Conversation with Chauncey Case, Metropolitan Council   651.602.1724

RE:  Minor Airports

I called Chauncey Case, aviation/airport specialist with the Metropolitan Council to ask him about something I had heard that took place Monday night at the Eden Prairie City Council meeting.

It was reported to me that someone from the Met Council told the Eden Prairie City Council that the Met Council was working on its aviation transportation plan and that it is considering having two classifications for MAC’s reliever airports -  Minor I and Minor II.

Chauncey (CC) said the Met Council updated its transportation policy plan last year and in that plan, it classified MAC’s system’s airports.  This year, Met Council’s technical evaluation committee is looking at how the whole system is performing as a “role” it plays in the overall system.  It is looking at a “separation” of things in the minor role – suggesting a “Minor I” role and a “Minor II” role.

This came about because the consultant that has been hired is looking at how the system is performing; how things come out at the end.  The task force is looking at it now.

The task force had a meeting on the 19th of February and has not scheduled the next meeting yet.  Won’t meet for the next month or two.  The task force looked at the preliminary forecast work and is pushing MAC to do its updating of comprehensive plans right now for the reliever airports. 

I asked who were the consultants and Chauncey said they have offices in of Cincinnati and Colorado (he did not name them). 

A Minor I airport would  have runway lengths up to 4,000 feet:  A Minor II airport would have runway lengths of 4,000 feet to 6,000 feet. (I did not ask if  it a Minor II airport is 4,001 to 6,000 feet.)

I said – does the consultant know about the law in place right now defining minor airports as having runways of 5,000 feet in length.  Chauncey said the consultants know about the law.  I said do the consultants know about the protest the public has in upgrading/enlarging airports in MAC’s system?  CC said the consultants will have the message.

I gave CC an update on what is happening at the Anoka County-Blaine airport and the threat we have from very qualified lobbyists (Ross Kramer and Eric Hyland – CC knows Ross)  I also said we are working with  other minor airports in the region to try and oppose any 6,000 foot runways at minor airports.

Chauncey (CC) said the larger airports would be the more “sophisticated” airports in the system – Flying Clouds and AC/B as “Minor II” airports and of course, Holman Field (Downtown St. Paul) as the Intermediate airport.  The other ones have less traffic and physically would never get 5,000 foot runways and part of the argument is how do you fund them over the long term?

CC said it is useful to look at it in that context; some will never be bigger facilities and what should the investment be as opposed to the larger airports?  There is some rationale in changing the minor airport designation.  

AC/B would be a Minor II; Lake Elmo, Crystal and Airlake would be Minor I airports; Forest Lake (if they get Federal funds) would possibly be a Minor I airport, too.  Flying Cloud would be a Minor 2.  St. Paul would remain an Intermediate airport.

CC gave me the timeline – he said comprehensive plans for the airports come in before the technical evaluation of the airports comes in.  He thinks it will be almost a year before the technical evaluations come in.  (I mentioned to CC that the outstanding comp plans for MAC’s airports have been done for Crystal, etc. but the Lake Elmo, Flying Cloud and AC/B plans are being done now.  CC said yes.   

By the next time the airport task force meets, the consultants should have the forecast information and the trends completed and possibly information on the existing conditions.

He is looking at having them at the task force meeting and a presentation at Met Council’s Transportation Committee.   They will “go with the points” and with concurrence, they will proceed.  

The Task Force is comprised of policy people.  Annette Meeks is now Chair of Transportation and is the liaison with MAC – Annette replaces Mary Hill Smith as liaison since Mary Hill Smith has resigned from the Met Council.

I asked CC for a list of the ask Force members (CC will email that list to me).  CC said there are TAC and TAB boards.  The Task Force is an ad hoc committee for technical analysis and helped advise for the policy update.  It is now helping with the technical part.  CC expects that in 2010 the Met Council will amend the Transportation Plan that would go through the full council process for review.  

CC said Phase II is the technical update and we (Met Council? Staff?) said if there is a reason to revisit the plan, we would revisit everything – policy, guidelines, etc.  Now Tech is working on new forecasts.  I mentioned “With the economy, I know we have had a decline in air traffic at our airport and at other minor airports, too.”  CC said the economy is part of what the consultants consider and they suggest there could be changes down the road in 20 years – the question will be “is there a role change?”  

I sent CC an email after our conversation so he has MY email address – I want a list of the people on the Task Force and its next meeting date if that is set as yet.  

I asked CC where can we can a person get information on task force meetings; Is it posted on Met Council’s website?  CC said meetings of the task force are sent to all city managers – all of the cities.  He also said that meetings are posted on the website at least a week ahead of time.  There is a weekly meeting list and upcoming meetings – a monthly sort of thing.  CC said the “Data Center” posts the meeting and does that sort of thing.

