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1. Backcround: The PFC program was established by the Omnibus Budget 
Reconciliation Act of 1990. The Secretary of Transportation issued 
regulations to carry out the PFC program in May 1991 titled 14 CFR 
Part 158 Passenger Facility Charges. Processing of the PFC applications were 
completed by the respective Airports Division and Airports District Office 
(ADO) with final approval retained at the Headquarters level. On 
October 131, 1996, the Administrator delegated, on a limited basis, authority 
for PFC decisions to the regional Airports Division Managers. 

2. Policy/Procedures: * . 

a. Application: The Administrator's memo(as mentioned in Paragraph 1 
above) contains attachments outlining the responsibilities and procedures for 
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PPM 5100.20 

processing of PFC applications. The following additional procedures are to be 

followed by the ADO when processing PFC applications: 

(1) . Completeness letter, briefing paper, and Federal Register 

should be completed within 30 days of receiving PFC application. For all 

applications submittal of completeness letter, briefing paper, and Federal 

B_&s&x to the Region should be completed electronically using E-Mail. 

Completeness letter and briefing paper signatures will be electronically added 

using the /s/ name format. The recommended by ADO manager section of the 

briefing paper can not be re-delegated. AGL-610 will 

forward completeness letter and briefing paper to APP-530. 

(2). The Region is delegated authority for PFC decisions where no 

opposing comments are received during the J&&ral Reua review period. The 

respective ADO will prepare the Attachment B recommendations, draft ROD, 'and 

letter to the public agency. All documentation is to be transmitted by E-Mail 

to the Region within 80 days of receipt of the application. The Region will 

comment on the draft and return to the ADO by day 85. ADO will make needed 

corrections and transmit by E-Mail to the Region by day 90 for the signature 

of division manager. Opposing comments include originally submitted comments 

to the public agency through their consultation process and resubmitted to the 

FAA during the Federal Resister review period. Public agencies should be 
encouraged to resolve comments received at consultation, prior to the Federal 

Resister process. 

(3). For PFC decisions retained by Headquarters, the respective 

ADO will submit to Region by E-Mail within 75 days of receipt of the 

application the following: 

(a) . PFC Recommendation Form; 

(b) . Attachment B recommendations; 

(cl. PFC Alternative Use/Project Recommendation Form, when 

needed. 

(4). For delegated decisions, the Region will fax a copy of the 

signed ROD to the ADO and public agency. The original will be mailed to the 

ADO. The ADO will continue to send the public agency an original fully 

approved copy for their files. The Region will send copies of the signed 

decision to APP-530, ACI, ATA, and IATA. 

b. Amendments: The following procedures are to be followed by the ADO 

when processing PFC amendments: 

(1). The ADO will ensure that the proper type of amendment has been 

instituted from documentation submitted by the public agency. 

(2). Notice amendments can be issued by the public agency to 

decrease PFC level, decrease total net revenue to be collected, or increase 

total net revenue 15% or less. The 15% is computed on total amount approved for 

use within a given application. The notice should contain: 

(a) . Public agency and imposing airport information; 

(b) - Application being amended; 
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(3). For amendments which increase PFC revenue more than 15% or 

delete previously approved projects further consultation with the air carriers 

is required. The public agency is required to submit the following to the ADO: 

(4) - Notice amendments and amendments requiring further 
consultation, but have no carrier disagreement are approved by the ADO within 30 

PPM 5100.20 

(cl. Project(s) being amended; 

(d) . If applicable, date when decreased level is effective or 
new charge expiration date. 

(a). PFC Application (FAA Form 5500-l); 

(b). Breakdown of proposed changes; 

(cl. Evidence of consultation with carriers including 
agreement/disagreement. If disagreement reason for 
proceeding; 

(d). Justification for proposal. 

days of receipt of amendment. Amendments with carrier disagreement may be 
required to be published in the Federal Rew and are approved by 
Headquarters from the ADO's recommendation. The ADO will electronically submit 
recommendation within 75 days of receipt of the amendment to AGL-610. 

(5). Copy of the ADO's letter acknowledging notice or approving 
amendment with no carrier disagreement will be furnished by ADO to AGL-610, 
APP-530, and ATA. 

(6) . The ADO will also furnish a copy of the public agency's notice 
or amendment request to AGL-610. 

C. Waiver: A waiver must be granted to 158.31(b)to allow a public agency 
to forego 60 day notification of air carriers after application approval 
to avoid an interruption in PFC collection. 

(1) . The public agency can only be granted a waiver for a follow on 
application. 

(2). The public agency must discuss the waiver request at the 
consultation meeting and receive written agreement from air carriers serving the 
airport. Carriers not attending the meeting should be sent a letter requesting 
agreement/disagreement to waiver request(appendix 2). Agreement/disagreement 
documentation from the carriers must be included with the PFC application 
submittal. 

d. Extension: An extension may be granted to a public agency to submit a 
use application, within 3 years of receiving impose authority. 

(1). The public agency must place a notice in a local paper at 
least 30 days prior to its submission to the ADO. The notice should include 
information on the progress of the application, a revised schedule for 
submitting a use application, and the reasons for the delay. 

(2). The public agency's package must be received in the ADO, 120 
days prior to the charge expiration date. The request should include: 
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(a). Revised schedule; 
(b). Reason(s) for delay; 
(cl. Revised financial plan; 
(d) . Summary of comments received from notice. 

(3). The ADO will review the request for good cause, that revised 
schedule is satisfactory and the project(s) will be implemented within 5 years 
of the application's charge effective date, and that the extension will not 
result in excess collection. 

(4). The ADO will submit a recommendation to the Region no later 
than 45 days from date of receipt of extension request for submission 
APP-530. The recommendation will include: 

(a). Duration of extension; 
(b) . Any narrative statements or calculations from 

request; 
(c) . A draft approval/disapproval letter. 

to 

review of 

e. Informal Resolution: The ADO will initiate informal resolution with 
the public agency if the public agency has not implemented PFC project(s) 2 
years after receiving use approval. The public agency should submit to the ADO 
corrective actions that will be taken and a new schedule for project(s) 
implementation. The ADO will a issue a letter to the public agency notifying 
them that their resolution is adequate or request additional information. 
Letter will be signed by ADO manager and copy sent to AGL-610. ADO will 
coordinate with AGL-610 during the informal resolution process if there is 
significant controversy, 

f. Closeout: A PFC closeout occurs after all projects and collections in 
the PFC application are completed in accordance with the provisions of the Act. 

(1). The ADO should request that the public agency submit PFC 
Closeout Report(Appendix 5). 

(2) . Two copies of the closeout report should be sent 
AGL-610 will furnish a copy to APP-530. 

to AGL-610. 

(3). The ADO will retain a copy of the approved ROD - 
closeout report in the ADO's PFC file. All other documents should 
forwarded to the Records Center to be destroyed 20 years after the 
closeout report. 

- and 
be 
date of the 

g. Program Oversight: AGL-610 will provided data to ADO on a monthly 

basis for program oversight in: 

(1). Impose only projects that 
further action by the FAA 3 years after the 
application has not been filed or a request 
approved; 

will automatically expire without 
charge effective date if a use 
for extension has not been 

(2). PFC charge expiration date or total approved PFC revenue has 
been reached. 
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h. Quarterly Reports: PFC Quarterly Reports should be submitted by the 

public agency to the ADO. 

ert: Billingsley 

Airports Division 
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Appendix 1 

Amendment Letter 

Peter E. Ritz, Treasurer 
Indianapolk Airport Authority 
Box 100,2.500 S. High School Road 
Indianapolk, Indiana 462113941 

Indianapolis International Airport 
Indianapolis, Indiana 
Amendment of Approved PFC Application 
No. 93-01-C-01-IND 

Dear Mr. Ritz: 

In accordance with section 1%.37(b) of the Federal Aviation Re_tiations (14 CFR Part MS), the Federal Aviation 
Administration has approved your amendment, received November 2 1, 1996, to the approved application to 
impose and use passenger facilin_ charge (PFC) revenue at Indianapolis International Airpon. 

The enclosed Table 1 lists the items that ha1.e been deleted or modified. from a total approved amcunt of 
S117,3U,750.00 to a wised amount of S73.322,575.00. 

This amendment results in a decrease in PFC revenue of S39,022,155.00. The reiised total approved ne: PFC 
collection and re’:enue ;pFroved for use is as follows: 

APPLICATION APPROVED FOR 
X&!BE:R COLLEC-rIO~ 

APPROkED FOR 
USE 

93-01-c-00-n-D s 117,3~~.750.00 S 117,311,750.00 
9z-o1-c-o1-I~-D (39.03L) 175.001 39.022.175 00) 
Totals S 75,322.5i5.00 S X,322,575.00 

The estimated charge espiration date has bs:n revised frism July 1, 2005 to h&ember 1, 2001. Eecausc the 
approved PI-C le\.el has be-n re\iscd. YOU are remindsd that >ou must notfi the collecting carriers of the revised 
Is.,.el. 

Pursuant to szction 15S.33(e). the scope of the work dc!c:ed from this PFC applicntion cannot be aFFiO\Cd in a 
subsequent .PFC appiicsion prior to work being implcmcntcd. 

cc. AT.4. APP-530. AGL-/sIO 
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Table 1 

SUMMARY - AMENDED FINANCIAL PLAN 
FEDERAL AVIATION REGULATIONS PART 158, SECTION 158.37 

Indianapolis Airport Authority 
under the management of BAA Indianapolis LLC 

Airfield 
Repair south apron 

Runway 5L-23R 
Design and engineering 
Construction 

Relocate transmission line 
Relocate Bridgeport Road 
Satellite ARFj. 1 
Provide environmental mitigation 
Install FAR Part 139 signs 
Install deicing control structure 
Install T/W D-l centerline lights 
Purchase operational equipment 
Acquire land - environmental mitigation 
Acquire land - noise mitigation 

(AF 001) $583.000 ($583,000) 

1798 (AF 002) 
1796 (AF 003) 
1734 (AF 004) 
1733 (AF 005) 
1624 (AF 006) 
1602 (AF 007) 
1607 (AF 011) 
1627 (AF 010) 

r-i 
1608 (AF 012) 

aJ 
LI 

1799 (AF 013) 

LI 1801 (LA 003) 
. al 4 1801 (LA 001) 

d 

xz 

($103.893) 
(5,601,817) 

13,414 
91;936 

(166,000) 
5296,666 

44,508 
(893,320) 

1,790,354 
(610,437) 
233,960 

(35416,141) 

$585,107 
10,984,183 

1,345,414 
1,316,936 

7,297,666 
258,508 

2,536,680 
2,336,354 
2,077.563 
2,983,960 

42532,859 

$74,255.230 

689,000 
16,586,OOO 

1.332.000 
1,225,OOO 

166,000 
2,901,000 

214,000 
3,430.ooo 

546,000 
2,688,OOO 
2,750,ooo 

77,949.OOO 
-_-- 

$110,159,000 ($35,903,770) 
-r( al 
ati 
kl-2 
z”ti 1770 (TB 001) 
44 1732 (TB 002) 

Ier.minaLBui!ding 
Install terminal card access 
Purchase and site preparation of loading bridges 
Renovate Gates Al-A3 

$300,000 
1,022.000 
2,156,OOO 

--_-__B_ 

$3,478,000 

($63,866) 
10,221 

($363,666) 
(1,011,779) 
(2,156,OOO) 1653 (TB 003j 

($53,645) ($3,531,645) 
Keimhsemen! 

Reimbursement for - 
Environmental assessment 
Repair of existing Runway 5L-23R 
Construction of south commuter apron 
Construction of firefighting training facility 

(AF 009) 
(AF 015) 
(AF 016) 

1742 (AF 017) 

$92,759 
639.000 

2,402,OOO 
583,000 

$357,832 
630,487 

2.492.709 
639,962 

--- 

$4,120,990 

$265,082 
487 

90,709 
56,962 

$413,240 

N 

($39,022,175) & 
-_--_---___ -_-________ 

d 

$3,707,750 
--___ 

$117,344,750 $78,322.575 
-_-________ -__________ ___________ ___________ 

-I--_-- 

(a) Source: FAA Record of Decision dated June 28, 1903. 4E +.I.... nr 



U.S. Depanment 
of Transportation Appendix 1 

Federal Aviation 
Notice Letter 

Administration 

May 30, 1!397 

Mr. Jeffrey W. Hamiel 
Executive Director 
Metropolitan Airports Commission 
6040 28th Avenue South 
Minneapolis, MN 55450 

Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) 
Amendment No. 95-03-C-01 -MSP 
Minneapolis-St. Paul International Airport 
Minneapolis, MN 

Dear Mr. Hamiel: 

PPM 5100-20 
Appendix 1 

Air@ District Office - Minneapolis 
6020-281h Avenue S. Rm 102 
Minneapolis, MN 55450 

In accordance with section 158.37(a) of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Fart 
1581, the Federal Aviation Administration has approved your amendment, received on 
April 30, 1997, to the approved application to impose a passenger facility charge (FFC) at 
Minneapolis-St. Paul International Airport (MSP) and to use PFC revenue at MSP. 

The following ite.ms 

Project Title 

Federal Inspection 

have been revised: 

Originally Approved Revised Approved Increase 

Service IFISI Facility $32,700,000 $36,377,226 53,677,226 

Total approved FPC revenue: $210,108,908 (Re!er to summary be!ow) 

Application 
Number 

Approved for 
Collection 

Approved 
for use 

92-01 -C-00-MSP 

92-01 -C-O’O-MSP 
(supplemental) 

$ 23,408,819 S 23,408,819 

s 42.946.863 $ 42,946,863 

94-02-C-OO-MSP s 113,064,OOO s 113,064,OOO 

94-02-C-01 -MSP $ (5,688,0001 s (5,656,OOO) 

95-03-C-OO-MSP 

95-03-C-01 -MSP 

Totals: 

.5 32,700,OOO s 32,700,OOO 

5 3.677.22.6 3 3.677.276 

$210.108.908 s210.10E.908 
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Notice Letter 
Our records have been updated to reflect an increase of 53,677,226. for the subject 

prcjecr, in the approved PFC collection and use revenue (from 532.700.000 to 

536,377,226). The estimated expiration date for collection of the $210.106.908 totat 

approved PFC revenue, has been changed from March 1, 1999 to May 1, 1999. Because 

the approved PFC level has been revised, you are reminded that you must notify the 

cc::ec:ing carriers of the revised level. 

Accord:ng to our records, by nc:.ce dated April 26, 1997 (same memorandum notifying the 
carr,ers of the subject amendment), you notrfred the collec:rng carriers that the public 

agency was also changing the expcratron date of the second PFC application (94-02-C-01. 

MS?) to coincide with that of the third PFC application (95.03C-OO-MSPI on May 1, 1999. 

S.r.cere’y, 

FTZ-. k!.r, D. Eenson 

t.*;-,a;e*, f,!.rr.eztc;!s Firpcrts C c:::c: C!!.ce 



MF7'ROPOLITANAIRpORTS~~~SSIOnT pPM 5100-20 
- NOV 19 a7 

Minneapolis-Saint Paul International Airport 
Appendix 1 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

SU8JECT: 

6040 - 2k.h Avenue South l Minneapolis. MN 53450-2799 
Phone (612) 726-8100 l Fax (612) 726-5296 

. T’:‘; 
i ; d 

7 ‘* ,L 4 Ii- H 
/ 

_-._- 
Appendix 1 . . - ; f ; -; * _: T _....,__e 
Notice .: : . .._I. . . . . ._ __ . . . .._ 

..’ *- .I : _.. . . ..- 
.: ‘. ._.’ . . ,/l ; cr’_....’ 
.., 

-. . . . . . . . __ 
. _. :_: _. . . . . 

April 28, 1997 
. . . . 

r.:.: * * _ ., _, 
.:: i ,. ‘- 
. ..- .:. : . . . _ ._ . 

Air Chrriars i_ ::: : ‘; . . . . . ._-. 1.. . 

-____ _.__.. ._ . . . . 
Steve Busch, Director of Finance 

15 . . . _.___.. . . . . .- 
;. -__--. -_... . . ‘L 

AtVlENDMENT OF PFC APPLICATIONS #2 AND X3 

Tiiis lettz outlines certain changes to two Passenper Faciiity Cher;e (PFC) ecplicstions currently in effect 
et Minneapolis-St. Paul Intemetional Airport. Changes to the c&s of projects within the third epplicetion 
ere driving changes in the timing of both the second and third qciicztions: thus. this Ie?te: fccusss firs: on 
these chenaes in projest cost. End then on timing issues. 

A. Chenaes to the Third Aoolicetion: On December E. lSC6, the Metrcpoliten Airports Commission 
(MAC), rc..=, -+ved epcrove! from the Federtl Avittion Admini=--. _.ls:~on (FAJ.) fcr its third FX ecciicsticn. 
This epplicetion inc!uded one project: the Intern&ion& Arrivek Facility (IAF). Tine criginzl expiration 
dote was April 30, lSS9. This dE:e was chensed to Ftbruerf 28, 1889, in the le!ter Emending MAC’s 
szond PFC zplicrtion dated April 4, lPP6. 

MAC is emending the third application in two ways: 

1. Incretse tote1 emount aooroved for collection: Tne tote1 PFC approved amount for this 
application is S32.700,OOO. Ccsts for PFC-e!Qibie e!e.ments of this project heve excee~de~d this 
amount. Tne reason for the costs being grester then snticipeted wes thet es the project 
progressed, E number of iterns surfaced that were not pienned for. Tnese items include, but ere 

.---. .^l not iimii:ed to, asbestos ~~~~~~~~~~ sehedufing !i-;+ =+kc II I I.,“.._. ._, \f?~f!her, cignsge: End design costs. 

Under the PFC reguktions. MAC may amend this PFC zpplicstion to incresss the tote! emount 
epproved for collection up to 15% of the oriainzl approved emount by providing eppropriets 
notice to the collecting eir terriers end the FAA. A 16% increase in the 532.7 million ori_cinel!y 
approved in this spplicstion would equal 536,519.870. Thus, the actual expenditures for PFC- 
e!i@ble project e!ements, 536,377,226, is less thsn the maximum 1% cover.e;e. 

2. Extend the exriration dete for PFC zoclicztion e3 frcn Februzrv 2~ 1~5~ tc RcriI 23 10~0 
This change is necessary for two retsons: 

a. To collect PFC revenues in the .zmount of the additionz: ccsts zssociatei v;itn tke prajec!. 
as described above. 

The Metropolitan Airports ComnGssion is an affirmative a&on employer. 

Page 5 
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ATE April 28. 1097 
Appendix 
Notice PAGE 2 NOV 18 S? 

SUBJ AMENDMENT OF PFC APPLICATIONS #2 AND #3 

b To make the expiration date on this appkatlon colncrde with that of the sersr.d apptlcatron 
tjy cxtendln9 the applications throu9h the same date. MAC ~111 be able tt i!Icca:e funds 
between the two applicattons as requtred 

B charlw to the Sergnd Poolicatlw The expira5cn da!e for the sezsnd a;pli:z:cr, IS cdrrey;!j 
Februsry 28. 1999 MAC is amending the second appkarlon to extend the explratior. dz:~ tc Ap:~i 33, 
1999, in order to coincide with the extended exptfat!on da:e of the third appiiCZk?:. zs des:rited 
above MAC is not seeMn9 to chance the total approved amourJ under the se:cnC i:pka:,on 

I! y3L’ h&E any $ ?;es:;ons. please ctl! me 6: !E:2j 72WlC$ 

age 6 



2065 Idaho, stm: 
Elko, NV 89801 

PPM. 5 1 oo+-io 
Appendif 2 

. . . :. . . . . 

-Sincdy, 
. ‘a 

~~&.... ::.; . . 
Willimsl M. Conn’w, A.A.E. ‘.‘. . 

bjcc: Ma&age: “Diq& . - 
. 
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us oeparmmt 
d Tmnsportatmn 

federal Avlallon 
Administration Appendix 3 

Extension Approval 

- --- -*“V-L” 

Appendix 3 
Airports District Office 
Willow Run Airport, East 
8820 Beck Road 
Belleville, MI 48111 

May 15, 1996 

Mr. Harold R. Pawley, Airport Manager 
Marquette County Airport 
198-B Airport Road 
Negaunee, MI 49866-9669 

Dear Mr. Pawley: 

Marquette County Airport 
Marquette, Michigan 

Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) No. 92-Ol-I-OO-MQT (Extensicn) 

Enclosed is the Federa 1 Aviation Administration's (FM’s) approval letter, dated 
May 3, 1996, for an extension of time for the County of Marquette to s'&mit an 
applicaticc to use FCC revenue. 

The infcrmation and guidance contained in this le::er is fairly clear; however, 
if you k:ave any questions, please direct them to b!:. Jon Gilter: at 312-4Ei-7261. 

We lock forrJard to working with you in the cctni~g yerrs to imclement this _ 
project. 

Sincerely, 

Dean C. Nitz 
Manager, Dezroit Airports Districi Office 

Enclosure 

bee w/enclosure: 
AGL-612.2 
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Appendix 3 

U.S. &partmnt 
of Transporlation 

Federal Aviation 
Administration 

Appendix 3 
Extension Approval 

800 Independence Ave.. 5 w 
Washington. D.C. zosg1 

NOV 19 l99?‘ 

Mr. Harold Pawley 
Airport Manager 
Marquette County Airport 
198-B Airport Road 
Marquette, MI 49866-9659 

Dear Mr. Pawley: 

In accordance wi+h section lS8.JS o< -1;? Federal Aviation 
Regulations (Titiz 14, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 15&J, 
the Federal Aviation Administration (FE_?_) h~.s .zFprovcS ycur 
request, dated November 3, 1995, for an exterrsion of tim?, until 
September 1, 1996, for Marquette County to sxbnit EpplicEtion to 
use passenger facility charge (PFC) revenue for one project 
included in PFC Application No. 92-Ol-I-OO-KQT. For the purposes 
of this decision, the extension should be cccsidered to kve befn 
granted on November 30, 1995. 

The project in the Marquette County's extezsicn reques: is land 
acquisition and r~way l/19 extension imprcveme~ts. 

The FAA has determined that Marquette Ccunty has demonstrated 
good cause for the delays in applying fcr approval to use the PFC 
funds collected and the revised schedule for project 
implementation, as shown in your letter of November 3, 1595, ar? 
acceptable. The FAA has also determined your alternative 
projects, as listed in the Record of Decision for the 
92-Ol-I-OO-MQT application remain valid; thereby ensuring that 
the continued collection permitted by this extension Will Rot 
result in excess collection of PFC revezze. 
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2 

PPM SlOO-2( i 
Please keep our Detroit Airports District Office informed of Appendix 3 t 

Marquette County's schedule for submission of a use application . * 
and any changes to the schedule for implementation of the 
project. 

Sincerely, 

Susan L. X:urland 
Associate Administrator 

for Airports 

. . 
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ppexidix 3 

: . 
endix 3 NW 19 )997 
ension'Approval/DiSapproval . ’ 

: . 
Umeparnnent ’ 

Of lmnsc0ncncn . 

’ Federal Avia?lon 
Adminismtion 

Mr. Robert Ca Bkaun 

. . 

*. 

Pear Mr. BraA: 
. . . 

Part 158), the Fedgr 

extension of time fo 

. 

The projects in Way County's ezkension re&+st. iklude: 
at Detroit Mefropol cyne C&&y &&p&t .['DTIi)-- 06 - 

'midfield domestic ‘. hn ~intern~tib~21~tQziinal kakility 

construction; 'Oi --'r onstruction'.&f. ixisting terizinels arid 
concourse; O> isitibn..pnh preiiminsry design for 
fourth psrallel runw ; it Willow /iiuq Airpok'(YiP)-- 09 - 

snow removal equipme 
. - perimeter broperty 

iqr;i a+,j&nstrktion; 10 

val of iirport hazard; 
11 - runway 5R/23L e ation kf:Ecorke Road 

*.. and utilities; 12 - nway'14/32 resurfacing; :&id 13 - snow 
.renovzl cquipment.pu 

I 
base.'. , . ...’ ._ , 

..-. ..,, .. .., : 
. . . . . . 

,The EFA has .a 
'_ good cause for &e d 

fhat.W$yntk Ccunty, has deaonsfrated 
ys in applying fdr approval to use 

the PFC' funds collec 2nd 'the &vised skhedules for 
project img9enerkati aa' sh0wzi'i.k your letter of 
November 1, 1995, ar The.FAA h& .also. 

.determined that your ernative projects, as listed in the 
Record of Decision 'f he’ 92-Oi~~C~~P-DTW .applicat+on, 
remain valid; t'he continued .coJlecticn 

:.permitted by this ex nsion will, &t result..in excess 
collection of PFC re riu,e. . . i 

. . 
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The FAA notes that, 
and prelim$nary des. 
weal as perimeter'p: 
hazard at YXP, ')JaynI 

regulatory reqiiram 

Specifically for pq 
sufficient port&on t 

begun design of the 

has issued a notice 
eubstanticlly'complt 
granting a ? month 4 
Eiubmit en ,cpplicati.c 

lo-to the :I;c"p,. 'YOUI 
., 

08 cd 10 will .autoii 

.2x1 application tc us . . 
. filed by that date. . 

your euthdrity to iz 
12, ad 13 will autc 

Frcfects, unless Way 
to use P,F,C revEnu;le. f 
"acccrdance wit22 sect 
applicaticn(s) for a 

.06, 07, .09, 11, 12, 
later than Seititier 

January 1, '1998, zut 
that this September 
Fayne County from su: 

for these projects p: 

Please keep our Detrc 

Kcyne Couxzty's scbedl 

: 
epplicetion(s) $32 a 

implenentetign .of'the 

Sincerely,, 

. 
Cyn hla Rich 4 ; 
Associete ~Admicistrat 

for Airports . . . 

. 

r . . . 

P.E’M '5100-Z 
'Appendix 3 .2 * . . . 
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,r.project$ 08.and 10, I&d: acquisition 
I for fourth parillel runway at Dlw as. 
jerty f e'ncing'and'removal"of airport 

lounty hag iilrea$y mit_the PFC 

:s for ,implsme+ation 'of..e-project. 

!ct Q8, Wayne. County has .a&xired e 

the prqpekty %td be acquired and h:as 
&way. . .For.'projact 10,' TJayne' County , * 
I prdce&d’and ha's; in-fact, 

6 the project. Therefore,.tk+ FP3. is . 

ension of.time for Wayjne County to 
to use PFC revenue cn projects ‘08 and 

uthority $0 &p+e'a FFC for projects 
icall$,'expiie, $n'March 1,' 1996, unless 

PFC revenue:.fc'r those kroj'ect'& is 
; . 

: 
\ ,; ” " 1 ; ' 

. : ., . : : . . ': 

se FTC's', fcr'.frojeits' C6J' 07,' 99, 11, _; 

tic&y tewnate fcr any'cne cf those 

C&nty hzs:bk ipprcved by the p3-q 

that project; by Jar,ua~ 1; 199E, in 

I 158.33(c) (2)‘; Thkefkre, 

lority.tb use PiC revenue for prcjects. 

! 13,nust ke s&xnitted tc the FAG r;c 
.’ 

, 1997, .whi& 'is 120 icys prier tc'the 
itic terminaticn'dcte~ Fleese ncte 
1997,.deaci+ine.d?gs .n& preclude 
.t.tin'g on&.'cr .moie usi :applickticns * 
jr to the'de&li<e:. ._’ 

- . . . 
. 

: &ports District 'Office.iqfc&s;, of 
! for,~su*~ssion~o~.a'uS2 . -. ., 

chzp&'go'fh$. &he&uli fcr 

rejects. ‘.’ . . .; 
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U.S. Depiamnent 
of Transportation 

Federal Aviation 

Appendix 4 
Informal Besolution 

Yl’M 5100-2L 
Appendix 4 

Airpoft District Office - Minneapalit 
6020-28lh Avenue S. Rm 102 
Minneapolis, MN 55450 

AdminidrcrHon 

March 27, 1997 

Mr. Steve Sievek 
Airpon Manager 
2375 Airport Rd. NE 
Brained, Minnesota 56401-9764 

Wrainerd-Crow Wing County Regional Airport 
PFC 94-02-C-OO-BRD 
Fiunway EIS Project implementation Extension Approval 

Dear Mr. Sievek: 

I have reviewed your letter dated March 14, 1997, written in response to my letter of 
February 10 regarding the de!ay in implementation of the ElS project for a new runway. 

Preparation of the EIS was part of the approved “impose and use” FFC appiica;ion 
referenced above. 

The revised schedule contained in your le?:er for actions required prior to EIS impiementation 
is reasonable and accepted. I approve your request to extend the dere for project 
implementation to September 1, 1998. This approval is based on the circumstances stated 
in your lener (including the fact that collections for projecis other than the EiS are require8 
until the year 2003). 

Please place this letter in the project file to document informal resolution per § 15E.E:. No 
other notifications are required for this extension. Thank you for ycur efforts to resolve this 
issue. 

Sincere!y,, 

Gordon L. Nelson 
Program Manager 

cc: Jim Groehler, Mn/DOT 
AGL-612.2 

. i 
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PPM 5100.20 
Appendix 4 

U.S. Deparfment 
of Transportation 

Federal Aviation 
Administration 

Airport Dis:tic! Office - Minneapolis 
6020-2&h Avenue 5. Rm 102 
Minneapolis. MN 55450 

February IO, 1997 

Mr. Steve Sievek 
Airport Manager 
2375 Airport Rd. NE 
Brainerd, Minnesota 56401-9764 

Brainerd-Crow Win9 County Regional Airport 
PFC 94.02-C-00-%D -- EIS Project Implementation Overdue 

Dear Mr. Sievek: 

The subject PFC application (impose and use authority) was approved December 27, 1994. 

In accordance with PFC regulations (5 158,33(a)(l)) a project must be implemented within 

two years of a use approval, It is my understandin that the project to prepare an E!S for a _ 
ne:n/ runway has not be9un while the two year period allowed has been exceeded. I wish to’ 
work with you toward informal resolution of this situation. Vde will need to documen: the 

fiie as to the reason the project has not been implemented cr withdrawn from the approved 

application and the reason coilection authority for this projec: has not been terminared. If 

you wish to withdraw the project you will need to consult \virh the airlines as this v:ould be 

a change in scope covered under 5158.37(b). However, if ycu wish to retain the project 

you should submit a requec: to do so, identify the reason for the de!ay, and provide a 
revised schedule the: we could accept as beino reasonable civen the circumstances. 

Ftetse submit the above documentation, or provide me your intended course of ec:icn, by 

March 15. If I me./ assist you in any way, fee! free to tail me at (6i2! 7134356. 

Note: In the course of preparing this lexer I discovered the: en error in the desc:i;tion of 
this project was made during the preparation of the, Record ci Decision. The projer: titted 

“Federal Environmental Impact Statement (EISi” in the Record of Decision contains a 

reference to comple?ion of the Federal environmental assess,ment:s;ate EIS for Ihe runtvav 5 

WALSH. Attachment E-7 prepared by the Fublic Agency, the Fedex! fieoiste: Notice 

published on October 11, 7994, as we!l as the Fublic &rencJ’s airline consultation 
‘i’ notilrcafion le?ier dt:ed June 20, 1994 all described an EiS fcr - o nebv runway, therefore it is 

obvious that the correct project description should reference the new runway rather than the 

runwty 5 MA.LCR (an Environmental Assessment for the hlALS7, was included, perkacs 

erronously, in the “1993 Ceciral Improvement Project” description as a separate prcjec; in 

the st,me Record o! Decision but also described in the firs; FFC applictrioni. I; is my 

intention that this EiS description/reference be corrected in e future amendment. 

Slncereiy, 

Gorccn L. Neison 

Fr09ram ManaGe: 

cc: Jim Groehie:, Mn’DCT 

AGL-6 12.2 
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Passenger Facility Charge Program 
. 

ubhc Agency Closeout Report 

m. INFOR.MATION, . 

Public Agency Name: 

Airport Name & Location: 

Application Date & Type: 

Charge Effective Date: 

-Or&al Estimated Charge Expiration Date: I 
Date Notice to Stoo Collection was Sent: I 

‘ 

Actual Charge Expiration Date 

Total Approved for Collection: 

T I3FORM4TION (or attncmI Ouarterl_ v Rep Ortk 

\Vork Description 
Allowable 

I 

PFC Collected Date 
cost Amount Completed 

I 

1 Total PFC Used 
8 1 I 
1 I I -1 
I I I 

Total PFC Collected (plus interest): I I 
Unaccounted Interest Earned: I I 

I I 

Total PFC Revenue I I 
Excess PFC Revenue: 

ACTIk-ITY INFORM.4TION: 

Amendment(s) 

i ynS h’c, Description 

I 
I I I 

I I 

Estensionis) i I I I 

Attach cop>- of current audit of PFC account as required by 15&67(c). 

Page 1 



‘PM 51oo.zu 
ippendix 5 

Passenger Facility Charge Program 
Public Aeencv Certification 

Name of Public Agency Airport Name PFC Application Number 

‘The following list of certified items includes major requirements for this program. However, the’ list is not 
comprehensive, nor does it relieve the public agency from filly complying with ail applicable statutory and 
administrative standards. Each certified item with a “no” response musr be fully explained in an attachment to this 
certification. If the item is not applicable to this application, mark the item “N/A”. 

Proiect Tvoe 

Planning 

Land Acquisition 

Equipment 

Construction 

I hereby certify that the projects in this application have been accomplished under the Passenger Facility Charge 

Reauired Information 

- Final reporr/planning document accepted by local governing body. 

- Copy of repon and/or planning document sent to FAA. 

- Satisfactory propert) interest in designated parcels has been 
acquired. 

- Updated Eshibit A sent to FAA. 

- Equipment has been delivered and accepted \virh specifications 
met. Acceptance of equipment was in accordance \b ith 
specifications. 

- Project has been completed in accordance with the plans & 
specifications. and applicable assurances. 

- An\ en\ ironmental mitigation measures have been completed in 
accordance with any applicable environmental approvals. 

- Construction safety plan has been sent to, and received concurrence 
from FAA. 

Yes 

cl 

0 

cl 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Irj, 

0 

0 

0 

c1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

N/A 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

cl 

0 

cl 

Program. This certification affirms that all applicable regulations under Part 1% and other requested infommtion. 
has been met. I also affirm that. to the best of my knowledge, the responses to the above items. as marked. are 
correct and that the attachments. if any, are both correct and complete 

Signed: 

Public Agenq’s Authorized Rcprcscntati\r: Dill< 

Typed Same and Title of Public Agt’nc! Rcprssenratl\e 

‘age 2 



APPENDIX 6 
Appendix 6 

PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE APPLICATION PROCESS CHART 

Dsy 20 Delegation 
expected. ADO will 
prepare the ROD 

Day 75 Federal Register 

comments due 

Day 95 ACL-6 IO will 

review drafts 6: return 

comments IO ADO I 

ADO sends signed ROD and 
letter to public agency 

Days maximum permitted. Program Manage= are encouraged to take action earlier when possible. 
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PPM 5100.20 
Appendix 6 

APPENDIX 6 

PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE AMENDMENT PROCESS CHART 

1 158.37 (a): I 

I Notice amendment instituted 

by public agency I formal amendment submission to FA 

Day 30 ADO issues IO public 
agency letter acknowledging 

amendment and furnishes 

cop) IO ATA. APP-530 and 
AGL-610. 

NOV 18 3997 

deficiencies in notice. Notice 

Day 30 A DO sends Day 15 ACC-IO 

copy of approval letter publishes Federal 

IO APP 530, ATA. B: Register 
AGL-610. (If applicsblet. 

due IO AGL-610 

1 

1 
ADO sends signed ROD 
and letter to public 
ayenq 
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PPM 5100-20 
Appendix 6 

APPENDIX 6 

PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE EXTENSION PROCESS CHART 

I 
Day 0 Public agency sends estcnsion request 

10 ADO. 

I 
Day 45 ADO submits estension recomncnd:ltion 

package to AGL-6 IO 

Day 35 AGL-6 10 fonvnrds ADO recomnlcnd;l~ilon 
to APPSX I 

ARP-I issues estension lcwr i 

I 
ADO sends signed estension 

Ictter lo public agcnq 
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