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Wednesday, February 22, 2023 

Derick Chick 
Airport Noise Specialist 
Department of Aviation 
7555 Lemmon Avenue 
Dallas, TX 75209 

Re: Department of Aviation VNP action items and stakeholder positions 

Good Afternoon Derick, 

The following  is a consolidated list of our positions on the key issues being discussed, including additional 
thoughts on DOA action items as well as additional Stakeholder action items. It’s our hope this will consolidate 
the various components of the narrative into a single conversation for discussion at our next meeting. 

Department of Aviation Action Items 

1. Nighttime preferential runway
Use runway 13R/31L (Denton Drive) rather than runway 13L/31R (Lemmon) between 9:00 p.m.
and 6:00 a.m. for all jet aircraft and any aircraft weighing over 12,500 lbs. between the hours of
9:00 p.m. and 6:00 a.m.

Additional Stakeholder input
We wish to add language to establish equity between both runways at night to promote a
balanced (50/50) runway utilization until the Federal Aviation Administration’s final decision on
converting the TRINITY Departure into Area Navigation (RNAV)/non-conventional departure
procedure.

2. Trinity departure
Retain the Trinity Departure, pending the FAA’s decision on converting the procedure into an
Area Navigation (RNAV) / non-conventional departure procedure.

Additional Stakeholder input
We also request developing a concurrent procedure similar to the TRINITY Departure for runway
13L/31R (Lemmon Avenue).

3. Retain channelization of helicopter tracks
City of Dallas to modify as needed and disseminate FAA helicopter routes and altitude
restrictions.

Additional Stakeholder input
Stakeholders must be informed and involved in changes to helicopter flight tracks, as well as
planning and implementation of plans addressing any potential piloted and un-piloted flight taxi
services and other emerging flight services technology.
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Department of Aviation Action Items continued… 
 
 

4. Establish ban on all training flights at night and restrict touch-and-go activity during 
busy periods. 
 

Additional Stakeholder input 
Agree. 
 
 

5. Optimize jet aircraft orientation during engine maintenance run-ups: Aircraft engine 
maintenance run-ups prohibited between the hours of midnight and 6:00 a.m., expanded with a 
voluntary moratorium between 10:00 p.m. and midnight. 
 

Additional Stakeholder input 
We request the voluntary moratorium to be incorporated into a revised run-up prohibition 
window of 10:00 p.m. and 6 a.m. We request further information on any modifications that have 
been made to the engine run-up facility as relates to potential noise impact to surrounding 
communities, and an ETA for the facility’s completion. 
 
 

6. Optimal take-off profile: Use of a flight departure profile designed to reduce noise. (Continue to 
recommend NADP, with bi-annual airline acknowledgement) 
 

Additional Stakeholder input 
Dallas Love Field Stakeholders feel that NADP1 (optimized for "close-in" neighborhoods) is more 
appropriate for the communities adjacent to Dallas Love Field. We believe a variation of NADP1 
will reduce objectionable noise events for adjacent neighborhoods and can be implemented in a 
fashion that doesn’t further sacrifice quality of life for more Dallas distant neighborhoods 
underneath and along prevailing flight paths. While fuel costs and engine maintenance issues 
have been cited as factors motivating the use of NADP2, we believe these can be mitigated while 
normalizing the use of NADP1. Please see the Heathrow Departure Noise Optimization study 
authored by To70 in Appendix A of this letter. This 2021 study focuses on measures associated 
with the Airbus A320, a single-aisle aircraft with characteristics similar to the B737. 
 
 

7. Discontinue Miscellaneous pre-existing voluntary procedures: This category includes abatement 
measures that were in effect prior to the 1981 study, including… 
 

a. Takeoff and departure procedures for all turbine-powered aircraft 
b. Approach and landing procedures for all turbine-powered aircraft 
c. Operational procedures for propeller aircraft 
d. Restriction of runway 18/36 under normal conditions to aircraft weighing 60,000 lbs. or less 
e. Regulation of touch-and-go traffic. 

 

Additional Stakeholder input 
We advocate retaining a variety of “c.” (operational procedures for propeller aircraft) to address 
community noise impacts deriving from any potential piloted or un-piloted flight taxi services and 
other emerging flight services technology. 
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Department of Aviation Action Items continued… 
 
 

8. Cancel plans to construct new high-speed exit for runway 13R/31L 
 

Additional Stakeholder input 
Agree. 
 
 

9. Establishment of a system to monitor and manage the noise abatement program: Airport noise team, 
noise and flight tracking system, noise complaint reporting system, ongoing public outreach such as LFEAC 
meetings, zoning reviews, and DNL reporting. 
 

Additional Stakeholder input 
Dallas Love Field Noise Stakeholders additionally request that the Department of Aviation 
improve communications with stakeholders by providing a monthly reporting: 
 

a. Including any additions, modifications, improvements, or requested deletions to the 
elements that make up the Noise Abatement Program and functional status of each Noise 
Abatement Program element, to include all electronic systems and or related equipment 
 

b. Detailing noise events by time, carrier, and flight number (a more detailed "drill-down" of 
Casper NoiseLab data) 
 

c. Detailing time-stamped submitted community noise complaints to facilitate analysis of 
community impact by arrival/departure procedure and runway use 

 

Additionally: The Department of Aviation must communicate on a regular basis (quarterly at 
minimum) to remind carriers and airport operators of the Voluntary Noise Program (VNP) by 
outreach efforts including: 
 

a. Attending and promoting the VNP at Love Field Pilots Association (LFPA) meetings 
 

b. Disseminating VNP procedures, content and updates to all scheduled and charter carriers and 
their pilots, as well as fixed based operators (FBOs) at Dallas Love Field 

 

We request that these commitments be incorporated into the final proposed VNP language to be 
submitted to City Council. 
 
 

10. Review noise program on a regular basis: Update/ Develop DNL Contours and Noise Abatement 
Departure Profiles (NADP) every 5 years or more frequently if needed for any major changes that 
trigger an early review. 
 

Additional Stakeholder input 
We request that these commitments be incorporated into the final proposed VNP language to be 
submitted to City Council, along with a requirement that notice be given to the public and 
community stakeholders in advance of new data releases and potential change events requiring 
early reviews. 
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Additional Love Field Stakeholder Action Items 
 
 

1. Restore compliance with the negotiated voluntary restriction on commercial scheduled flights 
at Dallas Love Field. 
a. We feel the Five Party agreement entered into on July 11, 2006 (Article I, Section 4. see 

Appendix B) and the Dallas Love Field Airport Use and Lease Agreement executed on 
February 13, 2009 provide ample and specific language that Southwest Airlines is bound by 
contracts entered into voluntarily. Scheduled arrivals and departures between 11p.m. and 6 
a.m. should be eliminated 

b. We request that copies of existing lease agreements negotiated between the City of Dallas 
and scheduled air carriers holding Dallas Love Field gate leases be made available to Love 
Field Noise Stakeholders 

c. We request that the finalized VNP and all future gate lease agreements contain specific 
language indicating the VNP applies to all scheduled carriers arriving and departing Dallas 
Love Field. 

 
 

2. Provide an estimated timeline for completion of Love Field enrollment in Whispertrack. 
Our understanding is that the Department of Aviation is currently working on the back-end 
integration, please provide a progress report. Our position is that Whispertrack must be 
embedded in the operational culture of Love Field’s noise abatement process to ensure that 
procedures developed by our cooperative process won’t be ignored by failure to integrate them 
into the normal flight-planning system. 
 
 

3. Establish noise mitigation resources to Love Field noise-impacted neighborhoods: The City of 
Dallas should provide an online resource with noise mitigation solutions for residential, 
educational, health, and religious structures deemed to be impacted beyond federally accepted 
levels. Mitigation to be funded either by Part 150 AIP funds or sources determined by a voluntary 
independent noise study, such as PFCs. 

 
a. Federal Part 150 study:  A study authorized by the FAA to mitigate aircraft noise impacts to 

the surrounding community. Funding to conduct a Part 150 Study may be available through 
an FAA Airport Improvement Program (AIP) planning grant. Recommended noise mitigation 
measures may also be eligible for FAA funding 
 

b. Voluntary study: A noise study can also be conducted voluntarily without federal funding 
offering more flexibility regarding the scope and detail of the plan. This type of study can be 
tailored to DAL’s and community’s needs, however, there is no federal funding available to 
conduct the study or for implementation of study recommendations. Funding would need to 
be sourced through alternative means such as Passenger Facility Charges (PFCs) 

 
 

4. Conduct a feasibility study for a physical noise barrier between Denton Drive communities and Dallas 
Love Field to determine effectiveness: Neighborhoods proximate to runway 13R/31L (Denton Drive) 
are more adversely impacted by a lack of natural and man-made barriers to airport noise. We 
feel that a noise barrier, combined with a revised application of the Nighttime Preferential 
Runway, and adoption of an appropriate variant of NADP1 will aid in reducing excessive noise 
events for these communities. 
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Additional Love Field Stakeholder Action Items continued 
 

 
5. Encourage minimal use of reverse-thrust beyond what is required to maintain crew, passenger, 

and aircraft safety. Existing studies point to a reduction in aircraft landing noise through 
implementation of idle reverse thrust or no reverse thrust. 

 
 

6. Please provide specific analysis of JSX and Aero’s operational model vis á vis how the current 
regulatory framework applies. They operate functionally as scheduled carriers, yet classify 
themselves as “hop-on charters.” We believe that JSX is violating Public Law 109-352 (Wright 
Amendment Reform Act of 2006, see Appendix C) sections 3 and 4, and Aero will soon be: 

 
a. Section 3: No person shall provide, or offer to provide, air transportation of passengers for 

compensation or hire between Love Field, Texas, and any point or points outside the 50 
States or the District of Columbia on a nonstop basis, and no official or employee of the 
Federal Government may take any action to make or designate Love Field as an initial point 
of entry into the United States or a last point of departure from the United States 
 

b. Section 4: IN GENERAL.— Charter flights (as defined in section 212.2 of title 14, Code of 
Federal Regulations) at Love Field, Texas, shall be limited to (1) destinations within the 50 
States and the District of Columbia; and (2) no more than 10 per month per air carrier for 
charter flights beyond the States of Texas, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Kansas, Arkansas, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, Missouri, and Alabama 

 
 
7. Encourage all scheduled carriers to utilize quiet aircraft types such as B737 Max on routes to and 

from Dallas Love Field, particularly during early-morning and late-night departures and arrivals. 
 
 

8. Develop new DNL (Day-Night Average Sound Level) contours when operations are stable and 
ensure land-use designations are updated and correct. 

 
 

9. City of Dallas must reaffirm its commitment to the 20-gate limit at Dallas Love field as set forth 
in Public Law 109-352 (Wright Amendment Reform Act of 2006, see Appendix B) Section 5a: 

 
IN GENERAL.—The city of Dallas, Texas, shall reduce as soon as practicable, the number of 
gates available for passenger air service at Love Field to no more than 20 gates. Thereafter, 
the number of gates available for such service shall not exceed a maximum of 20 gates. 
 

 
We look forward to our continued work together as we finalize a new Voluntary Noise Program which 
protects communities surrounding Dallas Love Field while minimizing impact on flight operations. 
 
Sincerely, 
Love Field Citizens Action Committee 
Andrew Matheny, Co-chair 
Steve Klein, Co-chair 
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Appendix A 
 
 
 

Preliminary Results: 
London Heathrow Airport Departure Noise Optimization Study 

 1/27/2021 
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Departure noise optimisation

1

Preliminary results

19.265.01
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Objective

Reduce departure noise based on LAmax as much as possible for the largest population (and SELs where 
possible), while minimising negative effects including increased noise, NOX and fuel burn.

Results

Significant potential to reduce departure noise for A320 aircraft based on both LAmax and SELs for 60+ dB 
area:

• Change from NADP 2 to NADP 1

• Preferably, increase acceleration height

Further reductions in noise possible by increasing T/O thrust

Objective & results

2

Loudness of noise event
Total noise exposure of noise 
event, includes duration
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What is a departure procedure?

3

Accelerate to normal 
climb speed (e.g. 250 kts)

ClimbClimb

At least 800ft

3000ft

Thrust setting: take-off thrust

Thrust setting: climb thrust

Example: Noise Abatement Departure Procedure 1 (NADP1)
(defined by international guidelines)

runway
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What is a departure procedure?

4

Accelerate to normal 
climb speed (e.g. 250 kts)

ClimbClimb

At least 800ft

3000ft

NADP2: start acceleration below 3.000ft

runway

Thrust setting: take-off thrust

Thrust setting: climb thrust
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What is a departure procedure?

5

Accelerate to normal 
climb speed (e.g. 250 kts)

ClimbClimb

At least 800ft

3000ft

NADP2: start acceleration below 3.000ft

runway

Thrust setting: take-off thrust

Thrust setting: climb thrust
Optimisation – key questions:
• NADP1 or NADP2?
• Maximum or reduced take-off thrust?
• Maximum or reduced climb thrust?
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Some background

International regulations: ICAO doc8168

• An airline shall develop no more than two noise abatement procedures for each aircraft type

• Two examples: NADP1 and NADP2

In practice

• NADP1 and NADP2 procedures are standard operating procedures worldwide

• NADP2 is the most standard procedure for noise and fuel optimisation, as most airports are not situated 

next to dense populations

London Heathrow

• The AIP does not provide an advised procedure, however Noise Abatement Procedure requires ‘Aircraft to be 

operated in a manner calculated to cause the least disturbance practicable in areas surrounding the airport‘

6
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Research: explore the environmental impact of different departures

Selected aircraft: type A320 (medium size aircraft)

• Most common aircraft at LHR: share 18.5% (see table)

• Along with similar aircraft types: A319, A321, A32N, A32A, A32Q 
make 55% of aircraft movements

Different departure profiles have been created

• NADP1 and NADP2 departures

• For NADP1: a) flaps retraction at 3.000 ft, and b) delayed (at 4.500ft)

• Different thrust settings for take-off thrust (80 – 100%) and climb 
thrust (70 – 100%)

Noise impact studied for DETLING departures runway 09R.

95% of traffic movements at LHR:



Aviation Consultants

• Reference procedure: NADP2 with reduced take-off and climb thrust

• Selected aircraft type: A320-211

• Selected flight distance class: 2 (500 nm – 1000 nm)

• NADP1 acceleration height: a) 3000ft, and b) delayed, at 4500ft

• NADP2 acceleration height: 1500ft

• Noise calculations INM (~doc29, European standard)

• Noise indicators Focus on LAmax (loudness) but also SEL (includes the duration of noise 
event)

• Population 2018: 100x100 grid cells (source: https://www.worldpop.org/)

Research approach

27 January 2021 8

https://www.worldpop.org/
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Airbus A320 – distance class 2, height profiles
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Airbus A320 – loudness flight path
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NADP2_reduced takeoff and climb thrust NADP1_reduced takeoff and climb thrust NADP1_reduced takeoff and climb thrust and 4500ft acceleration height

Similar Thrust settings – switch NADP2 → NADP1 and different acceleration height

Impacted area 5 – 20 km from start of roll
Noise levels 60 – 75 dB

Conclusion: Flyover noise levels can 
be reduced up to 5 dB(A)



Aviation Consultants

Population 2018 (x 1,000):

Airbus A320 – Affected Population per 5 dB LAmax

27 January 2021 11Aviation Consultants

LAmax
NADP2

reduced thrust 
(80%)

NADP1
reduced thrust 

(80%)

NADP1
reduced thrust (80%)
start of acceleration 

at 4.500ft

NADP1
max. thrust

NADP1
max. T/O thrust

reduced climb thrust 
(70%)

NADP1
Max. T/O thrust

reduced climb thrust (70%)
acceleration at 4.500ft

60 dB 148 147 121 188 127 107

65 dB 66 44 35 82 24 26

70 dB 8.8 2.9 3.0 4.0 3.4 3.4

NADP1 Start acceleration 
at 4.500ft

Max. thrust
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A100% 100%_80% 100%_70% 90%_80% 90%_70% 80%_100% 80%_80% 80%_70%

 60 dB 182.4 145.9 131.8 145.1 131.7 181.5 147.5 135.8

 65 dB 85.0 64.3 45.2 64.3 44.9 89.0 66.4 47.8

 70 dB 15.3 5.1 3.7 6.2 3.0 22.8 8.8 3.0

 60 dB 3% -2% -3% -1% -3% 3% 0% -2%

 65 dB -3% -39% -46% -37% -45% -4% -34% -39%

 70 dB -74% -31% -8% -55% -13% -79% -67% -17%

 60 dB -2% -17% -19% -17% -20% 0% -18% -22%

 65 dB -48% -55% -44% -53% -41% -39% -47% -36%

 70 dB -73% -31% -8% -55% -13% -78% -66% -13%

Impact on affected population, per 5 dB 

• Reference: NADP2 departure; distance class 2

• Note: cell colored relative to reference

Airbus A320 – impact of NADP1 and acceleration height

27 January 2021 12

Baseline:

NADP2

NADP1

4500ft

Key - Take-off thrust %_Climb-Thrust %

A100% 100%_80% 100%_70% 90%_80% 90%_70% 80%_100% 80%_80% 80%_70%

 60 dB 182.4 145.9 131.8 145.1 131.7 181.5 147.5 135.8

 65 dB 85.0 64.3 45.2 64.3 44.9 89.0 66.4 47.8

 70 dB 15.3 5.1 3.7 6.2 3.0 22.8 8.8 3.0

 60 dB 3% -2% -3% -1% -3% 3% 0% -2%

 65 dB -3% -39% -46% -37% -45% -4% -34% -39%

 70 dB -74% -31% -8% -55% -13% -79% -67% -17%

 60 dB -2% -17% -19% -17% -20% 0% -18% -22%

 65 dB -48% -55% -44% -53% -41% -39% -47% -36%

 70 dB -73% -31% -8% -55% -13% -78% -66% -13%
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Airbus A320 – 65 and 70 dB LAmax contours

13
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< 65 dB

< 65 dB

Reference: 
• NADP2
• Reduced take-off thrust
• Reduced climb thrust

> 70 dB
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Airbus A320 – 65 and 70 dB LAmax contours
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Reference: NADP2
• Reduced take-off thrust
• Reduced climb thrust

NADP1
• Reduced take-off thrust
• Reduced climb thrust
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Airbus A320 – 65 and 70 dB LAmax contours

15

Reference: NADP2
• Reduced take-off thrust
• Reduced climb thrust

NADP1
• Reduced take-off thrust
• Reduced climb thrust
• Acceleration at 4.500ft
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66.4k → 35.2k
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Airbus A320 – 65 and 70 dB LAmax contours
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Reference: NADP2
• Reduced take-off thrust
• Reduced climb thrust

NADP1
• Max take-off thrust
• Low climb thrust
• Acceleration at 4.500ft
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66.4k → 25.3k
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Airbus A320 – 65 dB LAmax contour

17

NADP2 to NADP1 (same 
thrust settings)

NADP1 Increased acceleration height 
(same thrust settings)

Higher Thrust take-off
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Airbus 320 Affected population, compared to NADP2 – LAmax
Focus on daytime noise: 65+ dB(A) LAmax
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Airbus 320 Affected population, compared to NADP2 – SEL

27 January 2021 19

Changes in LA max: loudness

Changes in SEL (within 65 LAmax area) – includes duration of noise event

➔ Also benefits in Sound Exposure Level, but smaller because of lower speeds 

NADP2 → NADP1 NADP2 → NADP1, Increased acceleration height NADP2 → NADP1, max T/O-thrust
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Additional fuel burn and NOx increase per flight with NADP1 and reduced thrust settings.

Fuel burn and NOx

27 January 2021 20

Fuel burn
NADP2

reduced thrust 
(80%)
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acceleration at 4.500ft
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Objective

Reduce departure noise based on LAmax as much as possible for the largest population (and SELs where 
possible), while minimising negative effects including increased noise, NOX and fuel burn.

Results

Significant potential to reduce departure noise for A320 aircraft based on both LAmax and SELs for 60+ dB 
area:

• Change from NADP 2 to NADP 1

• Preferably, increase acceleration height

Further reductions in noise possible by increasing T/O thrust

Objective & results

21
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Departure noise optimisation

22

Preliminary results

19.265.01
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Appendix B 
 
 
 

CONTRACT 
 

AMONG THE CITY OF DALLAS, THE CITY OF FORT WORTH, SOUTHWEST AIRLINES CO.,AMERICAN AIRLINES, 
INC., AND DFW INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT BOARD INCORPORATING THE SUBSTANCE OF THE TERMS OF THE 
JUNE 15, 2006 JOINT STATEMENT BETWEEN THE PARTIES TO RESOLVE THE "WRIGHT AMENDMENT" ISSUES 

 
Also referred to as the “Five Party Agreement” 
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Appendix C 
 
 
 

Public Law 109-352 
 

Wright Amendment Reform Act of 2006 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



120 STAT. 2011PUBLIC LAW 109–352—OCT. 13, 2006

Public Law 109–352
109th Congress

An Act
To amend section 29 of the International Air Transportation Competition Act of

1979 relating to air transportation to and from Love Field, Texas.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of
the United States of America in Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Wright Amendment Reform
Act of 2006’’.
SEC. 2. MODIFICATION OF PROVISIONS REGARDING FLIGHTS TO AND

FROM LOVE FIELD, TEXAS.

(a) EXPANDED SERVICE.—Section 29(c) of the International Air
Transportation Competition Act of 1979 (Public Law 96–192; 94
Stat. 35) is amended by striking ‘‘carrier, if (1)’’ and all that follows
and inserting the following: ‘‘carrier. Air carriers and, with regard
to foreign air transportation, foreign air carriers, may offer for
sale and provide through service and ticketing to or from Love
Field, Texas, and any United States or foreign destination through
any point within Texas, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Kansas, Arkansas,
Louisiana, Mississippi, Missouri, or Alabama.’’.

(b) REPEAL.—Section 29 of the International Air Transportation
Competition Act of 1979 (94 Stat. 35), as amended by subsection
(a), is repealed on the date that is 8 years after the date of enact-
ment of this Act.
SEC. 3. TREATMENT OF INTERNATIONAL NONSTOP FLIGHTS TO AND

FROM LOVE FIELD, TEXAS.

No person shall provide, or offer to provide, air transportation
of passengers for compensation or hire between Love Field, Texas,
and any point or points outside the 50 States or the District of
Columbia on a nonstop basis, and no official or employee of the
Federal Government may take any action to make or designate
Love Field as an initial point of entry into the United States
or a last point of departure from the United States.
SEC. 4. CHARTER FLIGHTS AT LOVE FIELD, TEXAS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Charter flights (as defined in section 212.2
of title 14, Code of Federal Regulations) at Love Field, Texas,
shall be limited to—

(1) destinations within the 50 States and the District of
Columbia; and

(2) no more than 10 per month per air carrier for charter
flights beyond the States of Texas, New Mexico, Oklahoma,
Kansas, Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Missouri, and Ala-
bama.

Effective date.

Wright
Amendment
Reform Act of
2006.

Oct. 13, 2006
[S. 3661]
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120 STAT. 2012 PUBLIC LAW 109–352—OCT. 13, 2006

(b) CARRIERS WHO LEASE GATES.—All flights operated to or
from Love Field by air carriers that lease terminal gate space
at Love Field shall depart from and arrive at one of those leased
gates; except for—

(1) flights operated by an agency of the Federal Government
or by an air carrier under contract with an agency of the
Federal Government; and

(2) irregular operations.
(c) CARRIERS WHO DO NOT LEASE GATES.—Charter flights from

Love Field, Texas, operated by air carriers that do not lease terminal
space at Love Field may operate from nonterminal facilities or
one of the terminal gates at Love Field.

SEC. 5. LOVE FIELD GATES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The city of Dallas, Texas, shall reduce as
soon as practicable, the number of gates available for passenger
air service at Love Field to no more than 20 gates. Thereafter,
the number of gates available for such service shall not exceed
a maximum of 20 gates. The city of Dallas, pursuant to its authority
to operate and regulate the airport as granted under chapter 22
of the Texas Transportation Code and this Act, shall determine
the allocation of leased gates and manage Love Field in accordance
with contractual rights and obligations existing as of the effective
date of this Act for certificated air carriers providing scheduled
passenger service at Love Field on July 11, 2006. To accommodate
new entrant air carriers, the city of Dallas shall honor the scarce
resource provision of the existing Love Field leases.

(b) REMOVAL OF GATES AT LOVE FIELD.—No Federal funds
or passenger facility charges may be used to remove gates at the
Lemmon Avenue facility, Love Field, in reducing the number of
gates as required under this Act, but Federal funds or passenger
facility charges may be used for other airport facilities under
chapter 471 of title 49, United States Code.

(c) GENERAL AVIATION.—Nothing in this Act shall affect general
aviation service at Love Field, including flights to or from Love
Field by general aviation aircraft for air taxi service, private or
sport flying, aerial photography, crop dusting, corporate aviation,
medical evacuation, flight training, police or fire fighting, and
similar general aviation purposes, or by aircraft operated by any
agency of the Federal Government or by any air carrier under
contract to any agency of the Federal Government.

(d) ENFORCEMENT.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any other provision of

law, the Secretary of Transportation and the Administrator
of the Federal Aviation Administration may not make findings
or determinations, issue orders or rules, withhold airport
improvement grants or approvals thereof, deny passenger
facility charge applications, or take any other actions, either
self-initiated or on behalf of third parties—

(A) that are inconsistent with the contract dated July
11, 2006, entered into by the city of Dallas, the city of
Fort Worth, the DFW International Airport Board, and
others regarding the resolution of the Wright Amendment
issues, unless actions by the parties to the contract are
not reasonably necessary to implement such contract; or

(B) that challenge the legality of any provision of such
contract.
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(2) COMPLIANCE WITH TITLE 49 REQUIREMENTS.—A contract
described in paragraph (1)(A) of this subsection, and any actions
taken by the parties to such contract that are reasonably nec-
essary to implement its provisions, shall be deemed to comply
in all respects with the parties’ obligations under title 49,
United States Code.
(e) LIMITATION ON STATUTORY CONSTRUCTION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Nothing in this Act shall be construed—
(A) to limit the obligations of the parties under the

programs of the Department of Transportation and the
Federal Aviation Administration relating to aviation safety,
labor, environmental, national historic preservation, civil
rights, small business concerns (including disadvantaged
business enterprise), veteran’s preference, disability access,
and revenue diversion;

(B) to limit the authority of the Department of
Transportation or the Federal Aviation Administration to
enforce the obligations of the parties under the programs
described in subparagraph (A);

(C) to limit the obligations of the parties under the
security programs of the Department of Homeland Security,
including the Transportation Security Administration, at
Love Field, Texas;

(D) to authorize the parties to offer marketing incen-
tives that are in violation of Federal law, rules, orders,
agreements, and other requirements; or

(E) to limit the authority of the Federal Aviation
Administration or any other Federal agency to enforce
requirements of law and grant assurances (including sub-
sections (a)(1), (a)(4), and (s) of section 47107 of title 49,
United States Code) that impose obligations on Love Field
to make its facilities available on a reasonable and non-
discriminatory basis to air carriers seeking to use such
facilities, or to withhold grants or deny applications to
applicants violating such obligations with respect to Love
Field.
(2) FACILITIES.—Paragraph (1)(E)—

(A) shall only apply with respect to facilities that
remain at Love Field after the city of Dallas has reduced
the number of gates at Love Field as required by subsection
(a); and

(B) shall not be construed to require the city of Dallas,
Texas—

(i) to construct additional gates beyond the 20
gates referred to in subsection (a); or

(ii) to modify or eliminate preferential gate leases
with air carriers in order to allocate gate capacity
to new entrants or to create common use gates, unless
such modification or elimination is implemented on
a nationwide basis.

SEC. 6. APPLICABILITY.

The provisions of this Act shall apply to actions taken with
respect to Love Field, Texas, or air transportation to or from Love
Field, Texas, and shall have no application to any other airport
(other than an airport owned or operated by the city of Dallas
or the city of Fort Worth, or both).
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SEC. 7. EFFECTIVE DATE.

Sections 1 through 6, including the amendments made by such
sections, shall take effect on the date that the Administrator of
the Federal Aviation Administration notifies Congress that aviation
operations in the airspace serving Love Field and the Dallas-Fort
Worth area which are likely to be conducted after enactment of
this Act can be accommodated in full compliance with Federal
Aviation Administration safety standards in accordance with section
40101 of title 49, United States Code, and, based on current expecta-
tions, without adverse effect on use of airspace in such area.

Approved October 13, 2006.
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