
Naples Airport F-1
Draft Noise Compatibility Program Report 

APPENDIX F 
Public Comments and Responses 

This appendix includes comments received by the public during the Open Houses held on 
January 18, 19, and 26, 2022. This appendix also includes any public comments made using the 
Part 150 Study webpage. Public comments received during the Draft Noise Compatibility Program 
(NCP) Report comment period will be included in this appendix, along with responses to all 
comments, before submission of the Final NCP Report to the Federal Aviation Administration. 
Items included in this appendix are listed below. 

• Appendix F-1 NCP Kick-off Open House Comments

• Appendix F-2 Comments Outside of Comment Period

• Appendix F-3 Public Comment on Draft NCP Report

o DOCUMENTATION WILL BE COMPILED AND INCLUDED FOLLOWING
THE DRAFT NCP REPORT OPEN HOUSE/PUBLIC HEARING AND
COMMENT PERIOD
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Naples Airport Authority   COMMENT FORM 

Alternate approach path from the Northeast to fly over streets and boulevards on approach, such as 
Livingston or Golden Gate. 

Can there be incentives given to pilots to honor a 10pm – 6am quiet time operations. 

I know we currently have noise restrictions on planes flying into the Naples airport but there are still a 
few very loud planes landing. Does the airport monitor aircraft that land and depart from Naples 
Airport? If not, could they? 

Could some traffic be diverted to the other airports in the area? 

We would like to thank the Airport Authority for the recent study on aircraft noise in our 
neighborhoods. Every little bit helps. 
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First and Last Name 

Address 

Email Address 

The Naples Airport Authority (NAA) is beginning the second phase of a study to improve the 
compatibility of Naples Airport (APF) with the surrounding communities. This study, a “Part 150 
Study,” follows the process outlined in Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 150, 
Airport Noise Compatibility Planning. NAA encourages all interested parties to monitor the project 
website for the latest study information and announcements at www.flynaples.com. Thank you 
for your interest and participation. 

What are the most significant concerns that you would like the APF Part 150 Study to address 
about aircraft flight activity in the Noise Compatibility Program (select up to 3)? 

☐ Arrivals
☐ Departures
☐ East Flow
☐ West Flow

☐ Nighttime operations (10pm-6am)
☐ Early morning operations
☐ FAA airspace changes
☐ Frequency of operations

My concerns about aircraft noise are? 

☐ Frequent
☐ Seasonal
☐ Occasional

Where do you live? 

☐ City of Naples
☐ Collier County
☐ Southeast Quadrant
☐ Southwest Quadrant

☐ Northeast Quadrant
☐ Northwest Quadrant
☐ Outside Collier County
☐ Other: __________________________

J-22

http://www.flynaples.com/
Linda Nelson

960 8th Av S
Naples, FL 34102

FLmermade@gmail.com



Comment Form 

Please use the space below to provide your comments regarding the 14 CFR Part 150 Study at 
Naples Airport. Please provide measures that you would like evaluated during the second phase of 
the study (the Noise Compatibility Program) to improve the compatibility of the airport with the 
surrounding communities. Your comments will be reviewed and considered in the development of 
the Noise Compatibility Program (NCP) Report submitted to the Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) for review and approval. Thank you for joining us—your participation is appreciated. 

All comments must be received by February 4, 2022. Please drop this form in the Comment Box at the 
Public Open House. Feel free to also submit comments by e-mailing naplespart150@garthsolutions.com 
or by mail using the following:  

Naples Airport, Aviation Department - Part 150 Study 
160 Aviation Drive North, Naples, Florida 34104 

J-22, Cont.

mailto:naplespart150@garthsolutions.com
Evaluate the scheduling patterns of charter jet companies using the airport regularly to determine routines equivocating commercial airline activity.

If the night curfew is honored with voluntary compliance, what percentage of complaints will disappear?

Redirection of arrivals to nearby airports after shoulder hours during night curfew.

Following FAA guidelines of minimum altitude 1,000 ft above roofline in urban areas, where is the best path in and out to lower as much risk to humans living below.

Evaluate all the measures from the committee and workshops.

Evaluate voluntary vs. mandatory difference in night curfew compliance comparison.

All departures using compatible land use industrial area as much as feasible.

Evaluate voluntary and mandatory difference in real estate disclosure effectiveness in this noise study outside the NEM contour map.

In flight pilot techniques that lower decibels over residential homes.
Stage 3 ban.

Monitor and measure actual altitude of all aircraft over residential.
Delay when wheels are lowered?

Disperse equally and equitably as feasible.

Evaluate how much of the surrounding city is technically non-compatible in FAA standards vs local zoning changes.



The Naples Airport Authority (NAA) is beginning the second phase of a study to improve the 
compatibility of Naples Airport (APF) with the surrounding communities. This study, a "Part 150 
Study," follows the process outlined in Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 150, 
Airport Noise Compatibility Planning. NAA encourages all interested parties to monitor the project 
website for the latest study information and announcements at www.flynaples.com. Thank you 
for your interest and participation. 

What are the most significant concerns that you would like the APF Part 150 Study to address 
about aircraft flight activity in the Noise Compatibility Program (select up to 3}? 

D Arrivals 
□ Departures
□ East Flow
□ West Flow

My concerns about aircraft noise are? 

D Frequent 
"{11 Seasonal 

□ Occasional

Where do you live? 

D City of Naples 
� Collier County 

D Southeast Quadrant 
Southwest Quadrant 

□ Nighttime operations (10pm-6am)
D Early morning operations
D FAA airspace changes
'&a Frequency of operations

D Northeast Quadrant 
D Northwest Quadrant 
D Outside Collier County 
□ Other: -----------
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160 Aviation Drive North · Naples, Florida 34104-3568 I 239.643.0733 I www.F'lyN;1ples.corn 

Comment Form 

Please use the space below to provide your comments regarding the 14 CFR Part 150 Study at 

Naples Airport. Please provide measures that you would like evaluated during the second phase of 

the study (the Noise Compatibility Program) to improve the compatibility of the airport with the 

surrounding communities. Your comments will be reviewed and considered in the development of 

the Noise Compatibility Program (NCP) Report submitted to the Federal Aviation Administration 

(FAA) for review and approval. Thank you for joining us-your participation is appreciated. 

' -c,�] �j 

All comments must be received by February 4, 2022. Please drop this form in the Comment Box at the 

Public Open House. Feel free to also submit comments by e-mailing naplespart150@garthsolutions.com 

or by mail using the following: 

Naples Airport, Aviation Department - Part 150 Study 

160 Aviation Drive North, Naples, Florida 34104 
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160 Aviation Drive North· Naples. Florida 34104-3568 I 239.643,0733 I .,,.,.,; . .'; 1·1vl'-I 

First and Last Name_....!../....:.(.!..!/ c=-i.)..L1.1✓-..6!L...J'-

i.LJ�. -=s=hw... WU:i.....J.!lr-'-ue.:...,1-o.....i..<:=,u,._,,J.,__ __________ _ 

Address �z/ V -r:f; Av:c S:�vrh

__ ____!._/\t,;��[:::::.//L..Se�,,>----£/2_.LJ1c✓L/_�3-'-Y.-'-!�O..c.&=------------- ··-· 
I 

Email Address )( S/2c,//K @.. Y�hoo.. Com 

The Naples Airport Authority (NAA) is beginning the second phase of a study i:o improve the 
compatibility of Naples Airport (APF) with the surrounding communities. This study, a "Part 150 
Study," follows the process outlined in Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 150, 
Airport Noise Compatibility Planning. NAA encourages all interested parties to monitor the project 
website for the latest study information and announcements at www.flynaples.com. Thank you 
for your interest and participation. 

What are the most significant concerns that you would like the APF Part 150 Study to address 
about aircraft flight activity in the Noise Compatibility Program (select up to 3)? 

D Arrivals 
D Dep.artures 
□ East Flow
□ West Flow

My concerns about aircraft noise are? 

Ii] Frequent

□ Seasonal
D Occasional 

Where do you live? 

� City of Naples 
D Collier County 
D Southeast Quadrant 
0 Southwest Quadrant 

� Nighttime operations (10pm-6am) 
ftliI Early morning operations 
D FAA airspace changes 
D Frequency of operations 

f)c,)wt-r(J,C.J j)Jror tO 7 ,AfV1 t:t.!-(_

ue.rr /oucY 0,1J c)1:;,;,v;-;,rr�
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D Northeast Quadrant 
D Northwest Quadrant 
D Outside Collier County 
D Other: 

-----------
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Details]Related Info] 

Noise Comment 

Common Area 

ID: 

Contact Information

Phone/ID: 

Last Name: 

*Address: 

*City: 

State: 

*Zip Code: 

Comment Details 

Date/Time of Noise 
Event: 

InF Date/Time: 

Aircraft Type: 

Aircraft Description: 

11581 

2392933152 

Diefenthaler 

5226 Tamarind Ridge Dr 

Naples 

FL

34119 

Subdivision: 

Complainant 
Email: 

First Name: 

Apt./Ste.#: 

jasondiefenthaler@hotmail.com 

Jason 

Neighborhood: Logan Woods 

Quadrant: NE 

Feb 10 2022 10:00:00 *Filing Method: KAPF Webform 

Jet

Operation 
Type: 

A rrival Heading: South West 

Comment Types: Too Low, Too Loud, Too Frequent, Constant Noise, Disturbed Sleep, Interference with Conversation/TV, House V ibration, 
Ruining Neighborhood/Quality of Life 

Problem Description: We have lived at our home for 15 years and the volume of air traffic and level of noise has never been remotely as bad as 

Inbound 
Attachments: 

Investigation

Flight Category: 

METAR: 

Runway: 

Aircraft ID: 

Result of 
Investigation: 

Flight Track: 

Validation: 

POCA Time: 

POCA Altitude (ft): 

POCA Range (ft): 

POCA Distance (ft): 

Additional Notes: 

Status Information

Status: 

Response Request: 

Date Updated: 

Date Closed: 

it has been over the last few months. We live almost 10 miles away from the airport off of Logan Blvd. north of Pine Ridge
Road and jets are flying low approach patterns directly over our house seemingly every 5 minutes. I have never submitted 
a complaint before but this is beginning to have a quality of life impact on county residents that live far from the airport; I 
find that I have to stop in mid-conversation while planes pass overhead now because of the noise. Unfortunately, homes off 
Logan Blvd. aren't even captured in the airport's open house presentation from the January 19 th meeting, so it is fair to
question whether the airport is even considering the impact that traffic is having on areas north of Golden Gate Blvd. What
measures are being taken to account for the quality of life considerations for residents outside of the areas addressed in
the open house presentation? 

[ Search HMMH lnFLIGHT] 

V FR 

InFlight Op ID: 

KAPF 1014532 04009KT lOSM CLR 18 /03 A3012 RMK AO2 SLP198 T01780028 51011 

O pen 

Yes By: 

Created By: 

Feb 10 2022 11:17:17 

Latitude: 

Aircraft Make: 

Flt Mission: 

Confidence 
(%): 

Email 

PlaneNoise 

Updated By: 

Closed By: 

Action Taken: 

Assigned 
Person: 

Robert Grotell 

Longitude: 

Aircraft Model: 

Orig: 

Dest: 
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Appendix F-2 

Comments Outside of Comment Period 

  





From: Cynthia
To: Zachary Burch
Cc: Cynthia Capone
Subject: [External] Quick Question re: TAC/NCC Joint Meeting Recap (6/2/22)
Date: Monday, June 20, 2022 10:15:15 PM

Dear Mr. Burch,

I hope this email finds you well.

I have a quick question regarding an email I received on the TAC/NCC Joint Meeting Recap
(6/2/22). There’s a statement that reads:

Preferential Runway Use

Increase Use of the Crosswind Runway 14-32
Does this mean that there will be an increase in planes flying over the Park
Shore neighborhood? I really hope not because this would just signify moving
a problem from one area of Naples to another. And, the planes that do fly over
Park Shore are rather loud and disturbing since, instead of directing them over
the water, they fly right over people’s homes.

Most unfortunately I have not been able to attend these meetings because I am
not in Naples. Hopefully, there will be future meetings that I can attend.

Thank you again for your time and responses to our emails.

Best regards,
Cynthia Capone

mailto:cc1265@gmail.com
mailto:zburch@flynaples.com
mailto:cc1265@gmail.com


From: Mark Yanowitz <myanowitz@comcast.net>
Sent: Saturday, December 10, 2022 10:43 AM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples airport -- proposed flight changes

Hi Peter: 

I am writing in connection with some proposed changes to flight paths for 
planes taking off from Naples airport.  I am aware that the Naples City 
Council and the Naples Airport Authority are suggesting that the current 
flight path to 270 west immediately after takeoff which is shortest 
distance to the Gulf of Mexico and flies generally over a commercial 
district, be changed to a long circuitous route up the Gordon river and up 
Naples bay. 

As someone who lives near Naples bay, I wish to strenuously object to a 
flight path that is less safe and is changed to fly over so many residential 
homes rather than the commercial district.  In my opinion, the proposed 
change makes no sense whatsoever. 

Thank you for considering my opinion 

Mark Yanowitz 
cell 908‐938‐5460 



From: Jenna Heiderman <jheiderman@portroyalpoa.com>
Sent: Monday, December 12, 2022 6:11 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Cc: Jerry Belle (belle.jerry@yahoo.com); David Feight; clifford holland; Mark Borelli; Dick Del 

Bello; Donna Krall (donna@krallswim.com); Chris Rozansky; 
erin_dever@rickscott.senate.gov; james_hitchcock@rubio.senate.gov; 
jesse.purdon@mail.house.gov; Jenna Heiderman

Subject: FAA Meeting with the Naples Airport Authority 12-14
Attachments: Naples Aiport - HOA Coalition Letter to FAA .pdf; City Zoning HOA.pdf

Importance: High

Dear Mr. Green: 

In advance of Wednesday’s meeting between the FAA and the Naples Airport Authority (NAA), we kindly ask that you 
review the attached joint letter authored by six Presidents of Homeowners’ Associations throughout the City of Naples, 
representing each of their communities, regarding the direction the City Council is providing the NAA as they determine 
appropriate noise mitigation measures for aircraft operations at the Naples Airport. This coalition is strongly opposed to any 
dispersion proposal, and has petitioned the City Council repeatedly against such a proposal. We respectfully ask for your 
consideration and support in our opposition.   

We are available for questions or comments at any time.  

Respectfully,  

Jerry Belle, President, Aqualane Shores Association 
David Feight, President, Gulf Shore Association of Condominiums 
Cliff Holland, President, The Moorings Association 
Mark Borelli, President, Park Shore Association 
Dick Del Bello, President, Port Royal Association 
Donna Krall, President, Royal Harbor Association 

Cc:        Senator Rick Scott’s Office 
Senator Marco Rubio’s Office 
Congressman Byron Donalds’ Office 

___________________________________ 
JENNA HEIDERMAN 
Executive Director | Port Royal® Association  
1020 8th Avenue S, Suite 3 | Naples, FL 34102 
O: (239) 261-6472 | C: (516) 841-7879 
www.portroyalpoa.com 
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December 12, 2022 

Mr. Peter Green  
Federal Aviation Administration  
Orlando Airports District Office  
8427 SouthPark Circle, 5th Floor 
Orlando, FL 32819 

Dear Mr. Green: 

We are writing to you as a coalition of Homeowners Associations within the City of Naples to express our extreme disappointment 
in the continued efforts of the City Council to push dispersion as a key recommendation to address noise mitigation measures related 
to operations at the Naples Airport. There has been growing concern about the ongoing and weighted efforts of certain groups 
within the city to alter or propose a new flight corridor, as well as to arbitrarily increase the usage of the crosswind runway, in an 
illogical and self-serving attempt to reroute aircraft over other parts of the city currently not under a flight path. The attempt to 
browbeat the Naples Airport Authority to mandate dispersion of aircraft when the vast majority of City of Naples residents do not 
support it, is disingenuous, duplicitous, and counters existing FAA safety determinations. It is disturbing that several members of 
this Council refuse to take our position seriously, particularly after our persistent and strong opposition to the dispersion proposal. 
It has become clear that our elected officials are making decisions that are one-sided and heavily influenced by the Old Naples 
Association (ONA), a voluntary HOA that geographically is positioned under the flight corridor for departing aircraft utilizing 
Runway 23.  

Airport operations affect numerous communities in a cross section much greater than Old Naples. Dispersion of air traffic does not 
correct a noise problem. It, instead, creates issues for a new group that encompasses the nearly 20,000 residents we represent, who 
are largely in support of our effort. Reducing aircraft activity over the Old Naples community by shifting it to other communities 
merely reallocates their burdens onto a much larger group of citizens. 

An argument on safety can also quickly be refuted. An aircraft, in the event of an emergency, would need a large enough body of 
water to attempt a safe landing. The shortest distance to a wide enough area is directly out to the Gulf of Mexico from takeoff. That 
is the current path with seemingly the fewest implications to the city’s residential and commercial districts, should a plane needed 
to make an emergency landing. As the FAA has historically determined, the safest route is out to the Gulf as quickly as possible, 
and safety, in our view, should be the highest priority when considering changes to the current operation. 

The Airport is of great importance and value to a large majority of our residents, who enjoy its convenience and proximity to the 
greater community. It is, in part, what makes Naples so desirable. Residents purchased their high-value homes with the knowledge 
that it is close to the airport, and therefore provides the convenience and luxury of being able to come and go with ease. 
Furthermore, nearly all the residents represented by our coalition of HOAs, including those who have homes under the flight path, 
purchased their homes with the very knowledge that the airport, which has existed since the 1940s, overflies certain parts of the 
city. However, it is important to consider that many residents within our communities purposely and thoughtfully sought out their 
homes to ensure that they are not positioned under or near a flight path. There is now deep concern that implementing a dispersion 
proposal would negatively impact the value of these homes in a meaningful way, while also diminishing the peaceful enjoyment that 
is experienced presently. The argument that residents who acquire property near the airport or under its flight path are somehow 
entitled to recourse after the fact is illogical and misguided. How could our elected officials, in good faith, seriously consider placing 
a known problem onto a new, larger number of their constituents? Unfortunately, our City Council is being driven by political 
influence and offering remedies that are in direct conflict with the broader community.  

We are very supportive of efforts to reduce aircraft noise, but we are strongly against dispersion across the City of Naples as part 
of the solution. It is unfortunate that this issue has created a divide amongst our community, but it is further compounded by some 
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of the recent actions taken by various members of the City Council. Our Mayor Heitmann made a comment at a recent joint meeting 
of the NAA and City Council that “pain should be dispersed across the city.” Instead, why not seek to find a solution, such as the 
“fly higher, faster” approach, that would benefit all rather than placing undue hardships and safety implications on an entirely new 
group of residents? There seems to be consensus amongst the various communities, including ONA, that this would perhaps provide 
the greatest – and safest – impact on the noise issue and should be the principal consideration worth pursuing. 

Finally, we hear with continuing disappointment the negativity surrounding the Naples Airport Authority and the efforts of Noise 
Compatibility Committee who are attempting to make data-based decisions representative of our entire community – an attribute 
the majority of the City Council does not seem to possess. In our view, the Naples Airport is a wonderful amenity to many of our 
constituents and is also an excellent economic barometer for our city. The NAA and Executive Director Chris Rozansky has 
continued to be a good partner to the city, working tirelessly to accommodate the requests of a small number of residents that take 
issue with the noise generated by aircraft.  

We will continue to support the Naples Airport Authority as they work towards a resolve for noise impacts that would provide 
reprieve and benefit for the greater community. We will also stay vigilant and focused on our objection to air traffic dispersion as a 
proposed remedy. We urge you to consider the views of this coalition and ask that you do not give serious consideration to the 
Council’s recommendation to disperse air traffic across the city. At some point it becomes incumbent on the part of others to be 
good neighbors as well, and it is the responsibility of our elected officials to ensure that one-sided influence does not prevail.  

We thank you for your service and consideration, and welcome any further discussion. 

Respectfully, 

Jerry Belle, President, Aqualane Shores Association 
David Feight, President, Gulf Shore Association of Condominiums 
Cliff Holland, President, The Moorings Association 
Mark Borelli, President, Park Shore Association 
Dick Del Bello, President, Port Royal Association 
Donna Krall, President, Royal Harbor Association  
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From: Joe Blomker <Joe.Blomker@maryville.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 11:53 AM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Proposed Changes Naples Airport Departure Route

Mr. Green, 

We purchased a home and became residents of Naples in December 2020.  We do not own a private plane nor fly 
private via the Naples Airport.  We appreciate the efficiency of RSW.   

We favor any changes that abate noise from private aircraft arriving and departing the Naples Airport.  We favor any 
changes limiting the arrivals and departures at the Naples Airport and restricting arrivals and departures before 7am and 
after 10pm.    We favor the safest arrival and departures routes – which should be the FAA’s highest priority!   

We strongly oppose any changes to arrival and departure routes that shift the burden of arrival and departure noise 
to appease residents whose homes are situated in the historical routes.  It is grossly unfair to change conditions based 
upon the personal impact on appointed officials (or the indirect ramifications of their personal 
acquaintances).  Homeowners bought their homes knowing the then existing circumstances.  We selected our home 
based upon its existing circumstances ‐ which did not include proximity to a departure flight path.   

Respectfully, 

Kim and Joe Blomker 
2580 Half Moon Walk 
Naples, FL 34102 



From: Bill Raveis <wmr@raveis.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 12:02 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport - FAA Meeting 12/14

By moving  the airplane noise to another location in port royal  you will be affecting real estate values tremendously and 
therefore tax collection  . The present group of  people in acqualane already bought their home with  the planes coming 
over… and it has adjusted the home prices. This is a pricing issue. By moving …You will reduce the value of port royal 
homes and therefore reduce tax collection for  naples  ….My two cents I own real estate company and 50 % market 
share in Port Royal …. 

Sent from my iPhone 



From: Kristine Palmer <kspalmer1@aol.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 12:04 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Cc: palmersail@aol.com
Subject: Naples Airport Meeting with the FAA: 12/14

Dear Mr. Green,  

Thank you for thoughtfully reviewing the Naples Airport Noise Dispersion debate. As residents of downtown Naples, we 
adamantly OPPOSE the noise dispersion recommendation from the Naples City Council for the following reasons: 

1. We have a very political city council that wants to punish other areas of the downtown and not take the paths that are
safest and that impact the least amount of people as it primarily impacts the commercial district of Naples Downtown.

2. The airport was here before any of these homeowners and everyone purchased their homes knowing what the noise
situation was. Changing flight paths, unfairly impacts those who purchased their properties paying premiums for locations
not impacted as much by the traffic. The council members are trying to "pay back" their donors who live in the impacted
areas that purchased their properties for lower prices knowing they had a little more noise.

3. The safest route for the aircraft is the quickest route to the ocean. To divert the traffic to stay over certain
neighborhoods of land makes no sense and puts more lives at risk if there were to be an accident.

Please strongly consider our neighborhood appeal and say NO to the dispersion request. 

Sincerely, 

Kristine Palmer 
1270 Galleon Drive 
Naples, FL 34102 



From: Tom Devine <TDevine@retailtechinc.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 12:07 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport Dispersion Proposal

Dear Mr. Green, 

I just wanted to write as a homeowner in the Port Royal community to convey my concerns regarding the Naples Airport 
Dispersion Proposal that was submitted to the FAA. As a long term Port Royal properly owner, one of the primary 
reasons I purchased south of Aqualane shores and Olde Naples was specifically to avoid the flight path into and out of 
the Naples Airport. Redirecting the air traffic over currently unaffected properties does not really solve the underlying 
issue. If the overall goal is to reduce flight noise, there are multiple options that can impact that goal, redirecting the 
noise over currently unaffected areas simply spreads the problem and doesn’t create a solution. 

I understand the property owners under the current flight path do not like or appreciate the noise level, but those 
owners were aware of the pattern and those homes were priced accordingly taking the flight pattern into consideration. 
There would be a negative impact to property values in Port Royal and it will completely change the quiet and secluded 
feel to the neighborhood. 

The shortest path from Naples Airport out to the Gulf is over the 5th Avenue Commercial district and rerouting flights 
that in essence triple the distance required to travel out to the Gulf over purely residential neighborhoods just does not 
seem to make logical sense. I would think raising the flight hold‐down altitude would have a more meaningful impact. 

I would hope that these points in addition to supporting requests from the Naples Community would enable the FAA to 
leave the flight patterns as they exist today. 

Thank you for your consideration on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Tom DeVine 

Tom DeVine  
Retail Tech Inc. | 8600 Shelby Court, Suite 200, Chanhassen, MN 55317
tdevine@retailtechinc.com | 917-697-6378 cell | 



From: Robert Peterson <rpeterson56@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 12:10 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport Meeting with the FAA: 12/14

Dear Mr. Green 

I have followed this airport flight path progression closely and i find the below arguments very compelling, please consider them in your 
decision making process.   

 Dispersion of aircraft noise is NOT a solution. It merely shifts the noise from one community to another.  We are supportive
of efforts to reduce aircraft noise, but we are strongly against dispersion across the City of Naples as part of the solution,  and
moving a known issue to an entirely new group of residents.

 Residents thoughtfully and purposely purchased their homes with the knowledge that they were close enough to the airport to
enjoy its amenities, but were not positioned under or near a flight path.  Similarly, the suddenly aggrieved residents who live
near or under the flight path purchased their property knowing the airport was nearby, and historically has overflown a specific
geographic location. Why now should they deserve a change to the flight operations?  A change to the departure paths would
be detrimental to property values and diminish the peaceful enjoyment and quality of life that is experienced presently.

 The most logical solution, which has garnered wide-spread support from every community, and would have perhaps the largest
impact on noise mitigation, is to safely raise the "hold-down" altitude.  The safest route, as presently determined by the FAA,
is over the 5th Avenue Commercial district and out to the Gulf of Mexico, as quickly as possible. Rerouting down Naples Bay
places aircraft over a residential area spanning approximately 4.5 miles - quite a bit longer than the 1.5 mile westerly departure
path that exists today. Safety, in our view, should be the highest priority when considering changes to the current operation.

 According to an analysis by the Florida Department of Transportation in 2018, the airport's value to the Naples community is
estimated at $440 million annually.

 Extending the flight path would have a negative impact on the environment, and fuel usage expense and flight time would be
needlessly increased.

Sent from my iPad 



From: Bill  Strong <Bill@whstrong.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 12:13 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: The Discussion to Re-Route Aircraft in Respect of Naples Airport

Dear Mr. Green, I write this note to you in respect of the meeting tomorrow to discuss re-routing aircraft to/from Naples Airport.  I was 
very disappointed with the City Council vote and decision.  I do not believe their recommendation to the FAA was based upon the facts 
at hand.  There are a handful of points which I would encourage you to consider each of which I am sure you know well. 

1. It seems to make most sense to me to use the 5th Avenue corridor for aircraft.  It is the shortest route to the gulf and
therefore, the safest.  I believe that the FAA has concurred with this view in the past.  To proceed over Naples Bay only
extends the route and, by definition, reduces the safety of the Naples community.

2. Altering the route simply moves the flight path from one group of Naples residents to another without accomplishing
anything.  My home would be one of those affected by the new proposed longer flight path.  When purchasing my home in
January 2019, I specifically factored in and researched where the flight path was for Naples Airport.  Therefore, of course, I
am frustrated that the path could be changed—again without accomplishing anything for the community and, in fact if I am
correct, actually reducing safety.

3. While I do not completely understand the “hold down” altitude attribute based upon the discussions I have joined, the
possibility of it being raised seems to be a sensible step that benefits everyone.

Thanks for reading through these points.  With best regards, Bill  

William H. Strong 
3753 Fort Charles Drive 
Naples, Florida 34102-7934 

Mobile:  +1 239 963 7913 



From: Christopher Blattner <christopherblattner@me.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 12:15 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport Meeting with the FAA: 12/14

Hello Peter: 

I am a resident near Gordon pass.  I am pleading with you not to approve a new flight path over Port 
Royal.  There are risks associated with this flight path changing.  Please do not approve this new flight path 
recommendation.  Here are some Bullet points that we would like you to consider,  thank you. 

 Dispersion of aircraft noise is NOT a solution. It merely shifts the noise from one community to another.  We are supportive
of efforts to reduce aircraft noise, but we are strongly against dispersion across the City of Naples as part of the solution,  and
moving a known issue to an entirely new group of residents.

 Residents thoughtfully and purposely purchased their homes with the knowledge that they were close enough to the airport to
enjoy its amenities, but were not positioned under or near a flight path.  Similarly, the suddenly aggrieved residents who live
near or under the flight path purchased their property knowing the airport was nearby, and historically has overflown a specific
geographic location. Why now should they deserve a change to the flight operations?  A change to the departure paths would
be detrimental to property values and diminish the peaceful enjoyment and quality of life that is experienced presently.

 The most logical solution, which has garnered wide-spread support from every community, and would have perhaps the largest
impact on noise mitigation, is to safely raise the "hold-down" altitude.  The safest route, as presently determined by the FAA,
is over the 5th Avenue Commercial district and out to the Gulf of Mexico, as quickly as possible. Rerouting down Naples Bay
places aircraft over a residential area spanning approximately 4.5 miles - quite a bit longer than the 1.5 mile westerly departure
path that exists today. Safety, in our view, should be the highest priority when considering changes to the current operation.

 According to an analysis by the Florida Department of Transportation in 2018, the airport's value to the Naples community is
estimated at $440 million annually.

 Extending the flight path would have a negative impact on the environment, and fuel usage expense and flight time would be
needlessly increased.

Chris Blattner  



From: Frank Grossi <fgrossi@tpg-mail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 12:15 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA); Ellen Grossi (egrossi45@gmail.com)
Subject: Naples Airport - FAA Meeting 12/14

Dear Mr. Green, 

We are residents of Naples and are quite concerned about the City Council’s short‐sighted, dispersion proposal. Here are 
a few key points that we’d like to share as you evaluate their proposal:  

 The Council’s proposal…dispersion of aircraft noise is not a good solution. It merely shifts the noise from one community to
another.  We are supportive of efforts to reduce aircraft noise, but we are strongly against dispersion across the City of Naples
as part of the solution, and moving a known issue to an entirely new group of residents.

 Ellen and I thoughtfully and purposely purchased our home with the knowledge that they were close enough to the airport to
enjoy its amenities, but were not positioned under or near a flight path.  Similarly, the suddenly aggrieved residents who live
near or under the flight path purchased their property knowing the airport was nearby, and historically has overflown a specific
geographic location. Why now should they deserve a change to the flight operations?  A change to the departure paths would
be detrimental to the value of our property and diminish the quality of life that we currently experience.

 The most logical solution, which has garnered wide-spread support from every community, and would have perhaps the largest
impact on noise mitigation, is to safely raise the "hold-down" altitude.  The safest route, as presently determined by the FAA,
is over the 5th Avenue Commercial district and out to the Gulf of Mexico, as quickly as possible. Rerouting down Naples Bay
places aircraft over a residential area spanning approximately 4.5 miles - quite a bit longer than the 1.5 mile westerly departure
path that exists today. Safety, in our view, should be the highest priority when considering changes to the current operation.

 Extending the flight path would have a negative impact on the environment, and fuel usage expense and flight time would be
needlessly increased.

Mr, Green, thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Ellen & Frank Grossi 

1570 Galleon Drive 
Naples, FL 34102    



From: Ted Wentz <tedwentz@att.net>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 12:22 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport - FAA Meeting 12/14

Dear Mr. Green, 

As a licensed pilot and a resident of the Naples community I respectfully request that you consider the follow points regarding out airport
(APF). 

 Dispersion of aircraft noise is NOT a solution. It merely shifts the noise from one community to another.  We are supportive
of efforts to reduce aircraft noise, but we are strongly against dispersion across the City of Naples as part of the solution,  and
moving a known issue to an entirely new group of residents.

 Residents thoughtfully and purposely purchased their homes with the knowledge that they were close enough to the airport to
enjoy its amenities, but were not positioned under or near a flight path.  Similarly, the suddenly aggrieved residents who live
near or under the flight path purchased their property knowing the airport was nearby, and historically has overflown a specific
geographic location. Why now should they deserve a change to the flight operations?  A change to the departure paths would
be detrimental to property values and diminish the peaceful enjoyment and quality of life that is experienced presently.

 The most logical solution, which has garnered wide-spread support from every community, and would have perhaps the largest
impact on noise mitigation, is to safely raise the "hold-down" altitude.  The safest route, as presently determined by the FAA,
is over the 5th Avenue Commercial district and out to the Gulf of Mexico, as quickly as possible. Rerouting down Naples Bay
places aircraft over a residential area spanning approximately 4.5 miles - quite a bit longer than the 1.5 mile westerly departure
path that exists today. Safety, in our view, should be the highest priority when considering changes to the current operation.

 According to an analysis by the Florida Department of Transportation in 2018, the airport's value to the Naples community is
estimated at $440 million annually.

 Extending the flight path would have a negative impact on the environment, and fuel usage expense and flight time would be
needlessly increased.

Thank you in advance for your consideration. 

With kind Regards, 

Theodore H Wentz, Jr. 
3630 Rum Row 
Naples, FL 34102 

M: +1(484) 432-0913 



From: Lawrence Best <bestlc@comcast.net>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 12:31 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport Meeting with the FAA: 12/14

Sir 
Please do not underestimate value of this airport to value and access to Naples. 
The entire community is enhanced by superior safe access to this area. 
The airport was designed “as is “ to allow for quick and safe entry and exit over the Gulf. 
Lowering the volume of flights is the simplest way to reduce any noise . 
Reaching a happy medium without major change should be the goal. 

If noise was really a problem……..property values in Naples would not continue to double broadly across the community. 
Such evidence does not support what some political self interested parties here are now contending. 

Kind regards, 
Larry Best 
Naples Property owner  

Sent from my iPad 



From: Jim Orr <jim@jimorr.org>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 12:36 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport Meeting with the FAA: 12/14

Dear Mr. Green, 
As a long time resident of Naples I write to encourage you to oppose the potential plan to disperse aircraft 
down Naples Bay.  
This approach would have aircraft over residential areas for far longer than the current routing.  
It would also do little to impact noise and in fact would have the effect of having the noise over the occupied 
areas persist far longer than the current pattern. 
It appears to me too simply shift this problem to a different area without any benefit in reducing noise and in 
fact seems to increase risk to the population by having the aircraft remain over occupied areas longer. 
This approach doe s little to nothing to solve any problem amd may increase potential civilian danger. 
Thank you for your consideration. 
Jim Orr 



From: Chuck Rawley <chuck@rawley.net>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 12:46 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Cc: council@naplesgov.com
Subject: Naples Airport Meeting with the FAA: 12/14

My brother and I moved to a new community and decided to buy homes. My brother bought a home in a quiet 
neighborhood miles away from the river. I on the other hand bought a home on the river. My brother warned me the 
river would flood but knowing this, I still bought the home. I did not realize how often the river flooded, but after several 
years the flooding became so prominent that I petitioned the City Council to re‐route the river so my brother and all his 
neighbors would be flooded as well. To my great surprise, the City Council agreed with my proposal and re‐routed part 
of the river and now my brother and his neighbors are sharing my pain for buying on the river and get flooded as well in 
spite of buying a home well away from the river. My brother will no longer speak to me and we have become arch 
enemies. The City Council members who voted for the “share the pain’ option are long ago voted out. Instead of 
building a dam they just flooded other neighborhoods to satisfy their political egos. 

This is the current situation in Naples as it relates to re‐routing aircraft down Naples Bay. All that needs to occur is to 
safely raise the “hold down” altitude. Although I am not a pilot and may have the terminology wrong, I lived in Newport 
Beach, CA for several years and departing flights from John Wayne Airport would rise quickly to altitude after takeoff 
and throttle back to limit noise pollution to the coastal homes. I’m sure that is still the case. Merely sharing the pain is a 
useless, silly, divisive, and career ending recommendation from City Council members Heitmann, McCabe, Hutchinson, 
and Petrunoff. Surely a more reasonable and intelligent outcome will come from the FAA other than just sharing the 
pain, dividing the local residents, and devaluing property merely to satisfy one group of politically motivated citizens 
who knowingly purchased homes in the flight pattern of Naples Municipal Airport and now regret their decision. Don’t 
punish my brother because of my mistakes. 

Charles E Rawley 
1611 Galleon Drive 
Naples, FL 34102  



From: Suzanne Engelhardt <suengel323@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 12:48 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Cc: Irl Engelhardt; Jenna Heiderman; Jerry Smith
Subject: Naples Airport - FAA Meeting 12/14

We vehemently oppose the City of Naples's recommendation regarding Airport Noise at the Naples 
Airport for the following reasons: 

 Dispersion of aircraft noise is NOT a solution. It merely shifts the noise from one community to another.  We are supportive
of efforts to reduce aircraft noise, but we are strongly against dispersion across the City of Naples as part of the solution,  and 
moving a known issue to an entirely new group of residents. 

 We thoughtfully and purposely purchased our home knowing we were close enough to the airport to enjoy its amenities but
were not positioned under or near a flight path.  Similarly, the suddenly aggrieved residents who live near or under the flight
path purchased their property knowing the airport was nearby and historically has overflown a specific geographic location.
Why now should they deserve a change to the flight operations?  A change to the departure paths would be detrimental to 
property values and diminish the peaceful enjoyment and quality of life that is experienced presently. 

 The most logical solution, which has garnered widespread support from every community, and would have perhaps the largest
impact on noise mitigation, is to safely raise the "hold-down" altitude.  The safest route, as presently determined by the FAA, 
is over the 5th Avenue Commercial district and out to the Gulf of Mexico, as quickly as possible. Rerouting down Naples
Bay places aircraft over a residential area spanning approximately 4.5 miles - quite a bit longer than today's 1.5-mile westerly 
departure path. Safety, in our view, should be the highest priority when considering changes to the current operation. 

 According to an analysis by the Florida Department of Transportation in 2018, the airport's value to the Naples community is
estimated at $440 million annually. 

 Extending the flight path would hurt the environment, and fuel usage expense and flight time would be needlessly increased.

We hope that you will make the right choice and consider our concerns. 
Sincerely, 
Irl & Suzanne Engelhardt 
4355 Gordon Drive 
Naples, FL 34102 
314-409-6492

--  
Suzanne Engelhardt 



From: Randy Byrnes <randall.byrnes@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 12:50 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport - FAA Meeting 12/14

Hello Mr. McGee, 
I am a resident of Naples who is opposed to the action taken by the City Council with respect to the dispersion 
proposal concerning APF. 

I will not repeat the manifold reasons why the Council decision is wrong headed.You have undoubtedly heard 
these. 
Rather I feel it important that you realize that this is an entirely political issue. What is happening is one activist 
civic association (representing Old Naples) with a lot of political capital (via electing their preferred candidates 
to the City Council) is attempting to force the Airport Authority to act in a manner that will solely 
benefit their neighborhood to the detriment of others...several others.  
I feel the FAA should not get caught in the crossfire of local politics but to focus on the actual merits (or lack 
thereof ) of the dispersion idea.I am sure you will agree that that is the FAA's main responsibility here. 
Hopefully, you might now have an understanding of the background of this issue and support the idea that 
changing flight patterns is completely self-serving and accomplishes absolutely nothing to benefit the 
community at large. 

Respectfully, 
Randall Byrnes 



From: Roy Cronacher <rc@cronachercorp.net>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 1:00 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport Meeting with the FAA: 12/14

 Dispersion of aircraft noise is NOT a solution. It merely shifts the noise from one community to another.  We are supportive

of efforts to reduce aircraft noise, but we are strongly against dispersion across the City of Naples as part of the solution,  and

moving a known issue to an entirely new group of residents.

 Residents thoughtfully and purposely purchased their homes with the knowledge that they were close enough to the airport to

enjoy its amenities, but were not positioned under or near a flight path.  Similarly, the suddenly aggrieved residents who live

near or under the flight path purchased their property knowing the airport was nearby, and historically has overflown a specific

geographic location. Why now should they deserve a change to the flight operations?  A change to the departure paths would

be detrimental to property values and diminish the peaceful enjoyment and quality of life that is experienced presently.

 The most logical solution, which has garnered wide-spread support from every community, and would have perhaps the largest

impact on noise mitigation, is to safely raise the "hold-down" altitude.  The safest route, as presently determined by the FAA,

is over the 5th Avenue Commercial district and out to the Gulf of Mexico, as quickly as possible. Rerouting down Naples Bay

places aircraft over a residential area spanning approximately 4.5 miles - quite a bit longer than the 1.5 mile westerly departure

path that exists today. Safety, in our view, should be the highest priority when considering changes to the current operation.

 According to an analysis by the Florida Department of Transportation in 2018, the airport's value to the Naples community is

estimated at $440 million annually.

 Extending the flight path would have a negative impact on the environment, and fuel usage expense and flight time would be

needlessly increased.

Roy W. Cronacher 
1422 Galleon Drive 
Naples, Fl 34102 
239-659-5445
Cell:239-216-0212
rc@cronachercorp.net



From: James Pinkin <jimpinkin@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 1:07 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Please Reject Naples City Council Political Recommendation to Disperse Airport Noise

Our Family lives in the Port Royal section of Naples where the City Council recommends shifting the noise, 
impacting more people,affecting more Real Estate values, negatively impacting the environment and ignoring 
safety . 

What other reasons than Council members backyards , politics and contributions would support their 
recommendation ?  

Extending and rerouting the primary flight path does not solve the noise problem but, merely disperses it to the 
larger community.  Safety and efficiency should be primary factors. The Shortest route into prevailing winds 
and at the greatest ascent is the logical flight pattern. 

City Council chose the location of the airport years ago. Residence considered Airport location in choosing their 
residences. They should Live with their decisions and rather than shift the noise impact on others 

We trust the FAA to do the right thing 

James & Susan Pinkin 



From: Blake Benjamin <blake.benjamin@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 1:16 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport - FAA Meeting 12/14

Dear Mr Green, 

The current flight path for Naples is the safest for both pilots and residents should an emergency occur. It also takes 
planes over mostly businesses along and near 5th Ave.  

The recommendation by the board not only triples the flight time to safe water, but directs the aircraft exclusively over 
residential areas. It does nothing to mitigate noise, merely redirects.  

The residents complaining knew when they purchased homes in the flight path that those existed. Now they want to 
have them moved. It is not fair to other residents who purposely bought in areas away from those flight zones to now be 
burdened with this issue. It is also not fair to the pilots and passengers of those planes to have to travel 3 times the 
current distance in case there is an issue. 

Please do not change the current flight path approved for Naples Municipal Airport. 

Blake Benjamin 
Naples full time resident since 2014. 

Sent from my iPhone 



From: R Corrato <rcorrato@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 1:29 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Re: 12/14/22 Naples Airport Meeting with the FAA

Dear Mr Green, 

Please know that, as a member of the Port Royal community, I oppose the dispersion proposal being recommended to mitigate noise 
generated by aircraft operations at the Naples Municipal Airport.  

Our Port Royal community is supportive of efforts to reduce aircraft noise. Dispersion, however, does NOT correct the noise issue. 
Rather, it merely shifts the noise from one community to another, and reallocates the burden onto a much larger group of citizens.  

Residents of Port Royal thoughtfully and purposely purchased their homes with the knowledge that they were close enough to the 
airport to enjoy its amenities, but were not positioned under or near a flight path. Similarly, the suddenly aggrieved residents who live 
near or under the current flight path purchased their properties knowing the airport was nearby, and historically has overflown their 
specific geographic locations. Why now should these suddenly aggrieved residents be provided a change to the flight operations? A 
change to the departure paths would be detrimental to currently established property values and diminish the peaceful enjoyment and 
quality of life that is experienced presently. In addition, extending the flight path would have a negative impact on the environment 
and needlessly increase fuel usage expense and flight time. 

A more logical and equitable solution, which has garnered wide-spread support from every community, and would have perhaps the 
largest impact on noise mitigation, is to safely raise the "hold-down" altitude. The safest route, as presently determined by the FAA, is 
over the 5th Avenue Commercial district and out to the Gulf of Mexico, as quickly as possible. Rerouting down Naples Bay places 
aircraft over a residential area spanning approximately 4.5 miles - quite a bit longer than the 1.5 mile westerly departure path that 
exists today. This approach would, in our community’s view, provide the greatest safety and should be the highest priority when 
considering changes to the current operation. 

Thank you in advance for your thoughtful and balanced consideration of these issues. 

Most respectfully, 

Robert R. Corrato 

3790 Rum Row 
Naples, FL 



From: Richard Prebish <richardprebish@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 1:32 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Municipal Airport

Dear Mr. Green, 

My name is Richard Prebish and I am a resident of the City of Naples. I am writing in opposition of 
the dispersion proposal being considered by the FAA and City of Naples. First, my wife and I 
purchased our home with specific consideration given to the flight path. We paid a premium for a 
property which is located well outside of the flight path. The existing flight path over the City of 
Naples has been the same for as long as I can recall. The majority of the residents who now 
complain about the existing flight path and support relocating the path purchased their properties 
while the flight path resided in its current location. In other words, they purchased their property 
with knowledge of the flight path and their property’s relative proximity to the flight path. Why 
now would we all consider changing the path, especially to the detriment of those who 
purposefully purchased their property with peaceful and quiet enjoyment in mind? 

Rather than focusing on relocating the path and simply shifting the problem to an entirely new 
group of citizens, I believe the focus should be controlling and mitigating, as best as possible, the 
noise issue. 

The most logical solution would be to get the traffic out to the Gulf of Mexico on the shortest path 
possible, while doing the best to limit noise and taking trajectory into consideration. It is my 
understanding that the safest route as presently determined by the FAA is a route very similar to 
its existing traffic pattern through the City of Naples over the commercial district. It makes no 
sense to me that the City and FAA would contemplate altering the flight path to a lengthier (4.5 
miles vs. 1.5 miles) departure route through residential AND environmentally sensitive areas to 
appease the suddenly aggrieved property owners who purchased and live in the existing flight 
path. 

Most importantly, the existing path seems to be the safest path, affecting the fewest residents 
possible. Rerouting the path to the southwest affects more residents from a noise and pollution 
standpoint and it is certainly much less safe than the existing path. 

In summation, I see no reason for the proposed path down Naples Bay to be considered. It seems 
illogical on all accounts. 

I encourage you to please oppose this dispersion proposal. 



Most Respectfully, 

Richard  

Richard G. Prebish, II
Mobile (239) 357-6628 

******Confidentiality Statement******  

If you are not the intended recipient of this transmission, please contact the sender by reply email and destroy all copies of the original message as it may contain privileged and 
confidential information. Any information contained in this e-mail is not warranted or represented to be accurate or complete and should not be relied upon as such for any reason. 
Nothing in this email shall be deemed to create a binding contract to purchase/sell real estate. The sender of this email does not have the authority to bind a buyer or seller to a 
contract via written or verbal communications including, but not limited to, email communications. 



From: Bruce Mills <bruce@millsapartments.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 1:46 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples noise issue and suggested abatement measure

Mr Green‐The purposed solution for the Naples Noise issue from the Naples Airport makes no sense at all but only 
transfers the noise to a much larger group of people‐Everyone purchases their homes knowing they were in the flight 
path and now want to change that flight path which will extend the flight path over a substantially greater residential 
area‐Bruce Mills 



From: garnierjp@gmail.com
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 1:59 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport - FAA Meeting 12/14

As a resident of Port Royal, I am strongly opposed to the dispersion project . 
Besides all the arguments presented 
by our representative, one has to exercise fairness vis a vis all the owners at Port Royal and Aqualane who purchased 
their homes on the premise that no planes were flying over .  
Please do not fix what’s not broken 
Respectfully 
JP Garnier 

Sent from my iPhone 



From: John Bloomhall <john@bcjfam.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 2:00 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Cc: John Bloomhall
Subject: Naples Airport - FAA Meeting 12/14

Dear Mr. Green, 

I would like to strongly oppose the suggested noise abatement measures that will be recommended in tomorrows’ 
meeting with the Naples Airport Authority.  This recommendation does not fix the noise issue but rather just move a 
known problem to a new and much larger group of residents. 

It would appear the best solution, which has gathered wide‐spread support from every community and would have the 
largest impact upon noise mitigation, is to safely raise the “hold‐down” altitude.  The safest route, as presently 
determined by the FAA, is over the 5th Avenue Commercial district and out to the Gulf of Mexico.  Rerouting through 
Naples Bay places aircraft over a residential area spanning approximately 4.5 miles which is longer than the 1.5 mile 
westerly departure path that exists today.  Safetly should be the hightest priority when considering changes to the 
current operation. 

Thank you for allowing me to provide you with my input. 

Warmest regards, 
John Bloomhall 
1076 Nelsons Walk 
Naples, FL 34102 



From: Gregory Summe <gsumme@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 2:01 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport

Dear Mr Green, 

I am a resident of Naples, living at 696 Spyglass Lane. I understand you are considering noise mitigation 
actions for the Naples airport. I am supportive of that effort as long as it doesn't involve dispersing the landing 
approaches across the city of Naples. Please consider the following two points as you make your decision: 

 Residents thoughtfully and purposely purchased their homes with the knowledge that they were close enough to the airport to
enjoy its amenities, but were not positioned under or near a flight path.  Similarly, the suddenly aggrieved residents who live
near or under the flight path purchased their property knowing the airport was nearby, and historically has overflown a specific
geographic location. Why now should they deserve a change to the flight operations?  A change to the departure paths would
be detrimental to property values and diminish the peaceful enjoyment and quality of life that is experienced presently.

 The most logical solution, which has garnered wide-spread support from every community, and would have perhaps the largest
impact on noise mitigation, is to safely raise the "hold-down" altitude.  The safest route, as presently determined by the FAA,
is over the 5th Avenue Commercial district and out to the Gulf of Mexico, as quickly as possible. Rerouting down Naples Bay
places aircraft over a residential area spanning approximately 4.5 miles - quite a bit longer than the 1.5 mile westerly departure
path that exists today. Safety, in our view, should be the highest priority when considering changes to the current operation.

Thank you for your consideration. 

All the best, 

Greg 



From: Pete Settle <pete@settlefamilyoffice.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 2:03 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport - FAA Meeting 12/14

Mr. Green‐ 

I am writing to strenuously oppose the dispersion proposal in Naples, Florida. The proposal destroys the 
stability of property attributes in the Naples area. If the flight path can now be moved arbitrarily as with this 
proposal, it can just as easily be moved to adversely affect another unwitting neighborhood in the 
future.  Bottom line is current property owners purchased their homes in reliance on the current flight path. In 
fact, their property values were in part set in reliance on this. 

Further, dispersion of aircraft noise is NOT the solution. It merely shifts the noise from one community to 
another.  I am supportive of efforts to reduce aircraft noise, but I am strongly opposed to dispersion across the 
City of Naples as part of the solution while moving a known negative issue to an entirely new group of 
residents. My family thoughtfully and purposely purchased our home with the knowledge that we were not 
positioned under or near a flight path.  Similarly, the suddenly aggrieved residents who live near or under the 
flight path purchased their property knowing the airport was nearby, and historically has overflown a specific 
geographic location. Why the proposal now to change to the flight operations at the expense of other 
residents?  A change to the departure paths would be detrimental to my property value and diminish the 
peaceful enjoyment we currently enjoy. The inequity of this is manifest. 

The most  logical solution, which has garnered wide‐spread support  from every community, and would have 
perhaps the largest impact on noise mitigation, is to safely raise the "hold‐down" altitude.  The safest route, as 
presently determined by the FAA, is over the 5th Avenue Commercial district and out to the Gulf of Mexico, as
quickly as possible. Rerouting down Naples Bay places aircraft over a residential area spanning approximately
4.5 miles ‐ quite a bit longer than the 1.5 mile westerly departure path that exists today. Safety, in our view,
should be the highest priority when considering changes to the current operation.  I am also concerned that
extending the flight path would have a negative impact on the environment with increased pollution over the
Naples citizenry, while needlessly increasing fuel usage and flight time. 

I appreciate your full consideration of my position outlined above. 

Best regards, 

Peter J. Settle 
1201 Spyglass Lane 
Naples, Florida 34102 
(513) 616‐6913



From: Stephen Farber <safgolden@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 2:06 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport Stephen Farber

Dear Mr. Green, 

I feel this bullet points express my concerns over moving the flight paths at the Naples airport. 

 Dispersion of aircraft noise is NOT a solution. It merely shifts the noise from one community to another.  We are supportive
of efforts to reduce aircraft noise, but we are strongly against dispersion across the City of Naples as part of the solution,  and
moving a known issue to an entirely new group of residents.

 Residents thoughtfully and purposely purchased their homes with the knowledge that they were close enough to the airport to
enjoy its amenities, but were not positioned under or near a flight path.  Similarly, the suddenly aggrieved residents who live
near or under the flight path purchased their property knowing the airport was nearby, and historically has overflown a specific
geographic location. Why now should they deserve a change to the flight operations?  A change to the departure paths would
be detrimental to property values and diminish the peaceful enjoyment and quality of life that is experienced presently.

 The most logical solution, which has garnered wide-spread support from every community, and would have perhaps the largest
impact on noise mitigation, is to safely raise the "hold-down" altitude.  The safest route, as presently determined by the FAA,
is over the 5th Avenue Commercial district and out to the Gulf of Mexico, as quickly as possible. Rerouting down Naples Bay
places aircraft over a residential area spanning approximately 4.5 miles - quite a bit longer than the 1.5 mile westerly departure
path that exists today. Safety, in our view, should be the highest priority when considering changes to the current operation.

 According to an analysis by the Florida Department of Transportation in 2018, the airport's value to the Naples community is
estimated at $440 million annually.

 Extending the flight path would have a negative impact on the environment, and fuel usage expense and flight time would be
needlessly increased.

Best Regards, 

Stephen Farber 
Email- safgolden@yahoo.com 
317-965-7047



From: Lowell Millar <lowelljmillar@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 2:12 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Noise Dispersion proposal

Dear Mr Green, 
I am writing today to comment on the Naples council proposal regarding  possible new flight plan. 

My family and I purchased our home this past January in south old Naples. At the time of purchase we were well aware 
of the active airport but it didn’t concern us as  much because we were out of the current flight path. I don’t agree with 
the new proposal that is being supported by the council for several reasons and theses are just a few. 

1. Homeowners including myself bought our homes knowing where the flight path has been for many, many years and
and think it is unfair to change the rules that would have negative consequences for our neighborhood.

2. I think the proposed flight plan would also have a negative impact on the environment with longer flight path and
increased fuel expenses.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment and your respectful consideration. 

Regards, 
Lowell Millar 



From: Garnett Smith <garnettasmith@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 2:16 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport - FAA Meeting 12/14

Mr. Green, 
I am a 23 year resident of Naples and strongly oppose the current recommendation by the Naples City Council 
requesting the FAA change it’s procedures to disperse flights over a wider area and different routes. I am a firm 
believer that “if it aint broke don’t fix it.” Spreading the noise around does not solve any problem. I am in favor 
of noise reduction, but not at the expense of changing the flight path from what is the quickest way to get 
aircraft over the Gulf and one that has an excellent safety record. Why would you consider changing that? 

My understanding is raising the “hold down altitude” may have a positive affect on noise so I would favor that. 
I implore you to make no changes to the existing flight path. Everyone who purchased real estate did so with the 
knowledge that there was an existing flight path. I say keep it that way-no new surprises for homeowners. 
Thank you. 

Garnett A. Smith 
3100 Gin Lane 
Naples, Fl. 34102 

404-291-5142-cell
239-434-7027-office



From: Kelly Stuckey <kellygs62@aol.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 3:05 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA); council@naplesgov.com
Subject: Naples Airport - FAA Meeting 12/14

To All, 

The noise from aircraft in Naples is certainly an important issue.  However, to move the noise from its current traffic 
patterns, to other communities, does not solve the issue.  It only creates the noise issue for a new audience.  People 
purchased their homes knowing the flight patterns, if that is a concern for them, and purchased accordingly.  This is not 
a new issue.  I hope you will handle this issue in an effective manner instead of shifting it to a different set of home 
owners. 

Thanks for your consideration. 
Kelly Stuckey 



From: Bitsy Smith <bitsysmith@aol.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 3:21 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport Meeting with the FAA: 12/14

Mr. Green, 
If the higher/faster reduces noise, we should definitely implement that plan. Most flights are headed north, and you 
would be adding time and fuel with a departure over the bay. 
If the FAA determined the safest and fastest route was over 5th Avenue commercial district over a number of years ago, 
what has changed to reroute traffic over the bay?  Emily Smith    

Sent from my iPad 



From: Lockton, David <DLockton@lockton.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 3:03 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport Meeting with the FAA: 12/14
Attachments: image002.emz; image004.emz

I understand that you are going to be meeting with the Naples Airport Authority tomorrow regarding the noise Dispersion 
proposal that certain neighbors have lobbied the Naples city council to propose. These lobbyists are motivated to move 
aircraft from their neighborhood to other neighborhoods and has nothing to do with aircraft safety. I am both an aircraft 
operator and a resident of Naples. 

Dispersion of aircraft in a different direction does nothing to address the noise issue. It just re-routes planes over more 
homes for longer periods of times. This would simply move the issue from one neighborhood to another. The best way to 
address the issue would be to safely raise the hold down altitude. The safest route is the presently FAA approved route 
over 5th Avenue and out to water by way of the most direct route 1.5 miles. The City Council is proposing to leave aircraft 
over residential neighborhoods for 4.5 miles. We don’t see any merit as to why the FAA would elect to adopt this change.  

— 
David Lockton 
Lead Director 
Board Member 
Lockton Companies 

Office 816.960.9120 
Fax 816.783.9120 
Mobile 816.806.8105 
444 W 47th St., Suite 900, Kansas City, MO 64112 

Executive Assistant: Julie L King - jlking@lockton.com 
Office 816.960.9083 
Mobile 816.204.8199 



From: Janet Ferry <jferrycapecod@aol.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 3:44 PM
To: jboodheshwar@gmail.com
Cc: council@naplesgov.com; crozansky@flynaples.com; kdustin@flynaples.com; Green, 

Peter M (FAA); Vernace, Bart (FAA)
Subject: FAA Meeting
Attachments: ONA - FAA Meeting 12.14.22.pdf



From: Virginia Smith <varowsmith@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 3:46 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport Meeting with the FAA: 12/14

We are upset by this ordinance...and don't understand why it was voted yes 4-3.  We support the 
following.  There should be another way to handle this, rather than to just shift the noise and the time in the air, 
rather than add 3 miles of pollution to the flight path. --from which soot accumulates and causes pollution and 
health concerns. 

-Dispersion of aircraft noise is NOT a solution. It merely shifts the noise from one community to another.  We are supportive of
efforts to reduce aircraft noise, but we are strongly against dispersion across the City of Naples as part of the solution,  and moving a
known issue to an entirely new group of residents, who we are told pay to the state and city a large proportion if
not the majority of taxes.

 Residents thoughtfully and purposely purchased their homes with the knowledge that they were close enough to the airport to
enjoy its amenities, but were not positioned under or near a flight path.  Similarly, the suddenly aggrieved residents who live 
near or under the flight path purchased their property knowing the airport was nearby, and historically has overflown a
specific geographic location. Why now should they deserve a change to the flight operations?  A change to the departure 
paths would be detrimental to property values and diminish the peaceful enjoyment and quality of life that is experienced 
presently. 

 The most logical solution, which has garnered wide-spread support from every community, and would have perhaps the largest
impact on noise mitigation, is to safely raise the "hold-down" altitude.  The safest route, as presently determined by the FAA, 
is over the 5th Avenue Commercial district and out to the Gulf of Mexico, as quickly as possible. Rerouting down Naples 
Bay places aircraft over a residential area spanning approximately 4.5 miles - quite a bit longer than the 1.5 mile westerly
departure path that exists today. Safety, in our view, should be the highest priority when considering changes to the current
operation. 

 According to an analysis by the Florida Department of Transportation in 2018, the airport's value to the Naples community is
estimated at $440 million annually. 

 It is not just the noise reduction folks are worried about but the added pollution because.extending the flight path would have
a negative impact on the environment, and fuel usage expense and flight time would be needlessly increased. 

Thank you. 



From: Jerry Brown <jerry@dugganandbrown.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 3:47 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport Dispersion Proposal

Mr Green,  

As a resident of Naples, Florida for over 35 years, I am urging you to not accept the Naples City Council 
members who included dispersion among their key recommendations to mitigate the noise generated by the 
aircraft operating out of the Naples Airport. 

I am sure you would agree, dispersion of aircraft noise is not a solution, but rather a mere shift of the noise from 
one community to another.  In addition, this shift can and will cause serious safety issues, especially with jets, 
needing to make a serious turn south, when their objective is to head directly out to the Gulf and in a major 
number of flights, head north following departure. 

As I am sure you will find, a major number of the population of Naples are very opposed to this 
recommendation. 

Thank you for your service. 

Jerry J. Brown  
Founder 
Duggan & Brown, Inc. 
1875 8th Street South 
Naples, Florida  34102 

Cell:  847-275-0074 

E-Mail:
jerry@dugganandbrown.com

Website: 
http:www.dugganandbrown.com 



From: JK Temp <jk@kukkarchitecture.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 4:06 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Cc: Jonathan Kukk
Subject: Naples Airport Meeting with the FAA: 12/14

Dear Mr Green, 

I am a Naples city resident and live at 3535 Gordon Drive. 

I am writing to you today to express my concern and opposition to the noise dispersion option being pursued by 
Naples city council. I feel that it unfairly spreads the burden and allocates noise to people who selected to live 
in certain areas intentionally avoiding air traffic noise. Further, I think the safest route is to quickly move air 
traffic away from the city and out over the Gulf in case of emergencies. 

I’m wholly in support of any measures that reduce noise overall within the community just not proposals that 
spread it to new victims. Any advice or guidance your administration can provide our community is welcome 
and thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Jon Kukk, AIA & NCARB 
Kukk Architecture & Design, P.A. 
1300 3rd Street South 
Naples, Fl 34102 
239-263-9996
239-263-9997 Fax

Enjoy our Web-site & Houzz page: 

www.kukkarchitecture.com 
www.houzz.com/pro/kukkarchitecture 
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Kukk Architecture & Design, P.A.  It is intended for the recipient  
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From: William Berutti <bberutti@comcast.net>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 4:52 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA); pamberutti@gmail.com
Subject: Opposition to Naples airport dispersion proposal

Peter,  
I am a resident of Naples  
I bought my property with the understanding that it was not in the airport flight path which went into 
the decision to purchase my property and the value I ascribed to the property  
I am writing you to share my opposition to the Naples airport dispersion proposal for the reasons 
below  
thank you for your consideration  
Bill Berutti  
Naples Resident  

 Dispersion of aircraft noise is NOT a solution. It merely shifts the noise from one community to
another.  We are supportive of efforts to reduce aircraft noise, but we are strongly against
dispersion across the City of Naples as part of the solution,  and moving a known issue to an
entirely new group of residents.

 Residents thoughtfully and purposely purchased their homes with the knowledge that they were close
enough to the airport to enjoy its amenities, but were not positioned under or near a flight
path.  Similarly, the suddenly aggrieved residents who live near or under the flight path purchased their
property knowing the airport was nearby, and historically has overflown a specific geographic location.
Why now should they deserve a change to the flight operations?  A change to the departure paths would
be detrimental to property values and diminish the peaceful enjoyment and quality of life that is
experienced presently.

 The most logical solution, which has garnered wide-spread support from every community, and
would have perhaps the largest impact on noise mitigation, is to safely raise the "hold-down"
altitude.  The safest route, as presently determined by the FAA, is over the 5th Avenue
Commercial district and out to the Gulf of Mexico, as quickly as possible. Rerouting down
Naples Bay places aircraft over a residential area spanning approximately 4.5 miles - quite a
bit longer than the 1.5 mile westerly departure path that exists today. Safety, in our view,
should be the highest priority when considering changes to the current operation.

 According to an analysis by the Florida Department of Transportation in 2018, the airport's
value to the Naples community is estimated at $440 million annually.

 Extending the flight path would have a negative impact on the environment, and fuel usage expense and
flight time would be needlessly increased.



From: JOHN DEBAIROS <jdebairos@comcast.net>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 5:20 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Opposition to Naples City Council Dispersion Proposal for noise mitigation at the 

Naples Municipal Airport

Dear Mr. Green:  

As residents of Naples, Florida my wife and I are writing to you to express our opposition to the 
dispersion proposal which the City Council of Naples, Florida voted 4-3 to include among its key 
recommendations to mitigate noise generated by aircraft operations at the Naples Municipal Airport.    

Some of the key reasons for our opposition are as follow:  

 Dispersion of aircraft noise is NOT a solution. It merely shifts the noise from one community to
another.  We are supportive of efforts to reduce aircraft noise, but we are strongly against
dispersion across the City of Naples as part of the solution,  and moving a known issue to an
entirely new group of residents.

 The most logical solution, which has garnered wide-spread support from every community, and
would have perhaps the largest impact on noise mitigation, is to safely raise the "hold-down"
altitude.  The safest route, as presently determined by the FAA, is over the 5th Avenue
Commercial district and out to the Gulf of Mexico, as quickly as possible. Rerouting down
Naples Bay places aircraft over a residential area spanning approximately 4.5 miles - quite a
bit longer than the 1.5 mile westerly departure path that exists today. Safety, in our view,
should be the highest priority when considering changes to the current operation.

 
 Extending the flight path would have a negative impact on the environment and, fuel usage expense and

flight time would be needlessly increased.

Thank you for your consideration,  

John and Carol deBairos  



From: Donald Allen <doallen52@icloud.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 5:26 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport - FAA Meeting 12/14

Mr. Green, 
I currently keep 2 airplanes at KAFP and also I’m a pilot. For some time now I’ve been paying close attention to the 
Naples City Council’s insane ideas and desire to limit aviation traffic if not close the airport all together. 
I’ve attended most of the meetings either in person or via Zoom. There have been very few residents speak against air 
traffic and noise interestingly  enough but 10 to 1 in favor of the airport as it is and it has been since the early 1940’s! 
There’s a handful of people who have purchased homes nearby recently that complain the most even though they knew 
it was there prior to their purchase. They do not  have any right to complain, period!  It is insanity to even listen to these 
few people.  
As a pilot you and I know safety comes first yet most if not all the idiotic suggestions from both the habitual complainers 
and some but not all city council members have anything but safety in mind. I’ve heard them speak of keeping the 
aircraft at unheard of altitudes on approach and now they want to reroute departures over arguably the most expensive 
neighborhood in Naples. This proposal is not only unsafe especially in the case of a horrific failure on takeoff but also no 
more than a personal vendetta to force traffic over this neighborhood that occupies property owners that own 
airplanes/jet due to the significant value of their homes. My grandfather would call it “Spiteful” .  
The time has long passed to inform the few pontificating council members and the few complaining residents that the 
airport is not moving nor is the FAA going to allow uneducated and reckless abandonment voices to decide the 
operation of the airspace and safety for all whether in the air or on the ground. 
Thank you for your help in this needless and unreasonable attempt to fix a problem that doesn’t exist. 
Regards, 
Donald Allen 
804‐690‐9052 

Sent from my iPhone 



From: Donald Allen <doallen52@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 5:42 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport 

Me Green, 
I sent an earlier email but in case you wanted to respond my email address is doallen52@gmail.com, not iCloud Thanks 
Donald Allen 

Sent from my iPhone 



From: Bruce <brucerobin@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 7:07 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport

Dear Mr. Green. 

We are strongly opposed to "dispersion" as a noise mitigation technique for Naples Airport (KAPF).  Getting 
jets higher and faster is the best way forward from both a noise ans, most importantly, safety standpoint. 

Please consider: 

Dispersion of aircraft noise is NOT a solution. It merely shifts the noise from one community to
another. We are supportive of efforts to reduce aircraft noise, but we are strongly against 
dispersion across the City of Naples as part of the solution, and moving a known issue to an 
entirely new group of residents. 

 Residents thoughtfully and purposely purchased their homes with the knowledge that they were
close enough to the airport to enjoy its amenities, but were not positioned under or near a flight 
path. Similarly, the suddenly aggrieved residents who live near or under the flight path purchased 
their property knowing the airport was nearby, and historically has overflown a specific geographic 
location. Why now should they deserve a change to the flight operations? A change to the 
departure paths would be detrimental to property values and diminish the peaceful enjoyment and 
quality of life that is experienced presently. 

The most logical solution, which has garnered wide-spread support from every community,

and would have perhaps the largest impact on noise mitigation, is to safely raise the "hold-

down" altitude. The safest route, as presently determined by the FAA, is over the 5th 

Avenue Commercial district and out to the Gulf of Mexico, as quickly as possible. Rerouting 

down Naples Bay places aircraft over a residential area spanning approximately 4.5 miles - 

quite a bit longer than the 1.5 mile westerly departure path that exists today. Safety, in our 

view, should be the highest priority when considering changes to the current operation. 

According to an analysis by the Florida Department of Transportation in 2018, the airport's value to
the Naples community is estimated at $440 million annually. 

 Extending the flight path would have a negative impact on the environment, and fuel usage expense and
flight time would be needlessly increased.

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 



Bruce & Helene Robin 
Naples, FL 



From: India Irving <indiamirving@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 7:39 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Cc: Dad
Subject: NAA Meeting - Residents' Opposition to Dispersion Proposal

Mr. Green: 

I understand that you will be attending the NAA meeting where the Naples City Council’s recommendations for abating 
aircraft noise will be discussed. I am writing on behalf of 440 Kings Town Partners LLC and Pete and Dawn Irving, 
residents at 400 Kings Town Dr., to share our opposition to the Council’s dispersion proposal. The proposal would 
negatively impact our residences and Port Royal neighborhood. From what I’ve gathered, the dispersion proposal is also 
contradictory to FAA’s efforts to direct air traffic over a concentrated area in order to increase safety and reduce flight 
time, fuel usage, and aircraft emissions. 

The Council's dispersion proposal recommends rerouting planes down Naples Bay, meaning aircrafts would be flown 
over a larger swath of residential property (approximately 4.5 miles). However, FAA has determined that the safest 
route is the route over the 5th Avenue Commercial district and out to the Gulf of Mexico (which places aircrafts over 
roughly 1.5 miles of residential property). Although noise reduction is an important consideration, safety should be the 
primary concern. And simply put, the dispersion proposal’s expanded route is not as safe as the existing route. The 
expanded route would also needlessly increase fuel usage. And ultimately, this proposal does little to resolve the noise 
problem—instead it spreads noise to a greater number of residents. Safely raising the hold‐down altitude would be a 
more effective means of reducing aircraft noise and is a solution that has received widespread support from every 
community in Naples.  

We recognize that you play an important role in assisting our local government with this process and ask that you take 
our opposition into consideration. 

Sincerely, 
India Irving 



From: Pam Berutti <pamberutti@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 8:39 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport Meeting with the FAA: 12/14

Dear Mr. Green 
I am writing in regards to the proposal to disperse air traffic to 6 additional neighborhoods and some 
additional 20,000 residents of Naples which I strongly oppose. This only widens the problem and does nothing 
to solve the noise. 
I purchased my home with the explicit knowledge that it is not in the current flight path over Naples. 
In addition, I attended a recent meeting with the City of Naples Council and the Naples Airport Authority. Pilot 
after pilot stood up at the meeting and repeatedly said that the current flight plan is the safest flight and yet our 
City Council ignores those who are actually flying the planes. 
I am writing to you and the FAA to consider changes such as safely raising the hold-down altitude and 
maintaining the current fly path over the 5th avenue commercial district to help mitigate the noise while 
maintaining the safest path possible. 
Respectfully, 
Pamela Berutti 



From: ROBERT KALUSTIAN <rkalust299@aol.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 9:43 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport Noise 

Relocation of the airport noise to another neighborhood is not the solution. The current  path is not as bad as most 
people claim. A faster climb out should be a simple thing to try. If it helps, fine, if not what did you loose? 
As a pilot I actually don’t mind the aircraft overhead. 
  Just my opinion  
 Thank You  
  Robert Kalustian  
  292 14Th Ave South  
 Naples Florida 34102 

Sent from my iPhone 



From: Karen M <kpmelk@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 10:14 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport - RE:  FAA Meeting 12/14

Dear Mr. Green: 

I am a resident of Naples, FL.  I am opposing City Council’s recent recommendation to reroute aircraft for the
Naples airport because of the following: 

 Dispersion of aircraft noise is NOT a solution. It merely shifts the noise from one community to another.  I am supportive of
efforts to reduce aircraft noise, but I am strongly against dispersion across the City of Naples as part of the solution,  and
moving a known issue to an entirely new group of residents.

 Residents thoughtfully and purposely purchased their homes with the knowledge that they were close enough to the airport to
enjoy its amenities, but were not positioned under or near a flight path.  Similarly, the suddenly aggrieved residents who live
near or under the flight path purchased their property knowing the airport was nearby, and historically has overflown a specific
geographic location. Why now should they deserve a change to the flight operations?  A change to the departure paths would
be detrimental to property values and diminish the peaceful enjoyment and quality of life that is experienced presently.

 The most logical solution, which has garnered wide-spread support from every community, and would have perhaps the largest
impact on noise mitigation, is to safely raise the "hold-down" altitude.  The safest route, as presently determined by the FAA,
is over the 5th Avenue Commercial district and out to the Gulf of Mexico, as quickly as possible. Rerouting down Naples Bay
places aircraft over a residential area spanning approximately 4.5 miles - quite a bit longer than the 1.5 mile westerly departure
path that exists today. Safety, in our view, should be the highest priority when considering changes to the current operation.

 According to an analysis by the Florida Department of Transportation in 2018, the airport's value to the Naples community is
estimated at $440 million annually.

 Extending the flight path would have a negative impact on the environment, and fuel usage expense and flight time would be
needlessly increased.

Sincerely, 

Karen Melk 
1681 Galleon Drive 
Naples, FL 34102 



From: John Melk <jjmelk@aol.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 10:15 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Cc: Barbara Carson; Karen Melk; Dan Doerr
Subject: Naples Airport Meeting with the FAA: 12/14

As a citizen and property owner in NAPLES. I value the service, increase in property values, and economic benefit our 
airport brings to our community.  
Obvious to pilots and residents, the safety, most logical,  and least noise disruption is to fly the flight path the shortest 
and most direct route to the Gulf of Mexico.  

“Dispersion”makes no sense for the future of the Greater NAPLES Community.  
John Melk 
jjmelk@aol.com 

Sent from my IPad  



From: Shaw, Bill <BShaw@lockton.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 10:34 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport - FAA Meeting 12/14

Mr. Green, 

I am a military trained instructor pilot, holding 12 type ratings with over 10,000 hours.  I have been trained at the Viterbi 
School of Engineering Safety Course at USC, and have held Director roles (or equivalent) in 4 Fortune 100 corporations.  
SAFETY and operational excellence has been my overarching focus in leading incident/accident free professional aviation 
organizations for over 30 years.   I have established credibility and extensive operational experience to comment on the 
Naples Airport Dispersion Proposal. 

The Airport Dispersion Proposal before the Naples Airport Authority does not appear to be based on operational 
SAFETY, nor on operational efficiencies.  Rather than legitimizing arguments protesting loud and long biased on personal 
circumstance and emotion, this discussion, along with any action, should be driven by, and based on, objective data 
centered on SAFETY, and operational efficiencies.   

Discussion: 

‐ The concept of a “Dispersion” departure significantly detracts from the basic premise of being prepared to “plan what 
you fly, and fly what you plan.”   As a pilot, during the most critical time of flight transitioning from takeoff to the en‐
route structure, the focus should be on maintaining aircraft control, adhering to clearance, and clearing for conflicts.  
Common routings in and out of frequented airports creates a familiarity that significantly increases compliance with 
each of these primary functions.  A “dispersed” departure scheme significantly increases workload due to its 
unpredictable randomness.   Many studies are available supporting standardized functions as safety enhancements and 
has already established this precedent with data.  In my view, the “dispersed” part of this scheme is the required 
“dispersed” and additional attention needed to be conduct unfamiliar and unplanned operations for routings in a high 
traffic environment. 

‐ If the driving issue is noise, then the best solution to minimize the noise is to get the planes to a higher altitude quicker 
utilizing OEM published noise abatement climb profiles.  The current departure routings were established to minimize 
sound impact.  Planned community development should include acknowledgement by community leaders, developers 
and residents during the development and buildout phase.  Blindly building and buying in a flight path is not a 
defendable argument.  Having built 6 homes myself, being informed kept me away from trains, planes AND automobiles. 
(And a prison!) 

‐ I can’t speak to the composition of residents pushing for change, but this airport has been in place for many years.  The 
urban sprawl squeezing more and more airports will continue as will the economic impact studies showing staggering 
dollar amounts flooding into communities.  The difficult balance needs to come from data driven studies and 
compromising solutions respecting all sides of the conversation, including respecting established elements and 
guidelines. 

Submitted for your consideration. 

Respectfully, 



Bill Shaw, Certified Aviation Manger 
ATP:  G‐VII, G‐V, BBD‐700, DA‐2Easy, DA‐50, B‐707, B‐720, DO‐328, C‐525, C‐560XL, C‐500, C‐650 

816‐905‐9587 
Lockton Flight Operations 



From: Jerry Smith <JSmith@euronotions.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 14, 2022 5:29 AM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Cc: Port Royal Association; Alan Atterbury; William Bindley; barbara chur; jon cronin; ray 

deangelis; alfonso dorazio; Suzanne Engelhardt; irle; joe fogg; Joe Freda; richard 
galamba; Jim Hovey; carol hovey; MOE KENT; dorothy kent; Paul Keiswetter; Melissa 
Keiswetter; Ellen Macks; ellen mack; Larry Macks; kathleen maier; Mike McGlynn; john 
mcvickers; sue; Maureen Murphy; Sherry Ohearn; pete pohlmann; Resa Pohlmann; Lori 
Ports; mike  ports; john reece; joan reece; Collin Roche; Patricia S. Schroeder; Joseph 
Semrod; jaye semrod; Jerry Smith; wendiesmith@gmail.com; steve streit; kermit sutton; 
Jenny Sutton; C. Diederick van der velde; amy van der velde; bever; lisa zeien; Scott 
Zeien; edward grzywacz; Sandy Schwab; Mary Ann Bindley; freym; Annette Freyman; 
Oliver Holy; Beth Schiff; Jim Scheff; bill hoeft; amd; barry; susan; 4253 Cutlass Ln; frank 
dellafera; janet dellafera; Joanna Jagoda

Subject: Naples Airport - FAA Meeting 12/14

Dear Mr. Green, 

I am a 20 year resident of the City of Naples and Port Royal and a pilot. I represent the views of my organization, The 
Cutlass Cove Beach Club and am a board member of the South Gordon Drive Neighborhood asso. These two 
organization include over 70 property owners who all live south of the city and would be affected by any dispersion plan 
that redirects aircraft from the current exit flight path which has been in effect for over 80 years and is the safest path. I 
purchased my property with the knowledge that I was not in the flight path of departing aircraft. I intentionally did not 
purchase property in the departing flight path of runway 23 in the Old Naples / 5thAve corridor as I was fully aware of the 
situation as I assume all buyers were since the opening of the airport in 1940. Concerning the proposed dispersion plan 
being put forward by the Naples City Council: To change the rules in the middle of the game is not only unfair but shows 
some kind of pandering to the property owners in the 5th Ave exit corridor for reasons that are not clear to me. I can 
only guess that these property owners were large doners to the campaigns of certain influential council members and 
this it there reward. That, if true, stinks. If this proposal actually becomes policy with the FAA I foresee legal action. As 
you know the FAA is charged with safety first and foremost and the current flight path provides the highest level of safe 
exit by getting aircraft out over open water ASAP. To try to circumvent this to satisfy a certain minority constituency is a 
folly.  

I invite your response to the above.  

Regards, 

Jerry Smith  



From: hoytjones (null) <hoytjones@aol.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 14, 2022 6:27 AM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport - FAA Meeting 12/14

Dear Mr. Green, 
We respectfully request that no change be made to the current flight path of planes coming from Naples Airport. The 
safest route has always been over the 5th Avenue corridor out to the water. It should remain so.  
Sincerely, 
Hoyt and Joni Jones 
Concerned residents.  



From: Peter Kelly <p.kelly57@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 14, 2022 7:59 AM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport Meeting with the FAA: 12/14

Dear Sir, as a resident of Naples I’m deeply concerned with the idea that the flight paths for aircraft in and out of Naples airport might 
be changed.  

 Dispersion of aircraft noise is NOT a solution. It merely shifts the noise from one community to another.  I am supportive of
efforts to reduce aircraft noise, but I’m strongly against dispersion across the City of Naples as part of the solution,  and moving
a known issue to an entirely new group of residents.

 I and other residents thoughtfully and purposely purchased our homes with the knowledge that we were close enough to the
airport to enjoy its amenities, but were not positioned under or near a flight path.  Similarly, the suddenly aggrieved residents
who live near or under the flight path purchased their property knowing the airport was nearby, and historically has overflown
a specific geographic location. Why now should they deserve a change to the flight operations?  A change to the departure
paths would be detrimental to property values and diminish the peaceful enjoyment and quality of life that is experienced
presently.

 The most logical solution, which has garnered wide-spread support from every community, and would have perhaps the largest
impact on noise mitigation, is to safely raise the "hold-down" altitude.  The safest route, as presently determined by the FAA,
is over the 5th Avenue Commercial district and out to the Gulf of Mexico, as quickly as possible. Rerouting down Naples Bay
places aircraft over a residential area spanning approximately 4.5 miles - quite a bit longer than the 1.5 mile westerly departure
path that exists today. Safety, in my view, should be the highest priority when considering changes to the current operation.

 According to an analysis by the Florida Department of Transportation in 2018, the airport's value to the Naples community is
estimated at $440 million annually.

 Extending the flight path would have a negative impact on the environment, and fuel usage expense and flight time would be
needlessly increased.

Regards 
Peter Kelly 



From: Melissa Keiswetter <mk@petoskeyplastics.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 14, 2022 8:21 AM
To: Jerry Smith; Green, Peter M (FAA)
Cc: Port Royal Association; Alan Atterbury; William Bindley; barbara chur; jon cronin; ray 

deangelis; alfonso dorazio; Suzanne Engelhardt; irle; joe fogg; Joe Freda; richard 
galamba; Jim Hovey; carol hovey; MOE KENT; dorothy kent; Paul Keiswetter; Ellen 
Macks; ellen mack; Larry Macks; kathleen maier; Mike McGlynn; john mcvickers; sue; 
Maureen Murphy; Sherry Ohearn; pete pohlmann; Resa Pohlmann; Lori Ports; mike  
ports; john reece; joan reece; Collin Roche; Patricia S. Schroeder; Joseph Semrod; jaye 
semrod; wendiesmith@gmail.com; steve streit; kermit sutton; Jenny Sutton; C. 
Diederick van der velde; amy van der velde; bever; lisa zeien; Scott Zeien; edward 
grzywacz; Sandy Schwab; Mary Ann Bindley; freym; Annette Freyman; Oliver Holy; Beth 
Schiff; Jim Scheff; bill hoeft; amd; barry; susan; 4253 Cutlass Ln; frank dellafera; janet 
dellafera; Joanna Jagoda

Subject: RE: Naples Airport - FAA Meeting 12/14

        Thank you, Jerry! 

From: Jerry Smith <JSmith@euronotions.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, December 14, 2022 5:29 AM 
To: peter.m.green@faa.gov 
Cc: Port Royal Association <jheiderman@portroyalpoa.com>; Alan Atterbury <ala@kcmidland.com>; William Bindley 
<wbindley@bindley.com>; barbara chur <bchur@hlhc.com>; jon cronin <jon@JONCRONIN.COM>; ray deangelis 
<rdeangelis00@comcast.net>; alfonso dorazio <ad1950@comcast.net>; Suzanne Engelhardt <suengel323@gmail.com>; 
irle <irlengel@gmail.com>; joe fogg <jgfogg@jgfogg.com>; Joe Freda <jafreda@cfpacking.com>; richard galamba 
<klongstaff200@gmail.com>; Jim Hovey <hovey4180@gmail.com>; carol hovey <twopinkflamingos@comcast.net>; 
MOE KENT <moekent@aol.com>; dorothy kent <dotnaples@aol.com>; Paul Keiswetter 
<pkeiswetter@petoskeyplastics.com>; Melissa Keiswetter <mk@petoskeyplastics.com>; Ellen Macks 
<ellen@macks.com>; ellen mack <ellenmacks@gmail.com>; Larry Macks <larry@macks.com>; kathleen maier 
<kadmaier@yahoo.com>; Mike McGlynn <mike@mcglynn.com>; john mcvickers <john@mcvickers.com>; sue 
<sue@mcvickers.com>; Maureen Murphy <maureen@murphfla.com>; Sherry Ohearn <Sohearn1@aol.com>; pete 
pohlmann <ppohlmann47@gmail.com>; Resa Pohlmann <resapohlmann@gmail.com>; Lori Ports 
<loriports@gmail.com>; mike ports <mike@fuelmart.com>; john reece <john.reece@ineos.com>; joan reece 
<jandjreece@aol.com>; Collin Roche <collinroche@yahoo.com>; Patricia S. Schroeder <4asong@comcast.net>; Joseph 
Semrod <joesemrod@yahoo.com>; jaye semrod <jsemrod@yahoo.com>; Jerry Smith <JSmith@euronotions.com>; 
wendiesmith@gmail.com; steve streit <steve@swstreit.com>; kermit sutton <kermit@suttonco.org>; Jenny Sutton 
<jennywren@suttonco.org>; C. Diederick van der velde <diederickv@yahoo.com>; amy van der velde 
<alvdv67@yahoo.com>; bever <beverleydq@aol.com>; lisa zeien <lgzeien@comcast.net>; Scott Zeien 
<scottzeien@kyc.us>; edward grzywacz <eddyg@eagconsultingllc.com>; Sandy Schwab <schwab@chessventures.com>; 
Mary Ann Bindley <mab@bindley.com>; freym <freymtc@gmail.com>; Annette Freyman <anewfrey478@gmail.com>; 
Oliver Holy <oliver.holy@classicon.com>; Beth Schiff <eyschiff@hotmail.com>; Jim Scheff <james.schiff@uc.edu>; bill 
hoeft <william.hoeft@zieglercat.com>; amd <amdovolos@gmail.com>; barry <barrylbabcock@gmail.com>; susan 
<susantbabcock@gmail.com>; 4253 Cutlass Ln <info@germanservices.com>; frank dellafera <frank@ferapharma.com>; 
janet dellafera <dfsk8ters@yahoo.com>; Joanna Jagoda <joanna.jagoda@gmail.com> 
Subject: Naples Airport ‐ FAA Meeting 12/14 

Dear Mr. Green, 



I am a 20 year resident of the City of Naples and Port Royal and a pilot. I represent the views of my organization, The 
Cutlass Cove Beach Club and am a board member of the South Gordon Drive Neighborhood asso. These two 
organization include over 70 property owners who all live south of the city and would be affected by any dispersion plan 
that redirects aircraft from the current exit flight path which has been in effect for over 80 years and is the safest path. I 
purchased my property with the knowledge that I was not in the flight path of departing aircraft. I intentionally did not 
purchase property in the departing flight path of runway 23 in the Old Naples / 5thAve corridor as I was fully aware of the 
situation as I assume all buyers were since the opening of the airport in 1940. Concerning the proposed dispersion plan 
being put forward by the Naples City Council: To change the rules in the middle of the game is not only unfair but shows 
some kind of pandering to the property owners in the 5th Ave exit corridor for reasons that are not clear to me. I can 
only guess that these property owners were large doners to the campaigns of certain influential council members and 
this it there reward. That, if true, stinks. If this proposal actually becomes policy with the FAA I foresee legal action. As 
you know the FAA is charged with safety first and foremost and the current flight path provides the highest level of safe 
exit by getting aircraft out over open water ASAP. To try to circumvent this to satisfy a certain minority constituency is a 
folly.  

I invite your response to the above.  

Regards, 

Jerry Smith  



From: Dave Johnson <djohnson@midammetal.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 14, 2022 8:31 AM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Aqualane shores resident

Peter, 

Good morning and I hope this email finds you well. 

I am sure you have received plenty of other emails and letters from fellow residents and 
others regarding the proposed changes to flightpath to remedy noise level concerns. My 
home is 1.5 miles from touchdown point of runway 5 and on centerline of flight path. I bought 
my property 8 years ago and knew there was and has been a airport for over 80 years and 
further knew airports make noise. 

The Naples airport predates most if not all of the residents whom are complaining about the 
noise level and seeking change. 

My request is simple and is that the FAA do what is 100% in the interest of safety of flight. 
These residents making noise about the noise will be the same ones screaming why didn’t 
FAA do something to prevent this accident when one occurs as a result of foolish moves 
made to try and appease those whom bought properties next to the airport. 

You need look no further than to John Wayne airport to understand what the ramifications of 
these sort of actions are. 

I appreciate your time, 

       Dave Johnson 
417-268-5900

       djohnson@midammetal.com 



From: P.F. Ross <pfrstl@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 14, 2022 10:10 AM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA); Aqualane Shores Association
Subject: Naples airport noise mitigation

Dear Mr. Green; 

In a split decision last week, the Naples City Council is recommending flight dispersion as a tactic to mitigate 
aircraft operation noise from the Naples airport.  Speaking from long-time personal experiences, please let us 
explain why we feel this is simply wrong. 

Our family has owned our home in Aqualane Shores since 1982 so we know very well the impact of 
exponentially increased jet noise over the recent years.  In our case, it is the approach to runway 5 that mostly 
affects the quality of our lives here in Naples.  Takeoffs from runway 23 are typically not so bad since they turn 
to 270 after liftoff, thus passing to the north of our neighborhood. 

To change the preferred 270 departure path (and resulting noise) from runway 23 to something more southerly 
would be patently unfair to Aqualane Shores residents since we are already subjected to a huge amount of 
arrival traffic noise. 

We urge you to take total (arrival AND departure) neighborhood jet noise levels into consideration before 
shifting those patterns around. 

Sincerely, 

Frank and Wendy Ross 
375 15th Ave S 
Naples, FL  34102 
314-372-1392
pfrstl@gmail.com



From: Don Ienner <donienner@me.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 14, 2022 10:49 AM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Cc: Michelle Ienner
Attachments: Naples Aiport - HOA Coalition Letter to FAA .pdf

Dear Mr Green, I too would like to add my name and my wife’s name to this letter.   Thank you.  Michelle and Don 
Ienner.   



From: Patty Gregor <pilotpatty@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 14, 2022 6:33 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport - FAA Meeting 12/14

Dear Mr Green.  

I know I am late to the party with this letter, but dispersion is not the answer to the Naples airport noise issues. The 
people in the flight path knowing purchased property in the flight path, dispersion merely shits noise to another 
neighbor who did not purchase property in the flight path. 

Extended takeoffs increase fuel burn which harms the environment. 

Ty  

Patricia Gregor 
Ppl since 1996, IFR, SES rating and tail wheel endorsement. 



From: Denise Long <deelong22@aol.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 14, 2022 10:20 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport - FAA Meeting 12/14

Dear Mr Green,  
I am writing to let you know my opposition to changing the flight patterns for Naples airport. My husband and I 
fly into the airport regularly, and feel that safety should be the prime consideration for any designated flight 
paths.  All of the residents in Naples were well aware of the airport before purchasing their residential or 
commercial property.  Any change to the flight paths could increase danger to those flying and on the ground.   

I ask that you keep the flight paths as they are to keep our airport and city safe. 

Denise E. Long 



From: Morrissey, Matthew <MMorrissey@lockton.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 15, 2022 12:17 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Cc: Morrissey, Matthew
Subject: APF noise mitigation

Mr. Green, 
I have been flying into the Naples Municipal Airport (APF) for more than 15 years and consider myself quite 
experienced in the local arrival and departure procedures.  
I have also been following the issue of altering the flight patterns to mitigate noise in and around the 
surrounding communities. I am not affected by the noise caused by the jet traffic personally but I want to offer 
my opinion as a pilot in command of several Gulfstream aircraft. I believe getting the jet traffic to a higher 
altitude as soon as practical and out over the Gulf would not only reduce the noise/carbon footprints and save 
fuel but also be much safer for jet aircraft operators. Currently we are required to level at 2000 feet after take off 
before being handed off to a departure control and then permitted to climb. This puts the aircraft at the risk of 
migrating water fowl that can be ingested into the engines or cause structural damage to the aircraft. It also puts 
us at the same altitude of the high volume of training aircraft traveling at a much slower speed. Jet aircraft need 
to be separated from these risks as soon as practical. Getting jet aircraft to a higher altitude and out to sea 
promptly is the best way of providing the added safety margins and also reduces noise in the surrounding 
community. Having to level off at such a low altitude and reduce thrust to stay within our speed requirements 
may reduce the noise initially. However, when instructed to climb to a higher altitude the increased thrust 
produces far more noise than if we were allowed to get to a higher altitude on initial takeoff departure.  

Respectfully, 

Captain Matthew Morrissey 
Lockton Enterprise 

Sent from my iPad 



From: WILLIAM CARY <whcary@aol.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 15, 2022 3:29 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport - FAA Meeting 12/14

Dear Mr. Green 

We urge you to oppose the Naples Airport dispersion proposal, as it does not correct the noise issue. Instead, it moves a known 
problem to an entirely new group, and merely reallocates the burden onto a much larger group of citizens.  

Please consider the following: 

 Dispersion of aircraft noise is NOT a solution. It merely shifts the noise from one community to another.  We are supportive
of efforts to reduce aircraft noise, but we are strongly against dispersion across the City of Naples as part of the solution,  and
moving a known issue to an entirely new group of residents.

 Residents thoughtfully and purposely purchased their homes with the knowledge that they were close enough to the airport to
enjoy its amenities, but were not positioned under or near a flight path.  Similarly, the suddenly aggrieved residents who live
near or under the flight path purchased their property knowing the airport was nearby, and historically has overflown a specific
geographic location. Why now should they deserve a change to the flight operations?  A change to the departure paths would
be detrimental to property values and diminish the peaceful enjoyment and quality of life that is experienced presently.

 The most logical solution, which has garnered wide-spread support from every community, and would have perhaps the largest
impact on noise mitigation, is to safely raise the "hold-down" altitude.  The safest route, as presently determined by the FAA,
is over the 5th Avenue Commercial district and out to the Gulf of Mexico, as quickly as possible. Rerouting down Naples Bay
places aircraft over a residential area spanning approximately 4.5 miles - quite a bit longer than the 1.5 mile westerly departure
path that exists today. Safety, in our view, should be the highest priority when considering changes to the current operation.

 According to an analysis by the Florida Department of Transportation in 2018, the airport's value to the Naples community is
estimated at $440 million annually.

 Extending the flight path would have a negative impact on the environment, and fuel usage expense and flight time would be
needlessly increased.

Thank you for your consideration of our views. 

Best,  William Cary 

3605 Fort Charles Dr 
Naples, FL. 34102 



From: TomCooper <coop2tom@aol.com>
Sent: Friday, December 16, 2022 2:43 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport Noise

Peter, 

I am sure you are receiving a number of emails regarding the Naples City Council members Naples 
Airport noise reduction recommendations. As a resident of Old Naples, I thought it was important to 
provide you my input on the recommendations. 

I have lived in the Old Naples area for 17 years and have never been bothered by the air traffic noise. 
Unfortunately, the city allowed a few neighborhoods to be built very close to or under the long 
standing flight path. Now these neighborhoods are complaining, even though they knew there would 
be airport noise when they purchased their property. 

The goal needs to be to reduce the Airport noise the best way possible for all residents, which 
constitutes the majority of the City Council's recommendations. It is unfortunate you have been put 
into a political battle generated by the Old Naples Association to move the flight path. The 
recommendation to lengthen the airport flight path and route it over residential areas will not reduce 
any noise and will greatly increase the risks for pilots and passengers!  The Old Naples association 
has used its political power with three council members to approve this recommendation to the 
detriment of the city. 

Lastly, the Naples Airport is extremely important to the city, county and Southwest Florida. Taking 
away the airport would cause significant harm to the attractiveness of the City for residents and 
visitors, along with eliminating significant revenue for the area. 

Thank you for all your hard work. I am confident you will see through the politics on the one 
recommendation and make the right decision that will keep the airport operating and safe for all. 

Thank you for your consideration, 

Tom 

'Humility is hard to gain and easy to lose' 

Tom Cooper 
coop2tom@aol.com 
(817)706-4330



From: Peter Ladell <peterwladell@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, December 17, 2022 11:53 AM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport 

Dear Sir….The noise we suffer from while aircraft are approaching for landing is deafening and constant. To further 
subject us to more noise on take off to please a special interest group would be a total injustice! May common sense 
prevail on the matter you are reviewing. Peter Ladell 
857 17th Avenue South  

Sent from my iPhone 



From: Chuck Male <chuck.male@outlook.com>
Sent: Saturday, December 17, 2022 2:55 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Cc: Jenna Heiderman
Subject: Naples Airport - FAA Meeting 12/14

Peter: 

The Naples City Council has undertaken an initiative to relocate the current flight path(s) of the air traffic out of Naples 
airport. Together with the Naples Airport Authority, City Council wants to relocate the current flight path of (270) west 
immediately after take‐off.  Two‐seventy (270) west is the shortest distance to the Gulf of Mexico and generally flies 
over a commercial and marina district.  The proposed change would result in a long circuitous route up the Gordon River 
and up Naples Bay.  This proposal makes absolutely NO SENSE.  Several HOA representatives have objected to this 
change because it negatively impacts significantly more residential neighborhoods than the current flight path.  The 
mayor was even quoted in one of the hearings as saying, “we need to spread the pain” associated with the flight 
path.  Spreading the pain is NOT A SOLUTION.  In addition, there are safety issues with changing the flight path.  Two (2) 
pilots testified at the hearing and described the increased risk associated with the proposed change. 

In summary, the proposed change (1) negatively impacts more households and (2) increases the flight risk.  In my 
opinion, the proposed change makes no sense whatsoever.  Thank you for considering my opinion. 

Chuck Male 
1360 Spyglass Ln 
Naples, FL 34102 
513‐478‐3177 



From: Michael Chirillo <mchirillo3@comcast.net>
Sent: Sunday, December 18, 2022 9:41 AM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Regarding the Naples Airport - Concerned citizen

Mr. Green,  

I’m writing as a concerned citizen of the Aqualane Shores neighborhood in Naples, FL. I understand a new aircraft noise 
dispersion proposal is under consideration that would have a significant negative impact on our community. Further, it is 
my understanding that the proposal is not a solution but rather simply shifts the noise from one community to another, 
while the more logical solution of safely raising the “hold‐down” altitude and using the more direct route to the Gulf of 
the 5th Avenue South district, has wide‐spread support from every concerned community. 

I, and my neighbors, are greatly concerned about the negative impact of the proposal on property values and our 
environment. As you know, the community was devastated by hurricane Ian and is still in recovery mode. The last thing 
this community needs now is additional stress and strain regarding the noise, environment, and property values. 

I appreciate your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Chirillo 
1867 4th Street S 
Naples, FL 



From: Rhys Reese <rhys.reese@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 20, 2022 7:27 AM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport Dispersion Plan

Sir 

After studying and attending the noise issues with Naples airport for ten (10) years, I think the best and most effective 
remedy would be to lift the hold down requirement. Get the noise up and away on the current departure paths.  

Rhys Reese 
565 16th Ave S 
Naples FL  34102 
239‐919‐2623 



From: Janet Ferry <jferrycapecod@aol.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 3:44 PM
To: jboodheshwar@gmail.com
Cc: council@naplesgov.com; crozansky@flynaples.com; kdustin@flynaples.com; Green, 

Peter M (FAA); Vernace, Bart (FAA)
Subject: FAA Meeting
Attachments: ONA - FAA Meeting 12.14.22.pdf



December 13, 2022 

Dear Mr. Boodheshwar, 

Thank you in advance for representing the City at the upcoming NAA/FAA December 14th meeting. 

It is critically important that NAA and City council implement meaningful, fair and equitable, long-term 

solutions to the crisis resulting from unchecked and unanticipated growth of jet traffic. This is  

particularly concerning given that many jets fly over homes, schools, and churches, often at altitudes of 

800’, and at a rate of 1 every 3 minutes during peak season. 

It should be stated accurately that the Naples City Council did not “conjure up” or otherwise create any 

of the solutions to be discussed, including the idea of dispersion.    

All the solutions presented are the result of an exhaustive and transparent 2-year long 150 Noise Study 

conducted by the NAA, soliciting and documenting the opinions of residents throughout the City, 

inclusive of all neighborhoods. These recommendations flow from a 150  Study that NAA has reported 

as being hailed by the FAA as one of the best managed studies they have seen. 

An attempt to trivialize the integrity of the Study by an interest in editorializing its’ results or objecting 

to public input at this juncture is irresponsible and an impediment to finding solutions for the challenges 

our City residents face.   

Following the Study the NAA sought specific direction from City Council.  Council voted that all 

options have merit, that they represent the views of the public at large, and that nothing be taken off the 

table. They directed that all elements of a possible solution be vetted and considered by the experts who 

can properly advise the City on this important matter.  

It has been discussed that the elements of a holistic solution are synergistic; for example when 

higher/faster is implemented, there is a dramatic reduction in noise experienced at ground level.  This 

enables a dispersion strategy with substantially less disruption across the entire City.  

ONA has no preference on how noise, safety/health concerns, and the diminishment of property values 

and quality of life is mitigated, just that it is.   

We expect meaningful progress will flow from the meeting and we are grateful for your participation. 

Respectfully, 

Janet Ferry, President – Old Naples Association 

Old Naples Association 



From: Robert Minyard <bobminyard7@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 20, 2022 5:58 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Air Traffic Dispersion Proposal

Dear Mr Green, 
We are residents of Naples and live in Aqualane Shores.  As you know this is a very nice community located south of Old 
Naples.   One issue we have is that we are close to the path which planes landing at Naples Airport use.   They fly low as 
they approach and it is very noisy.   We understand there are some proposals being considered which would make the 
situation even worse for the residents of our community.  The proposal which is particularly problematic is air traffic 
dispersion .    

We and our neighbors are very strongly against this proposal and any other proposal which would increase the noise 
problem with landing aircraft.   We urge you to not support this proposal. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Best Regards, 

Robert & Michelle Minyard 
451 21st Ave. South 
Naples, FL 34102 



From: Chip Shotwell <chipshotwell@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 21, 2022 8:53 AM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport (APF) aircraft dispersion conversation

My family and I have lived in the Aqualane Shores area since 1970. We are adjacent to Naples Bay. a small 
group of people wish to change the out bound route of aircraft from APF. They want to send it over a residential 
area 5 times larger than the current flight path. This area has Naples Bay and many canals which you know are 
major noise generators. Dispersion of noise is not a solution. 
Any homeowner worth listening to would have consulted their real estate broker before buying a home near an 
airport. They would have identified the flight patterns if they were concerned about aircraft noise. To now 
change that paradigm with real estate costing what it does today to try and satisfy a few who didn't do their 
homework would be a travesty. 
The simple solution would be to raise the "hold-down" altitude and continue to use the current flight path which 
most agree is the safest and shortest to getting to the Gulf. 

Thank you for your participation. We have a great airport. 

Alfred H. Shotwell III 



From: Charlie Brown <charlie@browncap.org>
Sent: Saturday, December 24, 2022 1:06 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Cc: Bill Earls; dickdebello@gmail.com
Subject: noise abatement ,Naples Fl.

Good afternoon Mr. Green, this email is sent with much empathy about your position as decision maker at the FAA 
regarding the Naples City Council vs. the whole Southern section of the affected area. Please know that we ,and our 
elected representatives , are all acutely aware that your primary mission is safety driven. We respect the fact that the 
safest route for outbound flights is over the 5th Ave commercial ,retail, office, and industrial,  and proceeding to the Gulf 
of Mexico. The City Council , bowing to certain donor and other related interests, recently voted to ask the FAA to 
change this fact‐ based flight pattern to send flights 4.5 miles over the Southern residential area encompassing at least 6 
major, completely high value, single family communities. This largely non‐data driven  political decision will have a 
measurable negative impact on the living , physical  environment, and life style of the affected residents and , more 
importantly, will clearly cause a reduction in property values of the proximity damaged  properties . As you are 
undoubtedly are aware, these 6 neighborhoods comprise several BILLION  dollars in real estate assessed value (2021). 
Please proceed with your deliberations in this matter accordingly, Happy Holidays to you and yours, Charlie Brown 

Charlie Brown 
Managing Member 
Brown Capital, LLLP  
3370 Fort Charles Drive 
Naples, FL 34102 
Office:  239.434.5323 



From: Shan Nair <Shan@nairglobalinvestments.com>
Sent: Sunday, December 25, 2022 11:40 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Cc: Vyoma Nair; Aditi Nair
Subject: Strong Opposition to Naples Airport So Called Dispersion Proposal

Importance: High

Dear Mr Green 

I write to strongly oppose the current Naples Airport Dispersion Proposals on the following grounds: 

(1) dispersion of aircraft noise is not a solution. It merely shifts the noise from one group of citizens to another

group of citizens. I would support efforts to reduce aircraft noise but I am strongly against dispersion of the

noise across the city of Naples as a solution, moving a known issue from one group of residents who have

already taken this into account when they acquired their properties to an entirely new group of residents.

(2) Residents thoughtfully and purposely purchased their homes with the knowledge that they were close enough

to the airport to enjoy its amenities, but were not positioned under or near a flight path.  Similarly, the

suddenly aggrieved residents who live near or under the flight path purchased their property knowing the

airport was nearby, and historically has overflown a specific geographic location. Why now should they deserve

a change to the flight operations?  A change to the departure paths would be detrimental to property values and

diminish the peaceful enjoyment and quality of life that is experienced presently.

(3) The most logical solution, which has garnered wide‐spread support from every community, and would have

perhaps the largest impact on noise mitigation, is to safely raise the "hold‐down" altitude.  The safest route, as

presently determined by the FAA, is over the 5th Avenue Commercial district and out to the Gulf of Mexico, as

quickly as possible. Rerouting down Naples Bay places aircraft over a residential area spanning approximately

4.5 miles ‐ quite a bit longer than the 1.5 mile westerly departure path that exists today. It therefore makes no

sense at all from a safety viewpoint.

(4) According to an analysis by the Florida Department of Transportation in 2018, the airport's value to the Naples

community is estimated at $440 million annually.

(5) Extending the flight path would have a negative impact on the environment, and fuel usage expense and

flight time would be needlessly increased.

Best regards. 



Shan Nair 
1333 Galleon Drive, Naples FL 34102 



From: Mary-Lisa Bergonzi <marylisabergonzi@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 14, 2022 12:24 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport Meeting with the FAA: 12/14

We are new residents to the Port Royal area after living in Coquina Sands for the last three years. We strongly 
oppose the dispersion idea.  This does not solve anything.  But instead puts the burden on many more 
citizens.  Residents in the current areas of air traffic have decided  to reside in those areas KNOWING there are 
flights paths overhead.  Not only will our real estate investment be compromised by this truly does not solve the 
issue.   

Thank you for your consideration.   

Mary-Lisa Bergonzi 
3155 Rum Row 
Naples, FL  



From: John Fergus <johncfergus@aol.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 6, 2022 11:53 AM
To: kdustin@flynaples.com; rruppert@flynaples.com; rcuddihy@flynaples.com; 

rburns@flynaples.com; tcavanaugh@flynaples.com
Cc: Green, Peter M (FAA); Donna@krallswim.com
Subject: Naples Airport Noise Solutions

NAA Board, 
   I am a tenant at KAPF, fly a TBM 700 C2 and have been flying in and out of the Naples airport for 15 years or so. The 
other airport that I frequent most often is KOSU, which has a high volume of training aircraft, just like Naples. These type 
of fields require highly qualified, attentive controllers due to the volume and mix of aircraft performance.  I find the Naples 
tower to be very adept at handling the volume and disparate airplane types and keep everyone safe and orderly. I fly in 
and out of KAPF with confidence. 
   So, I hope that you can appreciate my concern when Naples City Council is lobbying for a change in departure 
clearances for Runway 23, requiring multiple turns and a course over more densely populated areas. As you know, the 
typical departure is to climb to 2,000 and turn to 270 degrees, usually being told to turn to 270 while still climbing. That 
course gets aircraft over the water quickly and requires a simple 40 degree turn while climbing. In the unlikely event that 
an aircraft has a performance issue, getting to the water is the safest route for those on the ground. That said, I have often 
wondered why a higher initial climb isn't given when departing 23, as the course is not toward KRSW or any other active 
airspace and an initial climb to 3-4,000 would improve safety, as it provides additional time to diagnose and react to a 
performance problem. 
   I am aware that you, the Board, are focused on safety and finding ways to address Council's concerns, as was apparent 
in the two meeting that I attended and at which I spoke. Why City Council chooses to ignore safety and request flight 
paths over more homes is probably due to purely political and donor input, but still very disappointing. Their "solution" 
impacts more people and does nothing to help address noise. Indeed, we all know that noise travels over water, so the 
noise impact is more severe in their "solution". I guess we should excuse them for being politicians and not pilots, haha. 
   I believe that higher initial climbs would go far in addressing the noise concerns of the downtown area, would garner 
support from the pilot community and minimize the noise impact on the entire Naples community, while improving safety. 
As jets are in Council's cross hairs and such planes can reach 3-4,000 feet very quickly, greatly reducing their noise 
footprint, that factor helps make higher initial climbs a workable solution. Hopefully that is a solution that finds support 
when you meet with the FAA. 
   Thank you for the many hours that your group and the airport employees have spent on working to find the best 
solution. You have taken a fair amount of undeserved complaints and criticism, which many of us see. 

John C Fergus, II  
The Fergus Companies 
8377 Green Meadows Dr N, Suite A 
Lewis Center, OH 43035 
Mobile 614-395-4051 
Office  740-201-0500 
Fax      740-201-0501 
www.ferguscompanies.com  



From: Jerome Fons <jerryfons@comcast.net>
Sent: Wednesday, December 14, 2022 1:22 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Jet Noise in Naples FL

Mr. Peter M. Green 
Federal Aviation Administration 

Dear Mr. Green, 

I am writing to urge you to reject the recommendations being made today by the Naples City Council regarding the so‐
called dispersion proposal.  The notion that jet noise — which is already substantial in our community — needs to be 
shared by an even large group begs the real problem: there is just too much small and medium size jet traffic 
concentrated in a small airport.  But sending jets over Naples Bay raises additional safety and noise problems for a much 
larger portion of the community.  Please help us in our efforts to reduce noise levels without drastically changing takeoff 
and landing patterns.  Thank you for any help you can render. 

Sincerely Yours, 

Jerome S. Fons 
2211 Forrest Lane 
Naples, FL  34102 



From: Mayra Landeros <mlanderos@silverhillenergy.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 14, 2022 5:25 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport
Attachments: KAM KDM_Letter to Naples Airport Authority 120822.pdf

Please see attached.  Thank you! 

Mayra A. Landeros 
Executive Assistant to Kyle D. Miller 

214‐865‐6555 office 
214‐325‐3792 cell 



Naples Airport Authority 

160 Aviation Drive North 

Naples, FL 34104 

December 8, 2022 

Katy and Kyle Miller 

3695 Nelson's Walk 

Naples, FL 34102 

Dear Naples Airport Authority and Zac Burch: 

We are writing to you as Homeowners of 3695 Nelson's Walk, Naples FL, regarding the noise mitigation 

measures that are under consideration with Naples Airport Authority. We respectfully oppose a change 

to the departing flight path. 

Sincerely, 



From: Ron Johnson <Ron.Johnson@centralbancorp.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 14, 2022 8:32 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport - FAA Meeting 12/14

Mr. Green, I am writing you as both a licensed pilot and a resident of Naples.  I am concerned that some of the 
efforts to theoretically reduce or disperse noise associated with operations at KAPF will come at the cost of 
safety.  In particular, a flight path that follows the Gordon River in or out of the airport environment needlessly 
complicates the arrival/departure procedure.  

Perhaps an increase in the assigned departure altitude could achieve as much or more sound mitigation as 
adjusting the App/Dep with an increase rather than a decrease to safety. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Best regards, RSJ  

Ronald S. Johnson 
President & CEO 
Central Bancorp, Inc 
1 South Nevada Avenue, Suite 200 
Colorado Springs, CO 80903 
Direct Line: (719) 228-1090 
Fax:           (719) 228-1151 
ron.johnson@centralbancorp.com 
www.CentralBancorp.com 
Past performance data is unaudited. Past performance is not a guarantee of future results. Investment products 
are not FDIC insured, not bank guaranteed, may lose value and are not insured by any Federal Government 
Agency. This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the 
individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you have received this email in error please notify the 
system manager. This message contains confidential information and is intended only for the individual named. 
If you are not the named addressee you should not disseminate, distribute or copy this e-mail. Please notify the 
sender immediately by e-mail if you have received this e-mail by mistake and delete this e-mail from your 
system. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that disclosing, copying, distributing or taking any 
action in reliance on the contents of this information is strictly prohibited.  

Disclaimer 

The information contained in this communication from the sender is confidential. It is intended solely for use by the recipient and 
others authorized to receive it. If you are not the recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or 
taking action in relation of the contents of this information is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. 

This email has been scanned for viruses and malware, and may have been automatically archived by Mimecast Ltd, an innovator in 
Software as a Service (SaaS) for business. Providing a safer and more useful place for your human generated data. Specializing in; 
Security, archiving and compliance. To find out more Click Here. 



From: James Seavitt <james.seavitt@villageford.net>
Sent: Wednesday, December 14, 2022 5:00 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport Meeting with the FAA: 12/14

I built my home in the Port Royal area of naples for a number of reasons, one of them being that air traffic was not going 
over our Lot and future house. Now I find out that a group is trying to change that with  a plan called “Dispersion “ I 
think that just shifts the air traffic to areas that are currently not affected by it from the areas that knew when they 
moved in that they were in the air traffic patterns. Also these same households have been in this same air pattern for 
years and now want to suddenly want it “Dispersed” I totally object to this plan. thanks jim seavitt ..480 Kingstown dr 
naples fl 34102  

Sent from my iPhone 



From: josephsozio@aol.com
Sent: Wednesday, December 14, 2022 10:44 AM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA); Mayorheitmann@naplesgov.com; council@naplesgov.com
Subject: Naples Airport Dispersion Proposal

Ladies and Gentlemen, 

Dispersion of aircraft noise is NOT a solution. It merely shifts the noise from one community to another.  We are supportive of efforts 
to reduce aircraft noise, but we are strongly against dispersion across the City of Naples as part of the solution,  and moving a known 
issue to an entirely new group of residents.  

The most logical solution, which has garnered wide-spread support from every community, and would have perhaps the largest impact 
on noise mitigation, is to safely raise the "hold-down" altitude.  The safest route, as presently determined by the FAA, is over the 
5th Avenue Commercial district and out to the Gulf of Mexico, as quickly as possible. Rerouting down Naples Bay places aircraft 
over a residential area spanning approximately 4.5 miles - quite a bit longer than the 1.5 mile westerly departure path that exists today. 
Safety, in our view, should be the highest priority when considering changes to the current operation. 

Cordially, 

Joseph and Grace Sozio 



From: John Stratton <john@jstratton211.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 14, 2022 6:33 PM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport - FAA 

Mr. Green,  

I understand that you have responsibility for a decision regarding flight routing to/from the Naples (FL) Airport. 
Recognizing that there are many opinions on this subject, I wanted to provide you with mine in the hope that it will be 
considered in your deliberations.  

We purchased our home on Southwinds Drive in Naples about two years ago. At that time, knowing that the Naples 
Airport is a fairly busy transportation hub, we reviewed then‐current flight paths to best anticipate the potential noise 
impact at each prospective home listing. Ultimately we chose our current home as it is located just outside of the main 
traffic corridor. Of course we recognized that this could be subject to change, but given past practices we anticipated 
that the routing would remain somewhat constant.  

We understand that the noise created by jet overflight is significant, and that inevitably someone’s home will be in the 
flight path. That said, my concern about the proposal that the Naples City Council has put forward in many respects 
expands the negative impact by distributing it across many more neighborhoods, as opposed to taking definitive steps to 
actually reduce the impact. Routing flights over the 5th Avenue commercial district and to the Gulf of Mexico on the 
most direct possible path would provide the greatest reduction in residential fly‐over (by over 2/3s vs the City Council 
proposal), and offers what the FAA has determined to be the safest route for ingress/egress by the planes that use it.  

There are many other advantages to this approach including reduced fuel consumption and positive environmental 
impact. We hope you will give this proposal your full consideration when making your ultimate decision.  

Thank you for taking the time to read this note. Your public service is appreciated.  

Sincerely,  

John Stratton 
2168 Southwinds Dr  
Naples FL 34102  



From: Joe Trachtenberg <naples65@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, September 21, 2022 10:14 AM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport Noise Abatement Recommendations

Dear Mr. Green, 
My wife and I have lived in the Aqualane Shores neighborhood of Naples FL since 2005. We were aware of Naples 
Airport’s existence when we bought our home. Accordingly, we do not understand the persistent complaints of others who 
similarly moved in, understanding but objecting to the airport’s presence. 
I recently saw the recommendations proposed by our City Council. Unfortunately this group is heavily influenced by the 
Old Naples Association (ONA), a voluntary HOA who geographically occupies the corridor where departing aircraft 
utilizing runway 23 typically fly over.  
While it is easy to support recommendations to limit noise that do not impact safety, we need to be cautious about self-
serving proposals which merely transfer the problem to others. 
There is no question the current preferred routing  has aircraft reach the Gulf, flying above the fewest residences and in 
the quickest manner. To attempt to move aircraft over Naples Bay will take longer to reach the Gulf, and fly over a 
significantly larger population.  
Sadly, this recommendation by Naples City Council is politically and not practically generated. 
In my view Naples Airport works very hard to be a good neighbor. They are extremely well managed and strive to be as 
helpful as they can. Economically they are an extremely important part of our community.  
Please do not give serious consideration to ONA’s selfish attempt to relocate departure traffic away from their members’ 
homes. 
Thank you, 
Joe Trachtenberg  
525 18th Ave S. 
Naples FL 34102 





From: Marty Adams <madams@martyadamsconsulting.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 14, 2022 11:02 AM
To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Naples Airport - FAA Meeting 12/14

Dear Mr Green, 

I was quite surprised to read that the Naples FL City Council approved by a 4 to 3 vote a recommendation to 
ask the FAA to accept a diversion plan for flights arriving and departing Naples Airport. The only reason the 
Mayor could give was to "spread the pain".  A diversion plan adopted to simply move noise problems from one 
neighborhood to another seems like a political solution not a practical solution.   The current flight patterns have 
been established for years have kept travelers and residents safe for many years.  That should be the main 
consideration when making a change. I am against the ill thought-out recommendation.  

Thank You, 

Marty Adams  
6 Sabre Lane 
Naples, FL 34102 

Sent via the Samsung Galaxy S22+ 5G, an AT&T 5G smartphone 
Get Outlook for Android 
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From: Chris Rozansky <CRozansky@flynaples.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, December 6, 2022 3:38 PM 
To: John Fergus <johncfergus@aol.com> 
Cc: Kerry C. Dustin <kdustin@flynaples.com>; Rick Ruppert <rruppert@flynaples.com>; Rita Cuddihy 
<rcuddihy@flynaples.com>; Robert Burns <RBurns@flynaples.com>; Terry Cavanaugh <TCavanaugh@flynaples.com>; 
Green, Peter (peter.m.green@faa.gov) <peter.m.green@faa.gov>; Donna M. Krall ‐ Port Royal Property Owners' 
Association, Inc. (donna@krallswim.com) <donna@krallswim.com>; Diane Cooper <DCooper@flynaples.com>; Zachary 
Burch <zburch@flynaples.com>; Michael Arnold <MArnold@ESASSOC.com>; Autumn Ward <AWard@esassoc.com> 
Subject: RE: [External] Naples Airport Noise Solutions 

John, 

Thank you for your message and for sharing your expertise as a pilot.  We’ll make certain it’s incorporated into the 
record as part of the Noise Study.  Feel free to reach out if I can be of any other assistance. 

Chris 

Chris Rozansky | Executive Director 
Naples Airport Authority 
239‐643‐0733 | flynaples.com  

From: John Fergus <johncfergus@aol.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, December 6, 2022 11:52:43 AM 
To: Kerry C. Dustin <kdustin@flynaples.com>; Rick Ruppert <rruppert@flynaples.com>; Rita Cuddihy 
<rcuddihy@flynaples.com>; Robert Burns <RBurns@flynaples.com>; Terry Cavanaugh <TCavanaugh@flynaples.com> 
Cc: peter.m.green@faa.gov <peter.m.green@faa.gov>; Donna@krallswim.com <Donna@krallswim.com> 
Subject: [External] Naples Airport Noise Solutions  

NAA Board, 
   I am a tenant at KAPF, fly a TBM 700 C2 and have been flying in and out of the Naples airport for 15 years or so. The 
other airport that I frequent most often is KOSU, which has a high volume of training aircraft, just like Naples. These type 
of fields require highly qualified, attentive controllers due to the volume and mix of aircraft performance.  I find the Naples 
tower to be very adept at handling the volume and disparate airplane types and keep everyone safe and orderly. I fly in 
and out of KAPF with confidence. 
   So, I hope that you can appreciate my concern when Naples City Council is lobbying for a change in departure 
clearances for Runway 23, requiring multiple turns and a course over more densely populated areas. As you know, the 
typical departure is to climb to 2,000 and turn to 270 degrees, usually being told to turn to 270 while still climbing. That 
course gets aircraft over the water quickly and requires a simple 40 degree turn while climbing. In the unlikely event that 
an aircraft has a performance issue, getting to the water is the safest route for those on the ground. That said, I have 
often wondered why a higher initial climb isn't given when departing 23, as the course is not toward KRSW or any other 
active airspace and an initial climb to 3-4,000 would improve safety, as it provides additional time to diagnose and react 
to a performance problem. 
   I am aware that you, the Board, are focused on safety and finding ways to address Council's concerns, as was 
apparent in the two meeting that I attended and at which I spoke. Why City Council chooses to ignore safety and request 
flight paths over more homes is probably due to purely political and donor input, but still very disappointing. Their 
"solution" impacts more people and does nothing to help address noise. Indeed, we all know that noise travels over 
water, so the noise impact is more severe in their "solution". I guess we should excuse them for being politicians and not 
pilots, haha. 
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I believe that higher initial climbs would go far in addressing the noise concerns of the downtown area, would garner 
support from the pilot community and minimize the noise impact on the entire Naples community, while improving safety. 
As jets are in Council's cross hairs and such planes can reach 3-4,000 feet very quickly, greatly reducing their noise 
footprint, that factor helps make higher initial climbs a workable solution. Hopefully that is a solution that finds support 
when you meet with the FAA. 
   Thank you for the many hours that your group and the airport employees have spent on working to find the best 
solution. You have taken a fair amount of undeserved complaints and criticism, which many of us see. 

John C Fergus, II  

The Fergus Companies 
8377 Green Meadows Dr N, Suite A 
Lewis Center, OH 43035 
Mobile 614‐395‐4051 
Office  740‐201‐0500 
Fax      740‐201‐0501 
www.ferguscompanies.com 









From: Pamela Gorham
To: NAA
Subject: [External] Noise Study Recommendation
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 8:16:00 AM

To whom it may concern,

I was not happy to read your recommendations as to the results of your noise study meeting.
I am referring to your "preferential runway use"stating INCREASE the use of the crosswind
runway 14-32.
How in the world can you put more planes over our homes. They're nonstop now?
Did you not receive enough complaints from this side of town?
I would beg that you please reconsider this. We are bombarded with flights over our homes.
Thank you in advance for your consideration,
Pamela Gorham

mailto:prghc@comcast.net
mailto:naa@flynaples.com


From: SUSAN CARPENTER
To: NAA
Subject: [External] Noise Study Recommendation
Date: Tuesday, June 21, 2022 8:02:44 AM

Good Morning,

I’m concerned that Jets surging to 1000 feet on take off will cause tremendous noise and vibration. I have felt and
heard the thrust of some larger jets as they climb.

I appreciate redirecting air traffic over nonresidential areas. I’m an artist. I use my lanai as a studio; but cannot even
carry on a conversation much less paint most afternoons. Peak times during Christmas, Wine festival, Easter and
arrival & departure months are unbearable, I end up sitting inside.

When I see the low approach of some jets, I shudder. I can’t imagine how low they’ll be over bay front.

There has to be a major overhaul of jet traffic and flight school flyovers.
Please restrict the very noisy propjets.
That aircraft and large jet takeoffs are the worst.

Thanks, I hope some good comes from your study.

Sincerely,
Susan Carpenter
1118 6th Street S
Naples, FL 34102

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:scarpen50@aol.com
mailto:naa@flynaples.com




January 25, 2023 
 
Dear Mr. Green, 
 
My wife, Maureen, and I are long term residents of Old Naples.  I purchased our 
current property in 1975 and, obviously, have seen incredible changes in the city of 
Naples.  We love the fact that Naples has largely preserved the qualities that 
originally attracted us to this area of town.  In fact, as Old Naples became, New 
Naples, we rebuilt our home to comply with updated FEMA flood elevation 
requirements and stayed to enjoy all the expanded opportunities that our location 
offered.  We were thrilled at the possibility to remain Old Naples residents and, 
age in place. 
 
Unfortunately, our optimism has changed dramatically over the last three years.  
The noise from the nearby Naples Airport has become extremely obnoxious.  What 
is now the Naples Jetport is rapidly destroying the quality of life for the residents 
of Old Naples.  The months of October- May is the optimal time for opening our 
windows and doors to enjoy our backyard and porch.  We look forward to using the 
area for entertaining, dining outdoors, listening to the birds sing and having quiet 
conversations in the fresh air. However, air traffic noise now drives us inside.  It is 
most unfortunate that the airport convenience for a few residents frequently 
destroys the quality of life for so many of the Old Naples residents.  For the first 
time in over forty years, my wife and I are having conversations about selling and 
moving away from the disruptive airport noise.  We should not feel forced to leave 
the area we love, where we both taught school and raised our family, because of 
this single issue. 
 
We hope that the FAA will work with our Airport Authority and City Council to 
create a noise mitigation plan that actually works and substantially quiets the 
airspace above Old Naples and the surrounding area. 
 
Sincerely, 
Walt & Maureen Lewis 
678 W. Lake Dr. 
Naples, FL  34102 
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DOCUMENTATION TO BE ADDED  
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