Q & A this evening. It was just simply an opportunity for 
people to provide testimony and comments. I do appreciate you coming 
out. I appreciate your interest. We will validate parking, and thank you all 
for you time. Thank you. 

 
 
 
 [Background conversation]  
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Greg:  I'm, Greg Thiel from 4684 Arrowhead Way, just close to Cole and Amity. 
I would just like to say I'm against any more airport noise than we already 
have. We already have a lot of jets flying over and I feel like that's why 
they have Mountain Home Air Force base out in the middle of the desert 
to take the military planes to train where they don’t have a lot of housing 
around. I feel like... it's a working class neighborhood over there that's 
why they haven’t had very many people complaining about it. People can't 
get to the public meetings. If was the north end of Boise or somewhere 
else was being impacted you'd have a lot more people complaining about 
it. Well, that's all I have to say. Thanks. 
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Responses to Verbal Comments on Draft Boise Airport Part 150 Study 
Comments Received at Public Hearing (December 9, 2015) 

Appendix E 
Public Hearing E-1 Responses to Transcript Comments 

 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
1 Richard Kaylor 83709 1 Would prefer full-page 

advertisement in newspaper rather 
than several small ads; 

The public consultation program for the BOI Part 150 Study 
Update was developed in accordance with the public 
consultation requirements contained in 14 CFR Part 150 
Subpart B, Development of Noise Exposure Maps (NEMs) and 
Noise Compatibility Programs (NCPs).  Refer to Chapter 9, 
Record of Consultation and Appendix D, for a detailed account 
of advertisements for open houses and publication of the draft 
study.  The opportunity for comment on the NEMs and NCP 
was afforded through three open houses at various stages of 
the study, as well as a Public Hearing to accept public 
comments.  Each open house and the public hearing were 
advertised via multiple Idaho Statesman newspaper ads (legal 
ads and display ads), as well as via email notifications to 
stakeholders, including nearby HOA's identified on the 
Registered Neighborhood Associations on the City's web site 
and social media outlets. 
http://pds.cityofboise.org/planning/comp/neighborhood/associati
ons/.    

   2 Maps are difficult to understand; 
different scales are used and more 
major roads should be labeled. 

Comment noted.   

The NEMs were developed in accordance with section A150.1 
of Appendix A of 14 CFR Part 150.  Other figures in the Study 
were scaled to accommodate the topic discussed.  Additional 
labeling of major roads was included with in the NEMs of the 
final Part 150 Study. 

   3 The restricted zone south of the 
airport is good, but Boise is growing 
a major residential subdivision 
around Lake Hazel and South Cole 
Road, Pleasant Valley South. Boise 
has doubled the allowed density in 
that area and that is an airport 
influence area A. 

Comment noted.   

Residential uses are permitted, contingent on meeting specific 
noise level reduction standards, in Zone A of the Airport 
Influence Area. 

http://pds.cityofboise.org/planning/comp/neighborhood/associations/
http://pds.cityofboise.org/planning/comp/neighborhood/associations/


Responses to Verbal Comments on Draft Boise Airport Part 150 Study 
Comments Received at Public Hearing (December 9, 2015) 

Appendix E 
Public Hearing E-2 Responses to Transcript Comments 

 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
   4 Supports measures for fair 

disclosure of noise impact in AIA 
and potential new measure to 
amend City of Boise zoning 
ordinance to include AIA overlay 
zoning district. 

Comment noted. 

2 Sarah Waltman 83705 1 Opposes military aircraft coming to 
Boise; 

Comment noted. 
 
14 CFR Part 150 requires the NEMs show existing noise 
conditions as well as a projection of noise exposure five years 
into the future.  In consideration of the uncertain future of the 
Idaho Air National Guard’s (ANG) current A-10 aircraft mission, 
the Airport prepared multiple future forecasts that considered 
different potential Idaho ANG missions, including a continuation 
of the existing A-10 mission, a replacement F-15 mission, and a 
replacement F-35 mission.  Both potential replacement 
missions assume an approximate equal number of military 
aircraft in 2020 as in 2015.  The 2020 NEM adopted by this 
study represents the replacement of the current A-10 mission 
with F-15 operations, which was selected because this future 
NEM represents a worst-case scenario (largest noise contours) 
so that the City of Boise and Ada County can make informed 
land use and zoning decisions.  
 
The Part 150 study process does not determine whether or not 
military jets will be stationed at BOI in the future. There has 
been no long-term basing decision made by the United States 
Air Force (USAF) at this time regarding what could come after 
the A-10 is retired at Gowen Field.  If a new aircraft flying 
mission is planned to replace the current A-10 mission at 
Gowen Field, the USAF must comply with the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) prior to stationing 
new/additional military aircraft at Boise Airport. 



Responses to Verbal Comments on Draft Boise Airport Part 150 Study 
Comments Received at Public Hearing (December 9, 2015) 

Appendix E 
Public Hearing E-3 Responses to Transcript Comments 

 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
   2 Hundreds of homes will be 

demolished and families will have to 
relocate and cannot afford it;  

The study does not recommend the demolition of homes or 
request that anyone relocate.  The Part 150 Study Update 
identifies the one residential area around Boise Airport that is 
currently defined as non-compatible with the existing (2015) 
contours in accordance with established FAA noise 
compatibility standards.  The voluntary acquisition program 
includes the homes within the existing DNL 65 contour; the 
noise exposure that exists with airport operations today.  The 
study recommends a potential solution for correcting the 
existing non-compatible land use.  If the voluntary acquisition 
program measure in the NCP is approved by the FAA, the 
Airport would then begin the development of a strategy and 
program for the purchase of these homes as they become 
available for sale.  The approval of this measure by the FAA 
would not automatically trigger this program to begin.   

By including this measure in the Part 150 Study, the Airport has 
the ability to request federal funding to assist in the voluntary 
acquisition of residential property if it chooses to move forward 
with the program.  Homes purchased as they are available for 
sale through this program could be razed and/or converted into 
compatible uses with deed restrictions and easements.  Over 
time, if a contiguous area is available for conversion to a 
compatible use, this area could be a benefit to the 
neighborhood (i.e., active park area, neighborhood commercial, 
etc.).  However, it is possible that in the meantime 
neighborhood cohesiveness could be affected as some parcels 
become vacant. The Airport would be responsible for the 
maintenance of the purchased property; however the ability to 
re-use individual residential properties until a contiguous area is 
created would need to be considered. The reuse plan of 
parcels in this area would be included in the Airport’s next 
Noise and Land Reuse Plan Update. Refer to Section 7.2 and 
Table 7.18 for full details of the voluntary acquisition program. 
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Comments Received at Public Hearing (December 9, 2015) 

Appendix E 
Public Hearing E-4 Responses to Transcript Comments 

 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
   3 Third runway (south of airport) 

alternative should be explored. 
The Part 150 Study evaluates noise with existing conditions 
(2015) and forecast conditions in 5 years (2020, in this case).  
The construction of an additional runway is not ripe for decision 
and is very unlikely to be constructed within the next five years, 
therefore the noise contours for a new runway were not 
considered.  Additionally, unlike a NEPA document, the Part 
150 Study is not intended to explore various "build" alternatives.  
The purpose of a Part 150 Study is to define the noise 
exposure levels in and around the Airport and provide noise 
compatibility planning to help alleviate noise impacts to the 
surrounding areas and communities.  Upon approval and 
acceptance by the FAA, the Airport can request federal funding 
assistance in the implementation of approved measures.  The 
third runway development is included in the Airport’s Master 
Plan, a 20-year plan for guiding development of airport facilities. 

3 Grace Waltman 83705 1 Concerned about effects of noise 
from military jets on schools, 
learning and negative effects to 
childrens’ health; study should 
consider researching how the F-35 
will affect the four schools close to 
the airport. 

See Comment 2, Part 1.   

Per 14 CFR Part 150 Noise and Land Use Compatibility 
Guidelines (see Table 4.1 of the Study), schools are not a 
compatible land use within the DNL 65 dB noise contour.  No 
"corrective" land use measures are recommended at this time, 
as Owyhee Harbor Elementary School (the closest school to 
the DNL 65 dB contour) is not within the DNL 65+ dB.  No 
schools are within the DNL 65 dB contour of the 2020 NEM, 
either however Owyhee Harbor Elementary School is nearby. If 
a new aircraft flying mission is to be implemented at Gowen 
Field, the USAF will have to comply with the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) prior to changing the flying 
mission.  At that time, noise contours would be developed  that 
include the anticipated flying mission; if any schools are within 
the DNL 65+ dB contour, the NEPA document will identify the 
impacts and address mitigation for any schools or other non-
compatible land uses (i.e., residential) at that time. 
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Appendix E 
Public Hearing E-5 Responses to Transcript Comments 

 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
4 Judy Bloom 83705 1 Is it economic development or 

economic devastation? 
A Part 150 Study is not an economic development or an 
economic impact study.  Rather, the purpose of a Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA) 14 CFR Part 150 Study is to 
define the noise exposure levels in and around the Airport and 
provide noise compatibility planning to help alleviate noise 
impacts to the surrounding areas and communities.  A Part 150 
Study is a voluntary study created in accordance with the 
Aviation Safety and Noise Abatement Act of 1979; the study 
has established guidelines that must be adhered to for 
acceptance and approval. Upon approval and acceptance by 
the FAA, the Airport can request federal funding assistance in 
the implementation of approved measures. 

5 Monty Mericle 83705 1 Questions noise contour; difference 
between the results of the noise 
study for the F-35 done by the 
airport versus always done by the 
Air Force in 2012; 

Note:  Commenter submitted similar written comment to Draft 
Part 150 Study.  Comment and response is included in 
Appendix D. 

The current BOI Part 150 Study Update is independent of the 
USAF's 2012 F-35A Training Basing Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS).  The purpose of a Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) 14 CFR Part 150 Study is to define the 
noise exposure levels in and around the Airport and provide 
noise compatibility planning to help alleviate noise impacts to 
the surrounding areas and communities. See response to 
Comment #3, Part 1. 

For the F-35A Training Basing EIS, the assumption was a fully 
active F-35 training base, whereas the Part 150 Study Update 
was based on the operations from an F-35 Air Guard unit.  For 
one squadron, the Joint Strike Fighter Pilot Training Center 
assumed over 20 military jets per day (annual average day), 
and the Part 150 Study assumes four (4) military jets per day.  
Thus, the level of daily military operations differs by a factor of 
five with a significantly lower usage of pattern operations.  
Other factors include updated noise data for the F-35, changes 
in departure flight tracks, and limited F-35 operations to runway 
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Appendix E 
Public Hearing E-6 Responses to Transcript Comments 

 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
10R/28L. 

   2 Demolition of homes is not a cost 
effective mitigation measure. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 

 (Charles Thomas 
“donates” time to 
Mr. Mericle) 

 3 Third runway (south of airport) 
alternative should be explored. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 3. 

6 Christiane Rudd 83705 1 Opposes F-35’s coming to Boise 
Airport; references 2012 study; 

Note:  Commenter submitted similar written comment to Draft 
Part 150 Study.  Comment and response is included in 
Appendix D. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 1 and 
Comment #5, Part 1. 

   2 Does not like average sound over 
24 hours period; 

Noise levels were analyzed in accordance with 14 CFR Part 
150.  Per FAA requirements, the BOI Part 150 Study Update 
uses Annual Average Day (AAD) operations to compute 
existing and future aircraft noise exposure. The AAD operations 
are representative of all aircraft operations that occur over the 
course of a year. As such, the total existing and future annual 
operations are divided by 365 days to determine the AAD 
operations. 
 
The FAA uses the Day-Night Average Sound Level (DNL) in 
Part 150 studies.  DNL is the average noise exposure level over 
a 24-hour period, with a 10 dB penalty added for aircraft noise 
occurring during nighttime (defined as 10:00 p.m. through 7:00 
a.m.). This weighting reflects the added intrusiveness of 
nighttime noise events due to the fact that community 
background noise levels typically decrease by 10 decibels at 
night. DNL does not represent the noise level heard at any 
particular time, but rather represents the total noise exposure 
for the average annual day. DNL is the metric required by the 
FAA in noise contour development for the assessment of 
annual average day noise exposure.  Computer-based noise 



Responses to Verbal Comments on Draft Boise Airport Part 150 Study 
Comments Received at Public Hearing (December 9, 2015) 

Appendix E 
Public Hearing E-7 Responses to Transcript Comments 

 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
modeling allows for the projection of future, forecast noise 
exposure, and importantly, allows for the comparison of 
potential future scenarios that cannot be captured using noise 
monitoring. The specific data and methodology used in 
developing the noise exposure maps is included in Chapter 2 of 
the study.  For discussion of the noise models used, see 
Chapter 3 and Appendix B of the Part 150 Study. 

   3 Concerned about schools and 
horses with military noise; does not 
think this is good for economic 
development. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comments #3 and #4. 

7 Jeanne Wilson 83705 1 Opposes F-35’s coming to Boise 
Airport; references jets from 
Mountain Home last summer. 

See response to Comment #2, Part 1.   

In August 2015, Gowen Field at Boise Airport hosted some of 
the F-15's from Mountain Home while the runway at the base 
was undergoing necessary maintenance.  The relocation 
started and ended in August.  The Boise Airport Part 150 Study 
is independent of that temporary relocation and was conducted 
prior to the temporary relocation. 

8 Robert Blurton 83705 1 Opposes military jets coming to 
Boise Airport. 

See response to Comment #2, Part 1.   

9 Kim Hoppie 83705 1 Concerned that no decibel readers 
(sound meters) are used for study; a 
lot of jet noise and jet fumes in 
neighborhood. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #6, Part 2.  The 
Noise Compatibility Program (NCP) of the Final Part 150 Study 
was updated to recommend the implementation of a Noise 
Monitoring Program.  Noise monitors can be useful in 
supplementing or verifying noise being generated over the 
community, however DNL is required for use in a Part 150 
Study and has been widely accepted as the best available 
method to describe aircraft noise exposure and is the noise 
descriptor required by the FAA for use in aircraft noise 
exposure analyses and noise compatibility planning.   
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Public Hearing E-8 Responses to Transcript Comments 

 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
10 Bob Hoppie 83705 1 Mitigation plan buying homes should 

not be in the Study; 
Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 

   2 A third runway should be 
considered. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 3. 

11 Lorraine Clayton 83705 1 Dissemination of information 
questioned; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #1, Part 1. 

   2 Quality of life including health 
factors linked to noise and air 
pollution; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 1. 

   3 Computerized decibel averages are 
not acceptable; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #6, Part 2 and 
Comment #9. 

   4 Questions destruction and 
relocation. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 2. 

12 Ron Clayton 83705 1 Dissemination of information 
questioned; 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #1, Part 1. 

   2 Concerned about economic impact; 
If the mitigation involve demolition of 
existing homes and neighborhoods, 
how does that contribute to a 
healthy long range in economy of 
Boise? 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 2 and 
Comment #4. 

   3 What about a third runway or using 
Mountain Home AFB? 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 3. 

The Idaho Air National Guard (IDANG) is a separate reserve 
component of the USAF with the mission to recruit and properly 
equip Idaho Air National Guardsmen, used primarily for training 
and preparedness.  Mountain Home AFB is an active military 
installation with a different mission than the IDANG based at 
Gowen Field.   
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Public Hearing E-9 Responses to Transcript Comments 

 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
The Part 150 study process does not determine whether or not 
military jets will be stationed at BOI in the future. There has 
been no long-term basing decision made by the United States 
Air Force (USAF) at this time regarding what could come after 
the A-10 is retired at Gowen Field.  If a new aircraft flying 
mission is planned to replace the current A-10 mission at 
Gowen Field, the USAF must comply with the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) prior to stationing 
new/additional military aircraft at Boise Airport. 

13 Charles Thomas 83709 1 Avigation easements give up 
property rights; 

Note:  Commenter submitted similar written comment to Draft 
Part 150 Study.  Comment and response is included in 
Appendix D. 

The City seeks avigation easements for properties within the 
Airport Influence Area (AIA).  Although the use of navigable 
airspace by aircraft is a federal prerogative, an avigation 
easement provides an additional mechanism of right-of-way 
and disclosure to the property owner that his or her property is 
within the AIA and therefore is subject to the AIA planning 
standards. Detailed discussion of avigation easements is 
included in Chapter 4 and 7 of the Part 150 Study. 

   2 Opposes F-35 coming to Boise 
Airport. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 1. 

14 Arnold Hammari 83709 1 Opposes military aircraft coming to 
Boise Airport due to noise and 
quality of life; aircraft should be at 
Mountain Home AFB. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 1 and 
Comment #12, Part 3. 
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Appendix E 
Public Hearing E-10 Responses to Transcript Comments 

 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
15 John Gannon 83705 1 Boise has a deficit of affordable 

housing; LU-9 has a mitigation 
factor to buy 105 houses; moving in 
and demolishing homes is not a 
solution; study does not state cost of 
buying all the homes in the contour. 

Note:  Commenter submitted similar written comment to Draft 
Part 150 Study.  Comment and response is included in 
Appendix D. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 2 and 
Comment #4. 

   2 Third runway should be discussed in 
study; study is incomplete.   

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 3. 

16 Jim Tomlinson  83705 1 Opposes military aircraft coming to 
Boise Airport. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 1. 

17 Dan Marler 83709 1 Airport growth effects everyone; 
noise is bad; wants town to be left 
intact.  

Note:  Commenter also submitted written comment to Draft 
Part 150 Study.  Comment and response is included in 
Appendix D. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 1. 

   2 Third runway (and other options) 
should be considered. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 3. 

18 Pamela Wells 83705 1 Opposes additional airplanes due to 
noise and emissions; concerned 
about children’s health at her 
daycare; 

Note:  Commenter also submitted written comment to Draft 
Part 150 Study.  Comment and response is included in 
Appendix D. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 1. 

   2 Third runway should be considered. Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 3. 

19 Dave Kangas 83705 1 Opposes military jets coming to 
Boise Airport; 

Note:  Commenter submitted similar written comment to Draft 
Part 150 Study.  Comment and response is included in 
Appendix D. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 1. 

   2 Third runway (and other options) Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 3. 
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Public Hearing E-11 Responses to Transcript Comments 

 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
should be considered. 

   3 Does not want to see 400 
households disrupted, references 
Eminent Domain. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 2.  Note 
that eminent domain is not considered or recommended in the 
study, and is very different than a voluntary acquisition 
program, as proposed. 

20 Sherryl Hall 83705 1 Noise is bad; has noise meter;  Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 1. 

   2 Home is to be condemned now. Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 2.  Note 
that condemnation is not considered or recommended in the 
study, and is very different than a voluntary acquisition 
program, as proposed. 

21 Cindy Fennell 83709 1 Does not want new planes; lives five 
miles away. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 1. 

   2 Opposed to third runway; Are we 
taking the closest houses away?; 
More options should be explored. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 1. 

The Part 150 Study evaluates noise with existing conditions 
(2015) and forecast conditions in 5 years (2020, in this case).  
Unlike a National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) document, 
the Part 150 Study does not explore various alternatives.  Upon 
approval and acceptance by the FAA, the Airport can request 
federal funding assistance in the implementation of approved 
measures. 

22 Larry Thorngren N/A 1 Opposed to military jets coming to 
Boise. 

 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 1. 

23 Pamela Dowd 82716 1 Supports military mission at Boise 
Airport. 

Comment noted. 

24 Jack Ely 83705 1 Concerns with money spent on 
study. 

Comment noted. 
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Appendix E 
Public Hearing E-12 Responses to Transcript Comments 

 Commenter Zip Code Part # Comment Summary Response 
25 Shayne Geib 83705 1 Opposed to military jets coming to 

Boise; wants to be included in 
notifications and involved. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 1. 

   2 Suggests looking at sound walls or 
similar mitigation to help protect 
neighborhoods. 

Comment noted.  The Noise Compatibility Program (NCP) 
component of the study (Chapter 8) sets forth the measures 
that the airport operator has taken or has proposed for the 
reduction of existing noncompatible land uses and the 
prevention of additional noncompatible land uses within the 
area covered by the NEMs.  Upon approval and acceptance by 
the FAA, the Airport can request federal funding assistance in 
the implementation of approved measures.   

26 Jeff Farmons N/A 1 Does not mind the noise; disagrees 
with idea to destroy three or four 
hundred million dollars’ worth of 
houses. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 2.   

   2 Should consider the third runway. Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 3. 

27 Greg Thiel 83709 1 Opposed to military jets coming to 
Boise Airport; they should be 
stationed at Mountain Home AFB. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comment #2, Part 1 and 
Comment #12, Part 3. 
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