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Gateway to share its IFP Production Plan, wimdiudesdetails o IFPs under development or amendment along

with developmenstatusand tentative publication dates. Environmental Science Associates (ESA) monitors the

IFP Gateway for proposed changes to IFPs associated with Norman Y. Mineta San Jose International Airport
(SJC), San Francisco International Airport (SFO), and Oakland International AlD#d(). Changes to IFPs

associated with these airports may affect conitimsin Santa Clara and Santa Cruz counties.

The FAA publishes IFPaccording to a specifigublicationcycle The next publication date dsine 202019.
The followinginformationprovidesdetailson the IFP development process #flds under developmeat
amendment:

Stages of IFP Development

Development of IFPs typically follows five stages, described bdlepending on the nature of the IFP
development or amendment, not altleésestages may occur

1. FPT (Flight Procedures This team reviewpotential IFPs for feasibility and coordinates IFP development v
Team): relevant FAA lines of business and staff offices.

2. DEV: Procedure development.

3. FC (Flight Check): The FAA performs a flight inspection of the procedure.

4. PIT (Production This team prepares procedure details to support publication.

Integration Team):

1 https://www.faa.gov/air traffic/flight info/aeronav/procedures/




Review of the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Instrument Flight Procedures (IFP) Information Gateway

5. CHARTING:

Procedures are made available to the public, typically in graphical, text, and elec
formats.

IFP Development Status Indicators

The following terms are employed by the FAA to identifye status of the IFP during the development process.

At Flight Check:
Awaiting
Publication:
Awaiting
Cancellation:
Complete:

On Hold:
Pending:
Published:
Terminated:
Under Development:

Key Terms

The procedure is with FAA staff responsible for flight inspection.
The procedure has been developed and is awaitingpcoming publication date.

The procedure will be removed from FAA flight procedure databases on an upcor
publication date.

Procedure development has finished.

Procedure development has been paused whidiag further information.

Detailed development of the procedure will begin in the future.

The procedure has been made publakgilable.

Development has terminated for the procedure.

The procedurés being developed by the FAA.

The followingacronymsare employed by the FAA @escribe the IFP, including some of the navigational
equipment necessary to accommodate the IFP.

AMDT:
CAT:
DME:
DP:
GPS:
GLS:
IAP:
ILS:
LOC:
LDA:
RNAV:
RNP:
RWY:
SA:
SID:
STAR:
TBD:

Amendment

Category

Distance Measuringquipment
Departure Procedure

Global Positioning System
GroundBased Augmentation System (GBAS) Landing System
Instrument Approach Procedure
Instrument Landing System
Localizer

Localizer Type Directional Aid
Area Navigation

Required Navigation Performance
Runway

Special Authorization

Standard Instrument Departure
Standard Terminal Arrival Route
To Be Determined



IFP Status

Review of the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Instrument Flight Procedures (IFP) Information Gateway

The following tables provide status updatedn production for procedures serving OAK, SFO, and SJC.
Informationhighlighted inturquoisehas been updatesince theJune 262019SCSC Roundtablé-P Gateway

Review.

Norman Y. Mineta San Jose International Airport

IFP in Production Plan
SAN JOSE THREE

SUNOL ONE

ROBIE FIVE

ILS OR LOC RWY 30L,
AMDT 26

RNAV (RNP) Z RWY 30L,
AMDT 3

RNAV (RNP) Z RWY 30R,
AMDT 2

RNAV (RNP) Z RWY 12L,
AMDT 2B

RNAV (RNP) Z RWY 12R,
AMDT 3B

RNAV (RNP) Z RWY 30L,
AMDT 2B

LOUPE FIVE

Type

of IFP  Status

SID

SID

STAR

IAP

IAP

IAP

IAP

IAP

IAP

SID

Awaiting Publication

Awaiting Publication

Awaiting Publication

Pending

Pending

Pending

Under Development

Under Development

Under Development

Published

Scheduled
Publication
Date

8/15/2019

8/15/2019

8/15/2019

7/16/2020

7/16/2020

7/16/2020

12/31/2020

12/31/2020

12/31/2020

4/25/2019

Additional Notes (If
Applicable)

Of medium importance to the
Roundtable, as the proposed
modifications add a heading to the
chart but may not change the
locations of overflights.

This is a modification to the SUNOL
NINE procedure. Of high
importance to the Roundtable, as
the proposed modifications may
change the locations of overflights.

Of low importance to the
Roundtable, as the proposed
modifications are unlikely to change
the locations of overflights.

No further information available at
this time.

No further information available at
this time.

No further information available at
this time.

No further information available at
this time.

No further information available at
this time.

No further information available at
this time.

Of high importance to the
Roundtable, due to proposed
modifications that may change the
locations of overflights. This
procedure has been removed from
the IFP Gateway.
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San Francisco International Airport

IFP in Production Type Scheduled/Actual Additional Notes (If

Plan of IFP  Status Publication Date = Applicable)

SERFR FOUR RNAV Under Development 12/5/2019 Of high importance to the
STAR Roundtable, due to proposed

modifications that may change the
locations of overflights.

MODESTO NINE STAR Awaiting Publication  8/15/2019 Of low importance to the
Roundtable, as the proposed
modifications are unlikely to
change the locations of overflights
within the vicinities of Santa Clara
and Santa Cruz counties.

ILS OR LOC RWY 19L, IAP Published 6/20/2019 No further information available at

AMDT 22A this time.

AFIVA ONE SID Canceled 6/20/2019 No further information available at
this time.

GOLDEN GATE SEVEN STAR Canceled 6/20/2019 No further information available at
this time.

OFFSHORE TWO SID Published 4/25/2019 Of low importance to the

Roundtable, as the proposed
modifications are unlikely to
change the locations of overflights.
This procedure has been removed
from the IFP Gateway.

PIRAT TWOSTAR STAR Published 4/25/2019 Of high importance to the
Roundtable, as the proposed
modifications may change aircraft
altitudes. This procedure has been
removed from the IFP Gateway.

GLS OVERLAY LDA/DME  GLS Pending 3/26/2020 No further information available at

RWY 28R, AMDT 2B IAP this time.

GLS OVERLAY RNAV GLS Pending 3/26/2020 No further information available at

(GPS) RWY 19L, AMDT 3  IAP this time.

GLS OVERLAY RNAV GLS Pending 3/26/2020 No further information available at

(GPS) RWY 19R, AMDT 2 IAP this time.

GLS OVERLAY RNAV GLS Pending 3/26/2020 No further information available at

(GPS) RWY 28L, AMDT 6  IAP this time.

GLS OVERLAY RNAV GLS Pending 3/26/2020 No further information available at

(GPS) Z RWY 28R, AMDT IAP this time.

6

POINT REYES THREE STAR Pending 12/31/2020 No further information available at
this time.

STINS FOUR STAR Pending 12/31/2020 No further information available at
this time.
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Oakland International Airport

Type Scheduled Additional Notes (If

IFP in Production Plan of IFP  Status Publication Date  Applicable)

ILS RWY 12 (SA CAT I), IAP Pending 1/2/2020 No further information available at

AMDT 8B this time.

CALSTATE VISUAL RWY, IAP Pending 1/30/2020 No further information available at

AMDT 30 this time.

ILS OR LOC RWY 12, IAP Pending 5/21/2020 No further information available at

AMDT 9 this time.

RNAV (GPS) Y RWY 12, IAP Pending 5/21/2020 No further information available at

AMDT 4 this time.

AANET TWO RNAV Pending 5/21/2020 No further information available at
STAR this time.

WNDSR THREE RNAV Pending 5/21/2020 No further information available at
STAR this time.

SKYLINE ONE SID Awaiting Publication ~ 8/15/2019 Of low importance to the

Roundtable, as the proposed
modifications are unlikely to
change the locations of overflights.

PANOCHE SIX STAR Awaiting Publication ~ 8/15/2019 Of low importance to the
Roundtable, as the proposed
modifications are unlikely to
change the locations of overflights.

SILENT TWO SID Pending 5/21/2020 No further information available at
this time.
OAKLAND FOUR SID Awaiting Publication  8/15/2019 Of low importance to the

Roundtable, as the proposed
modifications are unlikely to
change the locations of overflights.

OAKLAND FIVE SID Pending 1/30/2020 No further information available at
this time.

QUAKE ONE SID Pending 1/30/2020 No further information available at
this time.

SUNNE ONE SID Pending 1/30/2020 No further information available at
this time.
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Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable

1. Introduction

The mission statement for the Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Coufstipsrt/Community Roundtable
5RXQGWDEOH LV SURYLGHG LQ WKH 5RXQGWDEOHYV 6WUDWHJILF

TKH 5RXQGWDEOHYV PLVVLRQ WR DGGUHVV FRPPXQLW\ QR
recommendations to the regiogaimmercial servicairports and the FAA

on aircraftrelated nois and environmentassues. To further thimission,

the Roundtable will continue to foster and enhance the cooperative

relationship between its membership to develop, evaluate, and implement

reasonable and feasible policies, procedures, and mitigatiomsathat

will further reduce the impacts of aircraft noesed environmental issues

in neighborhoods and communities in Santa Clara and Santa Cruz

Counties.

,Q VKRUW WKH 5RXQGWDEOHTV PLVVLRQ LV WZRIROG
1. To provide a forum fomddresisg community noisend environmental issueand

2. Tomake recommendations to the regioc@inmercial servicairports and the FAA on aircraft
related noiseand environmentassues

The Work ProgramLV LQWHQGHG WR EH XVHG LQ WDQGHP ZLWi€git? KH 5R XC
Plan provides the loagerm goals of the Roundtable (updated every three years) and the Work Program
provides and tracks the action items the Roundtable has identified that are necessary to meet those goals
and fulfill its overall mission as statedbove Each action listed in the Work Program identifeespecific

issue, describes the impact, identifies the area affected, and then lists the activities required to complete the
action that have already been conducted and have yet to be completed by the Roundtable. The Work
Program also identifies the agency/organarafif any) primarily responsible for completing each activity.

The Work Program actiomaay be reviewed by the Roundtablel@ast once annuallguring which each
action will be reviewed for progress, adjustment, and/or deletion from the Work Program

2. Roundtable Actions

2.1 Administrative Actions

2.1.1 Establish a Collaborative Relationship between the SCSC
Roundtable and the SFO Airport Community Roundtable , and
Oakland International Airport Noise Forum

Impact Description: The SCSC Roundtable membershipenes that it would be beneficial for the

SCSC Roundtable, SFO Airport Community Roundtable, and the Oakland International Airport to work

LQ D FROODERUDWLYH PDQQHU VR DV WR EHQHILW IURP HDFK RWK
avoidtaNLQJ DFWLRQV WKDW ZRXOG VKLIW QRLVH IURP RQH 5RXQGWD
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Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable

To that end, the SCSC Roundtable Chairperson shall seek to establish a collaborative working
relationship with the SFO Airport Community Roundtable and OAKs&l&orum

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Actions Taken:
X June 2019tLetters sent to the SFO Airport Community Roundtable and OAK Noise Forum seeking
to establish a collaborative relationship.

Status: Active
Priority: TBD

2.1.2 SJC Staff Attendance

Impact Description: BecauseRl 6DQ -RVH QWHUQDWLRQDO $LUSRUWTTV 6-& LF
communities, it would be beneficial f&IC staff to attend Roundtable meetitagbe involved in
discussiongsegarding possible solutions to aircraft noise problems

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Actions Taken:

X June 2019+SCSC Roundtable Chairperson reached out to SJC staff regarding participating in the
SCSC Roundtable meetings. SJC Staff indicatedthiestwould not be attending the SCSC
Roundtable meetings at the direction of the City Council.

Status: Active
Priority: TBD

2.2 Aircraft Operations

2.2.1 PIRAT TWO Development

Impact Description: SeveralSCSC Roundtable Member communities have concerns dtmpotential
effects of the implementation of tRdRAT TWO STAR.

Areas Primarily Affected: Palo Altg Los Altos Hills

Actions Taken:
X A request has been made to receive a briefing from the FAA on the development of the PIRAT TWO
STAR.

x April 24, 2019 +Consultangave a presentation that identified the differences between the existing
PIRAT ONE STAR and the proposed PIRAT TWO STAR.

X May 22, 2019 FAA representative Ms. Thann McLeod provided an overview of the PIRATE TWO
STAR. Ms. McLeoctlarified that as of late April this new procedure had been published, however, in
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Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable

be pubished. The Roundtable compiled a list of questions that they would like answered and submitted
themto FAA.

x April 24, 2019- FAA representatives Ms. Price and Ms. Garcia gave a presentation on the LOUPE
FIVE Departure Procedure and answered the questianshte Roundtable had previously submitted
to the FAA. The FAA representatives referred the Roundtable togtrament Flight Procedures (IFP)
*DWHZD\ ZHEVLWH ZKLFK LV W Kpto¢&itig\deetbpmentwdidvilR U WUDFNLQJ

X May 22, 2019 +FAA representativeMs. McLeod provided an explanation of the LOUPE FIVE
Instrument Departure Procedure. Specifically, Ms. McLeod explained that there is not a standard loop
size for any one procedure, and that it depends on surrounding air traffic and prioll&cechniques.

Ms. McLeod also stated that the width of the turn was considered in the environmental evaluation for
the procedure.

X June 26, 2019%FAA representativedV *DUFLD SURYLGHG DQ RYHUYLHZ RI WKH
development process

Status: Active
Priority: TBD

2.2.4 Nightt ime Procedures

Impact Description: The SCSC Roundtable members concur thatetle a need foretief from aircraft
noise duringrighttimehours.

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Actions Taken: None.

Status: Active
Priorit y: TBD

2.2.5 Procedure Development Subcommittee

Impact Description: The SCSC Roundtable may see the neabmwene a subcommittee for purposes of
UHYLHZLQJ WKH )$$V GHYHORSPHQW RI DUULY k@nme@ GHSDUWXU |
serviceairports.

Areas Primarily Affected: Global
Actions Taken: None

Status: Active

Priority: TBD
Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable 4 ESA /181353
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Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable

2.2.6 Procedure Development Process

Impact Description: SCSCRoundtable members have expressadexto better XQ GHUVWDQG WKH )$¢
procedure development process.

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Actions Taken:

x March 27, 2019 Roundtable Members asked Ms. Garcia if the FAA will provide the Roundtable with
advanced notice of potential procedure changes. Ms. Garcia indicated the FAA will provide the
Roundtable withregular updates of potential procedure changes. Members also asked Ms. Garcia to
SURYLGH D IXWXUH SUHVHQWDWLRQ RQ WK Hmakisdwoceds R\IsSHG X UH C
*DUFLD LQGLFDWHG WKDW WKH )$$ ZLOO JLY HevBloggdrid ¥ntd QWD W L |
decisionmaking process at a future Roundtable meeting.

x There is aequest that th€onsultanidentify priority items from the IFP Gatewand establish a
procesdor dealing with these items.

Status: Active
Priority: TBD

2.2.6 Additional Operations at SJC

Impact Description: SomeSCSCRoundtablanembers have expressed concern regaidirgassin
aircraft operations at SJC.

Areas Primarily Affected: Global
Actions Taken: None.

Status: Active

Priority: TBD

2.3 Noise Monitoring and Reporting

2.3.1 Provide Access to the Noise Complaint Process

Impact Description: The SCSC Roundtable wants to ensure thanthiee complaint proceassfor SFO,
SJC, and OAK are readily accessible to affected residents and complaint reports are available for review

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Actions Taken: /LQNV WR 6)2 6-& DQG 2%$.1V QRLVH FRPSODLQW SURFHV?
SCSC Roundtable website.

Status: Active
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Priority: TBD

2.4 Noise and Aviation Information

2.4.1 Monthly Flight Reports

Impact Description: The Roundtablés interested in viewinghonthly reports of all flights that occur at
SJC during South Flow as well as flights that overfly the Santa Cruz mountains arriving.to SFO

Areas Primarily Affected: Global
Actions Taken: None.

Status Active

Priority: TBD

2.4.2 Visit the TRACON
Impact Description: Priority: TBD

The SCSC Roundtable hiaserest in ¥siting the Northern California Terminal Radar AppcbaControl
(NorCal TRACON)on an annual basis

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Actions Taken:

X March 27, 2019 FAA representative Garcia explained that TRACON is an acronym for Terminal
Radar Approach Control and it is located in Sacramento. It allows you to see how air traffic is managed
at 10,000 ft. and above. SFO staff membet Banoung invited the SCSC Roundtable to join the SFO
Roundtable and Oakland Noise Forum on a trip to the TRACE#X. Ganoung is coordinating the
TRACON visit.

Status: Active
Priority: TBD

2.4.3 Visit the SFO ATCT

Impact Description: The SCSC Roundtable has an intenesisiting the SFO Air Traffic Control Tower
(ATCT) on an annual basis

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Actions Taken: April 2019 £The SFO ATCT tour was held as was offered to SCSC Roundtable
members.

Status: Active

Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable 6 ESA /181353
Draft Work Program July 2019
Preliminary  Subject to Revision



Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable

Priority: TBD

2.4.4 )$STV (QYLURQPHQWDO 5HYLHZ 3URFHVYV
Impact Description: The SCSC Roundtable haseed to understand the environmental review process
the FAA employs in the procedure development process

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Actions Taken:
X Arequest has been made ¢zeive a briefing from the FAA on the environmental review process in
relation to their procedure development process, specifically for public engagement.

Status: Active

2.4.5 Baseline Noise Data
Impact Description: TheRoundtable needs baseline noise data for purposes of comparison with existing
conditions.

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Actions Taken:
X A request has been made to the Consultant to identify what would be necessary to establish a baseline
noise scenaoifor purposes of comparison with the existing noise environment.

Status: Active
Priority: TBD

2.4.6 Tracking Select Committee and Ad Hoc Committee
Recommendations

Impact Description: 7TKH 5RXQGWDEOH QHHGY WR WUDFN WKH )$$V SURJULI
recommendations made by the Select Committee and the Ad Hoc Committee.

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Actions Taken:
X A request has been made to the Consultant to develigpustrackingmatrix.

x June 26, 2019 FAA representatives Ms. Faviol@arcia and Mr. Shawn Kozica provided an
informational item update from the FAA, with info from the recommendations report since the last
update was received. The FAA stated that responses were provided in Nov 2018, April 2018, and then
in April 2019and here will be additional responses provided in the summer of 2019 with an overview
regarding SRFR and BSR procedures.

x In early June of 2019, the Consultant began development of atstatking matrix.
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Status: Active
Priority: TBD

2.4.6 Tracking Legislativ e/Regulatory Action

Impact Description: The Roundtablbdas aneed to track local, state, and federal legislative/regulatory
action relevant to aircraft operations at the regionatmercial servicairports.

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Actions Taken:
X A reguest has been made to the Consultant to devédgjistative/regulatorgtatustrackingsheet

Status: Active
Priority: TBD

2.4.7 Ongoing Roundtable Member Training Opportunities

Impact Description: The SCSC Roundtableas a neetbr ongoing training for Roundtable members as
new technologies and new approactteaddressing aircraft noise and environmental isares
developed

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Actions Taken:
X Roundtable members have attended an Aircraft Nkfidetraining.

Status: Active

Priority: TBD
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RESOLUTION NUMBER 1

A RESOLUTION OF THE SANTA CLARA/SANTA CRUZ COUNTIES AIRPORT/COMMUNITY ROUNDTA
ARFIRMING ITS ROLE AS THE APPRORIRGHNIZATIONO FOLLOWPWITHTHE EDERAL AXTION
ADMINISTRATIOQN THE REPORTSI®IE SELECT COMMITTEE ON SOUTH BAY ARRIVALS AND THE AD |
ADVISOREOMMITTEE ON SOUTH FLOW ARRAMDI CADDRESS COMMUNITY CONCERNS RELATED TC
AIRCRAFT NOISE AND ENVIRONMENTAL.ISSUES

WHEREA$he SelecCommitteeon South Bay Arrivaland the Ad HoédvisoryCommittee on South
Flow Arrivaldield public meetingsandforwarded to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAéports that
includeda series of recommendations intendemreduce theincreasedaircraftnoise [vS E} C 82 & |
implementation ofthe Northern California Metroplex (NorCal Metropldlight procedurechangesand related
air traffic control practicesand

WHEREA$he SelecCommittee on South Bay Arrivals and the Ad BdeisoryCommitee on South
Flow Arrivals have expired; and

WHEREA$he FAA has reviewed tho&ommitteegreport recommendations and is taking action
the reports,and continues to implement changes within the NorCal Metropded

WHEREA$he affected communitiesdwve no otheregional, public, structured forum to voice their
opinionsandconcerns regarding aircraft noised environmental issuesnd

WHEREAS$he Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Counties Airport/Community Roundtable was formed to provide
a public forum throgh which ongoing aircraft noisandenvironmental issuerelated to the NorCal Metroplex
may be heard and addressed; and

WHEREAS$he FAA recognizes the Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Counties Airport/Community Roundtable as
a valid and representative communityrum with which it can collaborate on aircraft noise and environmental
issues; and

WHEREA®0 other forum existsto addres§Z & [+ §]}ve (hese Eeports}
recommendationsand potential changes to aircraft or airport operations over the ldapeographic area
represented by its members; and

NOW THEREFORIEe members of the Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Counties Airport/Community
Roundtable recognize the need for an organization to collaborate with the affected commamityhe FAA
on aircraft nése and other issuethat have already occurred, are to occur in the futureelated to the
reports of the Select Committee on South Bay Arrivals and the Ad Hoc Advisory Committee on South Flow
Arrivalsor other issueshat may arise due to the implemeation of new procedureand related air traffic
control practicesand willingly agree to fill this rolendresolve as follows:

1) The Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Counties Airport/Community Roundtable affirms its role as the
appropriate body to followup with theFAA orpast or futureactions or inactionsrelated to the
reportsof the Select Committee on South Bay Arrivals and the Ad Hoc Committee on South Flow
Arrivals.



UNANIMOUSLY ADOPTED BY CONSENT by the Santa Clara/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community
Roundtable on this 24" day of July 20109.

Mary-Lynne Bernald, Chairperson
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Emails to the SCSC Roundtable - June 21-July 19, 2019
June 21, 2019

Name
Henry Offer

Message

Dear Roundtable Committee Chair,

For the June 26, 2019 Roundtable meeting, please be sure to include the update from the FWG meeting as a
high-priority item in the agenda.

Thank You,

Henry Offer

44-year Santa Cruz Co. property owner and resident

June 22, 2019

Name
Rosmarie Herschbach

Message

Dear Roundtable,

My name is Rosmarie Herschbach,

| am writing to you because of the significant air-sound pollution coming from the airplane jets that emit a very
high pitched buzzing sound constantly circulating by flying around my house and neighborhood.

| live here at 742 and 748 San Miguel Canyon Rd. Royal Oaks. Ca. in Monterey County up on the hill where the
jet noises are clearer and louder. | am very sensitive to these high pitch jet noises which has caused me stress
and a prolonged lack of sleep and peace on my property.

It was recommended to me by Save Our Skies that you could work to help me with this on-going problem. |
suggest that the FAA make airplane route changes that do not fly over my home or to go back to the old routes
that flew over Big Sur, and Granite Rock in San Benito County and Santa Clara County.

If you were to come to my home you would know exactly what | mean when | say that the jets flying over my
neighborhood cause a very agitating disturbance on the countryside where it is distinct and violating.

It would be wonderful if you could assist me by communicating real and deliberate solutions to this problem that
have impacted the community suffering from jet airplane noise.

Is there a representative that could suggest solutions? Will someone be taking careful consideration
implementing a change of jet routes, and will you be considerate of my case and neighborhood that is impacted
by this problem? | would appreciate answers and tangible solutions.

Sincerely,
Rosmarie Herschbach

*** SCSC Roundtable Staff notes that contact information was provided***



June 25, 2019

Name

Alastair Fyfe

Message

To : SCSC Roundtable

Focusing on vote tallies for the Report’s individual recommendations gives additional insight into the
process that produced the 2016 Select Committee Final Report as reviewed by Ms. Zanardi at the May
22 meeting. From Appendix A of the Report, the Committee voted on 48 items, reaching unanimous
consent on 43, almost 90%. Of the 5 items where votes were not unanimous, one did not reach 12-0
consensus because two members abstained and three were divided 11-1. However, the single
remaining outlier, recommendation 1.2R1, barely reached the required threshold for passage with a
split of 8-4-0. Within two months of the November 2016 vote, Los Altos Hills Mayor and Select
Committee member Gary Waldeck, wrote the FAA, on January 14, 2017 to clarify that his decisive vote
on this recommendation was cast on the basis of miscommunication/misprepresentation of data
presented by the FAA to the Select Committee:

“If I, or other members of the Committee who supported the proposal had been aware of the
FAA’s determination that any of these criteria were infeasible when the Select Committee voted,
the initiative would not have been approved (I would have voted against)”.

The language of the controversial recommendation, 1.2R1, makes it evident that what barely passed
was a recommendation for a new route that met the specific mitigating requirements set out in 1.2R2.
However Mr. Waldeck’s letter underscores that this fragile compromise was predicated on
misinformation and thus no genuine regional consensus ever existed to support the proposed flight
path shift.

Over the past three years, extensive correspondence from local elected officials to the FAA and
Congressional representatives documents this lack of consensus. Several of these letters are attached.
In moving forward, please be mindful that a selective reading of the recommendations set out in the
Select Committee Report is not what the region requested. As Los Altos Hills Mayor Roger Spreen
recently wrote:

“If the FAA concludes that it cannot satisfy any of these criteria in the design of the new route, we
insist the FAA abort any attempt to implement 1.2R1 without 1.2R2, and report to the SCSC
Roundtable that recommendation 1.2 as framed by, and voted on by, the Select Committee is
infeasible and unimplementable.”



June 25, 2019
To : SCSC Roundtable

Focusing on vote tallies for the Report’s individual recommendations gives additional insight into the
process that produced the 2016 Select Committee Final Report as reviewed by Ms. Zanardi at the May
22 meeting. From Appendix A of the Report, the Committee voted on 48 items, reaching unanimous
consent on 43, almost 90%. Of the 5 items where votes were not unanimous, one did not reach 12-0
consensus because two members abstained and three were divided 11-1. However, the single
remaining outlier, recommendation 1.2R1, barely reached the required threshold for passage with a
split of 8-4-0. Within two months of the November 2016 vote, Los Altos Hills Mayor and Select
Committee member Gary Waldeck, wrote the FAA, on January 14, 2017 to clarify that his decisive vote
on this recommendation was cast on the basis of miscommunication/misprepresentation of data
presented by the FAA to the Select Committee:

“If I, or other members of the Committee who supported the proposal had been aware of the
FAA’s determination that any of these criteria were infeasible when the Select Committee voted,
the initiative would not have been approved (I would have voted against)”.

The language of the controversial recommendation, 1.2R1, makes it evident that what barely passed
was a recommendation for a new route that met the specific mitigating requirements set out in 1.2R2.
However Mr. Waldeck’s letter underscores that this fragile compromise was predicated on
misinformation and thus no genuine regional consensus ever existed to support the proposed flight
path shift.

Over the past three years, extensive correspondence from local elected officials to the FAA and
Congressional representatives documents this lack of consensus. Several of these letters are attached.

In moving forward, please be mindful that a selective reading of the recommendations set out in the
Select Committee Report is not what the region requested. As Los Altos Hills Mayor Roger Spreen
recently wrote:

“If the FAA concludes that it cannot satisfy any of these criteria in the design of the new route, we
insist the FAA abort any attempt to implement 1.2R1 without 1.2R2, and report to the SCSC
Roundtable that recommendation 1.2 as framed by, and voted on by, the Select Committee is
infeasible and unimplementable.”

Thank you for your consideration,
Alastair Fyfe
Brookdale, CA.
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June 28, 2018

The Honorable Anna Eshoo The Honorable Jimmy Panetta
Congressmember Congressmember

California’s 18™ Congressional District California’s 20" Congressional District
698 Emerson Street 100 W. Alisal Street

Palo Alto, California 94301 Salinas, CA 93901

RE:  Final Report of the SELECT Committee for South Bay Arrivals
Dear Congressmembers Eshoo and Panetta:

On May 17, 2018, the Los Altos Hills City Council voted to endorse Citizen Alastair
Fife’s March 25% letter to each of you, copy attached.

During the SELECT Committee’s meetings, the FAA representatives had agreed that
both parts of Recommendation 1.2 (R1 & R2) could (and would) be accommodated if the
Final Report indicated support for the measure. Our SELECT Committee representative,
former Mayor Gary Waldeck, was the deciding (and last) vote in favor of
Recommendation 1.2 (R1 & R2); each element of which had to be implemented in order
for Recommendation 1.2 to be successful.

Alas, once the report was endorsed by Representatives Eshoo, Speier and Farr and then
submitted to the FAA, the FAA had unfortunately reconsidered their ability to
accommodate all of the elements included in Recommendation 1.2 R2. Had this
revelation been known prior to the vote, Mr. Waldeck would have voted to REJECT the
recommendation which would have FAILED the measure.

In endorsing Mr. Fife’s letter, the Los Altos Hills City Council seeks your support to
encourage the FAA to abort the SELECT Committee’s proposed recommendation to
reconstitute the old BSR flight path (Recommendation 1.2 R1 & R2) as requested in Mr.
Waldeck’s letter of December 14, 2017, also attached for reference.

Accordingly, we ask that you support our request to the FAA and to join us in insisting
that the reversion to the original route be aborted since the decision was based on
incorrect FAA data provided during the SELECT Committee’s meetings.

26379 Fremont Road
Los Altos Hills
California 94022
650/941-7222
Fax 650/941-3160




Congressmembers Eshoo and Panetta
June 28, 2018

Page Two

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

%édw

John Radford, Mayor
Los Altos Hills, CA

Enclosures

cc: Los Altos Hills City Council
Carl Cahill, City Manager







County of Santa Cruz

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

701 OCEAN STREET, SUITE 500, SANTA CRUZ, CA 95060-4069
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JOHN LECPOLD ZACH FRIEND RYAN COONERTY GREG CAPUT BRUCE MCPHERSON
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December 11, 2017

Congressmember Anna Eshoo
698 Emerson Street
Palo Alto, CA 94301

Congressmember Jimmy Panetta
100 West Alisal Street
Salinas, CA 93901

RE: FAA Initiative to Address Concerns of Santa Cruz/San Mateo/
San Francisco Counties Update on Phase Two

Dear Congressmembers Eshoo and Panetta:

We want to express our appreciation for the resources and hard work that went into the
Phase Two Update recently released by the FAA. As you are aware, we wrote separate
letters to FAA Regional Administrator Dennis Roberts in mid-August after the release of
the first Phase Two Report. In the letters we expressed numerous concerns and
questions, many of which were answered in the updated report. We also appreciate that
many of the recommendations made by the Select Committee have been analyzed for
feasibility and have been addressed or/are in the process of implementation.

However, we continue to have four major concerns on behalf of the nearly 120,000
residents we collectively represent:

Moving the Noise:

The FAA Phase Two Initiative Update indicates considering a flight path shift from the
current SERFR to the former BIG SUR ground track. Separately, the FAA has published
a new SERFR 3 arrival (effective February, 2018}, which eliminates the previously
existing conflict between the SERFR 2 arrival and SFQO’s Class B airspace. The
elimination of this conflict will greatly reduce jet noise, as the conflict has been the



December 11 2017
Page 2

single largest contributor to jet noise affecting communities under the SERFR flight
path.

By the publication of SERFR 3, the FAA has demonstrated that SERFR can be modified
in its current location to reduce jet noise to the same extent that any new BIG SUR
replacement procedure would be designed, as the Class B conflict affects both
procedures equally. For this reason, moving the new SERFR 3 flight path to the BIG
SUR track may provide no advantage at reducing jet noise, but instead could serve only
to move jet noise from one underlying community to another, a strategy that the Select
Committee unanimously, and you publicly, stated would not endorse.

Required Criteria Cannot be Met:

The Select Committee recommended that the SERFR flight path be moved to the BIG
SUR track (SC item 1.2 R1), but by unanimous vote, they included nine specific criteria
to be included as conditions to that movement (SC ltem 1.2 R2), and there is no
language suggesting the criteria are optional. Revelations by the FAA during Select
Committee hearings and in the FAA’'s Phase One and Phase Two documents make it
clear that at least three of the nine criteria are not feasible or achievable for safety and
operational reasons (e.g., MENLO above 4,000 ft., Not Feasible per Phase One, ltem
1.a.i.).

If all requisite criteria asked for by the Select Committee cannot be satisfied, the
movement of the flight path shouid not occur. As to do so would seriously undermine
the public process and intent of the Select Committee recommendations.

NEPA:

During the Select Committee process, it was stated numerous times that a new ground
path would be subject to environmental review and that the public would have every
opportunity to have input. In addition, the December 2, 2016, joint press release from
your offices (Congressman Farr's office at the time) states that "Prior to the FAA taking
any action (referring to a return to the BSR track) it will assess and report any
environmental impacts in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act." This
conflicts with what was said at the recent December 2, 2017, meeting, and is confusing
to the public. Because of statements and assurances made during the Select
Committee process, and statements made by your offices--which we have consistently
relayed to our constituents--the public and elected officials have an expectation of
environmental review, including a robust public comment period before any changes to
the flight path. If the FAA does not intend to conduct a public process under NEPA
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associated with moving the path back, the atfected communities need to understand the
justification. Further, the affected communities need to know what their options may be
to remedy the situation. We oppose circumventing the NEPA process and ask that you
advocate, as stated in your December 2, 2016, press release--that the FAA follow the
NEPA process before making any decision to return fo the BSR path and if a different
process is proposed that the FAA provide a justification for their proposed process.

Community Consensus Does Not Exist:

As noted in prior correspondence, the April 18, 2016, letter trom members of Congress
to the Select Committee appointees outlined "the mission” of the Select Committee,
which "...was to review the FAA proposals deemed feasible and make final consensus-
based recommendations.” That letter further assured the Select Committee members
that "steps will not be taken to implement these changes without regional consensus.”
As you know, out of the 47 recommendations voted on by the Select Committee, all but
3 were approved unanimously. Of those 3, the most divisive vote (8 to 4, with 8 being
the minimum for passage) was on Select Committee ltem 1.2 R1, moving the path back
to the BIG SUR ground path. Santa Cruz County's committee deiegates split 2-2.
There exists a petition objecting to the proposed flight path move which has been
signed by 2,624 community members. Also, the Valley Women’s Club, the Santa Cruz
City Council, the San Lorenzo Valley Chamber of Commerce, and several advocacy
groups (Quiet Skies Santa Cruz, Sky Posse Palo Alto, Quiet Skies Mid-Pen, and San

L orenzo Valley Advocates) have taken positions opposing the move. Thus, there is
ample evidence indicating that your constituents are divided on the issue of flight path
movement.

For these and other reasons we ask that any turther consideration ot moving the
SERFR 3 arrival to the BIG SUR track be delayed until SERFR 3 can be implemented in
place, and then flown and assessed, to see if it serves to cure the jet noise issues for
underlying communities. In this way we might avoid the very undesirable outcome of
enraging an entirely new group of community members by simply moving the jet noise
from one community to another.

Thank you in advance for responding to our concerns and providing clarity regarding
your position on each moving forward. We remain hopeful that we can reach a solution
that will be acceptable to everyone within the affected communities.
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Sincerely,

Gt [ (=)

BRUCE MCPHERSON, Supervisor RYAN COONERTY, Supervisor
Fifth District Supervisor Third District Supervisor

BMP/RC:lg

cc. Congressmember Jackie Speier
Santa Cruz City Council



June 25, 2019

Name

Mary Andersen

Message

Hello,

Your bylaws are not loading on your website. Please send me your bylaws in all of their renditions. Thank you.

June 26, 2019

Name

Neil Kenned

Message

| attended the round table meeting today and was greatly disappointed. Here we are over 4 years after the FAA
changed the flight paths without any of the requirements that they are now saying that they must do to correct
their mistake. My disappointment is that all that has been accomplished is the creation of even more
bureaucracy that will further delay the correction. If the flight path had caused an accident, planes would be
rerouted to the old flight path almost instantly, then the studies would begin on improving the routes. We instead
are working backwards. The FAA made a mistake and now we are studying while they are continuing to use the
broken routes. We have been bamboozled with a process that will take many more years before the problem is
corrected. The charter for the round table needs to change to force the FAA to return to the old flight path
immediately, then study on how to improve without causing the problem again.

June 26, 2019

Name

Todd Anderson

Message

Thank you for having the Roundtable in Santa Cruz, I'm hoping that you can do more on this side of the Hill. |
would like to make a couple of points, a) | heard a lot today about the " process " beginning now. Like we are
starting over. That would be unacceptable and morally wrong to discount all of the Public/ Local
Government/FAA input put forth in the Select Committee Recommendations. All the information you need was
fairly and squarely heard by the FAA and the Committee. b) | want to mention Epick waypoint, positioning this
waypoint so close to shore was a HUGE mistake. Every call from the Tower makes to maneuver at EPICK
creates NOISE Problems on the ground which affects Soquel and Capitola.

The Correct answer to all this is move back to BSR and Fix BRIXX, problem solved. The People know it, you
know it, Congress knows it AND the FAA knows it. PLEASE push them hard to expidite the BSR Overlay people
are at their wits end.



June 27, 2019

Name

Eduardo Arias

Message

Dear Mayor Bernald,

| just attended the Roundtable Meeting in Santa Cruz. Let me say you did a great job on the process side.

As a current resident of the Town of LAH my family and | are the recipients of the NextGen changes made by
the FAA without notification and without the updating of their noise levels on the ground.

The Select Committee made some recommendations in 2017. This is much later than the changes made by the
FAA without consideration for the ground noise level.

| for one continue to report the JetNoise. However, | see the number of reporters dwindle down to about 550 in
the average per month.

The FAA will take on a potential change from SERFR to BSR. Now the question is when.

| see the issues at hand and your interest to make the Roundtable be the successor to the Select Committee
and the Ad Hoc Committee and | fully understand why the motion did not carry yesterday. In essence while |
support the motion | can see the political needs to table it. | support the motion since both the SC and the Ad
Hoc Committees were temporary.

Hopefully, the Roundtable is here to stay for as long as necessary.

| just do not envy your position. As a former resident of Saratoga | applaud you.

July 6, 2019

Name

Gary Hewett

Message

As someone who moved it the Zayante area recently for the peace and quite, | read the article in the Press

complained about the noise over their house you thought you would move it over to someone else’s house

just say eff you, there’s more people bitching over here so we'll just move it to where there is less people and all

I’'m saving the article is | know who all the butt monkeys are in this NIMBY cluster fark!!!

If you do this YOU are morally bankrupt, you might as well apply for a White House job.



July 17, 2019

Name

Alastair Fyfe

Message

Dear Evan,

attached is a letter for SCSC members relevant to the agenda item suggested by Palo Alto Councilmber Kou.
The letter is also available at the link:

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1-qsTByJBaaCdY1fdnxXVbMNHRRJCC9LXz
Best regards,

Alastair

Attachment Summary

To: SCSC Roundtable

Much of the June 26, 2019, Roundtable meeting was taken up with comments from residents unhappy with the
current SERFR path. Without in any way discounting the testimony given, it is not hard to see that shifting the
noise a few miles to the west will accomplish nothing beyond changing the public in the room. The neighbors of
those who spoke on June 26 are not hard of hearing.

As the permanent regional body charged with providing guidance to the FAA on community choices for local
flight path issues, the Roundtable has a unique opportunity to take steps that will reduce rather than simply shift
noise.

Please bear in mind the three points below as you continue to evaluate the FAA's plans to implement the Select
Committee (SC) recommendations for Item 1.2.

1) The intent of SC recommendations 1.2, in particular the direct linkage between R1 and R2, is clear from the
language chosen. The words "optional" or "considerations" do not appear in the Report.

2) The attached images of flight tracks from SERFR, compiled by the FAA and by SFO, make two observations
apparent. First, that about half the traffic already overflies residents who live west of the SERFR track. Secondly,
that shifting the flight path to the west will increase noise concentration over a smaller area as traffic is never
vectored to the east.

3) The attached table and graph of 2013 Census block groups in Santa Cruz County approximates a tally of
people who live immediately under each of the two flight tracks. Recalculating with more recent Census data is
worthwhile, but will not change the main conclusion: about 1500 more people live under the shadow of the BSR
flight track than under the current track.

Concentrating the same amount of noise over a smaller and more populated area will not be perceived as an
improvement. This is not speculation: the SFO noise office reported that the cities of Santa Cruz and Felton
recorded the largest number of new individuals submitting noise complaints in February and March 2018,
relative to the entire San Francisco Bay Area. That period coincides with the FAA's temporary switch of the
SERFR and BSR flight tracks.

Thank you for your consideration,

Alastair Fyfe
Brookdale, CA



July 17, 2019
To : SCSC Roundtable

Much of the June 26, 2019, Roundtable meeting was taken up with comments from residents unhappy
with the current SERFR path. Without in any way discounting the testimony given, it is not hard to see
that shifting the noise a few miles to the west will accomplish nothing beyond changing the public in
the room. The neighbors of those who spoke on June 26 are not hard of hearing.

As the permanent regional body charged with providing guidance to the FAA on community choices
for local flight path issues, the Roundtable has a unique opportunity to take steps that will reduce
rather than simply shift noise.

Please bear in mind the three points below as you continue to evaluate the FAA's plans to implement
the Select Committee (SC) recommendations for Item 1.2.

1) The intent of SC recommendations 1.2, in particular the direct linkage between R1 and R2, is clear
from the language chosen. The words "optional" or "considerations" do not appear in the Report.

2) The attached images of flight tracks from SERFR, compiled by the FAA and by SFO, make two
observations apparent. First, that about half the traffic already overflies residents who live west of the
SERFR track. Secondly, that shifting the flight path to the west will increase noise concentration over a
smaller area as traffic is never vectored to the east.

3) The attached table and graph of 2013 Census block groups in Santa Cruz County approximates a
tally of people who live immediately under each of the two flight tracks. Recalculating with more
recent Census data is worthwhile, but will not change the main conclusion : about 1500 more people
live under the shadow of the BSR flight track than under the current track.

Concentrating the same amount of noise over a smaller and more populated area will not be
perceived as an improvement. This is not speculation : the SFO noise office reported that the cities of
Santa Cruz and Felton recorded the largest number of new individuals submitting noise complaints in
February and March 2018, relative to the entire San Francisco Bay Area. That period coincides with the
FAA's temporary switch of the SERFR and BSR flight tracks.

Thank you for your consideration,
Alastair Fyfe
Brookdale, CA












Figure 1:  Census block group boundaries for Santa Cruz county colored by population
density with cutoffs at 100, 200, 500, 1000 and 1500 residents per square mile. The SERFR
and BSR ground track lines are shown, bordered by 1.5 mile wide shadows.



Block Group Population count | Fraction overflown | Affected count
060871218004 217 0.369 80.0
060871218003 1228 1.000 1228.0
060871218002 1786 0.201 359.7
060871212004 987 0.607 599.1
060871212003 1965 0.101 199.3
060871212002 1487 1.000 1487.0
060871212001 644 0.904 582.4
060871218001 1472 0.035 52.0
060871205002 1587 0.275 436.0
060871205001 707 0.220 155.7
060871205005 797 0.182 145.2
060871220015 1941 0.042 81.3
060871209003 2774 0.448 1241.7
060871209002 944 0.149 140.3
060871214011 817 0.010 8.3
060871206002 963 0.413 397.5
060871206003 758 0.009 6.9
060871206001 658 0.105 68.9
060871211002 2209 0.276 608.8
060871211001 764 0.002 1.5
060871209001 2822 0.468 1321.0
060871216003 1715 0.441 756.8
060871216002 997 0.892 888.9
060871216001 727 0.279 203.1
060871216005 1022 1.000 1022.0
060871213004 989 0.783 774.7
060871213001 1832 4.566 8365.1
060871213002 608 1.000 608.0
060871213003 1207 1.000 1207.0
060871217001 2534 1.000 2534.0
060871217002 671 1.000 671.0
060871217003 495 1.000 495.0
060871217004 1834 1.000 1834.0
060871217005 756 0.883 667.8
060871217006 810 0.782 633.7
060871220035 832 1.000 832.0
060871220034 896 0.882 790.4
060871214023 813 0.748 608.3
060871214022 1990 0.002 4.9
060871214021 1605 0.417 668.8
Total Person Affected (SERFR) 32766




Block Group Population count | Fraction overflown | Affected count
060871212005 674 0.439 296.1
060871212003 1965 0.042 83.3
060871205001 707 0.223 158.0
060871205005 797 0.300 239.4
060871208001 2397 0.924 2216.0
060871208002 2086 0.816 1701.3
060871208003 1325 1.000 1325.0
060871203013 1222 0.468 572.3
060871007002 1003 1.000 1003.0
060871007001 686 1.000 686.0
060871209002 944 0.219 206.6
060871011001 1006 0.001 1.4
060871011002 733 0.279 204.6
060871011004 1894 0.909 1721.2
060871206004 1320 0.359 473.6
060871206005 968 0.075 72.9
060871206002 963 0.272 262.4
060871206003 758 0.807 611.4
060871206001 658 0.313 206.1
060871008002 892 0.553 493.5
060871008003 1171 1.000 1171.0
060871008001 1707 0.608 1038.5
060871008006 462 0.219 101.4
060871008004 2531 1.000 2531.0
060871008005 1071 0.991 1061.8
060871209004 1762 0.246 432.8
060871002004 777 0.666 517.5
060871002005 1379 0.926 1276.9
060871002006 1336 1.000 1336.0
060871002007 605 1.000 605.0
060871002003 1581 0.010 16.3
060871010003 678 0.998 676.7
060871010002 763 1.000 763.0
060871010001 1785 1.000 1785.0
060871010007 1547 1.000 1547.0
060871010006 2433 1.000 2433.0
060871010005 597 0.342 204.4
060871003002 1763 0.197 348.1
060871011005 1103 0.004 4.7
060871009005 254 0.707 179.6
060871003001 1388 0.594 824.4
060871207001 1128 0.822 927.2
060871006001 1616 0.465 750.8
060871207003 1988 0.342 679.7
060871010004 511 1.000 511.0

Total Person Affected (BSR) 34256




July 17, 2019

Name

Alastair Fyfe

Message

Thank you, | was not aware of the scscroundtable@gmail.com address and will use it in the future. Please
clarify whether submitted citizen/resident comments are collected and then distributed to Roundatble members
as part of the pre-meeting agenda packet or forwarded as they are received.

Best,

Alastair

July 17, 2019

Name

Erika Gasper

Message

Hello,

I am writing on behalf of my family to express concern about an impending increase in jet noise over my San
Lorenzo Valley community that will result from the shift from SERFR to BSR flight paths. We already experience
frequent noise from low-flying jets, often right over our house in Boulder Creek, in addition to heavy helicopter
activity by PGE, sherriffs looking for illegal pot grows, and in fire emergencies as they use water from Lock
Lomond reservoir.

Moving another problematic flight path over our heads is unfair and unwanted. We realize this happened due to
complaints from communities to the south, but now we will be burdened not only with the existing level of noise
but with their share of air traffic as well. As | understand it, SLV will essentially be receiving 100% of vectored
traffic from SFO. This seems clearly unfair and environmentally unsound. We urge you to take whatever
measures you can to alleviate the impact of this situation.

Thank you,
Erika Gasper and family



July 17, 2019

Name

Robert Holbrook

Message

Dear Chair Bernald and Mr. Alverson,

Please find attached my input on the FAA’s Response to the Ad Hoc Committee’s Report, along with my
suggestions for next steps. | am grateful to my colleagues in Mountain View, Sunnyvale and Palo Alto who
provided me with input and feedback as | prepared this document.

Please distribute this to the members of the Roundtable and to other interested parties as you see fit.
Regards,

Robert Holbrook

Attachment Summary

Robert Holbrook — July 17, 2019
Report of the Ad Hoc Committee on South Flow to SJC
FAA Response and Next Steps

Executive Summary

The FAA offered little relief in their response to the Final Report of the Ad Hoc Committee on South Flow
Arrivals to SJC. This paper identifies three approaches that the Roundtable could use to move forward:

e Pursue the two recommendations that the FAA has, so far, agreed to consider. Assess the
recommendations technically before moving forward, to ensure they lead to the desired result.

e For recommendations that the FAA rejected, understand the specific technical issues that led the FAA
to dismiss the recommendation and then explore whether alternatives can be found, perhaps for use
under limited conditions.

e Pursue issues that are national in scope at the national level. The Western Region cited FAA policy in
response to recommendations that were national in scope. Since these policies appear to be outside
the ability of the Western Region to influence, the Roundtable should consider pursuing these
proposals directly with the FAA in Washington D.C and through legislators.

Making progress on the above objectives will require focus and expertise. | suggest that the Roundtable set up two
subcommittees that parallel the two standing working groups of the SFO Roundtable:

e A Technical Workgroup that can interact with the FAA on technical considerations and develop
alternative recommendations before presenting them to the Roundtable for review. This would better
use FAA resources and would relieve most Roundtable members of technical minutiae.

e A Policy Implementation or Legislative Workgroup that can make recommendations to the full
Roundtable on ways to move the Roundtable’s recommendations toward implementation, through
whatever bodies are appropriate. That could involve FAA policy makers in Washington D.C. and
Congressmembers, among others.

We are not alone. NextGen has failed communities around the country. Airplane noise and pollution are likely to get
worse and other communities are as frustrated by the process for change as we are. Leadership that we show is
likely to be supported and perhaps emulated. And this is reciprocal: we could learn much by reaching out to other
organizations that involve impacted communities.
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July 17 2019

Name

Jennifer Landesmann

Message

Hello Steve [Preminger],

| understand that you are serving on the SCSC Roundtable for the County Supervisors.

Thank you for undertaking this important issue.

| attended the most recent roundtable meeting in Santa Cruz, and was among the public speakers on the
issues related to noise maps with AEDT. I've been a longtime observer and advocate on this issue with the

group Sky Posse Palo Alto.

My County contact for airplane noise is Kris Zanardi whom | just wrote to (per below), and | got a reply that Kris
is out of the office until the 23rd. | found your email by calling the number on Kris's reply.

If possible, | would like to know if you could be available to discuss some points about AEDT, as the
discussions on this evolve with FAA ideally sooner rather than later. I'm flexible to meet or chat anytime, and
look forward to supporting the County's investment to address the various concerns on airplane noise with
FAA.

| can be reached on my cell phone at 415-810-7342.

| hope we can connect, thank you,

Best,

Jennifer

July 18 2019

Name
Rich Everett
Message

First we want to thank you for listening and for the work you are embarking upon.

My family, my neighbors, and our community is pleading with you to incorporate the promises already made to
implement the BSR overlay as quickly and safely as possible.

We again plead with you and suggest the resolution should include a process in which the Select Committee
recommendations will not be reopened by the new round table. The work and time, the listening to input and
recommendations have already beendonH P FRQILGHQW LI \RX UHDG DOO WKH QR
MXVW DV IUXVWUDWHG DV XV ZLWK ZDMWIYGD WXIKW WP KDIVQIBEONE@ B GJ\
completed. *Ground Hog Day again at the tax payers expense and your time

Thank you once again and we ask you to continue the forward progress



July 18 2019

Name
Eric Rupp
Message

, DP ZULWLQJ WR HQFRXUDJH \RX WR SXVK IRU WKH UDSLG LPSOHPF
to move the SERFR arrival to the Big Sur overlay. This recommendation came after many months of intense
public process and a super majority vote. The failure of that recommendation would cast severe doubt on the
effectiveness of community involvement in jet noise issues 2 including the SCSCRTTV RZQ YLDELOL)\
relief after 4 1/2 years. And the community jet noise process needs a win. We are counting on the SCSCRT to
support that past action and tackle new issues recognizing the fact that jet noise hurts people.

July 18 2019

Name

Mike Rodenbaugh

Message

We were promised many years ago, after a lengthy political and community review process, that FAA would re-
implement the BSR route expediently. There appears little if any real excuse for the delay in doing so.
Particularly given that the change away from the BSR route -- which had operated more than 50 years without
complaint -- had happened so quickly and without any real community input. That was many years ago. This
reversion to the old route needs to happen now. The Select Committee recommendations can not be reopened
by this new roundtable -- that would make a mockery of the previous, earnest and thorough process that
involved so many dedicated community leaders and government resources.

July 18 2019

Name

Marti Ainsworth

Message

Please expedite theBSR overlay. Planes roar over my house every 90 seconds from 5:30 AM till after midnight.
We followed a democratic process and with an 8 to 4 vote were told this process would be implemented. We

are suffering daily from relentlessjetnoLVH &RPH VLW RQ P\ GHFN IRU DQ KRXU DQ:
egregious times are all the time.

Thank you for taking the time to help us. Before March of 2015 there were no complaints. We are tired and
stressed.



July 18 2019

Name

Todd Anderson

Message

Members of the Roundtable, | saw the Letter that was sent to you by Supervisors Mcpherson and Coonerty on
July 8th, 2019. | write today to say that the Coonerty and Mcpherson Letter is NOT accurate. | have been to
every single meeting of the Select Committee and listened. The Coonerty and Mcpherson letter is an attempt to
invaldate the Supermajority Decision of 8-4. This is unacceptable. Coonerty and Mcpherson have fought us
EVERY STEP OF THE WAY. They thought they would win the Select Committee vote and they DID NOT after
extensive meetings . It is evident to me that these two Supervisors are just continueing there smear campaign
of the Select Committee. | would like to remind the Roundtable that all the information that you need is in the
Select Committee's tapes of the meetings. AND more importantly that the Final Vote was 8-4 to move SERFR
back to BSR

July 18 2019

Name

Chris Finnie

Message

I'm a single woman and a senior citizen who struggled to buy my little house in the mountains and fix it up. For
25 years, I've worked on it. I've become an active member of my community. And grown to love the quiet and
beauty of Boulder Creek. It's unlike anywhere I've ever lived before.

| can't afford air conditioning. So, in the summer, I've always opened the windows to cool off the house. But
now, | can no longer sleep in my house in the summer. If | don't open the windows, it's too hot to sleep. If | do,
the roar of the planes keeps me awake. The noise goes past midnight and starts again by at least 7:00 am.
One night | timed airplanes every 2 minutes from 10:30 pm through 12:15 pm.

My house is also the single largest asset | have. The noise is destroying the value of that asset. | never
suspected 25 years ago that | would find myself under the flight path for two airports. It seems unfair to
suddenly make this change and destroy the value of my home and my health after all the years I've lived here.
Especially when it's primarily to save fuel costs for highly profitable airline companies.

July 18 2019

Name

Debby Joyce

Message

Thank you for your continued efforts in resolving the NextGen noise that has descended upon our lives for over
four years.

After many hours of meetings with the FAA, countless hours lost from our jobs, gas costs to drive to Palo Alto,
interrupted sleep, we await the final decision of the Select Committee to implement the BSR overlay
expediently, i.e., as soon as possible. PLEASE!!

Every single day and night, we are slaughtered with noise from the jets. | can only imagine the damage to our
brains from 50, 60, 75, even 100+ jets per day, interrupting our thought process (since we "have" to record



them). This cannot be healthy to our brains and the stress continues to age us prematurely. THAT we don't
need!

We implore, no, we INSIST the MOU include wording that the Select Committee recommendations will NOT be
reopened by the new roundtable.

| direct you to the EPA's Summary of the Noise Control Act, 42 U.S.C. 84901 et seq. (1972)

Inadequately controlled noise presents a growing danger to the health and welfare of the Nation's population,
particularly in urban areas. The major sources of noise include transportation vehicles and equipment,
machinery, appliances, and other products in commerce. The Noise Control Act of 1972 establishes a national
policy to promote an environment for all Americans free from noise that jeopardizes their health and welfare.
The Act also serves to (1) establish a means for effective coordination of Federal research and activities in
noise control; (2) authorize the establishment of Federal noise emission standards for products distributed in
commerce; and (3) provide information to the public respecting the noise emission and noise reduction
characteristics of such products.

While primary responsibility for control of noise rests with State and local governments, Federal action is
essential to deal with major noise sources in commerce, control of which require national uniformity of
treatment. EPA is directed by Congress to coordinate the programs of all Federal agencies relating to noise
research and noise control.

We can attest to the "growing danger to health and welfare" caused by jet noise. It is real, and it is wrong.

Thank you again for your work and we await the day we can wake up without being greeted by jets overhead.



July 18 2019

Name

James Kleck and Debby Joyce

Message

| want the roundtable to press the FAA for details about their response to the Select Committee
recommendations. | am particularly concerned since it has been report that the FAA said they are working on a
solution "that meets the intent of the Select Committee." What | want to hear is that the FAA is working on a
solution "implementing the Select Committee recommendations." The FAA wording involves them interpreting
the "intent" of the Select Committee, and judging that what they are working on "meets" with that intent. Their
use of fuzzy wording in the past has been problematic. This whole issue started with the FAA saying there
would be "no significant impact,” a statement that has turned out to be patently false.

We remain impacted daily by the jet overflights.
Thank you,

Jim Kleck and Debby Joyce
Santa Cruz, CA

July 19 2019

Name

Jennifer Landesmann

Message

Dear Chair Bernald, and Members of the SCSC Roundtable,

Via a social media post on this link, it appears the next roundtable meeting's Agenda has become public (to
some and not to others), as this was posted before the SCSC Roundtable Agenda was or will be published on
the SCSC website.

It would be fair to please inform the public how some communities get this type of information ahead of others -
in particular details such as how much time the public will have to speak.

Also, | would like to know - if at all possible with a post to the SCSC website (or on the actual Agenda when it is
published) - if the "community outreach ombudsman" mentioned in the social media post is the Regional
Ombudsman appointed pursuant to Section 180 of H.R.302 - FAA Reauthorization Act of 2018 the 2018 FAA
Reauthorization.
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SCSRoundtableStaff Email Responsesiune 21- July 19, 2019

July 8 2019

Name
Gary Hewett

Response

Dear Mr. Hewitt,

Thank you for contacting the Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Counties Airport/Community Roundtable (SCSC
Roundtable) regarding your concern about potential changes in aircraft flight tracks over your home
based on an article you read in the Press Banner.

Just to be clear, during its five monthly meetings to date, the SCSC Roundtable has made no
recommendations to change the location of aircraft flight tracks. Therefore, the Roundtable is not moving
aircraft noise from one location to another. In fact, the SCSC Roundtable has no authority whatsoever to
implement such a change. The responsibility for the use and management of the National Airspace
System rests solely with the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA).

The flight track changes that were discussed at the June 26, 2019 SCSC Roundtable meeting in Santa
Cruz were recommendations from the Select Committee on South Bay Arrivals (Select Committee). After
considering changes that had been made by the FAA to the locations of aircraft flight tracks over Santa
&UX] DQG 6DQWD &0ODUD FRXQW L H ‘hen\Cdlifosia MettoRex pracess) hé $aledt R L
Committee recommended that a new arrival route called SERFR be reverted to its previous arrival route
know as Big Sur arrival route, which had been used for decades. The SCSC Roundtable did not exist at
thetiPH RI WKLY UHFRPPHQGDWLRQ EXW UDWKHU ZDV FUHDWHG I
WKH )$$V LPSOHPHQWDWLRQ RI WKH 6HOHFW &RPPLWWHHTV UH
the process. The Select Committee made its recommendations to the FAA in November 2016. Since that
WLPH WKH )$$ KDV EHHQ HYDOXDWLQJ WKH UH Fd&énhPresQo@dednd tReQ V
Select Committee Recommendations can be found here on the SCSC Roundtable website.

At the June 26th SCSC Roundtable meeting, the FAA indicated that it is performing an initial review of
returning the SERFR arrival route to its previous (Big Sur) location. Should the FAA decide to move
forward with developing the Big Sur arrival route, it indicated it would be an 18 to 24 month process to
implement such a change. The FAA also indicated that it would conduct public outreach as a part of its
process and will conduct a review of the potential environmental impacts of the replacement route. The
FAA indicated that it would reach out to the SCSC Roundtable for suggestions on appropriate locations to
conduct these outreach meetings.

Like you, the SCSC Roundtable will be watching this process closely and will serve as a conduit for public
input on this matter.

We trust this information is helpful to you.
Regards,
SCSC Roundtable Staff

SC | SC Roundtable
https://scscroundtable.org



July 15 2019

Name

Ann Black

Response

Dear Ms. Black,

Thank you for contacting the Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Counties Airport/Community Roundtable (SCSC
Roundtable) regarding your impression that the SCSC Roundtable has taken an action to move aircraft
flight paths from one community to another.

Just to be clear, during its five monthly meetings to date, the SCSC Roundtable has made no
recommendations to change the location of aircraft flight tracks. Therefore, the Roundtable is not moving
aircraft noise from one community to another. In fact, the SCSC Roundtable has no authority whatsoever
to implement such a change. The responsibility for the use and management of the National Airspace
System rests solely with the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA).

The flight track changes that were discussed at the June 26, 2019 SCSC Roundtable meeting in Santa
Cruz were recommendations from the Select Committee on South Bay Arrivals (Select Committee). After
considering changes that had been made by the FAA to the locations of aircraft flight tracks over Santa
Cruz and Santa Clara countiesasapaUW RI WKH )$$fV 1IRUWKHUQ &DOLIRUQLD
Committee recommended that a new arrival route called SERFR be reverted to its previous arrival route
know as the Big Sur arrival route, which had been used for decades. The SCSC Roundtable did not exist
DW WKH WLPH RI WKLY UHFRPPHQGDWLRQ EXW UDWKHU ZDV FU
PRQLWRU WKH )$$V LPSOHPHQWDWLRQ RI WKH 6HOHFW &RPPLW
input to the process. The Select Committee made its recommendations to the FAA in November 2016.
6LQFH WKDW WLPH WKH )$$ KDV EHHQ HYDOXDWLQJ WKH UHFRP
responses to the Select Committee Recommendations can be found here on the SCSC Roundtable
website.

At the June 26th SCSC Roundtable meeting, the FAA indicated that it is performing an initial review of
returning the SERFR arrival route to its previous (Big Sur) location. Should the FAA decide to move
forward with developing the Big Sur arrival route, it indicated it would be an 18 to 24 month process to
implement such a change. The FAA also indicated that it would conduct public outreach as a part of its
process and will conduct a review of the potential environmental impacts of the replacement route. The
FAA indicated that it would reach out to the SCSC Roundtable for suggestions on appropriate locations to
conduct these outreach meetings.

Like you, the SCSC Roundtable will be watching this process closely and will serve as a conduit for public
input on this matter.

We trust this information is helpful to you.
Regards,
SCSC Roundtable Staff

SC | SC Roundtable
https://scscroundtable.org



July 17 2019

Name

Erika Gasper

Response

Dear Ms. Gasper,

Thank you for contacting the Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Counties Airport/Community Roundtable (SCSC
Roundtable) regarding your impression that the SCSC Roundtable has taken an action to move aircraft flight
paths from one community to another.

Just to be clear, during its five monthly meetings to date, the SCSC Roundtable has made no
recommendations to change the location of aircraft flight tracks. Therefore, the Roundtable is not moving
aircraft noise from one community to another. In fact, the SCSC Roundtable has no authority whatsoever to
implement such a change. The responsibility for the use and management of the National Airspace System
rests solely with the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA).

The flight track changes that were discussed at the June 26, 2019 SCSC Roundtable meeting in Santa Cruz
were recommendations from the Select Committee on South Bay Arrivals (Select Committee). After
considering changes that had been made by the FAA to the locations of aircraft flight tracks over Santa Cruz
and Santa Clara counties as apart ofthe F$$TV 1IRUWKHUQ &DOLIRUQLD OHWURSOF
Committee recommended that a new arrival route called SERFR be reverted to its previous arrival route
know as the Big Sur arrival route, which had been used for decades. The SCSC Roundtable did not exist at
WKH WLPH RI WKLY UHFRPPHQGDWLRQ EXW UDWKHU ZDV FUHDWEFH
)$$V LPSOHPHQWDWLRQ RI WKH 6HOHFW &RPPLWWHHTVY UHFRPPH
process. The Select Committee made its recommendations to the FAA in November 2016. Since that time,
WKH )$$ KDV EHHQ HYDOXDWLQJ WKH UHFRPPHQGDWLRQV $ OLQN
Committee Recommendations can be found here on the SCSC Roundtable website.

At the June 26th SCSC Roundtable meeting, the FAA indicated that it is performing an initial review of
returning the SERFR arrival route to its previous (Big Sur) location. Should the FAA decide to move forward
with developing the Big Sur arrival route, it indicated it would be an 18 to 24 month process to implement
such a change. The FAA also indicated that it would conduct public outreach as a part of its process and will
conduct a review of the potential environmental impacts of the replacement route. The FAA indicated that it
would reach out to the SCSC Roundtable for suggestions on appropriate locations to conduct these
outreach meetings.

Like you, the SCSC Roundtable will be watching this process closely and will serve as a conduit for public
input on this matter.

We trust this information is helpful to you.
Regards,

SCSC Roundtable Staff



July 17 2019

Name
Alastair Fyfe

Response
Dear Mr. Fyfe,
I have forwarded your email to our SCSC Roundtable email account. For future communications, and
proper comment tracking, please utilize our website or the scscroundtable@gmail.com email address to
provide comment. Thank you for your understanding.
Best regards,
Evan Wasserman
Senior Associate - Community Development
ESA | Environmental Science Associates

July17, 2019

Name
Alastair Fyfe

Response
Mr. Fyfe,

Yes, the scscroundtable@gmail.com email address is where emails from the website get forwarded. The
emails are then reviewed and distributed to Chair Bernald, and consulting staff for inclusion in the pre-
meeting agenda packet. As a reminder, the deadline for including items in the agenda packet is 3:00 pm
PT on the Friday before the SC|SC Roundtable meeting, which would be this Friday July 19th.

Thank you,
Evan Wasserman

Senior Associate - Community Development
ESA | Environmental Science Associates



July 17, 2019

Name

Stuart Cremer

Message

Roundtable Chair Mary-Lynne Bernald responded to Stuart Cremer by phone on July 17, 2019.

July 18 2019

Name

Robert Holbrook

Response

Dear Mr. Holbrook,

Thank you for your email. | have forwarded it to our SCSC Roundtable email account. It will be included in
the correspondence section of the July 24, 2019 Roundtable meeting agenda packet.

For future communications, and proper comment tracking, please utilize our website or the
scscroundtable@gmail.com email address to submit comments to the Roundtable. Thank you.

Regards,
Steve

Steven R. Alverson
Senior Vice President
ESA | Environmental Science Associates



July 19 2019

Name

Jennifer Landesmann

Message

Dear Jennifer,

Earlier this week a community member personally contacted me as Chair with some specific questions. In
answering those questions which had to do with whether it would be useful to have the public speak to issues
requiring FAA technical response, | told the individual that FAA technical staff would not be in attendance, but
that Favi Garcia would most likely be joined by William Freeman, the Community Engagement Officer who is not
a technical specialist. It is my belief he is the Regional Ombudsman to whom you are referring.

| do not believe this information in any way was unfair to members of other communities. | answered a specific
question asked of me. And when | did, | explained that without FAA technical staff attending this meeting (and
DQ\ LQ WKH IXWXUH LWLV D EHWWHU XVH RI WKH 57 OHPEHUVY WLF
type format which allows our members the necessary time to work towards laying the foundation for a

successful, on-going Roundtable.

The absence of an FAA technical staff member and the need to create a necessary Strategic Plan and Work
Program is what is driving a limited public comment period at this particular meeting.

| do believe that when you hear the items included in the Work Program, you will be assured that community
concerns have been heard and are informing the RT efforts this coming Wednesday.

The agenda which is posted on the SCSCRoundtable.org website appears every Friday prior to the scheduled
meeting date. You should be able to find it some time around 3 pm this afternoon.

In the future please send emails to scscroundtable@gmail.com.

Should you have questions you wish to ask me, you certainly may call me as this individual did. But as |
discussed in our conversation, the best method is to send emails to the gmail account.

Please forward my email to all you initially copied.
See you on Wednesday.

Chair Mary-Lynne Bernald
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