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PUBLIC HEARING PROCEDURE
Chair Announce: Pursuant to notice published in the Mason
City Globe Gazette on December 30th, 2021 this is the time and
place for the public hearing on the draft Environmental Assessment
with respect to the proposed Terminal Replacement Project at the
Mason City Municipal Airport.
Chair Ask: Does anyone have any questions, comments or
objections with respect to this matter? Does anyone wish to be
heard with respect to this matter?
If no comments or objections the public hearing is then
closed.

Response
-The Airport Master Plan (2015) indicated that if 50-seat regional jets returning to service, additional 6,300 square feet of overall terminal
space may be required, and that the gatehold, baggage claims area and restrooms were undersized.
-The Terminal Narrative Report (2021) documented that the existing terminal building is inadequate to support current operations at the
airport and is in need of expansion and modernization. The issues are intensified by COVID-19 recovery and the potential addition of
commercial and/or charter flights. In addition to the deficiencies in lobby, ticketing, and gatehold areas, security checkpoints and TSA
screening areas are undersized and the building does not meet Federal ADA requirements.
-The availability of funding expires May 2024, and provides the Airport Commission the opportunity to address deficiencies of the
existing terminal building.

Public Comment Responses 2022-02-16.xlsx

My residential house abuts to the airport on the far SW side of the airport property
boundary. It appears that the most logical option will be to build a new terminal to the
West of the current terminal. This will move the proposed terminal closer to my current
residence. What increase in noise levels can I expect to hear from this relocation? The
current assessment report says none, but I don’t believe that to be the case as I can
currently hear aircraft clearly at the current terminal location.

The approach seems very tainted to me.

-The Airport Commission is required to follow National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA) guidance, including preparation of an
Environmental Assessment (EA), prior to initiating the Proposed Action. The purpose of the EA is to identify and assess the potential
environmental impacts of the Proposed Action and its reasonable alternatives.
-The EA concluded that there are no alternatives that address the purpose and need of the project and are both prudent and feasible with
respect to impacts to the historic resources. Although the Proposed Action will result in an adverse effect, mitigation measures in the
MOA are intended to resolve adverse effects. Through implementation of these measures, impacts will be mitigated below the level of
significance.
-The replacement of the terminal will not change the baseline level of noise from the airport.
-Section 4.4 of the revised EA includes additional documentation regarding long-term noise impacts from the airport. Day-Night Noise
Level (DNL) is the metric currently accepted by the FAA, EPA, and HUD as an appropriate measure of cumulative noise exposure. These
three agencies have each identified the 65 dB DNL noise contour as the threshold of incompatibility. The 65 dB DNL noise exposure
contours remain entirely on airport property in both the baseline (2015) and long range (2036) conditions. Based on the noise exposure
analysis, there will be no increases in noise impacts from the existing baseline impacts at your property as a result of the Proposed
Action.

Also, the old airport building is a historic structure that should be preserved and absolutely -Renovation of the existing terminal would allow the existing building to be expanded; however, it would not address energy code
could be modified for modern requirements. It really seems like the designer wrote this
deficiencies of the current building. Construction of a new terminal is preferred because the layout and functionality of the remodeled
approach off the moment they found out that federal money was available.
terminal would not be as efficient as new construction. Additionally, phasing for construction around continuing operations and
maintaining FAA security measures for the duration of the remodeling project would be difficult. Long-term operation and maintenance
costs for the remodeled terminal are anticipated to be more significant than a newly constructed building.
-Preservation of the existing structure as it currently stands is not feasible because renovation would require substantial changes to the
exterior and interior including expansion of the building's footprint to the west and north, which may physically destroy, damage or alter
the characteristic of the building which make it eligible for listing as a historic property. Renovation would constitute an adverse impact
under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA).
-There is still a potential that the existing terminal and restaurant can be retained in their current configuration, but with a new purpose.
As part of the State Historic Preservation Office Memorandum of Agreement (MOA), prior to demolition of the existing terminal complex,
the Airport Commission will complete an economic analysis to determine if the terminal and restaurant can be reused for other
aeronautical purposes.

Comment
I have seen a presentation on the airport renovation and one theme that came out of that
speech was we have the money and should spend it, it is a once in a lifetime opportunity.
Sorry but I do not support the logic in anyway. The new carrier appears to be doing well,
but they have only been there a year. Other carriers have come and gone. Perhaps I a
couple years when we have a long enough record we could think about a new building

Table 1 - Response to Public Comments
Mason City Airport Passenger Terminal Replacement Project

-The draft Advisory Circular (AC) 150/5190-4B, Airport Land Use Compatibility Planning is in draft form; therefore, the sections of this AC
related to noise impacts have not been fully implemented by the FAA. This AC provides broad, general guidance to communities on
airport compatible land use planning. The FAA does not have the authority to directly control land uses; therefore, land use decisions are
often made at the local level. The guidance in this AC does not replace any local land use regulations that may be in place.
-This AC does not constitute a regulation, and is not legally binding in its own right. Conformity to this AC is voluntary; however, use of
these standards and guidelines is mandatory for projects funded under Federal grant assistance programs, including the Airport
Improvement Program (AIP). Through acceptance of federal grant assurances, airport sponsors and owners are obligated to pursue all
reasonable and appropriate actions to secure and promote compatible land use and development within their local areas.
-This AC describes the major incompatible land uses that conflict with or are impacted by operations at local public-use airports. These
include residential use within airport noise contours, hazards to safe navigation to and from the airport, and land uses with
concentrations of people or property within airport runway protection zones. Airport-compatible land uses are defined as those uses
that can coexist with a nearby airport without constraining the safe and efficient operation of the airport, or exposing people living or
working nearby to unacceptable levels of noise or hazards.
-This AC provides resources to assist airport and state and local community planning efforts with the development of effective airport
land use compatibility plans. The information contained in this AC is not all-inclusive. Applicability will vary on a case-by-case basis due
to state and local land use planning regulations. The Airport Commission is adhering to the AC guidance on noise levels, as documented
below:
-Table 2-1 of the AC indicates that a DNL below 65 dB is compatible for all residential, school, commercial, manufacturing and
recreational land uses. The 65 dB DNL noise exposure contours remain entirely on airport property in both the baseline (2015) and long
range (2036) conditions according to the evaluation within the Airport Master Plan.
-Based on the noise contour maps, the Proposed Action will not impact the land surrounding the airport.

AC 150/5190-4B. I see significant concerns with my residence abutting to the airport
boundary lines based on the verbiage of this advisory circular. Is AC 150/5190-4B being
considered or addressed with this project and how will that affect the surrounding land
that is available for development on your website?

Public Comment Responses 2022-02-16.xlsx

Is this project expected to spur development of the land available for development on the -The current EA addresses only the replacement of the passenger terminal not development of adjacent parcels.
Mason City airport website? Will it be possible to be notified by the airport as soon as the -The Airport does not anticipate a spur in economic development within the Industrial Park as a result of the replacement terminal.
airport is aware that development is coming to the industrial park or is having discussions -Standard procedures for public notice would be implemented prior to approval of a development plan within the Industrial Park.
with developers?

Response
-The current EA addresses only the replacement of the passenger terminal. If larger aircraft use the new terminal, they will be required to
prepare NEPA documents (Environmental Impact Statement, EA or Categorical Exclusion) to document potential impacts including
noise.
-Airport master planning involves projecting potential aviation activity for at least a 20‐year timeframe and includes commercial
passenger enplanements (boardings), based aircraft, aircraft operations, and peak activity periods. The Mason City Airport Master Plan,
which was approved by the FAA, projected that the aircraft based at the airport would increase from 67 to 90 from 2015 to 2036. The
projections included increases in small engine, turboprop and business jet use of the airport. The Master Plan included a noise analysis
accounting for the larger aircraft using the facility. Section 4.4 of the revised EA includes documentation from the Master Plan regarding
long-term noise impacts from the airport. Based on the noise exposure analysis, there will be no increases in noise impacts at your
property as a result of larger aircraft using the facility.

Comment
Additionally, will there be larger aircraft as a result of the newer terminal and how will that
affect noise levels at my current residence?

- Your property is currently zoned I-1 Light Industrial according to city zoning maps as shown in the Airport Master Plan.
-The FAA and/or Airport Commission have no control over future zoning changes outside of the overlay zones at the ends of each
runway. Zoning changes would be regulated by the City of Mason City, City of Clear Lake, or Cerro Gordo County.
-Development of the replacement terminal is not anticipated to induce changes to the current zoning surrounding the airport.

Will a variance or assurance from the FAA and Mason City Airport be given to me to allow
continued use of my property as residential use for the foreseeable future? Additionally, if I
was to sell the property in the future, will there be any restrictions for future residential
owners and if so, what will those restrictions be for continued residential use?

Public Comment Responses 2022-02-16.xlsx

And I also think it’s important to continue offering a place for non-passengers to sit with
their departing passenger before the person has to go through security. I miss that part at
larger airports.

-The proposed terminal plans include a larger public lobby that will have seating and will be accessible to non-passengers.

I’m sorry to read that the new building will not include a restaurant, though I know how
-Although a restaurant is not included in the proposed terminal plan, the site design would include accommodations for a future
difficult it’s been to hold on to a business there. At the very least, will the new plan include a restaurant.
place to get coffee or snacks? Especially before that 7 a.m. flight to Chicago… Is there an -The new terminal will include accommodations for a concession area.
opportunity for a restaurant to be placed on airport grounds outside of the terminal? It’s
always fun to have a view of planes coming and going.

I’m excited about the proposed improvements to the Mason City Airport terminal! I’d like to -A public open house was held January 18, 2022 and a Public Hearing was held January 31, 2022. The meetings were not live-streamed
attend one of the public hearings this month, but I’m not sure I’ll be in town on those dates or recorded. Proof of publication and display boards from the open house can be found in Appendix J.
(and I’m not crazy about wanting to attend a crowded meeting in person right now). Will
the meetings be recorded or live-streamed for viewing?

Response
-Per FAA Order 5190.6b Chapter 13.9: The FAA has established DNL as the metric for “determining the exposure of individuals to noise
resulting from airport operations.” The FAA has established the land uses normally compatible with exposures of individuals to various
levels of aircraft noise, including that residential land use is “normally compatible” with noise levels of less than DNL 65 dB.
-The 65 dB DNL noise exposure contours for the airport remain entirely on airport property in both the baseline (2015) and long range
(2036) conditions according to the evaluation within the Airport Master Plan.
-Based on the noise exposure analysis, your residential property is not within or in the immediate vicinity of the 65 dB DNL contour and
would thus be a compatible land use.
-The FAA establishes Runway Protection Zones and other operationally restricted areas to enhance the protection of people and
property on the ground as well as to provide safe operations for aircraft. Your residential property is not located within any of the
defined protection zones or operationally restricted areas.

Comment
In Appendix F of the Draft Environmental Assessment it states, in short: ‘appropriate
action, has been or will be taken, to restrict the use of land adjacent to or in the immediate
vicinity of the Mason City Municipal Airport to activities and purposes compatible with
normal airport operations.' Per 5190_6b_chapter 20, 20.3: The general rule on residential
use of land on or near airport property is that it is incompatible with airport operations
because of the impact of aircraft noise and, in some cases, for reasons of safety,
depending on the location of the property. Since my residential property directly abuts to
airport property on 2 sides and will now be closer to the new terminal, it appears my
residential land use is incompatible and is restricted.

