
APA Part 150 Update 

NCP Measures Summary 
 

This table lists all measures that were analyzed in depth during the Study and shows whether each will be included in the Noise Compatibility Program. A brief description is provided for each measure to 

provide context for why it is advancing or not. 

Measure 

Category 
Measure for Consideration 

Moving 

Forward into 

NCP? 

Summary 

Operational  

Implement a 010 departure heading for 

jet aircraft on Runway 35R (day and 

night) 

Yes 

This measure was recommended in the 2008 Part 150 Study for nighttime use only but was not implemented because of safety concerns about potential airspace 

conflicts with Denver International Airport and Buckley Space Force Base. The measure was later implemented on a voluntary basis, subject to weather, 

operations, safety, and efficiency. Since then, advances in navigation procedures and aircraft capabilities may allow development of a procedure that avoids 

those conflicts. 

 

This Study analyzed a modified jet departure procedure for Runway 35R on a 24‑hour basis. The analysis indicates the modified procedure would not measurably 

change the 65 DNL contour or alter population or housing exposure, so it would not show a modeled Part 150 benefit. The procedure would shift the 60 DNL 

contour east over primarily compatible land uses. A maximum sound level (Lmax) grid point analysis suggests the procedure could reduce single‑event noise 

over residential areas north of the Airport by shifting some noise exposure east over compatible land uses, primarily Cherry Creek State Park. 

 

Because Cherry Creek State Park is a protected Section 4(f) resource, any implementation would require National Environmental Policy Act review before 

proceeding. The primary benefit of the recommendation would be a potential reduction in the frequency of noticeable single‑event jet departure noise over 

residential areas north of the Airport, even though it would not produce a measurable change to the 65 DNL contour. The grid point analysis supports this 

conclusion by showing fewer events above 65 dB Lmax in some residential areas and a corresponding increase over Cherry Creek State Park, where land uses are 

generally compatible with aircraft noise under 14 CFR Part 150. The tradeoff between community noise reduction and increased overflights of the park would 

need to be considered through the required environmental review process before any procedure could be implemented. 

Preferential Use of Runway 17L/35R for 

Nighttime Circuit Operations 
Yes 

This recommendation examined voluntary preferential use of Runway 17L/35R for circuit operations, with implementation limited to nighttime when traffic 

levels are low. Modeling indicated that concentrating circuits closer to the airport center can shift some operations eastward over more compatible land uses and 

reduce noise effects on surrounding communities.  

Shift Runway 17R/35L traffic pattern 

west, over Interstate 25 
No 

This measure proposed widening the traffic pattern for Runway 17R/35L so the downwind leg would shift west over I-25. Modeling showed no change to the 65 

DNL contour and indicated the noise would be displaced westward from one noncompatible land use to another. For these reasons, the measure is not being 

carried forward into the Noise Compatibility Program. 

Support Transition to Replacement of 

Cessna 172 Training Operations with 

Electric Aircraft  

Yes 

This measure modeled replacing conventional single-engine training aircraft with electric equivalents and is carried forward into the Noise Compatibility 

Program to support collaborative evaluation with operators and stakeholders. The Study Team consulted flight schools to estimate electric aircraft use for circuit 

operations and used August 2025 test flights to inform noise modeling. Results show reduced single-event noise events. No change is expected in the 

greater-than-65 to 75 DNL contours. Community benefits would include lower single-event noise along training routes and potential emissions reductions. 

Implementation depends on aircraft availability, technology maturity, regulatory approvals, and infrastructure, and would require coordinated planning among 

the Airport, operators, and regulators. 

Displaced threshold for circuit 

operations on Runway 17R  
No 

This measure proposed a conditionally displaced threshold on Runway 17R.  This would move touchdown points farther down the runway, increasing approach 

altitudes and tightening the training traffic pattern, which could potentially reduce noise north of Arapahoe Road. Following coordination with the FAA, this 

option will not be advanced into the Noise Compatibility Program because conditionally displaced thresholds are nonstandard and present unacceptable safety 

risks. Additionally the current length of Runway 17R is required to support current jet operations, meaning, shortening the runway or displacing the threshold for 

all aircraft is not feasible. 



APA Part 150 Update 

NCP Measures Summary 
 

Measure 

Category 
Measure for Consideration 

Moving 

Forward into 

NCP? 

Summary 

Operational 

Ground reference for base turn in 

Runway 17R traffic pattern 
No 

A visual ground reference for circuit operations on Runway 17R/35L was evaluated to help pilots maintain the ideal traffic pattern and potentially reduce noise 

over sensitive areas. However, after consultation with airport stakeholders, APA staff, and the FAA, Arapahoe Road was confirmed as the established reference 

for initiating the base turn, and a newly introduced landmark would be less prominent and reliable, so this measure will not be recommended in the NCP. 

Digital release of IFR traffic  Yes 

This recommendation addresses ground delays caused by mandatory coordination between ATCT and TRACON for IFR operations. These delays increase 

congestion, reduce adherence to voluntary noise abatement during peak periods, and raise taxi times and ground noise. It will be carried forward into the Noise 

Compatibility Program to explore Terminal Flight Data Manager (TFDM)–style digital release capabilities for IFR departures. The Airport will evaluate potential 

digital coordination solutions, coordinate with the FAA on pilot testing, and consider implementation requirements and funding pathways. If advanced, such 

solutions would aim to replace manual release coordination with shared real-time data to improve departure predictability and reduce ground waiting. 

Facility 

Management 

Add high-speed taxiways to Runway 

17R/35L  
Yes 

This recommendation would construct high-speed taxiways B10 and B13 for Runway 17R/35L to provide angled exits that reduce runway occupancy time and 

improve runway efficiency. The change would not alter flight tracks, runway assignments, aircraft altitudes, or total operations, so no measurable change to the 

65 DNL contour or cumulative noise exposure is expected. Reduced runway occupancy could, however, improve airfield throughput and lessen the need for 

training aircraft to extend downwind or delay pattern operations, potentially yielding localized single-event noise benefits by keeping circuits closer to the 

preferred traffic pattern. Any noise benefit would be indirect and operational rather than a direct reduction in cumulative noise. 

Land Use 

Update Airport Influence Area overlay 

(land use controls) 
Yes 

This action recommends that ACPAA continue working with the counties and municipalities that have land use authority near APA, because the Airport cannot 

control land development beyond its boundaries and those decisions rest with local jurisdictions. Local governments can, however, improve compatibility 

through zoning, easements, building codes, and comprehensive planning. The Study Team worked with each municipality to update the Airport Influence Area 

(AIA) overlay and align zoning and planning tools to limit noncompatible uses and encourage thoughtful, compatible development that also recognizes 

statewide housing needs. 

 

The updated AIA was developed using current noise complaint data, flight tracks, flight density information, and input from local flight schools. It includes a 

Transit Oriented Development Buffer Zone added in response to Colorado House Bill 24-1313 to guide transit-oriented multifamily development near transit 

corridors. ACPAA coordinated with affected jurisdictions to understand existing land use policies, growth pressures, and feasible adjustments. 

 

Implementation of AIA updates remains the authority of local governments. The Airport will continue to provide education, technical assistance, and 

coordination to support consistent, compatible land use policies across the region and to help jurisdictions apply the AIA in ways that balance community needs, 

safety, and long-term airport compatibility. 

Runway 35R ILS Flight Corridor Noise 

Notification Program 
Yes 

This action recommends that Castle Pines, Castle Rock, Lone Tree, and Douglas County consider a voluntary ILS flight corridor noise notification program for 

areas beneath the Runway 35R ILS approach. The program would provide prospective homebuyers and property lessees with non-binding notice of frequent 

aircraft overflights associated with instrument approach operations. 

 

The Runway 35R ILS extends roughly 9.5 miles south of the runway and concentrates aircraft on a predictable, low-altitude approach path; residents beneath the 

corridor may therefore experience consistent overflights and associated noise, including in areas outside the 65 DNL contour. The proposed notification program 

is informational only and would not involve property acquisition, avigation easements, or sound insulation. 

 

Potential notification tools include public flight-path maps, address-specific lookup tools, required notification language in building permits or subdivision plats, 

and ordinance language requiring notice during development review, permitting, property sale, lease, or subdivision approval. Adoption and implementation 

would remain with each jurisdiction; the Airport will offer technical support and coordination as requested. 
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Measure 

Category 
Measure for Consideration 

Moving 

Forward into 

NCP? 

Summary 

Administrative 

Fly quiet/ incentive dashboard Yes 

This recommendation supports continued implementation and regular updates to a Fly Quiet/Incentive Dashboard that tracks operations against voluntary noise 

abatement guidelines. Building on the CACNR FAA Study Group’s work and existing procedures, the dashboard uses measurable operating parameters to 

encourage quieter operations by pilots and flight schools, with a particular focus on training flights, which have been a recurring community concern. Launched 

in 2026 and integrated with the Airport Noise and Operations Monitoring System (ANOMS™), the dashboard provides transparent, actionable data for Airport 

staff, operators, and the public to monitor trends, evaluate incentive effectiveness, and respond to community comments. The program is voluntary, incentive-

based, and informational. Safety of flight remains paramount, and the dashboard will not be used to penalize airport users. 

Airspace redesign Yes 

This action recommends continued coordination with the FAA to evaluate future airspace redesign at APA, including potential reclassification from Class D to 

Class C. Reclassification to Class C would give air traffic controllers greater authority to manage aircraft in the airport vicinity, enabling more active traffic 

management, standardized arrival and departure flows, and enhanced radar separation. APA currently operates in Class D, which requires two-way radio 

communication but leaves greater responsibility for visual separation to pilots under VFR. Class C is intended for busier, more complex environments and would 

improve the controller’s ability to manage spacing, reduce operational conflicts, and enhance safety and efficiency. 

 

Airspace reclassification is a federal action under FAA authority and would likely occur only as part of a broader regional airspace planning effort. The most 

recent Denver-area redesign, the Denver Metroplex, was implemented in 2020–2021, and no additional regional redesign is currently scheduled. The Airport will 

continue to monitor traffic trends, coordinate with the FAA, and provide data and stakeholder input to support any future regional airspace planning. 

Noise monitoring program Yes 

This action recommends maintaining and enhancing APA’s noise monitoring program, including the ANOMS™ system, permanent monitoring terminals, and 

portable monitors. APA currently operates 12 permanent stations and three portable monitors to collect aircraft noise data, track operations, respond to 

community concerns, and inform planning. 

 

Potential enhancements include evaluating and improving existing permanent sites, adding portable monitors, converting useful temporary locations to 

permanent stations, and installing an intermediate monitor under the ILS corridor. Airport staff identified the portable monitor at South Metro Fire Station 31 as 

a candidate for permanent conversion. Other improvements could include upgraded monitor hardware, enhanced noise event processing, and stronger native 

data visualization, especially to support integration with the Fly Quiet Dashboard. 

 

The Airport will continue to use ANOMS™ to support transparent reporting, improve responsiveness to community input, and guide long-term noise 

management and planning. 

Update/ incorporate noise-sensitive 

areas into electronic flight bags and 

ATCT monitors 

Yes 

This recommendation would add voluntary noise abatement procedures and noise-sensitive area maps to operational platforms used by controllers and pilots, 

including Airport Traffic Control Tower displays and electronic flight bags. Making this information readily available supports situational awareness and allows 

noise-sensitive areas to be considered during flight planning, sequencing, and routine operations when safe and practicable. 

 

The measure is informational and voluntary and does not create mandatory flight restrictions or new air traffic procedures. It would not change flight tracks, 

runway assignments, aircraft altitudes, or operation counts, and therefore is not expected to alter the 65 DNL contour. However, by improving access to 

noise-sensitive area data, the measure may encourage voluntary avoidance of those areas when operational conditions, safety, weather, traffic, and ATCT 

instructions permit, producing localized single-event benefits. 

 

Any systems presenting noise-sensitive areas should be updated when voluntary procedures or mapping are revised. The Airport will coordinate updates with 

ATC and operators to ensure accuracy and operational relevance. 
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Measure 

Category 
Measure for Consideration 

Moving 

Forward into 

NCP? 

Summary 

Administrative 

Continuation of Centennial Airport 

Community Noise Roundtable (CACNR) 
Yes 

This recommendation continues the CACNR as an ongoing forum for collaboration, communication, and discussion of aircraft noise issues. Established in May 

2009, the Roundtable includes local elected officials, community members, Airport staff, the FAA, CDOT Aeronautics, airport users, and industry groups. CACNR 

will support the Noise Office in community outreach, review operational data, evaluate noise trends, and identify feasible strategies to reduce or manage aircraft 

noise. Continued operation will not change aircraft operations or noise contours directly, but it will promote transparency, strengthen relationships among 

stakeholders, and enable cooperative problem solving. 

CACNR Study Group Committee Yes 

This recommendation continues the CACNR Study Group as a subcommittee of the CACNR with revised objectives and a modified meeting schedule to support 

ongoing review of operational noise issues, with primary focus on the Fly Quiet Program. Formed in response to community concerns about extended traffic 

patterns, the Study Group provides a small, representative forum of community members, airport leadership, pilots, flight schools, CACNR representatives, and 

FAA personnel to evaluate operational issues, test potential refinements, and identify feasible voluntary noise management strategies. The group can also 

support implementation of approved NCP measures. It will not create mandatory procedures or enforceable restrictions but will facilitate technical discussion, 

collaboration, and refinement of voluntary practices to reduce community noise exposure where practicable. 

Update Noise Exposure Maps (NEMs) Yes 

This recommendation calls for periodic updates to the Noise Exposure Maps (NEMs) and treats the Part 150 Study as a living document to guide program 

development and evaluate changes in aircraft types and operations. The Study should be reviewed whenever actual operations differ from forecasts by 

approximately 15 percent or more, when significant new noncompatible land uses appear within the 65 DNL or greater contours, or when airport facility changes 

could affect noise contours. At the end of the five-year period following NCP approval, the operations mix and assumptions should be re-evaluated and the 

NEMs updated as appropriate. Ongoing monitoring of operations, fleet mix, and land use changes will help identify when a formal NEM review is warranted, and 

updates should be coordinated with local jurisdictions, the FAA, and other stakeholders and documented to support transparency and future planning. 

Update Noise Compatibility Program Yes 

This recommendation continues a measure from the previous Part 150 Study to update the Noise Compatibility Program only if new noncompatible land uses are 

identified within the 65 DNL on any future Noise Exposure Maps. The NCP will be revised as conditions in the Airport environs change over time, such as 

increases in annual operations, shifts in aircraft mix, or operational changes that affect noise contours. 

 

Decisions to update the NEM and NCP will be made in consultation with APA and the FAA. In practice, the NEM would be updated first to determine whether 

changes in operations or land use warrant a corresponding update to the NCP. 


