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PBN .41 Procedure Timeline

* 18 to 24 month process normally.
* Preliminary Activities
— This will include Airport coordination, Select Official
outreach, Industry.
* Design Activities

— This will include Airport coordination, Select Official
outreach, Public Engagement®, Industry.

*Note the need and level of public engagement
will vary based on project circumstances.
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PBN .41 Procedure Timeline

« Development and Operational Preparedness
— Air traffic Controllers are trained on new procedure.

— Procedural Notice is sent to:
 Airports
« Select Officials
« Public (via IFP Gateway)

* Implementation
— Procedures are charted/published.
— Aircraft flight systems are updated.
— Aircraft start flying new procedure.
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PBN .41 Procedure Timeline

* Post Implementation

— The FAA will inquire with:

« Air traffic Control/Western Service Center: Looking at the
safety and performance of new procedure.

« The Airport: Looking at any effects on the throughput.
« Select Officials: Any issues from constituents.
 Public: Noise complaints or other comments.
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(cé») SCSC Roundtable

SCSC ROUNDTABLE AGENDA REPORT

Department: Cities Association of Santa Clara County

Prepared by: AndiJordan
Executive Director

TOPIC: BUDGET AMENDMENT
SUBJECT: APPROVE 6 MONTH OR 18 MONTH BUDGET AMENDMENT
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

The SCSC Roundtable must approve funding for the continuation of the SCSC Roundtable beyond December 2020.

The bylaws stipulate funding and budget cycle for the Roundtable. Initial dues funded the 2019 calendar year
funding. Therefore, the SCSC Roundtable should adopt a 6-month or 18-month FY Budget.

Initial Roundtable member jurisdiction dues funded the budget on a calendar year basis for 2019. To align the
budget with the bylaws, which stipulate a Fiscal Year budget structure, the Roundtable should adopt either a 6-
month or 18-month FY Budget. Adoption of either option will ensure the continuation of the SCSC Roundtable
beyond December 2020.

RECOMMENDATION:

e Approve either a 6 month or 18-month budget amendment based on current SCSC Roundtable funding;

e Consider approval of a dues structure for possible new members that are either San Francisco
International Airport or San José Minéta Airport per the MOU (page 5) which allows the SCSC Roundtable
to determine annual funding for new members.

BACKGROUND:

The SCSC Roundtable created an initial year budget based on San Francisco Airport Roundtable’s (SFO RT) budget.
Initial budget income from member jurisdictions on a per capita basis totaled $250,000. Budget for the
Facilitator/Consultant was awarded for the calendar year at $236,986.70. Currently the Cities Association is not
charging the SCSC Roundtable for being the fiscal agent. The Scope of work for the Facilitator/Consultant services
include:

Task 1: Facilitate Regular Roundtable Meetings

Task 2: Assist CASCC in improving Roundtable Participation (meeting format and composition)
Task 3: Provide Support for Work Not Currently Before the Roundtable

Task 4: Follow up with FAA and SFO on the Select Committee Recommendations

Task 5: Follow up with the FAA and SJC on the South Flow Recommendations

Task 6: Develop an FAA Advocacy Plan

Task 7: Prepare and Maintain the SCSC Roundtable Public Website

Environmental Science Associates is currently contracted through December 31, 2019 with option to extend up to
3 years.



SCSC ROUNDTABLE AGENDA REPORT / Page: 2

BYLAWS: The approved SCSC Bylaws outline the funding formula at .50 per capita (all jurisdictions except very
large cities such as San José). If San José elected to join, their maximum is established at .10 per capita.

Article VIII. Funding/Budget (Bylaws approved March 27, page 7)

1. The Roundtable shall be funded by its voting member agencies. Attached to the bylaws
is the initial Funding allocation for each City and County. The Cities Association of Santa
Clara County shall establish a Roundtable Fund that contains the funds from the

member agencies and shall be the keeper of the Roundtable Fund. All Roundtable
expenses shall be paid from the Roundtable Fund.

2. The amount of the annual funding for each member shall be based on the approved per
capita formula and may be increased or decreased on a percentage basis at a Regular or
Special Meeting by a majority vote of those members present at that meeting.

3. The Roundtable fiscal year shall be from July 1st to June 30th.

4. Roundtable Staff, in consultation with the Roundtable Chairperson, will recommend an
annual funding amount for the Roundtable at least 60 days prior to the anticipated date
of adoption of the annual Roundtable Budget and inform each member of their
anticipated increase or decrease in funding amount.

5. The Roundtable shall adopt an annual budget at a Regular Meeting or at a Special
Meeting to be held between February - April of each calendar year. The budget must be
approved by a majority of the Representatives/Alternates who are present at that
meeting.

6. The adopted Roundtable Budget may be amended at any time during the fiscal year, as
needed. Such action shall occur at a Regular Roundtable Meeting and be approved by a
majority of the Roundtable Representatives present at that meeting.

7. If a member withdraws from the Roundtable, per the provisions of Article Ill. Section 9,
the remainder of that member’s annual Roundtable funding contribution shall be
forfeited, since the annual Roundtable Budget and Work Program are based on revenue
provided by all Roundtable members.

The Memorandum of Understanding also discuss the budget:

Memorandum of Understanding (MOU, Article 11, page 4)

The Roundtable shall establish a budget for each fiscal year. Each Roundtable voting member
jurisdiction shall contribute to the budget based on a per capita formula: the population of each
jurisdiction (most recent available census numbers) times the following per capita fee structure.
This formula is the maximum contribution a jurisdiction will make:

Per Capita Fee Structure
Large City $ 0.50

Small City § 0.50
Medium City 5 0.50

XL City $ 0.10

County 5 0.50
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INCOME

For Calendar Year 2019, all expected funding was received from all jurisdictions. Cities Association Staff
recommends that the current budget be amended for 6 months or 18 months to allow the SCSC Roundtable to
convert the activities to the FY budget cycle as outlined in the Bylaws.

SCSC Roundtable Budget Amendment Income Options
2019 6 months
$250,000 $125,000

18 months
$375,000

Funding for the SCSC Roundtable is defined by population. Cities Association Staff recommends that a membership
be defined in this budget amendment for airports to join as voting members. In Roundtables across the country,
including SFO and LAX, airports are a voting member. In keeping with the agreements and principles establishing
the SCSC Roundtable, Cities Association Staff recommends the airport membership be based on a metric of total
airport traffic or passengers or population of their jurisdiction. For example, SFO Airport’s population would be
the population of San Francisco’s city population at the most recent census.

Option 1. Airport membership by total passengers
Option 2. Airport membership by population

Population: Census 2010

2018 Passengers

San Jose

945,942 x .10 = $94,594

14,700,000

San Francisco

805,235 x .10 = $80,524

57,793,313

If either of the airports choses to join the Roundtable, dues and budget may be reconsidered for the entire
membership.

PROPOSED ALLOCATIONS AND EXPENDITURES

Staff and Consultant Services

Cities Association Staff recommends that staffing and consultant services remain on the same budget levels. The
effort of standing up a new organization on a topic that is so divisive to communities needs ample time allow the
group success. (budget attached)

2019 Calendar 6 month 18 month
Budget Budget budget
Facilitation and Consultant Services $220,825.00 $110,412.50 $331,237.50
Revised Consultants reimbursable costs $16,161.70 $8,080.85 $24,242.55
Contingency $13,013.30 $6,506.65 $19,519.95
Subtotal $236,986.70 $118,493.35 $355,480.05
Total $250,000.00 $125,000.00 $375,000.00
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OPTIONS:

Option 1: Amend current budget and approve a 6-month extension which will convert initial funding to a
fiscal year budget (amend current budget). The SCSC Roundtable would then consider a FY 2020-2021
budget in February-April of 2020.

PROS CONS
Aligns budget to FY cycle per bylaws 6-month budget requires another budget request
in February — April 2020
Allows more time to review budget for 2020-2021 Don’t approve anything, Roundtable disbands.

Budget may always be amended
Aligns budget to all jurisdictions and Cities
Association (fiscal agent)

Option 2: Amend current budget and approve an 18-month extension which will convert initial funding to
a fiscal year budget per the bylaws and provide funding through FY 2020-2021

PROS CONS
Aligns budget to FY cycle per bylaws
Allows more meeting time for issues of the
Roundtable
Budget may always be amended
Aligns budget to member jurisdictions and Cities
Association (fiscal agent)

SCSC Roundtable has the following options to consider on this matter:
1. Cities Association Staff’s recommended action adopt either a 6 month or a 18 month budget with a new
income type membership for airports (see below).
2. Direct Cities Association Staff to return with more information.
3. Take no action.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Move to ADOPT the SCSC Roundtable Budget Amendment for (6 months budget of income of $125,000 and
expenses of 118,493.35) or (18 month budget with income of $375,000 and expenses of 355,480.05; and adopt

new income type of a membership dues for airports to join as a voting member with dues of a very large city
(.10 x per capita)

ATTACHMENTS:

e Funding scenario
e Scope of Work — ESA
e SCSC Roundtable Budget Summary through June 2019



City Name
San Jose
Campbell
Cupertino

Gilroy
Milpitas
Morgan Hill
Mountain View

Palo Alto
Santa Clara
Saratoga
Sunnyvale
Unincorporated Santa Clara county
Santa Cruz
Watsonville
Los Altos
Los Gatos
Unincorporated Santa Cruz County
Los Altos Hills
Monte Sereno
Capitola
Scotts Valley

2010 Census
Population

58,302

74,066

64,403
116,468
29,926
140,081
89,960
59,946

28,976

129,739
7,922
3,341
9,918
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29,973.00

14,488.00
64,869.50
3,961.00
1,670.50
4,959.00

406,524.00
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Final Budget

17,926.99

22,774.18

19,802.95
35,812.15

9,201.79
43,072.80
27,661.34
18,432.49

8,909.68
39,892.79
2,435.90
1,027.31
3,049.64

250,000.00

full participation
S 37,504.95
S 7,682.20
S 10,719.29
S 9,890.02
S 13,911.64
S 7,824.00
S 13,969.18

S 11,998.53
S 22,225.74
S 5,521.16
S 26,859.37
S 18,284.96
S 11,556.28
S 9,643.71
S 5,629.26
S 5,468.46
S 25,097.02
S 1,552.07
S 699.13
S 1,824.91
S 2,138.27
$ 250,000.15

2010 Census
Population

945,942

39,349

58,302

48,821

66,790

37,882

74,066

64,403
116,468
29,926
140,081
89,960
59,946
7,922
28,976
29,413
129,739
7,922
3,341
9,918
11,580

6 month

11,387

9,901
17,906
4,601
21,536
13,831
9,216

4,455
19,946
1,218
514
1,525

125,000

18 month

26,890

34,161

29,704
53,718
13,803
64,609
41,492
27,649

13,365
59,839
3,654
1,541
4,574

S 375,000.00



SCSC 2019 Roundtable Budget Through June 2019

asof8/12/19
Budget Spent Remaining
Labor $220,825 $138,970 $81,855
Expenses $16,162 $8,821 $7,341
Total $236,987 $147,791 $89,196
Monthly
Average $19,749 Average Variance
Monthly Against
Billing Total Labor ODCs Budget Budget
January
February $11,792 510,678 $1,114 519,749 $7,957
March $14,414 $13,948 $467 $19,749 $5,334
April $22,223 $17,238 $4,986 $19,749  -S2,474
May $25,724 $25,180 $544 $19,749  -$5,975
June $32,298 $31,950 $348 $19,749 -$12,549
July $41,339 $39,978 1,361.92
August
September
October
November
December
Total $147,791 $138,970 $8,821 598,745 -549,046



Table 1: Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Community Roundtable

ESA Labor Detail and Expense Summary

Employee Names | steve Alverson | Chris Sequeira Chris Jones Jessica O'Dell Web Senior Graphic Web
Facilitator Backup Technical Administrative | Development Designer Developer
Facilitator Support Support Manager
Lab Cat A Senior Managing Senior Associate
abor Lategory | sepior birector n Associate Il Associate Il Associate Il | Senior Associate Il 1 Subtotal Total Hours Labor Price
Task #| Task Name/Description $ 300 | $ 195 | $ 205 | $ 105 | $ 190 | $ 160 | $ 150
1.0 Facilitate Regular Roundtable Meetings $ - -1 $ -
1.1|Prepare For Up To 17 Roundtable Meetings 102 17 16 $ 37,195 135.00 [ $ 37,195
Attend, Facilitate, and Interact with CASCC staff/
1.2|Roundtable Members at Up To 17 Roundtable 136 136 3 55,080 272.00 | $ 55,080
Meetings
Prepare Up To 17 Meeting Recaps and Lists of
1.3 Action ltems/Actions Taken 51 102 3 26,010 153.00 | $ 26,010
Assist CASCC in Improving Roundtable Participation,
20 Meeting Format, and Composition 1 $ 5,100 17.00 | $ 5100
30 :rovide Support for Work Not Currently Before the 40 80 100 24 3 50,620 244.00 | $ 50,620
oundtable
4.0 FoIIow.Up with FAA and SIFO on the Select 24 $ 7,200 24.00 | $ 7.200
Committee Recommendations
50 Follow Up with.FAA and SJC on the Southflow 24 $ 7,200 24.00 | $ 7.200
Recommendations
6.0 Develop an FAA Advocacy Plan 40 24 24 3 21,600 88.00 | $ 21,600
Prepare and Maintain the Santa Clara/Santa Cruz
70 Community Roundtable Public Website 2 2 2 iz gt $ 18,620 96.00| § 18,820
$ - s -
$ - s -
$ - s -
Total Hours 458 133 140 262 4 12 44 1053 1,053
Total Labor Costs $ 137,400.00 | $ 25,935.00 [ $§  28,700.00 | $ 27,510.00 | $ 760.00 | $ 1,920.00 | $ 6,600.00 | $ 228,825.00 $ 228,825.00
ESA Labor Cost $ 228,825.00
ESA Non-Labor Expenses
Reimbursable Expenses $ 8,161.70
ESA Equipment Usage $ -
Subtotal ESA Non-Labor Expenses $ 8,161.70
Subconsultant Costs $ -
[ PROJECT TOTAL $  236,986.70 |




Table 2: Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Community Roundtable
Cost Proposal: ESA Non-Labor Expenses by Task

Task Number

Reimbursable Costs Total Subtotal 1

Project Supplies

Printing/Reproduction

Document and Map Reproductions (CD + Digital Photo)

Postage and Deliveries

Mileage (To/From Sacramento International Airport) 1/11-1/12/19 $2,415.70| $2,415.70 $2,415.70

Vehicle Rental $0.00

Lodging (GSA Rate 17 nights @$239/night excluding taxes) $4,063.00] $4,063.00 $4,063.00

Meals & Incidental Expenses (GSA Rate: 34 days @ $49.50/day) $1,683.00] $1,683.00 $1,683.00
Total Reimbursable Costs (for all tasks) $8,161.70 $8,161.70 $8,161.70




Section 5

Work Plan

Santa Clara/Santa Cruz
Community Roundtable
Facilitator Proposed Services

ESA’s proposed services for this assignment cover
all nine items in Section Ill, Scope of Work, of
CASCC’s RFP. ESA has changed the order of the
tasks to match the workflow as it relates to
preparing for, facilitating, and following up on the
Roundtable meetings. For ease of the Selection
Committee’s review, we have used parentheses in
each task title to indicate the work items covered by
that task. We have also provided additional detail
regarding how ESA would carry out each task. Our
proposed services are informed by both our staff’s
experience providing roundtable facilitation
services over the past four decades and our work on
NorCal and SoCal Metroplex issues.

Task 1.1. Prepare for Up to 17
Roundtable and Subcommittee Meetings
(Covers Item 3 and 5 of the Scope of
Work in the RFP)

Prior to each scheduled Roundtable meeting, ESA
shall secure travel arrangements as efficiently and
cost-effectively as possible. ESA anticipates that the
six (6) regular Roundtable meetings will be in the
evening, which will require an overnight stay. Our
Roundtable Facilitator, Steve Alverson, will travel by
car or train from ESA’s Sacramento Office to
facilitate each regular Roundtable meeting. The

December 21, 2018

same approach will be used for the anticipated
eleven (11) subcommittee meetings. However, it is
possible that these meetings will be held during the
day and will not require an overnight stay or may be
conducted via a video conferencing system
resulting in a lower cost than estimated herein.

ESA shall assist the CASCC and Roundtable Chair
and Vice Chair with the preparation of each meeting
agenda. ESA shall also assist CASCC to comply with
Brown Act requirements regarding meeting notices
and agendas. ESA shall also perform background
research, prepare technical studies/memos and
letters, and develop presentation materials (e.g.,
Microsoft PowerPoint presentations, presentation
boards, etc.) as requested by the CASCC and/or
Roundtable on a variety of topics of interest to the
Roundtable. These topics may include
technological advancements as well as updates on
policy research taking place within the United
States and other countries. Technological
advancement topics may include, but will not be
limited to, noise reducing technologies (e.g., electric
aircraft, geared turbofan engines, vortex
generators, shape-shifting wings, etc.) NextGen,
Optimized Profile Descents, and Required
Navigation Performance. Policy research topics
may include, but will not be limited to, the FAA’s
National Airports Noise Survey, health risk studies,
ACRP publications, state/federal legislation, and
ICAO CAEP actions. ESA shall prepare these draft
presentations/materials and submit them to CASCC
for review/approval at least two weeks in advance
of a scheduled regular Roundtable meeting.

Cities Association of Santa Clara County / Facilitator/Consultant Services for

Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Community Roundtable



ESA shall also assist the Roundtable with preparing
letters to agencies, such as the FAA, as directed by
the CASCC.

Deliverables

e Presentation materials (i.e., Microsoft
PowerPoint presentations) for use at the
Roundtable meetings. Under this task, ESA will
prepare for up to 17 presentations (an average
of one per meeting).

e Upto 17 (an average of one per meeting) draft
and final memos/letters related to items on
Roundtable meeting agendas and/or items
included in the Roundtable work program for
distribution to CASCC staff and other interested
parties as needed.

Task Schedule

Draft presentation materials shall be provided to
CASCC at least two weeks prior to each scheduled
Roundtable meeting. Final presentation materials
shall be provided to CASCC at least one week prior
to each scheduled Roundtable meeting. Draft
memos/letters shall be provided to CASCC at least
two weeks prior to each scheduled regular
Roundtable meeting. Final memos/letters shall be
provided to CASCC at least one week prior to each
scheduled Roundtable meeting.

Task 1.2. Attend, Facilitate, and Interact
with CASCC staff/Roundtable Members
at Up to 17 Roundtable and
Subcommittee Meetings (Covers Items
1, 2, and 3 of the RFP Scope of Work)

ESA’s Roundtable Facilitator shall travel to Los Altos
to attend and facilitate up to 17 Roundtable
meetings (including Subcommittee meetings). ESA
shall ensure that the meetings stay on point, are
conducted in an orderly fashion, and maximize
participation by meeting attendees by applying
Robert's Rules of Order Newly Revised, 11th edition.
During the meetings, ESA shall interact with CASCC
staff and Roundtable members to further define
issues to be addressed by the Roundtable, address
alternative action items for Roundtable

consideration, and provide expert information on
the noise topics under consideration. CASCC and
ESA may agree to meet at CASCC’s offices prior to
the Roundtable meeting to review and discuss the
presentations, meeting materials, and expectations
for the meeting.

Deliverable
e Attendance and facilitation of up to a total of 17
Roundtable and Subcommittee meetings.

Task Schedule
Attendance at Roundtable and Subcommittee
meetings based on the published Roundtable
meeting schedule.

Task 1.3. Prepare Up to 17 Meeting
Recaps and Lists of Action ltems/Actions
Taken (Covers the remaining portion of
ltem 5 of the Scope of Work in the RFP)
ESA will utilize local, San Francisco Bay Area
administrative support staff to prepare the action
item lists and draft and final meeting recaps
following each scheduled Roundtable meeting
capturing the key points of discussion from the
meeting and identifying any work items that need
to be addressed. The action item list will capture
action items, actions taken, and member requests
for CASCC’s review/use.

Deliverables

e Seventeen (17) Draft and seventeen (17) final
meeting recaps and seventeen (17) draft and
seventeen (17) final lists of Roundtable action
items, actions taken, and member requests.

Task Schedule

Draft meeting recaps and lists of action items,
actions taken, and member requests within one
week following each scheduled Roundtable
meeting. Final meeting recaps and lists of action
items, actions taken, and member requests within
one week of receipt of CASCC’s comments/edits.



Task 2. Assist CASCC in
Improving Roundtable
Participation, Meeting Format, and
Composition (Covers item 4 of the
Scope of Work of the RFP)

ESA will assist CASCC in identifying methods to
encourage participation by the FAA and key
stakeholders. On an ongoing basis, ESA will work
closely with CASCC to improve the format and
composition of Roundtable meetings.

Deliverable

e Ongoingdialogue with CASCC regarding
Roundtable participation, meeting format, and
composition. Up to 17 one-hour telephone calls
with CASCC prior to each Roundtable meeting
to discuss the format of Roundtable meetings
and methods to improve the FAA and key
stakeholder participation in Roundtable
meetings.

Task Schedule

This task shall be carried out on an ongoing basis
throughout the term of the contract with up to 17
one-hour telephone calls per year at least four
weeks prior to each scheduled Roundtable meeting.

Task 3. Provide Support for Work
Not Currently Before the
Roundtable (Covers ltem 6 of the
Scope of Work of the RFP)

As directed by CASCC, ESA shall provide support for
work not currently before the Roundtable, but that
may be added during the contract period. Under
this task, ESA would provide a wide range of
services not yet anticipated by CASCC including, but
not limited to, aircraft noise analyses, aircraft noise
modeling, noise measurements, airspace analyses,
and aviation planning studies. The results of these
efforts would be presented in white papers, reports,
and/or technical memorandums as appropriate.

Deliverables

e Deliverables shall be defined by CASCC at the
time the specified service is needed.
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Task Schedule

The schedule shall be set for each effort under this
task at the time the specified service is defined by
CASCC.

Task 4. Follow Up with FAA and
SFO on the Select Committee
Recommendations (Covers ltem
7.a. of the Scope of Work of the
RFP)

ESA shall establish a routine follow-up schedule
with the FAA and SFO on the Select Committee
recommendations and report back to the Santa
Clara/Santa Cruz Community Roundtable as
appropriate.

Deliverables

e ESAshall plan for up to two (2) one-hour
phones calls each month to the FAA and SFO for
updates on the Select Committee
recommendations and shall report back to the
Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Community Roundtable
as appropriate. The two calls may be combined
into a single call upon agreement by the FAA
and SFO.

Task Schedule

Up to two (2) one-hour phone calls once each
month and at least four weeks prior to each
regularly scheduled Roundtable meeting.

Task 5. Follow Up with FAA and
SJC on the Southflow
Recommendations (Covers ltem
7.b. of the Scope of Work of the
RFP)

ESA shall establish a routine follow-up schedule
with the FAA and SJC on the Southflow
recommendations and shall report back to the
Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Community Roundtable as
appropriate.

Cities Association of Santa Clara County / Facilitator/Consultant Services for

Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Community Roundtable



Deliverables

e ESAshall plan for two (2) one-hour phones calls
each month to the FAA and SJC on the
Southflow recommendations and report back
to the Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Community
Roundtable as appropriate. The two calls may
be combined into a single call upon agreement
by the FAA and SJC.

Task Schedule

Up to two (2) one-hour phone calls once each
month and at least four weeks prior to each
regularly scheduled Roundtable meeting.

ESA shall create a Draft FAA Advocacy Plan for the
Roundtable’s consideration that will describe the
steps that the Roundtable, CASCC, and/or its
Facilitator will take during the course of the
contract term to establish and maintain a positive
working relationship with the key FAA
representatives for the aircraft noise issues that
affect the South Bay residents. The plan will focus
on methods for addressing current concerns that
have resulted from the implementation of the
NorCal Metroplex procedures as well as establishing
a process by which the FAA can inform the
Roundtable about potential future procedure
changes and establish a process by which the
Roundtable can provide input into those plans.

Deliverables
e One (1) Draft FAA Advocacy Plan. One (1) Final
FAA Advocacy Plan.

Task Schedule

The Draft FAA Advocacy Plan will be developed for
the Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Community Roundtable
30 days prior to its second regular meeting. The
CASCC shall review and comment on the Draft Plan
at least two weeks prior to the second regular
Roundtable meeting. ESA shall revise the Draft Plan
and submit it for inclusion in the Roundtable

meeting packet one week prior to the scheduled
meeting date. ESA shall revise the Draft Plan to
create the Final Plan two weeks after the
Roundtable’s approval.

ESA shall create and maintain the Santa
Clara/Santa Cruz Community Roundtable public
website for the term of the contract. The website
shall be used to post meeting agendas/meeting
notices, maps to the Roundtable meeting site,
meeting recaps, technical reports, and other
materials that are relevant to the Roundtable
members and interested public (e.g., a link to the
NorCal Metroplex EA, a link to the SFO Airport
Community Roundtable, etc.). ESA shall be
responsible for posting Roundtable meeting
agendas at least 72-hours prior to the regular
meetings as required by the Brown Act, meeting
recaps with one business day of CASCC approval,
and other materials in a timely manner.

Deliverables

e Establish, host, and maintain one (1) publicly-
accessible Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Community
Roundtable website.

Task Schedule

Draft Roundtable website for CASCC review/
approval within twenty-one (21) days of receipt of a
fully executed contract and written notice to
proceed. Deliver an operational, publicly accessible
website within thirty (30) days of receipt of CASCC’s
written approval of the website format and
contents.



Agenda Item #5
Update on the Draft Strategic Plan and
Draft Work Program






Draft Strategic Plan:
Clean






(t*t) SCSC Roundtable

SANTA CRUZ/SANTA CLARA COUNTIES
AIRPORT/COMMUNITY ROUNDTABLE

Strategic Plan

August 23, 2019

DRAFT









Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable

Congressional Representatives Anna Eshoo, Jimmy Panetta, and Ro Khanna asked the Cities Association
of Santa Clara County (Cities Association) to form a permanent Roundtable.

In October 2018, the Cities Association Board of Directors voted to initiate the formation of the Roundtable.
The Roundtable commenced work in February 2019 with voting representatives from Santa Clara and Santa
Cruz Counties, the Cities of Capitola, Cupertino, Los Altos, Los Altos Hills, Monte Sereno, Mountain
View, Palo Alto, Santa Clara, Santa Cruz, Saratoga, and Sunnyvale. Current non-voting participants
include, SFO and the FAA.

The authority to control aircraft in flight and on the ground is vested exclusively in the FAA. The FAA,
however, cannot control the number of flights or the time of day aircraft operate. Federal law preempts any
local government agency from implementing any action that is intended to control the routes of aircraft in
flight. Neither the Roundtable, nor local elected officials, nor airport management can control the routes
of aircraft in flight or on the ground.

Proactive Approach

This Strategic Plan describes a proactive approach to reducing aircraft noise and environmental issues
affecting member communities and the overall region. Through this proactive approach, the Roundtable
will effectively engage member communities, the FAA, policy makers, airlines, and the three regional
commercial service airports (SFO, SJC, and OAK) in advancing its mission and goals. To further this aim,
the Roundtable will serve as the regional forum for addressing Roundtable member community concerns
regarding noise and environmental issues from aircraft operating to and from regional commercial service
airports (SFO, SJC, and OAK). While the Roundtable is focused on the concerns of its member
communities, it is receptive to learning about noise and environmental concerns from other communities in
the region.

The Roundtable will actively engage with the FAA on past or future actions, or inactions related to the
recommendations made by both the Select Committee and the Ad Hoc Committee to address aircraft noise
issues that have already occurred or will occur in the future due to changes in procedures and air traffic
control practices. The Roundtable will also take prompt and timely actions on issues that may adversely
affect member communities, including but not limited to FAA updates or IFP Gateway postings. In
addition, the Roundtable will proactively engage with the FAA to maintain regular communication and
status updates on issues of concern to the Roundtable.

The Roundtable will endeavor to monitor, comment on, and influence proposed local, state, and federal
legislative and regulatory actions associated with aircraft noise and airport land use compatibility. This may
include actively tracking proposed aircraft noise legislation/regulations (such as new rule making and the
FAA reauthorization bill), providing comments to the relevant agency, and proposing language for new
legislation, or policies that are consistent with the Roundtable’s mission and goals. In addition, the
Roundtable will work to establish effective community engagement that affects FAA plans and actions.

The Roundtable will track the development of aircraft noise reduction technologies and encourage
compatible land use planning efforts among member communities.
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Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable

The Roundtable will provide ongoing training for new and existing members as necessary to inform and
integrate them into the Roundtable.

Guiding Principles
The Roundtable will use these guiding principles in conducting business:

1. The Roundtable serves as a public forum and a focal point of information and discussion among
local, state, and federal legislators, federal agencies, and policy makers, regarding airport/aircraft
related noise and environmental issues to its member communities.

2. The Roundtable is dedicated to discussion, study, analysis, evaluation, and making
recommendations regarding policies, procedures, and mitigation actions in a timely manner that
will minimize aircraft noise and environmental issues to residents of Santa Clara and Santa Cruz
Counties.

3. The Roundtable will work to maintain communication and cooperation among the regional
commercial service airports (SFO, SJC, and OAK) and local governments to address local agency
land use and zoning decisions in noise-sensitive and/or overflight areas, while recognizing the
autonomy of local governments and the regional commercial service airports (SFO, SJC, and OAK)
autonomy to make those decisions within their respective jurisdictions.

4. The Roundtable recognizes that it is contrary to FAA policy to move aircraft noise from over one
community to another in order to alleviate noise issues.

Mission Statement

The Roundtable’s mission is to address community noise concerns and make
recommendations to the Regional Airports and FAA on noise related issues.

To further this mission, 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 mitigation actions that will further reduce the impacts of aircraft noise and environmental issues in
neighborhoods and communities in Santa Clara and Santa Cruz Counties.

Goals, Actions, Resources, and Desired Results

The following goals are listed in order of general priority; however, specific actions may take higher or
lower priority depending on importance, impact, and urgency that reflects the changing nature of the
member communities’ needs:

1. Goal Number 1 — Monitor and Ensure that Progress is Being Made on Prior Committee
Recommendations to Address Aircraft Noise and Environmental Impacts: The Roundtable will
actively monitor and engage with the FAA on past or future actions, or inactions, related to the FAA
addressing the recommendations made by the Select Committee on South Bay Arrivals and the South
Flow Ad Hoc Committee.
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Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable

Action Items:

e The Roundtable will actively monitor and follow up on the status of FAA actions related to
each recommendation in the Select and Ad Hoc Committee reports through proactive and
regular communication with the FAA.

e The Roundtable will review and evaluate FAA responses to the Reports to understand the
reasoning behind the FAA’s position. As appropriate, the Roundtable will clarify or identify
unintended consequences or actions that may adversely affect member communities, respond,
and propose alternatives in a timely fashion.

e The Roundtable will report to member bodies, and the community on the final FAA
responses/actions taken to address recommendations made by the Select and Ad Hoc
Committees.

Resources: Roundtable and FAA staff time

Desired Results: Evaluation and implementation, where deemed appropriate, of the recommendations
made by the Select Committee and the Ad Hoc Committee. Reduction in the noise and environmental
impacts of aircraft on residents in Santa Clara and Santa Cruz Counties.

2. Goal Number 2 - Address Community Concerns about Aircraft Noise and Environmental
Impacts Not Described in the Reports of the Select and Ad Hoc Committees by Working
Collaboratively with the FAA: The Roundtable will serve as the regional forum for receiving input
and addressing concerns of Roundtable member communities regarding noise and environmental issues
from aircraft operating to and from regional commercial service airports (SFO, SJC, and OAK). While
the Roundtable is focused on the concerns of its member communities, it is receptive to learning about
noise concerns and environmental issues from other communities in the region.

Action ltems:

o The Roundtable will actively listen to and respond to member community concerns related to
aircraft noise and environmental issues.

e The Roundtable will identify and provide ongoing education for its membership on relevant
airport, aircraft, and airspace related issues in order to help the Roundtable members be more
effective.

e The Roundtable will monitor the status and progress of the recommendations provided in the
Reports by the Select and Ad Hoc Committees, and take prompt and timely actions as
appropriate to address the concerns of Roundtable member communities. Subsequent follow
up by the Roundtable will occur as needed to address additional noise and environmental issues
that may not have been included in prior reports;

e The Roundtable will evaluate changes proposed by FAA and propose modifications where
needed to reduce impact on communities.
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Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable

e The Roundtable will make timely recommendations that could mitigate adverse results.
Resources: Roundtable staff time; subcommittees/technical working groups; FAA.

Desired Results: To reduce, alleviate, and prevent further adverse aircraft noise and environmental
issues affecting member communities through identification of recommendations that could mitigate
such adverse impacts in a timely manner. In addition, Roundtable members will work to develop a
better understanding of the various factors and issues associated with aircraft noise and environmental
issues in the region.

3. Goal Number 3 — Advocate for and/or Propose New Legislation, Policies, and Research: The
Roundtable may advocate for changes in legislation and policies at the local, state, and federal level
(FAA operates under national rules and regulations approved by Congress) that would reduce aircraft
noise and environmental issues. The Roundtable will monitor research into aircraft noise reduction,
including advances in aviation technology that will help reduce aircraft noise exposure and
environmental issues.

Action Items:
e The Roundtable will establish a Legislative Subcommittee.

e The Roundtable will monitor, actively review, advocate for, and when appropriate, take action
on proposed legislation undertaken at the local, state and federal level that addresses, or has the
potential to reduce, aircraft noise exposure and environmental effects on its member
communities. The Roundtable may also draft suggested legislation and work with elected
officials to introduce and pass this legislation.

e The Roundtable will monitor and advocate for research and technical advances that produce
solutions for aircraft noise reduction and alleviating environmental issues.

Resources: Roundtable staff time, Legislative Subcommittee, other Roundtables and Noise Forums,
and congressional staff time.

Desired Results: Adoption of new legislation, policy changes, and improved technology that reduces
aircraft noise exposure and environmental issues of Roundtable member communities, from aircraft
operations at regional commercial service airports (SFO, SJC, and OAK). In addition, the Legislative
Subcommittee will keep the Roundtable members and the communities they represent informed about
changes to the law and technology that may affect the way aircraft operate at regional commercial
service airports.

4. Goal Number 4 — Work Collaboratively with the FAA, legislators, other Roundtables, Noise
Forums, regional commercial service airports (SFO, SJC, and OAK), and member communities
to reduce aircraft noise exposure and environmental issues in a timely manner: The Roundtable
is committed to working collaboratively with the FAA through early communication, to address aircraft
noise concerns and environmental issues through both procedure revision or development and policy

revisions.
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Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable

Action Items:

e The Roundtable will work with the FAA to address aircraft noise and environmental issues
through adjustments to aircraft arrival and departure procedures, development of new quieter
procedures, and/or policy changes that will help improve the noise environment in member
communities.

e The Roundtable will establish Subcommittees/Technical Working Groups, as appropriate.
o The Roundtable will collaborate with other area Roundtables and Noise Forums.

e The Roundtable will identify and provide educational opportunities regarding FAA and airport
policies, operations, and emerging technologies to enable effective collaboration with the FAA
on the Roundtable Goals and Actions.

e The Roundtable will use multiple channels to receive public input and provide information to
member communities on Roundtable activities.

e The Roundtable will collaborate with the FAA to:
o Receive early communication on changes that may negatively impact our community.

o Collect, and establish baseline reporting data for review and analysis that can inform
the recommendations made by the Roundtable, and be used to evaluate the impact of
procedure and policy changes on member communities.

o Model the expected impact of proposed changes to allow the Roundtable to review
proposed changes and decide on implementation.

o Review the actual impact of changes against the expected impact, and remedy any
unintended negative consequences as quickly as possible.

o Enact policy and process changes that would result in timely and proactive community
engagement.

e The Roundtable will collaborate with the FAA to modify aircraft departure and arrival
procedures (including vectoring) or develop quieter procedures and vectoring to reduce aircraft
concentration and noisy maneuvers at low altitudes over our member communities.

Resources: Roundtable members, staff, and subcommittees based on topic with review by Roundtable

Desired Results: For the Roundtable to champion the overall reduction in aircraft noise and
environmental issues affecting Roundtable member communities and the region as a whole, and to be
recognized as the primary channel for community input and information on the topic of aircraft noise
and environmental issues.
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Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable

Strategic Plan Amendment Process

The Strategic Plan is intended to provide guidance to the Roundtable over the next three years. The Work
Program, intended to be used in tandem with the Strategic Plan, has an annual, action item focus, allowing
for adjustments and changes in the short term while achieving the long-term goals of the Strategic Plan.

Because of the long-term nature of the Strategic Plan and the dynamic nature of the environment in which
Roundtable communities are situated, there may be need to amend the Strategic Plan before completion of
the three-year period of applicability. In this event, the Roundtable will convene a Strategic Plan
Subcommittee to discuss any changes that may be needed to the Strategic Plan, and to identify and develop
proposed changes to be recommended for full consideration by the entire Roundtable. In the event the
majority of Roundtable voting members agrees with the recommended changes, the Strategic Plan shall be
amended as appropriate.

Notwithstanding changes made to the Strategic Plan during its three-year period of applicability, the
Roundtable will update the plan once every three years. To allow enough time for a thorough update, a
Strategic Plan Subcommittee will be appointed one year in advance of the expiration of the Strategic Plan
to conduct the necessary work to complete the update.

Y e
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Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable

Introduction

The Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Counties Airport/Community Roundtable (Roundtable) has prepared this
Strategic Plan to define a vision for its work gs-weHasand g identify long-term goals for the Roundtabld.
Upon adoption, the Strategic Plan will be used to help guide the Roundtable’s work over the next three
years. H=10 support-gf that work and in keeping with Objective 3 of the Roundtable’s Memorandum zt
Understanding (MOU _— insert hot link), a separate Work Program [insert hot link to Work Program] h
been developed to analyze and evaluate the impacts of aircraft noise and environmental issues in affected
communities and to make recommendations to appropriate agencies for implementation of effective noise
mitigation actions. Both documents will be employed by the Roundtable to guide its efforts in addressing
noise and environmental issues to Roundtable member communities.

Background

i Santa Clara and Santa i reselving aireraft noise issues. In 2007, the
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) began modernizing the nation’s air transportation system through
implementation of the Next Generation Aircraft Transportation System (NextGen). As part of NextGen,
the FAA implemented the Northern California Optimization of Airspace and Procedures in the Metroplex
(NorCal OAPM or Metroplex) project. Beginning in 2015, the NorCal Metroplex Project introduced new
aircraft arrival and departure procedures serving San Francisco International Airport (SFO), Oakland
International Airport (OAK), Norman Y. Mineta San Jose International Airport (SJC), and Sacramento
International Airport (SMF). Several of the new procedures utilize area navigation (RNAV) technology,
which relies on GPS technology and flight management systems. that allows for reduced separation betweeh
aircraft in flight and more concentration of aircraft flight paths. Consequently, people living in communities
beneath these flight paths began experiencing an increase in aircraft noise.

In response to complaints from communities in the South Bay and Santa Cruz areas, Congressional
Representatives Anna Eshoo, Jackie Speier, and former Congressional Representative Sam Farr, in
coordination with the Cities Association of Santa Clara County, convened the Select Committee on South
Bay Arrivals (Select Committee) in May 2016 to address noise complaints arising from aircraft arrival aif
glepartare procedures serving SFO and SJC. The Select Committee issued its final report in November 2016,
which included several recommendations for addressing aircraft noise in the South Bay Area. Subsequently,
the City of San Jose formed the Ad Hoc Advisory Committee on South Flow Arrivals (Ad Hoc Committee)
in 2017 to address noise issues associated with South Flow aircraft operations at SJC. The Ad Hol:
Committee issued its final report in May 2018. Both the Select Committee and Ad Hoc Committee final
reports were submitted to the FAA for their consideration in making changes which include t6 how aircraft
operate in and out of regional commercial service airports.

One of the recommendations made in the Select Committee’s final report was the formation of a permanent
roundtable to address aircraft noise issues in the South Bay area and Santa Cruz County. In June 2017,
Congressional Representatives Anna Eshoo, Jimmy Panetta, and Ro Khanna asked the Cities Association
of Santa Clara County (Cities Association) to form a permanent Roundtable.
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Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable

In October 2018, the Cities Association Board of Directors voted to initiate the formation of the Roundtable.
The Roundtable commenced work in February 2019—with voting Currenthy—the-Roundtable—includes
representatives from Santa Clara and Santa Cruz Counties, the Cities of Capitola, Cupertino, Los Altos,
Los Altos Hills, Monte Sereno, Mountain View, Palo Alto, Santa Clara, Santa Cruz, Saratoga, and
Sunnyvale. Current non-voting participants include,-asweH-as SFO and the FAA.

The authority to control aircraft in flight and on the ground is vested exclusively in the FAA. The FAA,
however, cannot control the number of flights or the time of day aircraft operate. Federal law preempts any
local government agency from implementing any action that is intended to control the routes of aircraft in
flight. Neither the Roundtable, nor local elected officials, nor airport management can control the routes
of aircraft in flight or on the ground.

Proactive Approach
This Strategic Plan isfocused-on-the-Reundtable-taking describes a proactive positive approach to -

aircraft noise and environmental issues affecting member communities and the overall region.
By—utiizing—a—Through this proactive approach, the Roundtable will effectively engage member
communities, the FAA, and the regional commercial service airports (SEO, SJC, and OAK) in advancing
its mission and goals. To further this aim, the Roundtable will serve as the regional forum for addressing
Roundtable member community concerns regarding noise and environmental issues from aircraft operating
to and from regional commercial service airports (SFO, SIC, and OAK). While the Roundtable is focused
on the concerns of its member communities, it is receptive to learning about noise and environmental
concerns from other communities in the region.

The Roundtable will actively menitorthe-actions-taken-and-progress-made-by engage with the FAA on past
or future actions or inactions te-aedress related to the recommendations made by the Select Committee on
South Bay Arrivals and the South Flow Ad Hoc Committees. The Roundtable will proactively engage with
the FAA to maintain regular communication and status updates on the recommendations.

The Roundtable will endeavor to monitor and comment on proposed local, state, and federal legislative and
regulatory actions associated with aircraft noise and airport land use compatibility. This may include
actively tracking proposed aircraft noise legislation/regulations,-and providing comments to the relevant
agency; and proposing language for new legislation.

The Roundtable will track the development of aircraft noise reduction technologies and encourage
compatible land use planning efforts among member communities.

The Roundtable will provide ongoing training for new and existing members as necessary to inform and
integrate them into the Roundtable.

Guiding Principles

The Roundtable will use these guiding principles in conducting business ever-the-nrext-three-yearperiod:
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and policy actions (such as new rule making and FAA
reauthorization bill) as well as advocate for new actions to
reduce aircraft impacts on our communities, and establish
effective community engagement that affects FAA plans and
actions.
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The Roundtable will actively engage with the FAA on past
or future actions or inactions related to the recommendations
made by both the Select and Ad Hoc sCommitteesto address
aircraft noise issues that have already occurred or will occur
in the future resulting from changes in procedures and air
traffic control practices. . The Roundtable will also take
prompt and timely actions on issues that may adversely
affect member communities, including but not limited to
FAA updates or IFP Gateway postings, and will proactively
engage with the FAA to maintain regular communication
and status updates on issues of concern to the Roundtable.

The Roundtable will endeavor to monitor and comment on
proposed local, state, and federal legislative and regulatory
actions associated with aircraft noise and airport land use
compatibility. This may include actively tracking proposed
aircraft noise legislation/regulations and providing comments
to the relevant agency. The Roundtable may advocate for
new legislation or policies that are consistent with its mission

and goals.
L]
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***Complete reformat of this section to be in bulleted list
form***

Specifically, the Roundtable will:
eEducate itself on issues at hand, including their causes
potential solutions, likely impact of solutions.
o Actively monitor and follow up on the actions taken and
progress made by the FAA and/or airports in response @
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1. The Roundtable as-a-public-forum serves -as a public forum and a focal point of information an
discussion _ local, state, and federal legislators, federal agencies, and policy makers,
regarding airport/aircraft related noise and environmental issues to its member communities.

2. The Roundtable is dedicated to discussion, study, analysis, and evaluation, and making
recommendations ef regarding policies, procedures, and mitigation actions in a timely manner that
will minimize aircraft noise and environmental issues to residents of Santa Clara and Santa Cruz
Counties and aims to take prompt and timely actions on items that may negatively impact membefr

communities.

3. The Roundtable understands that current EAA policy is not to move aircraft noise from over onp
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, and aims to take prompt and timely actions on items that
may negatively impact member communities
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, and it aims to take prompt and timely actions on items
that may negatively affect member communities.
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Add this as Guiding Principle 3. Renumber remaining
| items.

community to another in order to alleviate noise impacts, but notes that implementation of somg
NextGen procedures did both move and concentrate noise. In the current circumstance, thg
Roundtable will work collaboratively with the FAA to address aircraft noise and environmentdl
issues through adjustments to aircraft arrival and departure procedures, development of improvegd
procedures that take aircraft noise impacts and environmental issues into account, and polic
changes that will help improve the noise environment in member communities.

3. The Roundtable will work to maintain communication and cooperation _the regiongl
commercial service airports (SFO, SJC, and OAK) and local governments to address local agency
land use and zoning decisions in noise-sensitive and/or overflight areas, while recognizing the
autonomy of local governments and the regional commercial service airports (SEO, SJC, and OAK))
autonomy to make those decisions within their respective jurisdictions.

4. The Roundtable recognizes that it is contrary to FAA policy to move aircraft noise from over one
community to another in order to alleviate noise issues.

Mission Statement

The Roundtable’s mission is to address community noise and environmental concerns and makke
recommendations to the regional commercial service airports and the FAA on aircraft-related noise and
environmental issues. To further this mission, 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 mitigation actions that will further reduce the impacts of aircraft noise
and environmental issues in neighborhoods and communities in Santa Clara and Santa Cruz Counties.

Goals, Actionttemss, Reseurcesand Desired Results

The following goals are listed in order of

priority; however,

changing nature of the member communities’ needs:

1. Goal Number 1 —Monitor Status of the Prior Committee Recommendations: The Roundtable will
actively monitor the actions taken and progress made by the FAA in addressing the recommendations
made by the Select Committee on South Bay Arrival and the South Flow Ad Hoc Committee.
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Commented [A19]: This needs to match the mission
statement in the Bylaws or be deleted. It is not good to
have two different mission statements.
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The Roundtable’s mission to address aircraft noise and
aircraft environmental impacts on residents in Santa Clara
and Santa Cruz Counties. To further this mission, the
Roundtable will foster and enhance the cooperative
relationship between its membership, airports, airlines, and
government agencies and officials to develop, evaluate, and
implement reasonable and feasible policies, procedures,
and mitigation actions:

Commented [A21]: MISSION STATEMENT IN BYLAWS

Mission Statement: To Address Community noise concerns
and make recommendations to the Regional Airports and
FAA on noise related issues.
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Address Aircraft Noise and Environmental Impacts
Described in the MeniterStatus-ofthe Prior
CommitteCommittees’ Reportse-Recommendations: The
Roundtable will: Fhe-Roundtable-willmeniter-theacti
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recommendations made by the Select Committee on South
| Bay-Arrivaland-the Seuth-Flow-Ad-Hoe Committee: engag(
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Action Items:

e The Roundtable will monitor the actions taken and progress made by the FAA to address the
recommendations made by the Select Committee on South Bay Arrivals and the South Flow
Ad Hoc Committees.

e The Roundtable will proactively engage with the FAA to maintain regular communication and
status updates on the recommendations.

e The Roundtable will review FAA responses to the Reports to understand the reasons behind
the FAA positions.

e The Roundtable will report to member bodies and the community on the final FAA
responses/actions taken to address recommendations made by the Select and Ad Hoc
Committees.

Resources: Roundtable staff time and FAA

Desired Results: To ensure, as much as possible, realization of the recommendations made by the
Select Committee on South Bay Arrival and the South Flow Ad Hoc Committees.

Goal Number 2 - Address Community Concerns

: h’he Roundtable will serve as the- regional forum for receiving input
and addressing concerns of Roundtable member eommunity-cencerascommunities regarding noise and
environmental issues from aircraft operating to and from regional commercial service airports (SFO,
SJC, and OAK). While the Roundtable is focused on the concerns of its member communities, it is
receptive to learning about noise concerns and environmental issues from other communities in the
region.

Action Items:

e The Roundtable will be actively respondsive-to member community concerns related to aircraft
noise and environmental issues.

e The Roundtable will identify and provide ongoing education te for its membership on relevant
airport, aircraft, and airspace related issues in order to help the Roundtable members be more
effective.

e The Roundtable will make timely recommendations that could mitigate adverse results.
Resources: Roundtable staff time; subcommittees/technical working groups; FAA.

Desired Results: A better understanding on the part of the Roundtable community members on the
various factors and issues associated with aircraft noise and environmental issues in the region.

Commented [A28]: Suggested edits from Lisa Matichak:

Action Item: The Roundtable will actively monitor and
follow up on the actions taken and progress made by the
FAA to address the recommendations made by the Select
Committee and the Ad Hoc Committee-

Desired Results: Evaluation and implementation, where
deemed appropriate, of the recommendations made by
the Select Committee and the Ad Hoc Committee.

Reduction in the noise and environmental impacts of F

Commented [A29]: Siiggested edits from Anita Enander:

Actions-tem:

- FheRoundtable-wil-Mmonitor the status of FAA actions
related to each recommendation in the Select and Ad Hoc
Committee reports through proactive and regular
communication with the FAA. F
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“action items” to “key strategies” given this is
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Actions:

Define and act on member community concerns related
to aircraft noise and environmental issues not covered by
the Select and Ad Hoc Committees.-

fMonitor status of and progress on the 2016 SFO
Roundtable Recommendations and subsequent follow ]
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Action Items:

o Address The Roundtable will be actively responsive to
member community concerns related to

aircraft noise and environmental issues that were not covered

by previous Committees. Fhe
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Action Item: The Roundtable will actively listen to and
respond to member community concerns related to aircraft
noise and environmental issues.

Desired Results: A better understanding by-Roundtable
members on the various factors and issues associated witl[?
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Goal Number 3 — Meniter-Advocate for New Legislation and-ResearehPolicies, and -:
h’he Roundtable wilimay rmeniter-advocate for changes in legislation and policies undertaken-enat the
local, state, and federal level (FAA operates under national rules and requlations approved by Congress)
that woulde addressreductions-tareduce aircraft noise. Fhe-Reoundtable-willwill-alse-moeniterreseare]
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Action Items:

e The Roundtable will monitor, actively review, and, when appropriate, eemment-on advocate
for legislation that addresses or has the potential to resutt-in-changes-te reduce aircraft noise
exposure and environmental effects on te its member communities.

e The Roundtable will also monitor and advocate for research and technical advances that
produce aircraft noise reduction and environmental effects.

e The Roundtable will establish a Legislative Working Group.
Resources: Roundtable and congressional staff time.

Desired Results: Keeping the Roundtable members and the communities they represent informed
about changes to the law and technology that may affect the way aircraft operate at regional commercial
service airports.

Goal Number 4 —Work Collaboratively with the FAA to reduce aircraft noise and environment|l
impacts on residents in Santa Clara and Santa Cruz counties:, While-the Reundtable-understands

ha on 0 AA-PoO o-move—a afi om-oVer-one—communi o-another—n—orde

aleviatenoise—mpacts—The Roundtable is committed to working collaboratively with the FAA to
address aircraft noise concerns and environmental issues through both procedure revision or
development and policy revisions.

Action Items: -
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Actions:

fMonitor, review, and, when appropriate, comment on
legislation that could reduce aircraft noise and
environmental impacts on Roundtable member
communities.

Lollaborate with other community roundtables and
forums to leverage resources and maximize the
effectiveness of advocacy.

fMonitor research and technical advances that reduce
aircraft noise impacts and advocate for use whenever
possible.

Resources: Legislative and Policy Subcommittee
Congressional Staff, Roundtable staff — with review by
Roundtable, and other Roundtables and Noise Forums.
Desired Results: Adoption of legislative and policy
changes and improved technology that will reduce the
impact of aircraft operations at regional commercial service
airports.-
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Action Items:
fMonitor, review, and, when appropriate, comment on
legislation (local, state, and federal) that , or could
change aircraft noise and environmental impacts
"

Propose legislative language to reduce aircraft impacts.
Lollaborate with other community roundtables and

forums to leverage resources and maximize the
effectiveness.
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Action Item: The Roundtable will monitor, review, and
when appropriate, take action on proposed legislation
undertaken at the local, state and federal level that
addresses or has the potential to result in changes to aircraft
noise exposure and/or environmental impact to its member

communities. The Roundtable may also draft suggested
legislation and work with elected officials to introduce ar

Commented [A39]: Comment from Lisa Matichak:
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Action Item: The Roundtable will work with the FAA to

address aircraft noise and environmental issues through

adjustments to aircraft arrival and departure procedures,

development of new quieter procedures, and/or policy

changes that will help improve the noise environment in
L member communities.
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e The Roundtable will establish Subcommittees/Technical Working Groups, as appropriate.
e The Roundtable will collaborate with other area Roundtables and Noise Forums.

[Resources: Roundtable members and-staff-time,- and Subcommittees based on topic with review by
Roundtable

Desired Results: An overall reductlon in ebjeeﬂenable—alrcraft noise and environmental issues in
: Santa Clara and Santa Cruz counties.

Commented [A41]: Suggested edits from Lisa Matichak:
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Strategic Plan Amendment Process

The Strategic Plan is intended to provide guidance to the Roundtable over the next three years. The Work
Program, intended to be used in tandem with the Strategic Plan, has an annual, action item focus, allowing
for adjustments and changes in the short term while uphelding-achieving the long-term goals of the Strategic
Plan.

Because of the long-term nature of the Strategic Plan and the dynamic nature of the environment in which
Roundtable communities are situated, there may be need to amend the Strategic Plan before completion of
the three-year period of applicability. In this event, {Fhe Roundtable will convene a Strategic Plan
Subcommittee to discuss any changes that may be needed to the Strategic Plan, and to identify and develop

Commented [A42]: Suggested edits from Anita Enander:

Desired Results: Roundtable will be recognized as the
primary focus for community input and information on
issues of airport noise and environmental impacts. Its
recommendations and results will be based on sound data

and well-reasoned decisionmaking from informed
members.
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Desired Results: An-everalTo champion and validate
changes that reduce tien-in objectionable aircraft noise and
environmental issues— impacts on

Reundtable member communities and the region as a whole.
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proposed changes to be recommended for full consideration by the entire Roundtable. In the event the
fulmajority of Roundtable voting members agrees with the recommended changes, the Strategic Plan shall
be amended as appropriate.

Notwithstanding changes made to the Strategic Plan during its three-year period of applicability, the
Roundtable will update the plan once every three years. To allow enough time for a thorough update, a
Strategic Plan Subcommittee will be appointed one year in advance of the expiration of the Strategic Plan
to conduct the necessary work to complete the update.
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Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable

Introduction

The mission of the Sanfaruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable (Roundtable) is to
provide a forum for addressing community noise and environmental issues, and to make recommendations
to the regional commercial service airports (SFO, SJC, and OAK) and the FAAcaftaelated noise

and environmental issuefsif Mission Statementlink).

The Work Progranis intended toprovide and track the action items the Roundtable has identified as
necessary to meet the goals of the Strategic Btaatggic Plan link] andfulfill its overall mission.The

Strategic Plan provides the lotgrm 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 anddlfill its overall mission. Each action listed in the Work Program identifies a specific ésglie

the areas primarily affectedescribes the impaalefines the desired outcome, lists key actions that have
already been conductédr have yet to be compés) by the Roundtable to achieve that desired outcome,

and indicates the roles and responsibilities of those who will take the actions listed. Priorities will be
assigned prior to adoption of the plan but rhayupdated as needed.

The organization of this program matches the four goals of the Strategic Plan; this may be updated as
needed if changes are made to the Strategic FPlasn.Work Program actionsill be reviewed by the
Roundtable aleast once annuallpr progress, adjusent, and/or deletion from the Work Program

For convenience, relevant activities of FAA staff, Roundtable staff, and the Roundtable member that were
FRPSOHWHG EHWZHHQ )HEUXDU\ DQG -XO0\ DUH VKRZQ LQ Wk

Roundtable Actions

A. Administrative Actions
1. Addresses Strategic Goal Number 1

A-1.1 Tracking Select Committee and Ad Hoc Committee Recommendations

Impact Description: 7TKH 5RXQGWDEOH QHHGY WR WUDFN WKH )$$TV SURJ
recommendations made by tBelect Committee and the Ad Hoc Committee, which may also include
responding to FAA updates on changes that may have negative smpastmber communitiesr

assessing positive outcomes.

In addition, Roundtable members are interested in receiving funltattes on recommendations:

f That have ben referred to the SFORT which might have impact on the SCSC region;
f Thatare still having effects on the SCSC region (i.e. BDEGA, East and \West);
f Thatwere deemed infeasible at the time of the submittal c2@i€ Report.

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Desired Outcomes:
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f The Roundtable and informed communitiji understand at a glance the status of all
recommendations from both reports and the subsequent fopaactions by the FAA and
Roundtable

f Critical items are flagged in a timely fashion so the Roundtable can follow up to effectively
influence changes or potential changes to be implemented by FAA.

f Changes are assessed after implementation for impact.
Roles and ResponsibilitiesRoundtableconsultingstaff and Roundtable membeRAA staff.

Goal Addressed:Strategic Goal #1

Actions Taken:

f May 22, 2019 A request has been made to the Roundtable Consultant, ESA, to develop a
statustracking matrix.

f June 26, 2019FAA representatives Ms. Faviola Gareiad 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 2019 and there Mié additional responses provided in the
summer of 2019 with an overview regarding SRFR and BSR procedures.

f Inearly June of 2019, Roundtable Consultant, ESA, began development of dratking
matrix.

Status: Active

Priority: TBD

2. Addresses Strategic Goal Number 2

A-2.1 Ensure that Airport Staffs (SFO and SJC) and Congressional Representatives
Actively participate in Roundtable meetings and relevant Subcommittee
meetings

Impact Description: Because airport operations and FAA rules and regulationshveiné
approved by Congress, impa&bundtable member communitidésis critical for Airport Staff
(SFO andsJQ, and staffs of Congressional Representatisegtend Roundtable meetingsd
relevant Subcommittee meetings,be involved in discussiomegarding possible solutions to
aircraft noise and environmental issues.

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Desired Qutcomes:Staffs from SFO, SJC, and offices of Congressional Representatives
participate in the development of recommendatams solutions

Roles and ResponsibilitiesAirport Staff; Roundtabl€hair andConsuling Staff;
Subcommittee TBD

Goal Addressed:Strategic Goal 2
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Actions:

f June 2019+ChairpersorBernaldreached out to SJC staff regarding participating in the
Roundtable meetings. SJC Staff indicated that they would not be attending the Roundtable
meetings at the direction of tisan Jos€ity Council.

Determine next steps to engage SJC.

Request participation of CongressioRapresentativetaff in activities related to legislation
and policy changes.

Status: Active
Priority: TBD
A-2.2 Website Maintenance

Impact Description: Maintain the Roundtable website and update with new informasgon
required for the public.

Maintain existing Website
Include historical information as required

Upload agendas, agenda packets, and subcommittee meeting information

~N ~h ~h —n

Maintain and continue to populate informational section containing links to additional
repurces

Maintain list of FAQs

Maintain a dedicated resource page for FAA Initiative documents and progress/status reports
Maintain and continue to update News Reports

Maintain and update Contact link

~ ~ ~h ~h —n

Maintain Noise Complaint Link

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Desired Outcomes:

f The general public will have opportunity to address the Roundtable on matters related to
noise and environmental impacts within the purview of the Roundtable.

f The general public will have ready access to the agendas, g¢aisipns, and other actions
of the Roundtable.

Roles and ResponsibilitiesRoundtableconsultant staff (ESA)

Goal Addressed:Strategic Goal 2
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Actions:

f Website https://scscroundtable.org provides notices, agendas, staff reports, and minutes for
meetings. It is a rich repository of resources including reports of the Ad Hoc and Select
Committees and FAA responses to them, as well as presentations maetrsgsnEAQS,
hotlinks for filing noise complaints, and much more.

f Communications from the public are channeled to scscroundtable@gmail.com for onward
distribution to staff for reply and/or to committee members

Status: Ongoing

Priority: TBD

3. Addresses Str ategic Goal Number 3

A-3.1 Legislative Subcommittee

Impact Description: The Roundtablevantsto establish a subcommittézinfluence proposed

legislative and policy actions. The subcommittee aglivelyreview, monitor, and advocater

proposed legislation and policy actions (including new rule making and FAA reauthorization bill)

to reduce aircraft impacts on our communitiise focus of the subcommittee will be to address

QRLVH LPSDFWV DQG HQYLURQPHQWeRe@pimshvof eriwval th@ HUDWHG E!
departure procedures for regional commercial service airgdrsubcommitteawill inform the

Roundtable, review, advise, and advocate for new actions, and establish effective community
engagement that affects FAA plans andaandi

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Desired Outcomes:

Roundtable forms Legislation/Policy Subcommittee to advise Roundtable.

Legislation/Policy Subcommittee works with Procedure Development Process Subcommittee
to propose legislation and policy changes$he Roundtable for further advocacy.

f Roundtable can advocate for new legislation and policies that reduce impacts on member
communities.

f Roundtable establishes and leverages relationships with other Roundtable/Noise Forums
(within California and natiorlly) to maximize effectiveness of advocacy.

f The Roundtable actively pursues legislative and policy actions, working with Congressional
Representatives Staff, to reduce impacts on our communities.

f The Roundtable establishes and leverages relationshipStaithand National
Roundtable/Nois&orums to maximize effectiveness.

f Congressional Members pass legislation and influence policy changes that benefit member
communities.

f This Subcommittee works with the Procedure Development Process Subcommittee to
propog legislative and policy changes for timely and proactive community engagement on
proceduralevelopment and changes.
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f This Subcommittee works with Procedure Development and Mitigation Subcommittee to
proposdegislative and policy changes to reduce the treg@mpacts of aircraft on our
communities (e.galternative metrics, definition of significant impact, etc.)

Roles and ResponsibilitiesRoundtable subcommittee membersuRdtableconsultan{ESA);
Congressionadtaff.

Goal Addressed:Strategic Goal #

Actions:

f Organize and hold Subcommittee meetings to review and prepare Roundtable comments on
legislation and policies that have the potential to positively or negatively affect member
communities.

f Develop working relationships with Congressional stajfdistricts represented by the
Roundtable to propose/influence legislation.

Status; Active

Priority: TBD

4. Addresses Strategic Goal Number 4

A-4.1 Collaborat e with other Community Roundtables and Forums to leverage
resources and maximize effectiveness

Impact Description: It would be beneficial for the Roundtalbtecollaborate with other entities

and in particular th&FO Airport Community Roundtable, and the Oakland International Airport

Noise Forum ant¢b work in a collaborative manner so as to bewéflURP HDFK RWKHUTTV DF
the greatest extent possible and to avoid taking actions that would shift noise from one
5RXQGWDEOH RU 1RLVH )RUXPYV MXULVGLFWLRQ WR DQRWKHL

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Desired Outcomes:

f Effective collaborationincluding the leverage of resources, exists across the three local
entities to reduce aircrafelated impacts through coordination of efforts and change requests
on identified areas such as procedures, processes, policies, and legislation.

f Collaborate whee beneficial with other Community Roundtables and Forums to leverage
resources to advocate for new legislation, policies, and processes.

Roles and ResponsibilitiesRoundtable Chaif-AA staff, Selected Roundtab&ubcommittee
membergTBD) for liaison purposesand Noise Forum Members

Goal Addressed:Strategic Goal #

Actions:
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f June 2019tChairperson Bernald sent lettéosthe SFO Airport Community Roundtable and
OAK Noise Forum seeking to establistilaborative relationshg

f Date TBD ldentify collaboration areas of mutual interest and how to pursue as appropriate,
first with local entities and subsequently with other entities.

Status: Active

Priority: TBD

A-4.2 Procedure Development & Mitigation Subcommittee

Impact Description: The Roundtable wants &stablisha subcommittee that can more

WKRURXJKO\ UHYLHZ WHFKQLFDO DVSHFWV RI WKH )$$TV SDVW
commercial service airports (SFQJC, and OAK) that may resuitpositive or negative impacts

on membecommunities. The Roundtable will propose alternative solutions utilizing
&RQVXOWDQWYIV H[SHUWLVH DQG SURPSWO\ UHYLHZ DQG UHV
time critical, including but not limited to, items listed in FAA updates with anticipated

implementation dates and changes posted on the IFP Gateway.

Areas Primarily Affected: Northern California Metroplex and Global

Desired Outcomes:

f Subcommittee can promptly review and respond to changes or announcements that are time
critical, including buinot limited to items listed in FAA updates with anticipated
implementation dates and changes posted on the IFP Gateway.

f Subcommittee can use staff expertise and relevant data to analyze proposed changes,
determine baseline, and assess-poptementatiorresults.

f Other Roundtable or Noise Forum members may be invited to participate on topics relevant
to their community.

Roundtable can take timely folleup actions.

Quieter procedures and vectoring are implemented to reduce aircraft concentration and noisy
maneuvers at low altitudes over member communities so residents will experience the same
or less impact than pidextGen.

Roles and ResponsibilitiesRoundtableconsultantstaff (ESA); Roundtable subcommittee
members; Airport staff (topic specific SFO/3M2K); and other Roundtable/Forum members
(topic specific).

Goal Addressed:Strategic Goal #

Actions:

f Establish Subcommittee and set meeting schedule/protocol

f Work with staff to identify and develop possible new solutions to propose to FAA re: SJC
SouthFlow, Nighttime operations, etc.
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f Identify relevant data (sd2-2.1 and B32.5) to understand past and current impact for each
issue.

Conduct postmplementation analysis using actual noise level data.

Identify new technologies that could reduce advergmats of procedures and vectoring
over member communities.

Status: Active
Priority: TBD

B. Aircraft Operations
1. Addresses Strategic Goal Number 1
B-1.1 PIRAT TWO Development

Impact Description: SeveralRoundtable ramber communities have concerns about thenpiate
effects of the implementation of tRéRAT TWO STAR

Areas Primarily Affected: Portola Valley, Los Altos, Los Altos Hills, Palo Alto, Menlo Park,
East Palo Alto

Desired Qutcomes:
f FAA has addressed impact related questions asked by the Roundtstdg @8, 2019.

f The ptential impacts of PIRAT TWO versus previous Oceanic Arrivalsabeidentified
by Fall2019.If applicable,any negative impacts are identified and mitigated within 12
months

Improvements to PIRAT TWO provide relief to communitieeluding at night.

Any legislative and policy issues are shared with respective Roundtable subcommittees for
follow-up action.

Roles and ResponsibilitiesRoundtableProcedure Review and Mitigation Subcommittee
membersRoundtable Consulta@taff (ESA); Airport Staff (SFO)Bert GanoungFAA staff

Goal Addressed:Strategic Goal #

Actions:
f April 10, 2019 A request wasnade to receive a briefing from the FAA on the development
of the PIRAT TWO STAR.

f April 24, 2019 £The Roundtable Consultant, ES#gve gprocedure overvieygresentation
that identified the differences between the existing PIRAT ONE STAR and the proposed
PIRAT TWO STAR.

May 13, 2019+Submited PIRAT questions, then review and discuss responses from FAA

May 22, 2019+FAA representare Ms. Thann McLeod provided an overview of the
PIRATE TWO STAR. Ms. McLeod clarified that as of late April this new procedure had
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been published, however, in ridiay the FAA had to lower the altitude at the PIRAT
waypoint from 15,000 feet above mean @l (msl) to 10,000 feet msl due to conflicts

with departing aircraft climbing through 15,000 feet. Ms. McLeod noted that the FAA had
not made a formal decision on how to rectify the conflicts on PIRAT TWO STAR, and that
the FAA had no further updates fine Roundtable at this time.

f May 24, 2019+) $ $ Ms. Raquel Girvinprovided @rtial response tRoundtablejuestions
with notice that procedure was not being used due to unexpected conflicts with departing
flights.

f Request formal PIRAT TWO impact ansly from ARGGG to final approach using
modeling and actual noise measurements

f UseRoundtable consultiny W D I(Ig[$A/téchnical expertise to identify, discuss, and pursue
potential mitigation options if PIRAT has negative impact on member communities

Status: Active
Priority: TBD
B-1.2 Big Sur Overlay to Replace SERFR STAR

Impact Description: The Roundtable is interested in trackiegiewing, and providing input on
the implementation of thBouth Bay Arrivals Committee Replace th66ERFR STARwith the
Big Sur overlay.

Areas Primarily Affected: Santa Cruounty, Santa Clara County, Monterey Courfprtola
Valley, Woodside, Pacifica, Monterey, Carmel Valley, Santa Cruz, Capitola, Soquel, Aptos,
Summit, Los Gatos, Saratoga, Palo AEast PaldAlto, Los Altos, Menlo ParkandLos Altos
Hills.

Desired Outcomes:

f Roundtable is able to review and influence the BSR Overlay procedure during development,
testing and simulating, testing, and implementation phases.

f Impact to cities under the proposedfSBverlay is understood is understood by FAA and the
affected communities before it is posted on the Rethdio plan in the IFP Gateway i
particular, noise impacts of piextGen Big and Sur and the Big Sur Overlay are compared
(Select Committeeecommendation 1.2R3).

f Big Sur Overlay impact on communities is reduced to the maximum extent possible,
including at night through use of new technologies or other noise abatement strategies. In
particular, GBAS approaches are considered as part of theuBi@verlay design given
6)2TV LQYHVWPHQW LQ D *%$6 ODQGLQJ VI\IVWHP DQG WKH S|
GBAS approaches.

Roles and ResponsibilitiesFAA staff; Procedure Review and Mitigation Subcommittee;
Roundtableconsulting staff (ESA)Airport gaff (SFO and SJZBert Ganoung

Goal Addressed:Strategic Goal #
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Actions:

f May 2019 +Request for briefing fromhe FAA has beemade. The request is for the FA&
reporton thestatus of thelevelopment of th8ig Sur OverlayFAA presentatiomprovide in
June 2019, reporting that the development of Big Sur Overlay procedure is in the early stages,
which could take 124 months.

f Discussion of SERFR FOUR IFP Gateway posting is scheduled for August 2019 Roundtable,
so information and further discsien at September meeting.

f ORQLWRU ,)3 *DWHZD\ IRU %LJ 6XU 2YHUOD\ 6(5)5 7+5(( XSGL
with ascheduled publication date of 12/5/2019) and, if appropriate, investigate further and
promptly toproposed changes to allow the Roundtablefloénce changes in a timely
manner.

f Request to FAA the modeling of the Big Sur Overlay impact over communities from the
Monterey Bay all the way to SFO and determine next steps.

f Review SFO new GBAS landing system materials to understand the potentfgshEne
GBAS approaches for the Big Sur Overlay procedure and determine next steps.

Status; Active
Priority: TBD
B-1.3 SJC South Flow

Impact Description: The Roundtable is interested in tracking, reviewing, and providing input on
FAA past or future actionar inactions related to the South Flow conditions at SJC.

Areas Primarily Affected: San Jose, Sunnyvale, Mountain View, Palo Alto, and East Palo Alto
(list to be confirmed)

Desired Outcomes:

f Identify, review, and pursue solutions that reduce the SJC Stmwhimpact on affected
communities.

f Evaluate the impact of proposed changes through FAA modeling before finalizing the
5RXQGWDEOHYV SRVLWLRQ RQ WKH FKDQJHV

f Review and influence recommended changes during the development, testing and simulation,
testing,and implementation phases.

f Address any unintended negative impacts and mitigate them within the next 12 months.

Roles and ResponsibilitiesRoundtableProcedure Review and Mitigation Subcommittee
Roundtable ensultantstaff (ESA) Airport staff (SFO an&JC)Bert GanoungFAA staff

Goal Addressed:Strategic Goal #

Actions:
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f February 27, 2012A request has been made to receive a briefing from the FAA on the
development of thprocedures serving SJC during South Flow conditions

f March 27, 2019+The Roundtable Consultant, ES§ave a presentation on the proposed
LOUPE FIVE departure. After the presentation, he presented a list of topics that may be
beneficial for the Roundtable to ask FAA

f March 27, 2019+tSomeRoundtable membeexpressedoncern thathe changes to the
LOUPE FIVE IDP would allow the airspace to be used for other reasons that were not
currently being discussed or would affect other flight patterns. FAA disclosed the available
information about LOUPE FIVE, and explained that more mfation will be released on
April 25, 2019 when the LOUPEIVE IDP will be published. The Roundtable compiled a
list of questions that they would like answered and subntitkeaito FAA.

f April 24, 2019- FAA representatives Ms. Price and Ms. Garcia gaveseptation on the
LOUPE FIVE Departure Procedure and answered the questions that the Roundtable had
previously submitted to the FAA. The FAA representatives referred the Roundtable to the
Instrument Flight Procedures (IFBateway website, whichisthe BV ZHEVLWH IRU
trackingprocedure development activity

f May 22, 2019+FAA representative Ms. McLeod provided an explanation of the LOUPE
FIVE Instrument Departure Procedure. Specifically, Ms. McLeod explained that there is not a
standard loop size fany one procedure, and that it depends on surrounding air traffic and
pilot/controller techniques. Ms. McLeod also stated that the width of the turn was considered
in the environmental evaluation for the procedure.

f June 26, 201%*FAA representative Ms. GdFLD SURYLGHG DQ RYHUYLHZ RI WK
procedure development process.

f Task the Procedure Review and Mitigation Subcommittee to review the FAA May 2019
response to understand the FAA positions, discuss next steps, and identify appropriate actions
for the Raundtable to take

f Obtain and review procedure and vectoring details as well as potential impact of changes
recommended by the Roundtable or proposed by the FAA.

Identify and diF XVV SRWHQWLDO VROXWLRQV XV.LQJ &RQVXOWDQW

Work closely vith FAA during the development, testing and simulation, and implementation
phases of all changes.

Status: Active
Priority: TBD
B-1.4 Nightt ime Procedures and Operations

Impact Description: Roundtable members want to provide affected member communities with
relief from aircraft noise during nighttime hours.

f ANA Japan Flight out of SJC at approximately 4 A.M.
f Others as identified
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Areas Primarily Affected: Roundtable communities under SFO Arrivals (SERFR3, BDEGA
west, PIRAT TWO) and under SFO and OAK depasduatenight over the Bay (called 050
departures for SFO). Nighttime SJC arrivald departures, yet to be defined.

Desired Qutcomes:

The Roundtable is able to:
f Identify, evaluate, and pursue solutions that reduce aircraft noise during nighttime hours.
f Collaborate with SFO Roundtable and OAK Noise Forum to address nighttime flight impacts.

Roles and ResponsibilitiesRoundtableéProcedure Review and Mitigation Subcommiftee
Roundtable ansultantstaff (ESA) Airport staff (SFO and SJC if possibl&AA staff.

Goal Addressed:Strategic Goal #

Actions:

The Procedure Review & Mitigation Subcommittei# work to:

f Understand current impact (noise maps) and nighttime flight patterns (volume, timing, tracks,
altitudes, etc.)

Identify and discuss potentitd ROXWLRQV XVLQJ VWDIIfV WHFKQLFDO HJ[S
Recommend specific steps to Roundtable for review and onward recommendations to FAA

Status; Active

Priority: TBD

2. Addresses Strategic Goal Number 2
B-2.1 Airports Growth and Expansion

Impact Description: Roundtable members want to understand growth in air traffic operations at
SFO, OAK, and SJC as well as any airport expansion plans.

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Desired Outcomes:

f Roundtable is able to advocate for its member communities througmtireriinental
Impact process for any specific expansions

f Roundtable can request that airports have mechanisms to manage growth that do not create
additional negative impacts on our community members.

Roles and ResponsibilitiesRoundtableconsultantstaff (ESA); Airport staff(SFO, SJC, and
OAK); and Roundtablenembers.

Goal Addressed:Strategic Goal #2
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Actions: None.

f Request that staff at the three airports notify Roundtable of all airport expansion plans and
identify timing and opportunities to commehtough the Environmental Impact process.

Submit comments in EIRs as appropriate and based on deadlines

Discuss with each airport potential mechanisms that could accommodate growth without
creating additional negative impacts on member communities.

Status; Active

Priority: TBD
3. Addresses Strategic Goal Number 3

There are a specific actions related this goalat this time Placeholder for future actions.

4. Addresses Strategic Goal Number 4

B-4.1 Procedure Development Process

Impact Description: The Roundtable wants to convene a subcommittee or working group that
can better understand where and how the Roundtable and member communities can engage in the
)$$V SURFHGXUH GHYHORSPHQW SURFHVV LQFOXGLQJ HQYLLU

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Desired Outcomes:

f A generalized work flow chart of the FAA Procedure Development Process that can be
referenced by other subcommittees and Roundtable members. Chart to indicate possible
inflection points for community and Roundtable review and input.

f Roundtable members and the public will understand how the environmental review process,
and any exceptions, operates and where there are specific opportunities for Roundtable and
community input.

f ThatRoundtablenembers araformed of all FAA changes (pcedures, vectoring, airspace,
etc.) before they are posted on the IFP Gateway.

f That the Roundtablprovide timely input to influence the FAA in the procedure development
process including the FAA Environmental Review Process.

f That the Procedure Developmeartd MitigationSubcommittee works with the Legislative
and Policy Subcommittee to propose legislative and policy changes for timely and proactive
community engagement on procedure development.

Roles and ResponsibilitiesSelectRoundtable membe(3BD), Roundtableconsultan{ESA);
FAA staff

Goal Addressed:Strategic Goal #
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Actions:

f 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 with regular updates of potential procedure changes.
OHPEHUV DOVR DVNHG OV *DUFLD WR SURYLGH D IXWXUH SL
development and decisionaking process. Ms. Garcia indicated that the FAA will give a
prHVHQWDWLRQ RQ WKH )$3$1V SUR FhrakiXdprbcesslat HIDtRRE PHQ W D C
Roundtable meeting.

f April 24, 2019 +There is a request that tReundtable Consultant, ES#entify priority
items from the IFP Gateway and establish a procestefding with these items.

f Develop work flow chart of FAA procedure Development Process that identifies inflection
points.

f Roundtable and community receive a briefing from the FAA on the environmental review
process in relation to the procedure developrpentess; criteria and process for exceptions
should be covered.

f Identify a simple mechanism for the FAA to provide timely communication of upcoming
changes affecting the commercial service airports before they are posted on the IFP Gateway.

f Organize Subcomittee meetings to

0 Better inderstand the FAA Procedure Development Pro¢assiminary information
received. June 26, 201%FAA representative Msarcia provided an overview of the
)$$TV SURFHGXUH GHYHORSPHQW SURFHVYV

o Identify how and when the Roundtalean provide input and influence the current
process

o Identify a simple mechanism for the FAA to provide timely communication of upcoming
changes before they are posted on the IFP Gateway

f Review findings witlithe Roundtabland recommend next stepsthe Roundtable.
Status: Active
Priority: TBD

C. Noise Monitoring and Reporting
1. Addresses Strategic Goal Number 1

There are a specific actions related this goalat this time Placeholder for future actions.

2. Addresses Strategic Goal Number 2

C-2.1 Noise Complaint Process

Impact Description: The Roundtable wants to ensure that tieése complaint processfor
SFO, SJC, and OAK are readily accessible to affected residents and complaint reports are
available for review
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Areas Primarily Affected: Globd

Desired Outcomes:

f Residents can report noisemplaintswithout having to identify the origin or destination
airports

f Complaint data from all airports are published on a regular basis.

Roles and ResponsibilitiesRoundtableconsultantstaff (ESA) Airport staff (SFO, SJICOAK)

Goal Addressed:Strategic Goal 2

Actions:

f Linksto SFO, SJC, and OAK noise complaint processes are publicized.
f Work with SJC and OAK to publish and provide access to complaint reports.

Status; Active
Priority: TBD
C-2.2 Baseline Noise Data

Impact Description: The Roundtable needs, at a minimum-NextGen and posdtlextGen
noise data and flight reports for purposes of comparing with existing conditions and conditions
following any future implementation of new/revised@edures/operations.

Areas Primarily Affected: Global[SFO, SJC, OAK]

Desired Outcomes:

f Roundtable will have an agreegon set of baseline data from which to evaluate FAA
proposals and determine the effects of any implemented changes.

f Roundtable willidentify any significant data gaps and propose action to fill the gaps.

Roles and ResponsibilitiesRoundtableconsultingstaff (ESA), Procedure Development and
Mitigation Subcommitteeirport staff (SFO and SJ)C

Goal Addressed:Strategic Goal 2

Actions:

f June 26, 201%A request has been made to the Roundtable Consultant, ESA, to identify
what would be necessary to establish a baseline noise scenario for purposes of comparison
with the existing noise environment.

f Identify what data are available to @&slish preNextGen data that can be compared to
current conditions, especially regarding flight path dispersion, altitude, speeds, volume, time
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distribution, concentration of flights over member communities, noise distribution, etc. Some
data are availabligom the Select and Ad Hoc Committee reports.

Identify data sources that characterize current conditions.
Identify any gaps and propose ways to fill them.
Use data when prioritizing Roundtable activities.

~ ~h ~n =

Use actual flight data to validate FAA proposaid @ostimplementation results.
Status: Active

Priority: TBD

3. Addresses Strategic Goal Number 3

There are a specific actions related this goalat this time Placeholder for future actions.

4. Addresses Strategic Goal Number 4

There are a specific actions related this goalat this time Placeholder for future actions.

D. Education - Noise and Aviation Information
1. Addresses Strategic Goal Number 1
D-1.1 )$$YV (QYLURQPHQWDO 5HYLHZ 3URFHVYV

Impact Description: TheRoundtable has a need to understand the environmental review process
thatthe FAA employs in the procedure development process.

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Desired Outcomes:

f Members are sufficiently knowledgealaleout the environmental review pess for flight
procedure development and aircraft noise anatgsientribute effectively to accomplishing
the Work Program and setting future strategies.

Roles and ResponsibilitiesFAA staff; Roundtable consultant staff (ESA); Select Roundtable
membergTBD).

Goal Addressed:Strategic Goal 2

Actions:
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f June 26, 201%A request has been made to receive a briefing from the FAA on the
environmental review process in relation to their procedure development process, specifically
for public engagement.

Status: Active

Priority: TBD

2. Addresses Strategic Goal Number 2
D-2.1 Monthly Flight Reports

Impact Description: The Roundtable is interested in viewing monthly reports of all flights that
occur at SJC during South Flow as well as flights that overfly the Santa Cruz mountains arriving
to SFO.In addition, the Roundtable is interested in obtainingNeEgtGen and ogoing flight

data from regional commercial airports (SFO, SJC, and OAK) that impact our member
communities.

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Desired Outcomes:

f The Roundtable obtains and understandsN&etGen and current flight information (e.g.
actual fight paths, altitudes, speeds, volume, time distribution, and concentration of flights
over our communities).

f The Roundtable uses the flight data to prioritize efforts as well as establish baseline noise
data.

f The Roundtable uses actual flight data todatk the assumptions made by the FAA in their
projected impact of a change on our communities as part of then@asim analysis.

Roles and ResponsibilitiesRoundtable consultant staff (ESA); Airport staff (SFO, SJC, OAK).

Goal Addressed:Strategic Goa#2

Actions:

Identify what data and format the Roundtable would like to see and review.
Discuss with airports how to produce and publish the data.

Agree with airports on a. reporting plan

~ ~h ~~

Provide access to flight data reports.

Status: Active

Priority: TBD
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3. Addresses Strategic Goal Number 3
D-3.1 Tracking Legislative/Regulatory Action

Impact Description: The Roundtable has a need to track local, state, and federal
legislative/regulatory actions relevant to aircraft operations at the regional commercial service
airports to allow the Roundtable to take a position on the proposed actions on behalf of our
conmmunities.

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Desired Outcomes:

f The Roundtable members are aware of and able to influence proposed adlietscat,
state or federdevel.

f Items are tracked effectively and reviewed by Legislation/Policy Subcommittee so
Roundtable and individual member communities can take timely action to advocate
for/against specific legislation or proposed policies.

Roles and ResponsibilitiesRoundtable ensultantstaff (ESA) Roundtable Legislative/Policy
Subcommittee member€pngressionastaff.

Goal Addressed:Strategic Goal &

Actions:

f July 24, 2019+A request has been made to the Roundtable Consultant, ESA, to develop a
legislative/regulatory statusacking sheet.

f Reviewand update thstatustracking sheeas needed.

Status: Active

Priority: TBD

4. Addresses Strategic Goal Number 4
D-4.1 Ongoing Roundtable Member Training Opportunities

Impact Description: The Roundtable has a need for ongaegearch, anttaining for
Roundtable members as new technologies andapgnoaches to addressing aircraft noise and
environmental issues are developed and as new members join the Roundtable.

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Desired OQutcomes:

f Members are sufficiently knowledgeable to contribute effectively to accomplishimydHe
Program and setting future strategies.

f The Roundtable will research and receive training on the following topics:
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IFP Gateway

Airport Capacity Act 1990 vs Air Capacity/Saturation
GBAS

NAC

New Technologies

New Approaches

Ongoing Noise 101

Time-BasedFlow Management

Ongoing SFO ATCT

Ongoing TRACON visit

O O O 0O 0O o o o o o

Roles and ResponsibilitiesRoundtableconsultantstaff (ESA); FAA staff; Airport staff (SFO,

and SJC).

Goal Addressed:Strategic Goal 2

Actions:

~ ~h ~~

March 27, 2019+Roundtable members have attended\moraft Noise 101 training.

March 27, 2019tRoundtable staff provided basic training on noise and the Mexrople
airspace operations.

Weekly tRoundtable staff routinely provides the Airport Noise Report to all members

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 member Bert Ganoung invited the
SCSC Roundtablto join the SFO Roundtable and Oakland Noise Forum on a trip to the
TRACON. Bert Ganoung is coordinating the TRACON visit.

April 2019 £SFO ATCT hosted the first tour for Roundtlphembers
Visit to TRACON being planned by Bert Ganoung.
Provide Aircraf Noise 101 training (annually)

Provide basic explanation of Northern California Metroplex airspace and general flight
procedures/operations (annually)

Offer visit to Northern California Terminal Radar Approach Control TRACON for those who
desire greaternderstanding of procedures for flight operations above 10,000 feet

Offer visit to SFO and/or SJC Air Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) as needed
Distribute news issues of Airport Noise Report (national) to members as released

Offer training as new technologiaad new approaches to addressing aircraft noise and
environmental issues are developed.

Status: Active
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1. Introduction

related-nois@nd-environmentassues. Commented [A2]: Sugyested edits from Lisa Matichak
and Mary-Lynne Bernald

The mission of the Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Ceanfiirport/Community Roundtable (Roundtable) is to
provide a forum for addressing community noise and environmental issues, and to make recommendations
to the regional commercial service airports (SFO, SJC, and OAK) and the FAA on -aé@lat&id noise

and environmental issueu{l Mission Statementlink). W‘

The Work Progranis intended toprovide and track the action items the Roundtable has identified as The mission of the Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties
necessary to meet the goals of the Strategic Bimatggic Plan- link] and fulfill its overall mssion.The Airport/Community Roundtable (Roundtable) is to provid

X . forum for addressing community noise and environment:
Strategic Plan provides the lotigrm goals of the Roundtable (updated every three years) and the Wort jcq es and to make recommendations to the regional

Program provides and tracks the action items the Roundtable has identified that are necessary to meet { commercial service airports (SFO, Sadd OAK) and the

goals and fuffill its overalmisson-as-stated-abovéach action listed in the Work Program identifies a I\F/I/t\s,iigrrl ‘g{;{:ﬁfgﬁl‘i ioliste 21016 tivleoiametniie| sttt
specific issuand the aresprimarily affected describes the impaadgefines the desired outcome, lists key | This Work Proaram provides and tracks the action items
actionsthat have already been conducfedardhave yet to be completptly the Roundtabléo achieye Roundtable has identified as necessary to meet the goal

n P T . : ., the Strategic PlarSrategic Pan - link] and fulfill its overall
that deS|red outcome, and |nd|cates the roles and responS|b|I|t|es of those who will take the actions list | i<5ion. Each action listed in this Work Program identifie

impletin specific issue, describes the impact, defines the desired

tcome, lists key actions to achieve that desired outcon
eaehaewnyPrlontleswnl be assigned prior to ado tion of the Ian but ma dated s needethang outcom =1 -

9 P P P Y e and indicates the roles and responsib#itof those who will
during-the-year. take the actions listed. Priorities will be assigned prior to

adoption of the plan but may change during the year.

Thetop-evel organization of this program matches the four goals of the Strategic Plan: this The toplevel organization of this program matches the fo

goals of the Strategic Plan; this may be changed if chang
updated as needéfichangesare made to the Strateqn: Plal'me Work Program actlonmll will may- are made to the Strategic Plan. The Work Program will b

reviewed by the Roundtablelagst once annua tat progregs, reviewed by the Roundtable at least once annually for

progress, adjustment, and/or addition/deletion.
adjustment, and/or deletion from the Work Program For convenience, relevant activities of FAA staff,

Roundtable staff, and the Roundtable membat were

For convenience, relevant aties of FAA staff, Roundtable staff, and the Roundtable member that were| completed between February 2019 and July 2019 are sh
FRPSOHWHG EHWZHHQ JHEUXDU\ DQG -X0\ DUH VKRzQ LLQ WKH6WDWXV_VHFWLRQ IRU Hp
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2. 1. Roundtable Actions
231 1.1 Administrative Actions

211 l.1.1Estab#sh—a—Collaborat eive-Relationship-betweenthe SCSC—
Reoundtable-and-the— with other Community Roundtables and

Forums to leverage resources and maximize effectiveness

SFOo

[Impact Description: Fhe-SCSC-Reundtable-membership-believes-thatauld be beneficial for the
SESCRoundtabldo collaborate with other entities and in particular 8O Airport Community
Roundtable, and the Oakland International Airpéotse Forum antb work in a collaborative manner so
DV WR EHQHILW IURP HDFK RWKHUfV DFWLRQV WR WKH JUHD
ZRXOG VKLIW QRLVH IURP RQH 5RXQ G WD E O HFRtbatERILMHSGRA) X P
: : e : : O Airport

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Desired Outcomes:

X_Effective collaboration, including the leverageresources, exists across the three local entities
to reduce aircraftelated impacts through coordination of efforts and change requests on
identified areas such as procedures, processes, policies, and legislation.

X_Collaborate where beneficial with otheo@munity Roundtables and Forums to leverage
resources to advocate for new legislation, policies, and processes.

Resources Needed: Various Staff; FAA; Selected Roundtable and Noise Forum

Members

Strategic Goal #2 [or (4)]

ActionsFaken:
X June 2019+Chairperson Bernald sent lettsenito the SFO Airport Community Roundtable and
OAK Noise Forum seeking to establish a collaborative relationship.

Identify collaboration areas of mutual interest and how to pursue as appropriate, first with local
entities and subsequently with other entities.

Status: Active

Priority: TBD

' Commented [A4]: The Actions should be grouped

according to which goal they support in the Strategic Pla

And the numbering should be redone to line up with the

goak in the Strategic Plan. The existing numbering sche
} eviSul ¢ ve X

Commented [A5]: - Siiggested editérom Anita Enander:

*** Provides suggested edits to call this heading Work
Program Elements****

Member Enander then provides four subheadings that
equate to thesame Goals mentioned in the Strategic Pla

Within each subheading are the details of the specific
roundtable actions.

Commented [A6]: Suggested edits from Lydia Kou: 5

Establish a Collaborat eive-Relationship-between—
the-SCSC-Reundtable-and-the— with other
Community Roundtables and Forums to leverage
resources and maximize effectiveness i

Commented [A7]: Suggested edits from Lydia Kou:

Impact Descriptionit would be beneficial for the
Roundtableto collatorate with other entities and in
particular theSFO Airport Community Roundtable, an[?

Commented [Ag]: Siiggested editsiom Anita Enander

Impact: It would be beneficial for the Roundtable to
collaborate with other entities, especially the SFO Airpor

. Community Roundtable and the Oakland Internationg

' Commented [A9]: Suggested edits from Lydia Kou:

*** To add a section for Desired Outcomes***

Desired Outcomes:

Commented [A10]: Sliggesied editsom Anita Enande

Roles and ResponsibilitiesRoundtable Chair, selected

Roundtable Members for liaison purposes TBD,
Subcommittee members TBD.

| IBD, Subcommittees TBD.

Commented [A11]: Suggested edits from Lydia Kou:

Roles and Responsibilities:
xChair, Selective Roundtable Members for Liaison Purp

Commented [A12]: Stiggested edit&iom Anita Enander

| Actions:
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 Airport Community Roundtable and

Commented [A13]: Suggested edits from Lydia Kou:

Actions Taken:
x xJune 2019+Chairperson to seneétterssentto the SFO
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212 1.1.2 SJC Staff Attendance

Impact Description: BecauseRl 6DQ -RVH  QWHUQDWLRQDO $LUSRUWTV 6-
communities, it would be beneficial f&JCstaff to attend Roundtable meetirigse involved in
discussionsegarding possible solutions to aircraft noise problems

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Desired Outcomes: Staffs from SFO, SJC, and offices of Congressional Represepaativipste in tHe
development of recommendations.

Resources Needed: SJC Staff; Roundtable Consultant

Strategic Goal #2

Actions Taken:

x June 2019+SCSC Roundtable Chairperson reached out to SJC staff regarding participating in the
SCSC Roundthle meetings. SJC Staff indicated that they would not be attending the SCSC
Roundtable meetings at the direction of the City Council.

Status: Active
Priority: TBD

1.1.3 Website Maintenance

Impact Description: Maintain the Roundtable website and update with new information
as required for the public.

¥, Maintain existing Website

% Include historical information as required

% Upload agendas, agenda packets, and subcommittee meeting information

% Maintain and continue to populate informational section containing links to
additional resources

%, Maintain list of FAQs

¥ Maintain a dedicated resource page for FAA Initiative documents and
progress/status reports

¥, Maintain and continue to update News Reports

¥ Maintain and update Contact link

¥4 Maintain Noise Complaint Link

Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable 3 ESA /181353
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Commented [A14]: Suggested edits fronydia Kou:

Ensure that Airport Staffs (SFO and SJC) and
Congressional Representatives Actively participate
in Roun dtable meetings and relevant
Subcommittee meetings

Commented [A15]: Stiggested editéom Anita Enander:

Ensure that Airport Staffs (SFO and SJC) and
Congressional Representatives Actively participate
in Roun dtable meetings and relevant
Subcommittee meetings

Commented [AL6]: Stiggested edit§iom Anita Enander

Becausairport operations and FAA rideand regulations,
which are approved by Congress, impact Roundtable
member communities, i$ critical for SFO and SJC staffs
and staffs of Congressional Representatives attend
Roundtable meetings and relevant Subcommittee meetir
be involved in discussions regarding possible solutions t
aircraft noise and environmehtasues.

Commented [A17]: Suggested edits from Lydia Kou:

Because airport operations and FAA rules and
requlations, which are approved by

Congress, R+6BQ—RVH - QWHUQDBWLERQ
impact er-Roundtable member communities, it weuld

be-beneficial is critical for SFO and SJC Sstaff as we

Commented [A18]: Stiggsted editsffom Anita Enander:

Desired Outcomes: Staffs from SFO, SJC, and offices ot
Congressional Representatives participate in the
development of recommendations

Commented [A19]: Suggested edits from Lydia Kou:

Desired Outcomes: Staff from SFO, SJC, and Congggssi
Representatives Offices participate actively in the
development of solutions.

Commented [A20]: Suggested edits from Lydia Kou:

Roles and Responsibilities:
- Chair, Subcommittees TBD.

Commented [A21]: Stiggested editom Anita Enander:

Roles and ResponsibilitiesRoundtable Chair,
Subcommittees TBD

Commented [A22]: Stiggested editéom Anita Enander:

Actions:
fChairperson reach out to SJC staff and determine ne
steps to engage SJC.

Commented [A23]: Suggested edits from Lydia Kou:
Actions Taken:

xJune 2019+SCSC Roundtabl€hairpersorio reach out
to SJCStaff.
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Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Resources Needed: Roundtable Staff/Consultant

Strategic Goal #2

Actions Taken:

Status: Ongoing
Priority:

1.1.4 Airport Updates

Item Description: Continue receiving updates from the Airport Director or other staff at
the Airport on significant airport happenings, traffic levels, operations, and other data
from the preceding months.

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Resources: Roundtable Consultant; SFO Staff Bert GaneugGanoung

Strategic Goal #2

Actions Taken:

Status:

Priority:

1.1.5 Send Roundtable Member(s) to Technical Conference

Item Description: Maintain knowledge base of Roundtable and its members by sending
members to technical conferences or other roundtables/noise forums when possible.

Areas Primarily Affected:

Resources:

Strategic Goal #2

Actions Taken:

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

1.1.6 Communication and Education Strategies for Accessibility

Item Description: Continue subscription to Airport Noise Report

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Resources:RoundtableResources: Roundtable Consultant Staff

Strategic Goal #2
Actions Taken: Subscribed to the ANR

Status: Ongoing

Priority:

22 1.2 Aircraft Operations
2:2-1-1.2.1 PIRAT TWO Development

Impact Description: SeveralSCSC Roundtable Member communities have concerns about the potential

effects of the implementation of tRéRAT TWO STAR.

NOTE: While the FAA asserts that PIRATE TWO STAR is in response to Select Committee
recommendations, the Roundtabteongly disagrees.

Areas Primarily Affected: Palo Altg Los Altos Hills

Resources Needed: ESA Staff; Bert GanougGanoung; FAA

Strategic Goal #1

Actions Taken:
x Date?A requestias-beewasmade to receive a briefing from the FAA on the developmetiteof
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.

Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable 5 ESA /181353
Draft Work Program July 2019
Preliminary ~ Subject to Revision

Commented [A24]: SUiggested edit&iom Anita Enander:
SeveraRoundtable member communities have concerns
about the potential effects of the implementation of the
PIRAT TWO STAR.

NOTE: While the FAA asserts that PIRATE TWO STAR
in response to Select Committee recommendations, the
Roundtable strongly disagrees.

Commented [A25): Sliggesied editsiom Anita Enander:
Areas Primarily Affected: Portola Valley, Los Altos, Los
Altos Hills, Palo Alto, Menlo Park, East Palo Alto

Commented [A26]: Suggested edits from Lydia Kou:

Areas Primarily Affected: Portola Valley, Los Altos, Los
Altos Hills, Palo Alto, Menlo Park, East Palo Alto

Commented [A27]: This should say who the consultant
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X May 22, 2019 FAA representative Ms. Thann McLeod provided an overview of the PERRAWO _ :
STAR. Ms. McLeod clarified that as of late April this new procedure had been published, however, i Commented [A28]: Suggested editéiom Anita Enander:
mid-May the FAA had to lower the altitude at the PIRAT waypoint from 15,000 feet above mean Seé pesired Outcomes:

level (msl) to 10,000 feet msl due to conflicts wdiparting aircraft climbing through 15,000 feet.
Ms. McLeod noted that the FAA had not made a formal decision on how to rectify the conflicts on

PIRAT TWO STAR, and that the FAA had no further updates for the Roundtable at this time.

Status: Active

Priority: TBD

2221.2.2 Big Sur Overlay to Replace SERFR STAR

Impact Description: The SCSC Roundtable is interested in tracking the implementation &t

Bay Arrivals Committee t®Replace th66ERFRSTAR with the Big Sur overlay.

Areas Primarily Affected: Santa Cruounty Santa Clara County, Monterey CounBprtolaValley,

Woodside, Pacifica, Monterey, Carmel Valley, Santa Cruz, Capitola, Soquel, Aptos, Summit, Los Gatos
Saratoga, Palo Altdzast Palo Altol os Altos, Menlo ParkandLos Altos Hills.

Resources Needed:FAANeeded: FAA; Roundtable Consultant; SFO Staff (Bert

GaneugGanoung)

Strategic Goal #1

Actions Taken:

X May 2019- The FAA has been asked to provalériefing from the on thstatus of thelevelopment

of theBig SurOverlay,

x June 2019+The FAA reported that the development of the Big Sur Overlay is in the early stages of

developing the procedure, which could take between approximately 18 and 24 months.

Status: Active

Priority: TBD

223 1.2.3SJC South Flow Pro cedures Development
Impact Description: The SCSC Roundtable is interested in track)i#$ fiMplementation of

proceduresluring South Flow conditionst SIC

Areas Primarily Affected: Mountain View,Palo Alto,San JoseSunnyval®ale-Alte

Resources: Roundtable Consultant; SJC Staff; FAA

Strategic Goal: #1

Actions Taken:

Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable
Draft Work Program
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May 13, 2019 FAA addressed impact related questiol
asked by the Roundtable

fPotential impacts of PIRAT TWO versus previous
Oceanic Arrivals are identified by Fall 2019; any negat
impacts are identified and mitigated within 12 months

fmprovements to PIRAT TWO provide relief to
communities, including at night.

Any legislative ad policy issues are shared with
respective Roundtable subcommittees for folapv
action.

Roles and ResponsibilitiesProcedure Review and
Mitigation Subcommittee, SFO staff and Roundtable staf
Actions:

Submit PIRAT questions, then review and discuss

regponses from FAA

Commented [A29]: Suggested edits from Lydia Kou:

Desired Outcomes:

XFAA has addressed impact related questions asked by
Roundtable on May 13, 2019.

XThe potential impacts of PIRAT TWO versus previous
Oceanic Arrivals are identified by the fall of

2019. If applicable, any negative impacts are mitigated
within the next 12 months.

Commented [A30]: Suggested edits from Anita Enande
&
Suggested edits &m Lydia Kou:

The Roundtable is interested in trackingviewing, and
providing input orthe implementation of the
recommendation from the Ad Hoc Committee to replace
SERFR STAR with the Big Sur Overlay.

Commented [A31]: Suggested edits from Anita Enande

Desired Outcomes:

Roundtable is able to review and influence the BSR
Overlay procedure during development, testing and
simulating, testing, and implementation phases.

fmpact to cities under the proposed SBR Overlay is
understood is understood by FAA and the affdct
communities before it is posted on the Production @

Commented [A32]: Suggested edits from Lydia Kou:

Desired Outcomes:

XThe Roundtable is able to review and influence the BSI
Overlay procedure during the

development, testing and simulation, testing, and
implementation phases.

XThe impact to cities under the proposed BSR Overlay i
understood before it is posted on

Commented [A33]: Suggeted edits from Anita Enander

SJC South Flow Mitigation Precedures—
Development-
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X A request has been made to receive a briefing from the FAA on the developmenpuictaures Commented [A34]: This should say who the consultant

serving SJC during South Flow conditions Commented [A35]: Suggested edits from Anita Enande

X March 27, 2019+The Consultangave apresentation on the proposed LOUPE FIVE departure. After = Impact: The Roundtable is interested in tracking, reviewi
i f A fref and providing input on FAA past or future actions or
the presentation, he presented a list of topics that may be beneficial for the Roundtable to.ask FAA gt el Ay
Areas Primarily Affected: San Jose, Sunnyvale, Mountail
x March 27, 2019+SomeRoundtable membeexpressedoncern that the changes to the LOUPE FIVE | View, Palo Alto, and East Palo Altdgt to be confirmed)

IDP would allow the airspace to be used for other reasons that were not currently being discusseg Desired Outcomes: )
fdentify, review, and pursue solutions that reduce the

would affect other flight patterns. FAA disclosed the available information about LOUPE FIVE, anc  soyth Flow impact on affected communities.

explained that more information will be released on April 219 when the LOUPEIVE IDP will Evaluate the impact of proposed changes through FA
be published. The Roundtable compiled a list of questions that they would like answered and submit t';eRcﬁm';eos L@ BRIRUE 1EQROLILGY W
themto FAA. Review and influence recommended changes during

_developmen_t, testing and simulation, testing, and
x April 24, 2019- FAA representatives Ms. Price and Ms. Garcia gave a presentation on the LOUP, ~ mplementation phases. o .
. : . Address any unintended negative impacts and mitiga
FIVE Depature Procedure and answered the questions that the Roundtable had previously submit  them within the next 12 months.
to the FAA. The FAA representatives referred the Roundtable todtrament Flight Procedures (IFP) '\RA?!eS i_i“dgebsponsil_)ilitiesl’ﬂzfcesd;cr)e R\geélngﬂd .
*DWHZD\ ZHEVLWH ZKLFK LV WK ptojdfiflevalopEant abthiit RU WU DF ool Subcommitee, stafl, SFO and SJC sa
frask the Procedure Review and Mitigation

X May 22, 2019 +FAA representativeMs. McLeod provided an explanation of the LOUPE FIVE Sugcommgtehe tg;‘i"ie""_the FA:\ May 2019 response
o . . understand the positions, discuss next steps, anc
Iqstrument Departure Procedure. Specmcally, Ms. Mcl__eod‘expla_lned tha_lt there is not a sta_ndard lo identity appropriate actions for the Raltable to take[ )
size for any one procedure, and that it depasmdsurrounding air traffic and pilot/controller techniques.
Ms. McLeod also stated that the width of the turn was considered in the environmental evaluation f

the procedure. Impact Description: The SCSC Roundtable is interested
tracking, reviewing, and providing input on

x June 26, 2019%FAA representative V. *DUFLD SURYLGHG D Qs RoceHduréLHZ R & % 8 }E (USpE&E S]}v-U }E Jv 8
implementation of procedures during South

Commented [A36]: Suggeted edits from Lydia Kou:

development process Flow conditions at SJC.
Areas Primarily Affected: San Jose, Sunnyvale, Mountai
Status: Active View, Palo Alto, and East Palo AHist to be
confirmed
Priority: TBD Desired Outcomes: @

Commented [A37]: Suggested edits from Lydia Kou:
224.1.2.4 Nighttime Procedures -
— Impact Description: The SCSC Roundtable members co

Impact Description: The SCSC Roundtable members concur thatetfie a need forefief from aircraft that there is a need forwant to provide
noise duringnighttimehours relief from aircraft noise during nighttime hours to affecte

member communities.
Areas Primarily Affected: mainly monunities under SFO

¥ ANA Japan Flight out 08JC at approximately 4 A.M. Arrivals (SERFR3, BDEGst, PIRAT
TWO) and under SFO and OAK departures at night over
3, Others as identified B_ay (called QSO departures for SFO). Night
time SJC arrivals and departures: areas TBD.
Areas Primarily Affected: Global Commented [A38]: Suggested editfrom Anita Enander:
. . . . Impact: Roundtable members want toopide affected
Resources: Roundtable Consultant; FAA: SFO Staff member commuties with relief from aircraft noise during
nighttime hours.
Strateqic Goal # 1 Areas Primarily Affected: Roundtable communities unde

SFO Arrivals (SERFR3, BDEGAvest, PIRAT WO) and

. under SFO and OAK depares anight over the Bay (calle
Actions Taken: None. 050 departures for S§ONighttime SJC arrivals ah
departuresyet to be definedare included in 2.2 belaw
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T Commentea [Ac9): SiggeSiEd oM AIA ERaRGe:
L Desired Outcomes:
Priority: TBD fdentify, evaluate, and pursue solutions that reduce
aircraftnoise dl._lring nighttime hours. ]
2.251.2.5 Procedure Development & Mitigation Subcommittee jeelictaiEic vlin SRO Aeuisle eIl CR LNk

Forum to address nighttime flight impacts.

Impact Description: The SCSC Roundtable may see the ne@hwene a subcommittee for purposes of | Roles and ResponsibilitiesProcedure Review and

i Mitigation Subcommittee, staff, SFO staff, and SJC staff
UHYLHZLQJ WKH )$$TV GHYHORSPHQW RI DUULY k&@nrezial GHSDU possible)
serviceairports, Actions:
fUndestand current impact (noise maps) and nighttime
flight patterns (volume, timing, tracks, altitudes, etc@

7N

Areas Primarily Affected: Global
Commented [A40]: Suggested edits from Lydia Kou:

Resources: Roundtable Consultant

Desired Outcomes:
The Roundtable is able to:

Strategic Goal # 4 - identify, evaluate, and pursue solutions that reduce
aircraft noise during nighttime hours.

Actions Taken: None -collaborate with SFO Roundtable and OAK Noise For
to address mghttime flight impacts.

Status: Active L]

Commented [A41]: Suggested edits from Lydia Kou:

RISHYANIED) Procedure Development & Mitigation Subcommittee

226 1.2.6 Leqgislative _Subcommittee Impact Description: ThHéGS®oundtable wantsaay-see
. . the-needto convene a subcommittee to:

Impact Description: The SCSC Roundtable may see the neemitwene a subcommitidor purposes of Jforpurposesof E A] AJvP §Z & [uute «%

activelyreviewing monitoring, and advocating féegislative actions pertaining to noise impacts and actionsdevelopment-of-arrival-and-departmrocedures

environmental issues generated by J%&$ 1V GHYHORSPHOQW RI DUULY®IO DQG G| intothe regional commercial service airports (SFO |

regional commerciaservice airports. Commented [A42]: SliggestedleditdomAnitalEnander:

Procedure Development and Mitigation
Subcommittee

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Resources: Roundtable Consultant, Congressional Staff Impact: The Roundtable wants to convene a subcommiti
that can more tiroughly review technical aspects of the
)$$TV SDVW DQG IXWXUH DFWLR[ ]

Commented [A43]: Stiggested editéiom Anita Enander:

Areas Primarily Affected: Norther@alifornia Metroplex
and Global

Status: Active Desired Outcomes:

fSubcommittee can promptly review and respond to
changes or announcements that are time critical, inclu

Strateqgic Goal #3

Actions Taken: None

Priority: TBD but not limited to items listed in FAA updates with @
% 1.2.7 Procedure Development Process Commented [A44]: Suggested edits from Lydia Kou:
Impact Description: The SCSCRoundtable membetsave-expressedmeedwant to convene a g’e‘f‘S g’(‘)m?”'y Affected: Global
. o esired Outcomes:

subcommittee or work group betterunderstandvhere and how communities can engag®\irK H )$$ 9V B Quieter procedures andectoring are implemented to
procedure development process. reduce aircraft concentration and noisy

maneuvers at low altitudes over our member communitie
Areas Primarily Affected: Global to allow residents to experience the_

same or lower préNextGen levels of impacts. @
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Desired Outcomes:

X

X__This Subcommitte works with the Legislative and Policy Subcommittee to propose legislative

The Roundtable

o isinformed of all FAA changes (procedures, vectoring, airspace, etc.) before they are postec

on the IFP Gateway.

o provides timely input to influence the FAA in the procedure development process incjuding

the FAA Environmental Review Process.

and

Resources: Selective Roundtable members, Roundtable Consultant; FAA

policy changes for timely and proactive community engagement on procedure development

Strategic Goal # 4

Actions Taken:
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 th
Roundtable with regular updates of potential pohae changes. Members also asked Ms. Garcia to
SURYLGH D IXWXUH SUHVHQWDWLRQ RQ WK Hmp&issdiproc®ss RSH G ) FAA on the environmental review process in relation to tl L
*DUFLD LQGLFDWHG WKDW WKH )$$ ZLOO JLYH D SUHVHQ W procedure developmentiocess; criteria and process for 4
decisionmakingprocess at a future Roundtable meeting.

X

x Date? There is aequest that th€onsultanidentify priority items from the IFP Gatewagnd |

establish grocesdor dealing with these items.

Status: Active

Priority: TBD

2.2.86_1.2.8 Additional—Operations-at- SIC—_Airports Growth and Expansion

Impact Description: Roundtable members want to understand growth in air traffic operations at

5FO,

OAK, and SJC as well as any airport expansion pharmeeSCSCReundtablenembers-have-expressed
— i aireraf ; I

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Desired Outcomes:

f Roundtable is able to advocate for its member communities through the Environmental Impact

process for any specif&xpansions

f Roundtable can request that airports have mechanisms to manage growth that do not create

additional negative impacts on our community members.

Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable 9
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Commented [A45]: This should say who the consultant
Commented [A46]: Sliggested editéiom Anita Enander:

Impact: he Roundtable wants to convene a subcommitte
or working group that can better understand where and
how the Roundtable and communities can engage in the
& [* % E} PE A 0}% U VS % E]} oe
environmental review.

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Desired outcomes:

A generalized work flow chart of the FAA Procedure
Development Process that can be referenced by other
subcommittees and Roundtable members. Chart to indic
possible inflection points for community and Roundtable
review and input.

Roundtable members and the public will understand
how the environmental review process, and any exceptic
operates and where there are specific opportunities for
Roundtable and community input.

Roles and Responsibilities: Roundtable staff and designi
members TBD.

Actions:

Develop work flow chart of FAA procedure Developm:
Process that identifies inflection points.

Roundtable and community receive a briefing from th

exceptions should be covered.

Identify a simple mechanism for the FAA to provide
timely communication of upcoming changes affecting the
commercial service airports before they are posted on th
IFP Gateway.

Status:

FAApresentation June 26, 2019, gave overview of the
procedure development process.

Commented [A47]: Suggested edits from Lydia Kou:

Procedure Development Process Subcommittee or Work

Group/Task Force

Impact Description: The SCSC Roundtable members ha

expressed a needwartb convene a

subcommittee or work group to better understand where
v Z}A luupv]s8l e v VP P v EZ &

procedure development process.

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Desired Outcomes:

o The Roundtable

is informed of all FAA changes (procedukestoring,

airspace, etc.) before they are posted

on the IFP Gateway.

provides timely input to influence the FAA in the

procedure development process including

the FAA Environmental Review Process.

o This Subcommittee works with the Legislative and foli

Subcommittee to propose legislative and

policy changes for timely and proactive community

engagement on procedure development.
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Resources: Roundtable Consultant; Airport staff and RoundtableSJC-Staff

Strateqgic Goal #2
Actions Taken: None.

f Request that staff at the three airports notify Roundtable of all airport expansion plans and
identify timing and opportunities to comment through the Environmental Impact process.

f Submit comments in EIRs as appropriate and based on deadlines

f Discuss with each airport potential mechanisms that could accommodate growth without creatin
additional negative impacts on member communities.

Status: Active

Priority: TBD

2-3 1.3 -Noise Monitoring and Reporting
2-3-1 1.3.1 Provide-Access-to-the—Noise Complaint Process

Impact Description: TheSESERoundtable wants to ensure that tieése complaint processfor SFO,
SJC, and OAK are readily accessible to affected residents and complaint reports are available for revie!

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Desired Outcomes:

f Residents can report noise complaiwithout having to identify the origin or destination airports

f Complaint data from all airports are published on a regular basis.

Resources: Roundtable Consultant; SFO, SJC, (Bert)

Strategic Goal #2

Actions Taken: Date? AL Q-NMV-WR 6)2  6-& DOG 2$- TV QRLVH FRPSODLQW g
the-SCSC-Roundtable-websiténks to SFO, SJC, and OAK noise complaint processes are publicized.

Work with SJC and OAK to publish and progidccess to complaint reports.

Status: Active

Priority: TBD
Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable 10 ESA /181353
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Commented [A48]: Stiggested editéiom Anita Enander:

Airports Growth and Expansion [2.2.6]

Impact: Roundtable members want to understand growtt
air traffic operations at SFO, OAK, and SJC as well as a
airport expansion plans.

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Desired Outcomes:

Roundtable is able to advocate for its member
communities through the Environmental Impact process
any specific expansions

Roundtable can request that airports have mechanisn
to manage growth that do not create additional negative
impacts on our community members.

Roles and Responsibilities: Airport staff and Roundtable
Actions:

Request that staff at the three airports notify Roundta
of all airport expansion plans and idégttiming and
opportunities to comment through the Environmental
Impact process.

Submit comments in EIRs as appropriate and based ¢
deadlines

Discuss with each airport potential mechanisms that
could accommodate growth without creating additional
negative impacts on member communities.

Priority: TBD

Commented [A49]: Stiggested editéom Anita Enander:

Impact: Roundtable members want to understand growtt
air traffic operations at SFO, OAK, and SJC as well as al
airport expansion plans.

Areas Primarily Affected:l@bal

Desired Outcomes:

Roundtable is able to advocate for its member
communities through the Environmental Impact process
any specific expansions

Roundtable can request that airports have mechanisn
to manage growth that do not create additionsgative
impacts on our community members.

Roles and Responsibilities: Airport staff and Roundtable
Actions:

Request that staff at the three airports notify Roundta
of all airport expansion plans and identify timing and
opportunities to comment throuly the Environmental
Impact process.

@ Submit comments in EIRs as appropriate and based « |
deadlines

Discuss with each airport potential mechanisms that
could accommodate growth without creating additional
negative impacts on member communities.

Priority: TBD

Commented [A50]: Suggested edits from Lydia Kou:

2.3 Neise-Meonitering-and— Reporting
Commented [A51]: Suggested edits from Lydia Kou:

Noise Complaint Process



Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable

24 1.4 Noise and Aviation Information
24-11.4.1 Monthly Flight Reports

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

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Resources:RoundtableResources: Roundtable Consultant

Strategic Goal # 2

Actions Taken: None.
Status: Active
Priority: TBD

242 1.4.2 Visit the TRACON
Impact Description: Priority: TBD

The SCSC Roundtable haserest in wsiting the Northern California Terminal Radar AppebaControl
(NorCal TRACON)on an annual basis

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Resources: SFO Staff (Bert)

Strategic Goal #2

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 stamber Bert Ganoung invited the SCSC Roundtable to join the SFO
Roundtable and Oakland Noise Forum on a trip to the TRAGE#K. Ganoung is coordinating the
TRACON visit.

Status: Active
Priority: TBD

2.4.31.4.3 Visitthe SFO ATCT |

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

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable 11 ESA /181353
Draft Work Program July 2019
Preliminary ~ Subject to Revision



Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable

Resources: SFO Staff (Bert)

Strategic Goal #2

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

Status: Active
Priority: TBD

244144)$%7V (QYLURQPHQWDO 5HYLHZ 3URFHVYV

Impact Description: The SCSC Roundtable hasieed to understand the environmental review process
the FAA employs in the procedure development pracess

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Resources: FAA; Roundtable Consultant

Strategic Goal # 2

Actions Taken:
x Date?:A request has been made ¢aeive a briefing from the FAA on the environmental review
process in relation to their procedure developrpentess, specifically for public engagement.

Status: Active

245 1.4.5 Baseline Noise Data

Impact Description: The Roundtable needs baseline noise data for purposes of comparison with existing
conditions.

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Resources: SFO, SJC Staff; Roundtable Consultant

Strategic Goal # 2

Actions Taken:
x Date?:A request has been made to @ensultanto identify what would be necessary to establish a Commented [A52]: This should say who this is.
baseline noise scenario for purposes of comparison with the existing ndissemnt.

Status: Active

Priority: TBD
Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable 12 ESA /181353
Draft Work Program July 2019

Preliminary ~ Subject to Revision



Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable

24-61.4.6 Tracking Select Committee and Ad Hoc Committee |
Recommendations

Impact Description: 7KH 5SRXQGWDEOH QHHGY WR WUDFN WKH )$$TV SURJUHVYVY RQ DGGUHVVLQJ WKI
recommendations made by the Select Committee andidivéoc Committee.

[ Additional Select Committee on South Bay Arrivals Recommendations

Impact Description: The SCSC members are interested in receiving further updates on

recommendations made that have: been referred to the SFORT which might have impact on thg
SCSC region; are still having effects on the SCSC region (i.e. BDEGA, East and West); or werg
deemed infeasible at the time of the submittal of the 2016 Report.

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Resources: Roundtable Consultant; FAA

Strategic Goal #1

Actions Taken:
x Date?:A request has been made to @@nsultanto develop a statusacking matrix. Commented [A53]: This should say who this is.

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

x In early June of 2019, tHeonsultanbegan development of a statmacking matrix. Commented [A54]: This should say who this is.
Status: Active
Priority: TBD

2-4-76_1.4.7 Tracking Legislative/Regulatory Action

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

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Resources: Roundtable Consultant; Congressional Offices

Strategic Goal # 3

Actions Taken:

x Date ?:A request has been made to @ensultanto develop a legislative/regulatory statuscking Commented [A55]: This should say who this is.
sheet.
Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable 13 ESA /181353
Draft Work Program July 2019
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Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable

Status: Active
Priority: TBD

2-4-87 1.4.8 Ongoing Roundtable Member Training Opportunities

Impact Description: The SCSC Roundtables a neetbr ongoing training for Roundtable members as
new technologies and new approacteeaddressing aircraft noise and environmental isarees
developedand as new members join the Roundtable.

% IFP Gateway

% Airport Capacity Act 1990 vs Air Capacity/Saturation

% GBAS
¥ NAC

% New Technologies

¥ New Approaches

% Ongoing Noise 101

¥ Time-Based Flow Management

% Ongoing SFO ATCT

¥ Ongoing TRACON visit

Areas Primarily Affected: Global

Resources: Roundtable Consultant

Strategic Goal # 2

Actions Taken:
x Date?:Roundtable members have attended an Aircraft Noise 101 training.

Status: Active

Priority: TBD
Santa Cruz/Santa Clara Counties Airport/Community Roundtable 14 ESA /181353
Draft Work Program July 2019

Preliminary ~ Subject to Revision
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Emails to the SCIRbundtable- June 27, 2019July 19 2019
July 8 2019

Name
Lydia Kou
Message

Dear Mary-Lynne,
| hope you had a great 4th of July week.

I would like to make a request and to follow up on some items | brought up at the last SCSC Roundtable
meeting. | would like to request that the attached letter from Senator Feinstein be posted on the SCSC
Roundtable website. The letter specifically refers to the BSR overlay procedure and encourages the FAA to
work with SFO on the development of GBAS approaches as well as consider multiple connection points to
disperse air traffic. Integrating innovative GBAS approaches in the development of the BSR overlay could
significantly benefit many Bay Area residents.

As mentioned in my comments at the last roundtable meeting. | would also like to request that questions on
the BSR overlay and GBAS be sent to the FAA. My questions are a superset of the questions that Alastair
Fyfe, a resident who spoke at the June meeting, submitted on the BSR overlay. | have listed below my
questions for the FAA.

Big Sur Overlay Questions for the FAA

1. Can the FAA confirm they are using the design objectives for the Big Sur Overlay as defined by the
Select Committee's two recommendations?

¥ 1.2 R1: Use the Big Sur Ground Track for a new NextGen procedure that incorporates the criteria in

Recommendation

1.2 R2: Implement as soon as feasible and include 9 criteria

Is the procedure that the FAA is developing meeting the design objectives of the Select Committee?

N

3. Can the FAA and/or Bert of SFO provide an update on the BSR overlay based on the recent FWG
meeting and subsequent work?

I Whatis the proposed procedure (ground track, altitudes, waypoints, speed)?

¥ How was the BSR ground track determined/calculated? What historical data were used to determine the
ground track?

¥ How does it compare to SERFR3 and SERFR?

¥ What are the stated expected benefits?

4. GBAS and Big Sur Overlay

¥ Why did the FAA not include GBAS on the agenda for the BSR Overlay Full Working Group (FWG)
meeting in early June?

I When the FAA was asked to discuss GBAS at the FWG meeting, why did it decline to do so?

t Isthe FAA willing to consider GBAS approaches for the BSR Overlay as such as the request by Senator
Feinstein? If not, please explain rationale and how GBAS can be considered in the BSR Overlay
procedure?

PIRAT

| also would like to propose that PIRAT be on the upcoming agenda for the FAA to answer the remaining
PIRAT questions and collaborate with this Roundtable on how to address its impacts on affected cities such
as concentrated flights after ARGGG, and the possibility of increased night time flights.

Technical Subcommittee

It is also time to consider forming a technical subcommittee. This is an effective forum at the SFT-RT where
procedure topics relevant to impacted cities are discussed in more detail in public meetings, often with the
FAA present and then brought back to the full Roundtable. The BSR overlay, PIRAT, and follow up on the
SJC South Flow arrivals would benefit from detailed discussions in a technical subcommittee.

Thank you,

Lydia Kou - Council Member



Attachment Summary

Senator Feinstein's letter to the FAA, dated June 24th, 2019 regarding the BSR overlay procedure and
encourages the FAA to work with SFO on the development of GBAS approaches.









Emaikto the SCSRoundtable- July 19August 23 2019
July 19 2019

Name
Jennifer Landesmann - 4:47pm

Message

Hello Mary-Lynne,

| appreciate your reply and response to my questions, | am copying Andi Jordan whom | sent my original email,
| contacted you directly after | noticed she is back next week.

| hope you can please get confirmation before the meeting about the FAA Ombudsman - if he or she is the
Regional Obudsman pursuant to Section 180 of the 2018 FAA Reauthorization.

Regarding the assurance that community concerns have been heard and that they are informing RT efforts, |
am hopeful about but cannot tell until the outcome of the foundational efforts are visible. After both the Select
Committee and the San Jose Ad Hoc Committee, which | have supported for their emergency response, as |
have commented to the roundtable, there are lessons learned. My observation is that the regional processes
resulted heavy on arbitrary and subjective elements, at the expense of important discussions yet to be had.
Despite previous assurances everything charges ahead with no noise maps, no metrics analysis, no
substantive environmental assessments discussions. | fully understand that despite FAA's data centric culture,
the concept of using objective measures for noise assessments is apparently "new," but we started this
conversation in 2015 and it's getting really old to not focus on noise analysis. Not to mention the FAA
Reauthorization presses on these topics, and its completely possible to employ alternative metrics in
discussions with FAA because that is provided for in 1050.1F. It is a poor excuse that the local airports are
waiting for laws to change to work with metrics that better reflect what people are experiencing.

| was in attendance at the first meeting with FAA in 2015 with Lynn Ray VP Mission Support Services
documented

here. -as reported then it was truly a productive discussion. It was about metrics, and noise, and substantive
stuff. Later that afternoon FAA went to Sta Cruz, and since then the ONLY focus has been "move it back" - the
substantive stuff was thrown out the window. You may recall denial of traffic concentration issues during the
Select Committee, only acknowledged later by FAA. Or the narratives like "altitude is attitude" from Ben Sheleff.
"Altitude is attitude" continued during the SJC Ad Hoc Committee with Robert Holbrook's suggestions. That is
what guided the Select Committee and not discussions (with data) about noise and altitudes.

The status quo of having winners and losers of random arguments leaving communities divided and those
affected helpless, needs a new path forward. | hope you can help steer that with the many suggestions that
have been made since the SC and SJC Ad Hoc. Hard questions are needed about PIRAT, GBAS, and for the
public to even know what to ask, the elements of the discussion need to evolve.

Again thank you and | hope my comments are taken constructively as | realize that not everything | mention
may be popular with others.

Have a good weekend,
Best,

Jennifer



July 19 2019

Name
Jennifer Landesmann - 4:54pm

Message

The link to the 2015 meeting | mentioned - almost three hours of the most substantive discussion I've seen
possible with FAA is here in case my earlier link was not working.

https://www.paloaltoonline.com/news/2015/07/25/faa-to-work-toward-airplane-noise-reduction

Thanks

July 20 2019

Name
Dean Walker

Message

Re: Misinformation from Santa Cruz County Supervisors
Dear Chair Bernald,

| want to confirm that the correspondence to you from SC County Supervisors McPherson and Coonerty of July
8 is misleading.

Briefly, two points are as follows. The suggestion that transitioning the SERFR SFO approach route to the BSR
overlay being equivalent to just "moving the noise" from one route to another is absolutely spurious. Secondly,
there is no evidence whatsoever that "a new generation of community protests will emerge” if the proposed,
rectifying flight path change is implemented. History doesn't support this premise, which nevertheless a few
county residents have predicted, based on their unfounded fears.

Thank you for your time and efforts to address the ill-conceived flight pattern plans created through seriously
flawed processes by the FAA.



July 2Q 2019

Name
Brad Smith
Message

Dear members of the SCSC Roundtable,

I recently learned that Supervisors Coonerty and McPherson are still attempting to undermine the community-
based, inclusive effort that was undertaken to address the problems created by unilateral action on the part of
the FAA to adjust flight paths over the region. Changes which have had dramatic and negative impact on
much of the northern Santa Cruz County and southern Silicon Valley communities for the past three or so
years.

Below is a letter | sent to the Board of Supervisors in advance of their vote in 2016 expressing my
astonishment at the attempt of these two Supervisors to throwout the recommendations of a broadly agreed to
process resulting from over a year of work and collaboration based on misinformation, and largely because
they simply didn't like the results.

My disbelief is only magnified to find they are continuing the same tactics two and a half years later.
My conclusions and requests from two and a half years ago still stand...

To adopt this recommendation would throw the whole process into chaos. It would throw out a year and a
KDOITV ZRUWK RI ZRUN FRQWLQXH Dukilaxeally Bhadsiay pathKt@anblgxd ag/ KH ) $
potential solutions to what is now our problem (a potentially endless task), and throw into question the integrity
of any future generally agreed to process for resolving this situation.

What we need to do isendorVH WKH 6HOHFW &RPPLWWHHYV UHFRPPHQGDWLR(
enforce the controls included in their recommendation to restore the airspace above our communities to noise
levels at or below previous levels (that, and | repeat again, lasted for 30 years virtually complaint-free) and to
continue to reduce noise levels to the maximum extent possible!

Thank you for your attention,

Sincerely,
Brad Smith (1st District)

Santa Cruz County Board of Supervisors
December 6th, 2016

Agenda Item #29.1

FAA South Bay Arrivals Noise Impact
Dear Supervisor Leopold:

| am writing in opposition to the letter from Supervisors Coonerty and McPherson to have the Board of
6XSHUYLVRUV H[SUHVV LWV RSSRVLWLRQ WR 6HOHFW &RPPLWAWWIHH
the problems with the new SFO approach over our region and further request that the FAA do further analysis
to identify a solution to the problem.

| find it astounding that, after a broadly represented committee was formed to address the problems of this
new approach, where that committee spent a year and a half reviewing this very technical and charged issue
and ultimately adopted a solution by agreement from two thirds of the committee, that two members of the
Board of Supervisors would propose to effectively ignore the work of that committee and ask the FAA, the
body that created this problem in the first place, to make this decision for us. A decision that was not theirs to



make in the first place, and that they, as well as our congressional representatives have made clear they are
not going to make now!

7KH IDFWV DUH DV IROORZV 7KH RULJLQDO 32%,* 685" DSSURDFK ZD
followed a ground track that avoided populated areas and had been in operation for many years with no
measurable impact. Moving the approach to a new ground track was a massive mistake by the FAA, coming

at time, 30 years after the original approach was designed, where the population density of the Monterey and
San Francisco Bay areas has increased dramatically, making finding a new ground track of the same quality
DV %,* 685 YLUWXDOO\ LPSRVVLEOH $QG WKDW DV D UHVXOW WKI
due to the presence of significant population areas being a mere 5000 1 E W tBdRSERFR ground track.

The SERFR approach should never have been adopted, the FAA should never have been allowed to make
unilateral decisions on how air traffic is going to be routed over our communities, and it should not be given
the charge to do this now!

In response to this very challenging situation the Select Committee recommended the approach ground track
be moved back to the BIG SUR ground track. However they also requested that a new approach procedure

be developed that has the same or less noise impact as the original BIG SUR approach (which, again, had
been used for many decades with no complaints), and that was preferably HIGHER than the BIG SUR
approach. Furthermore they recommended that a committee be established to review the new approach

within 3 months of its completion to ensure the noise goals have been met, and that a permanent committee is
HVWDEOLVKHG WR ZRUN ZLWK WKH )$$ WR GHYHORS D QHhe SadiRinH G
HIWHQW SRVVLEOH ~

Contrary to the inflammatoU\ DQG LQDFFXUDWH ODQJXDJH RI 6 XSHUYLVRUV &l
a measured response that includes on-going accountability to ensure that goals of equal or lesser noise

impact compared with the previous (zero-impact) BIG SUR approach are met, and that a long term effort is

put in place to continue to reduce the noise impact of southerly arrivals to SFO.

To adopt this recommendation would throw the whole process into chaos. It would throw out a year and a
KDOITfV ZRUWK R ZR tdiNodél Bf @aning@hé HAM ufilBxerally choosing paths to analyze as
potential solutions to what is now our problem (a potentially endless task), and throw into question the integrity
of any future generally agreed to process for resolving this situation.

WKDW ZH QHHG WR GR LV HQGRUVH WKH 6HOHFW &RPPLWWHHTV UH
enforce the controls included in their recommendation to restore the airspace above our communities to noise
levels at or below previous levels (that, and | repeat again, lasted for 30 years virtually complaint-free) and to
continue to reduce noise levels to the maximum extent possible!

Sincerely,
Brad Smith

Santa Cruz (1st District)



July 2Q 2019

Name
Jason Ziller

Message

The Honorable Mary-Lynne Bernald, Chair
Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Roundtable

Dear Chair Bernald,

‘H ZULWH DV D IROORZ XS WR WKH 6&6&57 PHHWLQJ RQ -XQH
request for an expedited schedule for the BSR Overlay. We also wish to address the July 8, 2019 letter to the
SCSCRT from Santa Cruz County Supervisors McPherson and Coonerty.

As you observed at the last SCSCRT meeting, residents are clamoring for relief from SERFR-related jet noise.
7KH 6HOHFW &RPPLWWHHYTV UH F R RtédHoQ@ BARK bRaDNCahiressiondl REpRSeRthtives
more than two and a half years ago yet residents still wait for the relief promised by the SERFR transition to
BSR.

We ask that the SCSCRT assist wherever possible in expediting the SERFR transition to BSR. We believe
expediting the BSR Overlay flight procedure should be a top priority for the SCSCRT as there are multiple
benefits in doing so:

-The SERFR transition to BSR will bring instant relief to residents across Santa Clara and Santa Cruz Counties.
(Select Committee recommendation 1.2)

-Once the BSR Overlay is implemented, the FAA will begin work to modify the BRIXX procedure bringing relief
to the high elevation communities straddling Santa Clara and Santa Cruz counties. (Select Committee
recommendation 2.11)

-Further, the FAA can begin work to modify the NRRLI waypoint bringing relief to residents in Monterey County.
(Select Committee recommendation 2.12)

-As the BSR flight path is to the west of SERFR, it will ease air traffic congestion to the east allowing for
alternative ways to address SJC air traffic concerns.

Last but certainly not least, we all need a win! Residents, elected officials, the FAA, and our Congressional
Representatives and their staff are spending countless hours and resources attempting to resolve the jet noise
issues in our region, first through the Select Committee process and now the SCSCRT. A success at the
PDIJQLWXGH RI WKH 6(5)5 WUDQVLWLRQ WR %65 ZLOO JLYH D KXJH E
community engagement.

Now we will address the July 8, 2019 letter from Santa Cruz County Supervisors McPherson and Coonerty.
7KHLU OHWWHU FODLPV LWV SXUSRVH LV WR 3JLYH WKH QHZ 6&6&57
relative to moving the SERFRS7$5 SDWK EDFN WR %65"

Unfortunately, this letter is not an attempt to provide the SCSCRT with factual historical context but rather an
attempt by the minority to subvert the supermajority decisions of the Select Committee by employing
misrepresentations and baseless scare tactics.

The letter attempts to invalidate the supermajority decision of the Select Committee regarding the SERFR
WUDQVLWLRQ WR %65 FODLPLQJ 3WKH YRWH WR PRYH WKH SDWK EC
YRWHIDF® WKLV ZDV QRW D VLPSOH PDMRULW\ GHFLVLRQ 2EDUHO\ |
Committee voted 8/4 in favor of the SERFR transition to BSR.

The letter further attempts to invalidate the supermajority decision by falsely claiming that the SERFR transition
to BSR was predicated upon meeting all of the criteria within the recommendation. In fact, there was no such
discussion during the Select Committee working meetings, nor does the language within the recommendation
state that the SERFR transition to BSR is contingent upon meeting all of criteria. Note that the genesis of the
criteria came about when former FAA Western Region Administrator Glen Martin informed the Select
Committee that they could add whatever criteria they wish to the SERFR transition to BSR recommendation,
and the FAA would determine what criteria is feasible.



At no time during the Select Committee meetings did any FAA representative make any commitments on the
recommendations or the associated criteria under discussion. The Select Committee recommendations were
exactly that, recommendations. The only commitment made by the FAA was to review the Select Committee
recommendations and determine which are feasible. Unfortunately not all of the Select Committee
recommendations and associated criteria were deemed feasible by the FAA. Regardless, it would be
disingenuous for any Select Committee member to, after the fact, claim their vote was contingent upon some
perceived commitment from the FAA.

The letter furthertr HDWHQV WKH 6&6&57 ZLWK 3D QHZ JHQHUDWLRQ RI FRPF
should the SERFR transition to BSR happen. This threat is a baseless scare tactic considering the legacy BSR
flight path had a 30-year run without any noise complaints.

Note that the community protests in Santa Cruz County came about because the SERFR flight path was
situated directly above the densely populated communities along highway 17, causing an immediate and
overwhelming noise impact to those residents. Conversely, the BSR flight path does not overfly the densely
populated areas along highways 17 and 9. The BSR flight path is situated equidistant between those populated
areas and does not impact either of them. The BSR flight path does overfly a portion of the city of Santa Cruz,
however flights above 13,000ft over a bustling urban area have no noise impact whatsoever. For these reasons,
the legacy BSR flight path was never an issue in Santa Cruz County during its 30-year run.

The letter suggests that there is deep division in Santa Cruz County over the SERFR transition to BSR. We
GLVDJUHH :HYYH VHHQ QR HYLGHQFH RI D GHHS GLYLVLRQ LQ IDFW
recent SCSCRT meeting on June 26th, a sea of people in red united in theirsup SRUW IRU WKH 6HO}
supermajority decision in favor of the SERFR transition to BSR, with two people opposed and repeating the
same misrepresentations and baseless scare tactics employed in the McPherson/Coonerty letter. As the legacy
BSR flight path had no impact to Santa Cruz County residents in the past, there is no reason to believe there

will be an impact after the transition back to the BSR flight path.

7KH OHWWHU IROORZV XS LWV WKUHDW RI1 3D QHZ MakthatEhe/2FESQRR |1 F
FRQGXFW 3D SXEOLF WUDQVSDUHQW SURFHVV SULRU WR HYHQ FRQV
ignores the fact that we have already gone through an extensive public transparent process via the Select
Committee process put in place by Congresswomen Eshoo and Speier, and former Congressman Farr. Note
that as part of the Select Committee process, 3 public meetings were held in Santa Clara, Santa Cruz and San
Mateo counties, 10 public working group meetings were held, and more than 3500 comments received from
residents across the three counties. It is a fact that the SERFR transition to BSR has been publicly vetted more
HIWHQVLYHO\ WKDQ DQ\ RWKHU SURSRVHG IOLJKW SURFHGXUH (wwH!I
with this request is transparent; they simply wish to derail the SERFR transition to BSR by throwing up

unneeded time-consuming roadblocks.

Unfortunately, Supervisors McPherson and Coonerty refuse to accept the fact that it is outside the purview of

the SCSCRT to rehash the good work done during the Select Committee process. As stated in
&RQJIJUHVVZRPDQ (VKRR DQG &RQJUHVVPDQ 3DQHWWDYVOHWWHU GD'
has determined as a condition of participating in this new organization that the former Select Committee
UHFRPPHQGDWLRQV ZLOO QRW EH UHRSHQHG E\ WKLV QHZ ERG\ ~

The SERFR-related jet noise impacts residents across Monterey, Santa Clara and Santa Cruz counties. That
the minority would attempt to defy the supermajority decisions of the Select Committee and deny relief to
hundreds of thousands of residents across three counties, who have been suffering for years, is beyond
shameful.

We ask that the SCSCRT hold firm to the direction and leadership of our Congressional Representatives and
disregard the divisive campaign of misinformation and scare tactics coming from the minority. It is our wish that
the SCSCRT can remain as focused and productive as possible in shepherding the timely execution of the
feasible Select Committee recommendations and working to resolve the jet noise issues that remain in our
region.

We are deeply appreciative of the time and effort of the members of the SCSCRT.
Thank you,

Jason Ziller
Los Altos, CA



July 2Q 2019

Name
Jim Burr

Messag e

The Honorable Mary-Lynne Bernald, Chair
Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Roundtable

Dear Chair Bernald,

| am writing to echo and agree with the points made in the letter to SCSCRT by the multiple signatories of Quiet
Skies Los Altos, Quiet Skies NorCal, Quiet Skies Santa Cruz Mountains, Save our Skies Monterey County,
upholding the work of the very public, very transparent, regional, Select Committee.

Thank you,

Jim Burr
Santa Cruz

July 20 2019

Name
Connie Bodmer

Message

Dear Chair,

| am suffering from the jet noise over my residence for the past four years. Please go back to BSR flight path as
soon as possible, return my peace and quite life in Mountain View.

Best regards,

Connie Bodmer



July 22 2019

Name

Glenn Hendricks, Roundtable member

Message

Mary-Lynne,
FYI - If you haven't gotten this.

Glenn Hendricks
Sunnyvale Council Member, Seat #2

Attachment Summary

San Jose International Airport - 2018 Annual Noise Report
July 22,2019

- Memo to San Jose Mayor and City Council



SAN JOSE Memorandum

CAPITAL OF SILICON VALLEY

TO: HONORABLE MAYOR AND FROM: John Aitken
CITY COUNCIL

SUBJECT: 2018 ANNUAL NOISE DATE: July 22, 2019
REPORT

J ~

INFORMATION

Approved WW&% 22 Zd q
Yty <

Attached for distribution is the Norman Y. Mineta San Jose International Airport 2018 Annual
Noise Report outlining air carrier activities related to the noise-based curfew in place at the
Airport between January 1, 2018 and December 31, 2018.

In addition to the information provided in the attached report, the Airport publishes Quarterly
Noise reports including noise exposure maps and Monthly Noise Summary data on the Airport’s
website for further explanation of air carrier activities and noise impacts to the community.

/s/
JOHN AITKEN, A A.E.
Director of Aviation

Attachments:
2018 Annual Noise Report



















July 23 2019

Name

Matthew Kazmierczak, SJC 'L U H F W R U,fManaddiof Strategy and Policy

Message

Please see the attached letter from the City of San José to the Roundtable regarding Resolution Number
IRU WRPRUURZTV PHHWLQJ

Thank you,

Matthew
Attachment Summary

San Jose International Airport - letter from the City of San José to the Roundtable regarding Resolution
Number 1 +July 23, 2019



July 23 2019

Name
Mike McClintock

Message

Mary-Lynne:

The Oakland Airport-Community Noise Management Forum met on Wednesday, July 17, 2019 and discussed
your proposal for the region's noise forums/roundtables to work together. The Forum was very supportive of the
concept, but asked a number of questions regarding structure, meetings, participants, etc. Here are some are
some of the questions they asked:
¥ How would the group be structured and who would participate? Are you looking for elected
representatives or (in the Forum's case) citizen representatives as well? Would the participants be
formally appointed by the respective forums?
t How often would the group meet and where? The Forum felt that coordinating meetings should be
alternated between sites convenient to all of the members.
T They asked if you have set a date and time for an initial organizing meeting where these kind of details
can be worked out.
Their bottom line was that that they believed this to be a very good idea, they just felt they needed more
detailed information. At one time, the Forum Co-chairs and Port staff met every couple of months with SFO
Roundtable staff to discuss issues of interest to both groups. There have been no such meetings for several
years now, but the Forum and Roundtable have collaborated on joint tours of the FAA's Northern California
TRACON in Sacramento (Mather Field). So. there is precedent for doing what you have proposed.

Please let me know what you think the next steps will be and what you will need from the Forum.

Mike McClintock
Forum facilitator

July 24 2019

Name
Lydia Kou

Message

Dear Chair,

| am sorry to bother, but | couldn't find Senator Feinstein's letter to the FAA, it was dated June 24th, 2019. | may
not be looking for it in the right places.

| am forwarding the email sent on July 8th with the letter attached requesting for it to be posted.

Thank you,

Lydia Kou - Council Member



July 24 2019

Name
Roger Heyder

Message

Hello SCSC Roundtable members,

| have a fairly high level suggestion that the SCSC Roundtable might consider.

The FAA said that they were going to address BRIXX after completing the BSR reversion. It seems like a very
reasonable, and an almost essential question to the FAA - would a BRIXX reversion fix many of the noise
issues that face SCSC, and what would it look like? What wouldn't it fix??

The FAA are supposed to be the experts - it is for the Roundtable to ask smart questions and the FAA to
provide some answers and/or recommendations. Why not try the most obvious, and likely effective solution,
before embarking on a myriad of other possible solutions? Likely the old BRIXX was refined over decades to
be quiet, as was BSR. It could be that the old BRIXX would be a perfect starting point, and if not you have at
least eliminated it as the most obvious option.

If you ask the question of the FAA, and it plays well with them, you may have a near-term, ready made solution
that the FAA can actually implement with some hope of success. Why not broach the question ASAP? Once
the FAA is working on the answer, the Roundtable can prioritize other issues or topics. A quality solution could
actually be ready when the BSR reversion occurs, and the airspace to fix BRIXX is freed up. It might even look
compelling enough for the SCSC Roundtable to request that the BSR reversion be expedited.

Why would you ever NOT ask about a BRIXX reversion???? It is the most OBVIOUS question to ask.

regards -- Roger Heyder  Quiet Skies Los Altos

July 24 2019

Name
Jennifer Landesmann
Message

Dear Chair, and SCSC Roundtable members,

| appreciate that a framework is developing as you organize the efforts to address noise and community
concerns.

To support these efforts, | am sharing some source materials for your consideration.
1) FAA Air Traffic Organization Community Involvement Plan

This document was presented in February 2018 by FAA at a workshop for community groups at the UC Davis
Noise and Emissions Symposium. In March 2018, Sky Posse Palo Alto did an overview of the Symposium,
below.

2) FAA's orders for Procedure Development



Also known as "Dot 41" as an abbreviation for JO 7100.41
3) Community Involvement Suggestions - from Roundtable and Grassroots groups

In the Spring of this year, comments from around the country were gathered about what communities see as
effective community involvement to address aircraft noise and emissions. The feedback received by the
Symposium organizers was evaluated for commonalities, discussed in a workshop, and presented at the
Symposium.

4) Nextgen 101- page 104-106 distinguishing methods of noise reduction and management

The reason | am sharing this presentation is to highlight the attached pages 104 - 106 "Addressing the Aircraft
Noise Challenge Requires Efforts in Multiple Areas" which distinguishes what industry refers to as noise
reduction and "managing noise."

This is a fundamental distinction to make and to figure out the areas where the Roundtable can be effective.

NOTE: This was an excellent workshop at this year's UC Davis Noise and Emissions Symposium but | would
disagree with the comment about "modest noise reductions" for noise management options such as
dispersion. This is an ongoing debate which needs a harder look at the data and analysis which leads to
generalizations and key to consider is that every procedure is different, there are variations for arrivals vs
departures, near or far away from airports, not to mention a variety of metrics to consider.

Thank you,

Jennifer

from March 2018 Sky Posse Palo Alto Newsletter:
UC Davis Aviation Noise and Emissions Symposium

At the end of February, the annual UC Davis Aviation Noise and Emissions (ANE) Symposium took place in
Long Beach CA. The ANE Symposium is attended by FAA, NASA, industry experts, and community groups.
Sky Posse Palo Alto has participated since 2015, and this year it was notable that FAA and industry
presentations reflected greater knowledge, awareness, and attention to address Nextgen precision based
navigation (PBN) procedures which are known to cause concentration of impacts, and noise. FAA leadership
presented on noise and emissions research being considered to inform policy (including Aircraft Noise and
Sleep Disturbance), and on organizational enhancements to facilitate community involvement in PBN design .
Community involvement in PBN matters greatly in both the short-term, and long-term (please see further
below, for more on this topic).

As PBN for noise reduction is being explored; the challenge was acknowledged by some of the speakers that
while everyone would like to reintroduce dispersion, developing dispersion options with the new navigation
system relies on political/policy issues about how communities and industry work out potential changes to
reduce concentration. That this political/policy burden has so far been largely thrust onto affected
communities, was not covered sufficiently, but FAA and some of their industry partners are looking to make
progress. One area FAA is supporting is to refine analysis tools to evaluate solutions options with PBN routes.
For example, a partnership in Boston FAA/MIT/Massport, has been evaluating a set of proposals to reduce
noise with PBN, using the AEDTtool, in combination with ANOPP, a NASA model to evaluate noise. What is
learned and achieved in Boston could help many communities. So far, it appears that they have identified
more options for Departures procedures and generally more work is needed to find solutions to address
Arrivals. Lastly, the landmark Phoenix case was discussed in two presentations, one of them by Phoenix
residents. Affected Phoenix neighborhoods worked closely with their City and Airport during the entire
process; the City took the lead in the case, and four historic neighborhoods joined the legal challenge with
their City.

We will share copies of some of the Symposium presentations as they become available.

PBN Community Involvement

Above slide was presented by FAA leadership during a Community Group Workshop at the Long Beach
Symposium.



Locally , our communities in the Bay Area have not yet had involvement in PBN procedures, regarding noise.
We understand that SERFER THREE was changed to resolve safety issues related to Class B airspace but
WKH QHZ DOWLWXGHYV HYHQ LI SRWHQWLDOO\ KLJKHU WKDQ 6(5)(5

Changes can be somewhat confusing - as mentioned, the February temporary change to the historical Big Sur
ground track was a re-routing change, not a procedure change. Air Traffic Control can and regularly directs
traffic over different routes but developing a procedure (the rules for the planes to follow) involves a process
governed by FAA Order JO 7100.41A involving the following:

FAA Order 7100.41A:

Performance Based Navigation (PBN) processing : This is the required process for all new and amended PBN
procedures and/or routes, Area Navigation (RNAV)/Required Navigation Performance (RNP) Standard
Instrument Departures (SIDs), RNAV Standard Terminal Arrivals (STARs) and RNAV routes.

(FAA Order 7100.41A breaks down the design and implementation process into 5 stages: this was relayed in
the Phase Two Report - also reflected in the above FAA slide )

o Preliminary Activities: This includes the conduction of baseline analysis to identify expected benefits and
develop conceptual procedures and/or routes for the proposed project.

o Design Activities: This includes the creation of a working group in order to design a procedures/route that
meets the project goals and objectives. An environmental review is included in this stage.

o Development and Operational Preparation: The intent of this stage is to complete all pre-operational items
necessary to implement the procedures and/or routes. This phase includes training, issuing notifications,
automation, updating radar video maps, and processing documents. This phase ends when procedures
and/or routes are submitted for publication.

o Implementation: The purpose of the implementation phase is to implement the procedures and/or routes as
designed. This phase starts with confirmation by the FWG that all required pre-implementation activities have
been completed and ends when the procedures and/or routes are published and implemented.

o Post-Implementation Monitoring and Evaluation: The purpose of the post- implementation monitoring and
evaluation phase is to ensure that the new or amended procedures and/or routes perform as expected and
meet the mission statement finalized during the design activities phase. Post implementation activities include
collecting and analyzing data to ensure that safe and beneficial procedures and/or routes have been
developed.

The SERFER modification, planned for March, is said to be running on the original FAA process that created
SERFER in 2014.

Attachment Summary

Nextgen 101- page 104-106 distinguishing methods of noise reduction and management



July 25 2019

Name
Glenn Hendricks forward of Tom Dougherty fV HPDLO
Message

Hello Steve and Mary-Lynne,
FYI - | received this. | have responded to Tom and told him that O would be happy to speak with him.

Glenn Hendricks
Sunnyvale Council Member, Seat #2

Mr Hendricks,

I know that as Mayor of Sunnyvale you were instrumental in forming, and chaired, the Ad Hoc Committee
seeking

dispersion of South Flow arrivals at SJC.

I am a member of Boston Logan Airport's Massport Community Advisory Committee which is seeking
dispersion of arrivals on runways here, and has been doing so for the past three years through engagement
with the FAA.

| would be interested in comparing thoughts on the FAA's responses to dispersion requests. | have read

the FAA's May 2019 Response to your Ad Hoc Committee Requests. | hope that your Committee is working to
address some of FAA's statements, including its statement that the FAA's technology is not capable of
fashioning a set of dispersed RNAV paths. Such dispersion should be tested, and we are seeking that here.

Let me know if you, or someone else on or working with your Committee would have time to discuss our
respective

approaches. The effort to restore dispersed arrival paths is central to community work aimed at addressing
RNAYV skyrail noise and pollution impacts.

I have read your impressive bio and commend your public service.
My own background is related in the attached bio.

Thank you.
Tom Dougherty.

Attachment Summary

Tom Dougherty T background and bio



July 25 2019

Name
Mark Bucko

Message

Subject: | Whole Heartedly Support This Letter!

Mark Bucko - Soquel Hills

The Honorable Mary-Lynne Bernald, Chair
Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Roundtable

Dear Chair Bernald,

We write as a follow up to the SCSCRT meeting on June 26, 2019. WewLVK WR HPSKDVL]H WKH
request for an expedited schedule for the BSR Overlay. We also wish to address the July 8, 2019 letter to the
SCSCRT from Santa Cruz County Supervisors McPherson and Coonerty.

As you observed at the last SCSCRT meeting, residents are clamoring for relief from SERFR-related jet noise.
7KH 6HOHFW &RPPLWWHHTYVY UHFRPPHQGDWLRQV ZHUH WUDQVPLWWH
more than two and a half years ago yet residents still wait for the relief promised by the SERFR transition to
BSR.

We ask that the SCSCRT assist wherever possible in expediting the SERFR transition to BSR. We believe
expediting the BSR Overlay flight procedure should be a top priority for the SCSCRT as there are multiple
benefits in doing so:

-The SERFR transition to BSR will bring instant relief to residents across Santa Clara and Santa Cruz Counties.
(Select Committee recommendation 1.2)

-Once the BSR Overlay is implemented, the FAA will begin work to modify the BRIXX procedure bringing relief
to the high elevation communities straddling Santa Clara and Santa Cruz counties. (Select Committee
recommendation 2.11)

-Further, the FAA can begin work to modify the NRRLI waypoint bringing relief to residents in Monterey County.
(Select Committee recommendation 2.12)

-As the BSR flight path is to the west of SERFR, it will ease air traffic congestion to the east allowing for
alternative ways to address SJC air traffic concerns.

Last but certainly not least, we all need a win! Residents, elected officials, the FAA, and our Congressional
Representatives and their staff are spending countless hours and resources attempting to resolve the jet noise
issues in our region, first through the Select Committee process and now the SCSCRT. A success at the
PDJQLWXGH RI WKH 6(5)5 WUDQVLWLRQ WR %65 ZLOO JLYH D KXJH E
community engagement.

Now we will address the July 8, 2019 letter from Santa Cruz County Supervisors McPherson and Coonerty.
Their letter claimsits SXUSRVH LV WR 3JLYH WKH QHZ 6&6&57 DGGLWLRQDO K
UHODWLYH WR PRYLQJ WKH 6(5)5 67$5 SDWK EDFN WR %65°

Unfortunately, this letter is not an attempt to provide the SCSCRT with factual historical context but rather an
attempt by the minority to subvert the supermajority decisions of the Select Committee by employing
misrepresentations and baseless scare tactics.

The letter attempts to invalidate the supermajority decision of the Select Committee regarding the SERFR
tranVLWLRQ WR %65 FODLPLQJ 3WKH YRWH WR PRYH WKH SDWK EDFN
YRWH" ,Q IDFW WKLV ZDV QRW D VLPSOH PDMRULW\ GHFLVLRQ 3EDL
Committee voted 8/4 in favor of the SERFR transition to BSR.

The letter further attempts to invalidate the supermajority decision by falsely claiming that the SERFR transition
to BSR was predicated upon meeting all of the criteria within the recommendation. In fact, there was no such
discussion during the Select Committee working meetings, nor does the language within the recommendation
state that the SERFR transition to BSR is contingent upon meeting all of criteria. Note that the genesis of the



criteria came about when former FAA Western Region Administrator Glen Martin informed the Select
Committee that they could add whatever criteria they wish to the SERFR transition to BSR recommendation,
and the FAA would determine what criteria is feasible.

At no time during the Select Committee meetings did any FAA representative make any commitments on the
recommendations or the associated criteria under discussion. The Select Committee recommendations were
exactly that, recommendations. The only commitment made by the FAA was to review the Select Committee
recommendations and determine which are feasible. Unfortunately not all of the Select Committee
recommendations and associated criteria were deemed feasible by the FAA. Regardless, it would be
disingenuous for any Select Committee member to, after the fact, claim their vote was contingent upon some
perceived commitment from the FAA.

7KH OHWWHU IXUWKHU WKUHDWHQV WKH 6&6&57 ZLWK 3D QHZ JHQHL
should the SERFR transition to BSR happen. This threat is a baseless scare tactic considering the legacy BSR
flight path had a 30-year run without any noise complaints.

Note that the community protests in Santa Cruz County came about because the SERFR flight path was
situated directly above the densely populated communities along highway 17, causing an immediate and
overwhelming noise impact to those residents. Conversely, the BSR flight path does not overfly the densely
populated areas along highways 17 and 9. The BSR flight path is situated equidistant between those populated
areas and does not impact either of them. The BSR flight path does overfly a portion of the city of Santa Cruz,
however flights above 13,000ft over a bustling urban area have no noise impact whatsoever. For these reasons,
the legacy BSR flight path was never an issue in Santa Cruz County during its 30-year run.

The letter suggests that there is deep division in Santa Cruz County over the SERFR transition to BSR. We
GLVDJUHH :HYYH VHHQ QR HYLGHQFH R DogpbsittSASybIY dll\bhsRr@ed atGhel D F W
UHFHQW 6&6&57 PHHWLQJ RQ -XQH WK D VHD RI SHRSOH LQ UHG X
supermajority decision in favor of the SERFR transition to BSR, with two people opposed and repeating the
same misrepresentations and baseless scare tactics employed in the McPherson/Coonerty letter. As the legacy
BSR flight path had no impact to Santa Cruz County residents in the past, there is no reason to believe there

will be an impact after the transition back to the BSR flight path.

7KH OHWWHU IROORZV XS LWV WKUHDW RI 3D QHZ JHQHUDWLRQ RI F
FRQGXFW 3D SXEOLF WUDQVSDUHQW SURFHVY SULRU WR HYHQ FRQV
ignores the fact that we have already gone through an extensive public transparent process via the Select
Committee process put in place by Congresswomen Eshoo and Speier, and former Congressman Farr. Note
that as part of the Select Committee process, 3 public meetings were held in Santa Clara, Santa Cruz and San
Mateo counties, 10 public working group meetings were held, and more than 3500 comments received from
residents across the three counties. It is a fact that the SERFR transition to BSR has been publicly vetted more
HIWHQVLYHO\ WKDQ DQ\ RWKHU SURSRVHG IOLJKW SURFHGXUH (YH!
with this request is transparent; they simply wish to derail the SERFR transition to BSR by throwing up

unneeded time-consuming roadblocks.

Unfortunately, Supervisors McPherson and Coonerty refuse to accept the fact that it is outside the purview of
the SCSCRT to rehash the good work done during the Select Committee process. As stated in
&RQJIJUHVVZRPDQ (VKRR DQG &RQJIJUHIINVWEQ BIBDBHX\DUD TV OHWWRHW K H
has determined as a condition of participating in this new organization that the former Select Committee
UHFRPPHQGDWLRQV ZLOO QRW EH UHRSHQHG E\ WKLV QHZ ERG\ ’

The SERFR-related jet noise impacts residents across Monterey, Santa Clara and Santa Cruz counties. That
the minority would attempt to defy the supermajority decisions of the Select Committee and deny relief to
hundreds of thousands of residents across three counties, who have been suffering for years, is beyond
shameful.

We ask that the SCSCRT hold firm to the direction and leadership of our Congressional Representatives and
disregard the divisive campaign of misinformation and scare tactics coming from the minority. It is our wish that
the SCSCRT can remain as focused and productive as possible in shepherding the timely execution of the
feasible Select Committee recommendations and working to resolve the jet noise issues that remain in our
region.

We are deeply appreciative of the time and effort of the members of the SCSCRT.

Thank you,

Quiet Skies Los Altos

Quiet Skies NorCal

Quiet Skies Santa Cruz Mountains
Save our Skies Monterey County



cc:
Congresswoman Anna Eshoo
Congressman Jimmy Panetta

July 25 2019

Name

Tom Pyke

Message

Hi Mary-Lynne:
| just wanted to make sure the email was correct before giving to constituents.

I looked on the website (https://scscroundtable.org), which has a link to receive correspondence, but the email
itself is not listed.

Thanks, Tom
Tom Pyke, District Director, CONGRESSMAN RO KHANNA (CA-17)
July 26 2019

Name

Liz Lawler

Message

Hi Mary Lynne,

, MXVW ZDQWHG WR FRPPHQG \RX RQ \RXU OHDGHUVKLS RI WKH 6&6¢
the FAA or other entity to do a presentation on future technologies that are in development to reduce noise and
emissions. (See link below) Perhaps such a presentation can give the communities we serve a positive picture
of what the future holds, while we strive to address their current concerns? Just a thought.
https://www.independent.co.uk/travel/news-and-advice/airbus-plane-design-bird-of-prey-aircraft-a9018436.html

Best,

Liz Lawler

Mayor Pro Tempore
Monte Sereno City Council

July 26 2019

Name

Faviola Garcia

Message



Hello Mary-Lynne,

Mayor Spreen received his response earlier today, sent by Yvette this morning.
$WWDFKHG LV )$$1V UHVSRQVH DGGUHVVHG WR \RX DQG D FRS\ RI W

Please let me know if you have any questions.
Thank you,

Favi-

Faviola Garcia

Senior Advisor

Federal Aviation Administration
Office of the Regional Administrator

July 28 2019

Name
Marie-Jo Fremont

Message

Andi,
Quick question: What happens to emails that are sent to scscroundtable@gmail.com?
x Do they get automatically distributed to all Roundtable members, or just the Chair, or the Chair &
Technical Consultant & Vice-Chair?
o If the emails get distributed to some or all Roundtable members, when does this happend?
x Do they systematically get included in packet for the next meeting?
x Do they systematically get posted under Correspondence on the Roundtable website and when?
If you know the answer, great. Otherwise, | will ask Mary-Lynne Bernald.
Thank you.
Mjf
July 29 2019

Name
Alastair Fyfe

Message

Good morning Evan,

| had two follow -up questions from last Wednesday's meeting. Though | filled out two speaker/comment cards
on arrival, these did not seem to have gotten to Chair Bernald. In the future should they be given to her directly?
Also, | understood Chair Bernald to say at the meeting that my June 25 letter to the SC|SC RT with attached
correspondence had been forwarded to the FAA with a cover letter. However | am not finding her cover letter
to the FAA on the SC|SC site. Is this available?

Thanks,

Alastair



PS : I believe there are minor errors with the two most recently posted items on the ‘correspondence’ tab. The
2019-6-26 date should be 7-26 and the letter is actually from FAA to Spreen.

July 29 2019

Name
Marie-Jo Fremont

Message

Dear SCSC Roundtable members,

Having the Roundtable monitor the IFP Gateway is a good thing. The challenge however is to understand
what changes are relevant and important in terms of potential impact on communities in order to
prioritize efforts and resources.

To understand whether a change  posted on the IFP Gateway is relevant and important , you need first
some basic data such as:

X Isitan Arrival or a Departure?

To or from which airport?

x What is changing? (e.g., new procedure? changes to an existing procedure waypoints, altitudes,
ground tracks, speeds? elimination of a procedure? etc.)

x

Then you need to understand the potential impact on communities, e.g. who would be potentially
impacted and why.

In terms of impact, ground track is of ¢ ourse critical. However, impact is not solely determined by ground
track. Several other factors play a role: lateral concentration of planes (e.g. rails in the sky), frequency of planes
(how often), number of planes, distribution over time (day and night), altitudes, speed brakes, speed, etc.

No change in a ground track can also be misleading (one may think that there is no impact):

X  When the FAA converts a traditional procedure into an OPD (a.k.a. a rail in the sky), people below that
OPD are exposed to a lot more noise than before even if the FAA supposedly kept the "same ground
WUDFN" |, XVHG TXRWHY EHFDXVH DQ 23' GRHV QRW UHDOO\ X
concentrates planes into a very narrow horizontal corridor. Implementing an OPD is like replacing
many surface streets in a 4 to 5-mile radius with a freeway that is built over a couple of surface streets.
Would traffic on the new freeway use the same routes as the traffic that was on surface streets before?
Of course, not.

X When the FAA converted the Tailored Oceanic Arrivals into the PIRAT OPD, raised altitudes to 8,000
ft over Woodside, and instructed Air Traffic Control to vector planes from ARGGG (last waypoint over
Woodside) to SIDBY (waypoint over Palo Alto), they barely changed the ground track. However,
because they concentrated arrivals all the way to SIDBY and forced the planes to descend faster and
steeper over SIDBY because of the extra altitude they gained at ARGGG, it means that residents living
near SIDBY are getting more noise --note by the way, that quite a few Oceanic arrivals occur during
nighttime hours.

Considering the ground track over many miles is also critical to determining which communities will be
affected. A small change in a departure or arrival ground track can impact communities miles away. Here is an
example. OAK and SFO aircraft often depart at night by making a sharp turn after take off and going south over
the Bay. Flying over the Bay sounds like a good idea. However, it is not that simple. | often hear the FedEx OAK
cargo planes at 2 or 3 AM as they fly near or over East Palo Alto and Palo Alto. Furthermore, when OAK and
6)2 GHSDUWXUHV JR VRXWK RYHU WKH %D\ DIWHU WDNH RIl LW PHD
for BDEGA-eastarriYDOV 7KDWYV SUR E D E-SROZ4kKitetiflgit goés Ove the Peninsula and turns
over Palo Alto around 5:30AM every day even though traffic over the Bay is extremely light at that time.

In conclusion, before assigning priority levels to items o n the IFP Gateway, please capture basic data
about the posted changes to understand what they are. Then characterize the potential impact by
considering the ground track over many miles as well as other factors including , but not limited to,
altitudes, con centration, volume of planes, and the time distribution of planes.



Thank you for considering my comments and working on reducing airplane impacts for many communities.
Best regards,

Marie-Jo Fremont



July 30 2019

Name
Marie-Jo Fremont

Message

Dear Roundtable members,

The NextGen changes applied to the SJC South Flow arrivals have had a dramatic impact on some Peninsula
communities located to the west and north of SJC. A comparison of flight tracks between 2011 and 2018
provided by the FAA illustrates the tremendous concentration that has occurred and the various shifts in flight
tracks, including vectoring paths (see picture below).

SJC 2011 South Flow SJC South Flow
1,111 Arrivals 1,262 Arrivals

3
Federal Aviation Federal Aviation
A Administration Administration

Source: 03-23-2018 FAA Presentation to the Ad Hoc Advisory Committee on South Flow Arrivals (slides 3 and 5)
The root causes of the noise problem caused by the SJC South Flow arrivals are multiple. However three
changes had a direct negative impact on our communities. When implementing NextGen in the NorCal
Metroplex, the FAA:

1. Lowered the altitude of SFO arrivals, which in turns forced SJC South Flow altitudes to be lower.

The SFO SERFR procedure was for instance lowered to have planes fly through MENLO at 4000 ft (now
MENLO has been replaced by SIDBY). As a result , SJIC South Flow arrivals now must fly lower than
3,000 ft because they must stay at least 1,000 ft below the SFO arrivals (minimum vertical clearance). SJC
South Flow arrivals now typically fly over Palo Alto between 2,000 and 2,500 ft, and sometimes as low as
1,700 ft.

Although extremely noisy, such vectoring of planes does not violate FAA rules because planes can exit and
re-enter the SJC Class C Airspace, which goes from the surface to 4,000 ft Mean Sea Level. Per the FAA

UHVSRQVH RQ SDJH 37TKHUH LV QR UHTXLUHPHQW IRU &0ODVV & DLUVSDFH
YHFWRAUWKHUPRUH 36-& $LUSRUW 7UDIILF & RQaKspaReSronRIzEtSWfaceio& 7 LV GHOH.
IW 06/° VHH SDJH Rl WKH )$$ UHVSRQVH 7KLV ODVW VWDWHPHQW PF

without any consideration of any impacts on any communities.

As described above, there is an interdependency between SFO arrivals and SJC South Flow arrivals. To
solve the noise problem of SJC South Flow arrivals, both arrivals streams need to be considered
simultaneously, not independently and in isolation.

2. Reduced separation between planes  (in-trail separation).

Reduced separation works while planes are en-route at high altitudes (e.g., not in take off or descent
modes) but it often does not work in the last stages of a descent because destination airports cannot
typically accommodate the tight sequencing that the FAA designed. Because of reduced separation, too
many planes are coming too often to land at SJC. As a result, ATC must delay the planes and make









MJF Comment: This paragraph implies that ATC could disperse vectored aircraft in the same manner as before
2012 and it would be safe. Therefore, can the FAA disperse planes now as they did before 2012?

The FAA is willing to explore a charted visual approach for both the east and west sides of SJIC while operating
in a south flow configuration. However, until such a procedure(s) is fully designed and vetted by approved FAA
criteria, we cannot determine its feasibility. Nor can we commit to how frequently such a procedure would be
used should it be published.

MJF Comment: To determine if pursuing a Chartered Visual Approach for the east and west sides of SJC would
be beneficial, can the FAA share some utilization data about other Charted Visual Approaches (in the NorCal
Metroplex or other Metroplexes)?

Explore Other Approaches

2A. The Ad Hoc Advisory Committee requests the FAA maintain the use of the eastern vectoring for
VRXWK IORZ DUULYDOV DV PXFK DV RSHUDWLRQDOO\ IHDVLEOH 7KLV LV DQ LP.

FAA Response: Aircraft that approach SJC from the east downwind - approximately 8 percent of all Runway
12L/R arrivals for 2018 - are not flying a published procedure. Instead, they receive radar vectors from ATC. The
ability to vector aircraft on the east downwind to join the final is confined by the high terrain of the Diablo Range.
Furthermore, the east downwind is largely dependent on sequencing, (i.e., available gaps in traffic on the west
downwind.) While this option is not always available, its use may aid in reducing traffic complexity and may be in
WKH FRQWUROOHUYY EHVW LQWHUHVW WR XWLOL]H

MJF Comment: How can the FAA promote the use of eastern vectoring with Air Traffic Controllers?

2B. The Ad Hoc Advisory Committee requests the FAA study the usage of the eastern vectoring for south flow
arrivals for the past 5 years and provide an explanation for any changes, increases and/or decreases.

FAA Response: Over the past five years, there have been no significant changes in the use of the east
downwind. For more detailed information on this topic, please to reference (sic) Appendix A.

MJF Comment: Using the FAA data from Appendix A, one can see in the graphs | created below that the East
Approach was used less often in 2017 and 2018 than in 2014 or 2015 even though there were fewer South Flow
tracks in 2017 and 2018 than in 2014. In 2018, the East Approach was used about 8.1 % of the time (vs. 10.2 %
of the time in 2014). This represents a 20% decrease in the utilization of the East Approach and caused
significant impact on residents because of more flights, lower altitude flights, and higher concentrated flights on
the Western Approach. Given the noise impact experienced by residents, can the FAA re-examine the data to
understand the decrease in the use of the East Approach?

# of South Flow tracks

% of Flights using East Side Approach



2C. The Ad Hoc Advisory Committee requests the FAA to document why, when, and how an eastern
vectoring is used into SJC during south flow.

FAA Response: The east downwind is used when traffic, weather and aircraft performance permit. As described
in response 2A., the east downwind does not provide vertical or lateral guidance to the aircraft. The precipitous
terrain often causes severe turbulence making the east downwind unavailable. Vectoring aircraft on the east
downwind is not used as frequently as the west downwind due to the lack of a published procedure.

0-) &RPPHQW :LWKRXW D SXEOLVKHG SURFHGXUH XVDJH RI WKH (DVW $SSURD
create 2 procedures (one for the West approach, one for the East approach) to allow ATC to assign arrival traffic
to either procedure to create some dispersion?

2D. The Ad Hoc Advisory Committee requests the FAA to explore a Chartered (sic) Visual Approaches
from the east and west. See item V in Appendix A (sic).

FAA Response: The FAA is willing to consider this if the city/airport sponsor acts as the proponent for this
change and enters it into the IFP Gateway. However, until such a procedure is fully designed and vetted by
approved FAA criteria, we cannot commit its feasibility. Nor can the FAA commit to how frequently such a
procedure would be used, if published.

MJF Comment: Same as item 1 above. To determine if pursuing a Chartered Visual Approach for the east and
west sides of SJIC would be beneficial, can the FAA share some utilization data about other Charted Visual
Approaches? (FYI: Iltem V is in the Noise Mitigation List, not in Appendix A of the FAA response).

Modify Procedures to Reduce the Per Flight Ground Noise Generated by Aircraft

3. The Ad Hoc Advisory Committee requests the FAA initiate a full pro cedure evaluation to implement
item E and F, the purpose being to implement the concept of item D.

D. Raise altitude along the approach, provided airplanes do not have to fly dirtier or use jet thrust.

FAA Response: Raising the altitude along the approach is explained in greater detail in responses E and F.
However, this would not eliminate the need for some aircraft to receive radar vectors. For these vectored aircraft,
as explained above in C., maintaining a heading and altitude, and oftentimes an assigned speed is necessary.
Aircraft configuration/engine thrust is at the sole discretion of the pilot in order to safely comply with ATC
instructions.

MJF Comment: To help understand the factors involved and propose possible alternatives it would be useful to
know how ATC determines the heading, altitudes, and speed. What factors are considered? What are the
objectives? Safety of course, and what else? Is minimizing noise one objective? If not, can the FAA add noise as
a design objective?

E. Return ZORSAt032 § DQG PDNH LW D PLQLPXP DOWLWXGH SURYLGHG DLUSODQHV
or use jet thrust.

)$%$ SHVSRQVH $V FXUUHQWO\ SXEOLVKHG DLUFUDIW FURVYV =256%$ ZD\SRLQW D
Committee meetings the FAA attended, FAA representatives indicated that creating a crossing restriction of

M1 DW =256% PD\ KDYH EHHQ IHDVLEOH +RZHYHU EDVHG XSRQ IXUWKHU UHY
PXVW EH DW T RU ORZHU IDXWLFDO OLOHV 10 SHoFWarrizb&gratvVR PDLQWD
DW T DW WKDW SRLQW $00O DUULYDO DQG GHSDUWXUH SURFHGXUHV ZLWKL
interdependent, and were designed to improve safety and efficiency within the NAS. The FAA cannot support
this recommendation.

MJF Comment: Gaining 200 ft will NOT reduce noise on the ground. However, the FAA explains that the SJIC

South Flow noise is in part due to the changes made for SFO arrivals. Solving the SJC South Flow noise must

be done in conjunction with solving the SFO arrivals noise problem. Is the FAA willing to explore scenarios that
could reduce noise for both SFO and SJC South Flow arrivals?

) 5HOD[ WKH DOWLWXGH UHTXLUHPHQWY DW +,7,5 I URP H[DFWO\ T WR DW RL









FAA Response: Please refer to responses 1 and 4.

MJF Comment: It seems that the FAA did not understand the request. The Committee was interested in a
standard reporting system for noise complaints.

The FAA responses are not addressing the request. Response 1 has nothing to do with request 8A. Response 4
is about measuring noise, which the FAA does not do.

8B. The Ad Hoc Advisory Committee requests that the FAA initiate a study to use the inform ation
collected in 8A to identify and analyze noise trends that should be addressed.

FAA Response: Please refer to responses 1 and 4.

MJF Comment: The FAA does not seem to understand how noise complaints can be a good indicator of noisy
procedures that could help prioritize efforts and resources. Additionally, the FAA states that they do not compare
modeled noise before a change is implemented to actual noise after the change is implemented. This lack of
validation between expected versus actual is an opportunity for legislation and/or process improvement.

July 31 2019

Name
Lesley Tierra
Message

BSR flight path
Dear SCSC Roundtable and FAA,

| attended your meeting on Wednesday July 24, 2019 and skimmed through a copy of the strategic plan. From
the meeting, | gathered that the overall intention of the SCSC Roundtable is to reduce aircraft noise in Santa
Cruz, Santa Clara and San Benito counties. And yet, | read in the strategic plan a specific intention to move the
SERFR (Happy Valley/SummitarHDYV 1OLJKW SDWK , XQGHUVWDQG LW LV LQWH
(San Lorenzo Valley) flight path. If this is so, | have grave concerns.

JLUVW RI DOO WKH 3R MNGT wha thd BARIfKgW pStbWaK Last winter, the FAA inadvertently
PRYHG WKH 6(5)5 IOLJKW SDWK 3EDFN" WR %65 DQG IRU DERXW GD
HYHU ,1YH OLYHG LQ P\ KRPH IRU \HDUV DQG WKH WHUULEOH DLU
It was definitely NOTEV (5 DQ\ IOLJKW SDWK QRLVH ZHYYH HYHU KDG EHIRUH
extremely high despite windows and doors being closed. It rattled windows and startled people awake during
sleep. | still have a touch of PTSD from the frequent, sudden and alarming loud aircraft noise.

This means moving the SERFR flight path to the BSR flight path is just moving one bad situation to
another location and nothing more.

Further, the BSR pathway is a worse situation for two reasons:
The BSR pathway (SLV) has a larger population than that of SERFR

The BSR pathway (SLV) topography has steep and high mountain walls (versus the rounded hills of the
SERFR pathway). Sound bounces off and reverberations between the SLV mountain walls, increasing noise
levels.

Population size should have a major influence on determining concentrated flight pathways. Further, local
measurements of noise levels should be assessed rather than using computerized models because varying
terrains influence noise levels.

At the meeting it was mentioned that people install air conditioning or window treatments to mitigate noise. This
is a blatant insult. In California people are often outdoors or have windows/doors open for much of the year and
air conditioning in winter anywhere is a ridiculous, if not bad, idea.






x  Spread flight paths out rather than be repetitive and channeled into one narrow area *just
FKDQJLQJ WKH 6(5)5 URXWH 3EDFN" WR WKH 3ROG"~ %65 SDWI
1500 more people will be impacted plus the unique topography under BSR enhances aircraft
noise on the ground)

| support regulatory reform that makes the FAA respo nsible for noise. | ask that the SCSC
Roundatable CHARGE FAA with mitigating noise levels  and take the following points to the
GAO (General Accountability Office) for their consideration and action:
X  The FAA should implement all CURRENT noise-reduction requirements
x  Rather than measuring noise by computerized models, take local measurements of noise in unique
topographies
X The FAA certification standards for manufacturing airplanes  should have stronger regulations and
lower decibel limits for mitigating noise
Thank you,
Lesley Tierra

Ben Lomond, Ca 95005
BSR flightpath (San Lorenzo Valley)

July 31 2019

Name
Yakeen Qawasmeh
Message

Proposed Flight Path Change

Good evening:

I am writing to express my strong opposition to planned BSR flight path change. This is not an equitable
solution to the current problem that Santa Cruz County residents are facing regarding aircraft noise.
Opposition will continue to build regarding the proposed flight path change and the underlying problem will
not be solved. | would encourage the roundtable to formulate an equitable solution, rather than shifting the
noise from one community to another.

Best regards,
Yakeenn

August 4 2019

Name
Roman Mezhibovski

Message

| would like to report that the residential area between Near Cottle rd. and 85 in San Jose is under constant
overhead air traffic for landing aircraft incoming to SJC airport. Using Webtrack we observed an average of 7-10
flights overhead at any given 30 minute internal from early morning till late afternoon.

This is a high density residential area with multiple apartment building complexes, townhomes and condos. This
area experienced very rapid development over the last 5 years with many builds still under constructions.



While it might have been of little impact several years ago, today the area is densely populated with families
and others. Again ALL north flow incoming air traffic flies directly overhead.

Please see this image for illustration: https://bit.ly/2GIDOli
Finally, | am not clear as to why the City of San Jose is NOT part of this roundtable as has large parts of
residents current and future that will be affected by SJC Airport. | would love to see participation from the San

Jose City in this comeet as well as our congressional leadership.

Roman
August 4 2019

Name
Roman Mezhibovski
Message

Topic for this month meeting

I would like to report that the residential area between Near Cottle rd. and 85 is under constant overhead air
traffic for landing aircraft incoming to SJC airport. Using Webtrack we observed an average of 7-10 flights
overhead at any given 30 minute internal from early morning till late afternoon.

This is a high density residential area with multiple apartment building complexes, townhomes and condos. This
area experienced very rapid development over the last 5 years with many builds still under constructions.

While it might have been of little impact several years ago, today the area is densely populated with families
and others. Again, ALL north flow incoming air traffic routs directly overhead. We understand the concerns of
other cities and impacted communities but we would be remiss if we didnt report the increased impact on this
new high density community,

Fortunately, less than 2000 ft away there is a long stretch of commercial\industrial areas (Western Digital and
others) which would allow plans to approach essentially on the same way - just with significant less time over
residential areas.

I would like to suggest to the FAA and SJC a proposal to review and consider the flight path to a less
Residential approach.

The two path are essentially identical yet one carries the north flow air traffic over mostly commercial\industrial
areas while the other over the newly created residential areas.

| would like to submit these two illustrations (attached) for discussion at the next meeting this month. They both
illustrate the current and proposed flight path as well as show the industrial and residential areas.

Looking forward to hearing from you about next steps

Alternative
Current Flight
Flight Path
Path

Alternative
Flight Path

Non
Residential
Industrial)

Current
Flight
Path

Resitiential

Non Residential
(Industrial)

Sincerely,
Roman Mezhibovski



August 7 2019

Name
Alastair Fyfe
Message

Hello,

attached is a letter for submission to the SC|SC Roundtable focused on the importance of including
assessment of regional consensus among the goals set out in the Roundtable's Strategic Plan.

Thank you,

Alastair Fyfe

Attachment Summary

$ODVWDLU )\IHTV $XIXVW OHWWHU WR WKH 6&6& 5RXQGWDEOF



August 7 2019

Name
Jennifer Landesmann

Message

"Public Outreach" for Strategic Plan and Work Program
Dear Members of the SCSC Roundtable,

As you finalize your Strategic Plan and Work Program, | notice that what is missing is the topic of public
outreach.

At the last meeting, FAA mentioned that it is putting focus on the roundtable and that there is an email address
for the general public. What needs to be reconciled is who is responsible for letting communities know about
changes to airspace procedures. In particular, the most problematic issue are CATEX actions. These are non-
transparent "surprises” which is the opposite of community engagement. Perhaps something can be
coordinated with Airports, as airports have the biggest visibility about what is planned. The IFP Gateway
CATEX publications are too late for the public, and as FAA has noted it is not for environmental comments.

Another item is about adding a specific goal or plan to evaluate noise mitigation actions in terms of their overall
impact. How are the various changes proposed by communities adding up or netting out? Please see email
below which | wrote to the SFO Roundtable referring to the OAK Departures over the Bay as an example of why
this matters.

Thank you,

Jennifer



August 7 2019

Name
Ann Black

Message

RE: Your July 9, 2019 Email Regarding Moving Aircraft Flight Paths

Can you please provide faa contact email?
Thank you, Ann

August 7 2019

Name
Anita Enander

Message

Attached are suggested revisions to both the Strategic Plan (using change tracking) and the Work Program
(completely revised so no tracking). In the broadest sense | made one significant change to the the Strategic
Plan, and then reorganized the content of the Work Program to align with the Plan goals.

I moved the policy re: not shifting noise and collaboration with FAA from the Goal section to being a new
Guiding Principle. | replaced that Goal with a broader one encompassing collaboration with multiple other
entities, data collection, analysis, community engagement/outreach, training, and some other miscellaneous
"tools" that will be needed to help the Roundtable succeed. Then | resorted the Work Program sections to
match the four goals in the Strategic Plan. The latter resulted in such rework that it wasn't practical to do change
tracking. To help match the old content to new, | indicated the old number in brackets at the top of each work
plan item. | combined a couple of things, but no items were deleted. | added some other stuff (a couple of new
items, expanded content, and a bit of status info). | didn't get super fancy with formatting the Program, as it
may go through further significant revisions or get discarded. Files are renamed to indicate my "ae" identifier.

Hopefully Mary-Lynne can give this a good once over to edit and do whatever she feels is appropriate.
Tomorrow is a pretty full day (including an evening meeting), but I am available Friday or send me email with
guestions.

Anita Enander

August 9 2019

Name
Anita Enander

Message



Final comments and suggested revisions to Strategic Plan and Work Program

Attached are final suggested revisions to the Strategic Plan (with track changes) and Work Program
(substantially revised and reorganized so track changes were not practical). For the Work Program, the prior
numbering system for each section is shown at the end of the title for each renumbered section. Both
documents have several changes to the preliminary drafts sent on Aug. 7; please discard those documents.

Regarding priorities, I'd suggest a 2-track approach. Because FAA time available to the Roundtable is limited
and because the timeframe for responding to FAA procedure changes during development is usually very short,
| suggest that anything related to FAA action be prioritized separately from actions that are completely within the
control of the Roundtable. For the former, procedure changes or other FAA-related items should take
precedence over all other work. It is doubtful that there will be several FAA issues to address simultaneously. If
such occurs, the Roundtable can set priorities for those specific situations.

For activities entirely within Roundtable and consulting staff control, | suggest the following items be given top
priority. First, begin creating/compiling the basic data (4.6 in Work Plan). Second, establish two subcommittees
- Procedure Development and Mitigation (4.4) and Legislative/Policy (3.1). Third, establish a working group and
assign staff time to map out the procedure development process as a tool for the Roundtable (4.3).

| want to thank community members from Los Altos and Palo Alto and my colleague Lydia Kou for collaborating
on this effort. The suggested new structure of the Work Program and any flaws or errors in the attached are my
own.

Thank you for creating the initial drafts. | wish you good luck integrating the various comments and suggested
revisions.

Anita Enander
Los Altos Member

Attachment Summary

Revisions to Strategic Plan and Work Program. *Work Program document unable to download properly, but we were able to
obtain the correct copy from Member Enander (attached below) and incorporated into the Strategic Plan/Work Program..



August 9 2019

Name
Darlene Yaplee and Marie-Jo Fremont

Message

SCSC Roundtable,

Instead of prescribing specific language on both documents through tracked changes, we decided to outline five
overall considerations followed by input on the Strategic Plan and Work Program documents.

Overall Considerations
x How does the Roundtable prioritize operational processes (such as setting up subcommittees) versus
addressing issues (such as the SERFR/Big Sur Overlay)?
Processes are related to how the Roundtable achieves results.
Issues are what the Roundtable decides to work on.
Consider a framework for prioritizing by categories.

x  How can the Roundtable accomplish more with limited resources?

How can the Roundtable collaborate with other groups (Roundtables, Noise Forums, Airports) to
leverage resources and knowledge?

How can the Roundtable delegate tasks to smaller groups to be more efficient and effective by
developing topic expertise and working in parallel? This applies to subcommittees and also to other
topics such as Baseline Noise Data.

Consider efficient and likely approaches to inform the prioritization effort.

x  How does the division of work influence the Roundtable priorities?

Consider looking at the resources required (e.g., Technical Working Group, Roundtable staff, etc.) for
the various items before establishing priorities.

X +RZ FDQ WKH 5RXQGWDEOH EHVW XVH WKH &RQVXOWDQWITV WHFK
Consider where and how Consulting resources can a) complete sub-sections without FAA resources
required and b) perform advance work prior to FAA involvement. This may influence the prioritization
effort.

x  How will the Roundtable balance working on important vs. urgent items that require timely actions from the

Roundtable?
Is a specific process needed to deal with critical things that require prompt actions (for instance, new
item is posted on the IFP Gateway or new information is communicated in an FAA update on the
Select Committee or South Flow Ad Hoc Committee reports)?
Consider an important versus urgent items approach as part of the prioritization consideration and
framework.

Additionally, we listed comments for the Strategic Plan and Work Program documents below.

Note that our comments are based on several years of experiencing aircraft noise daily, including at night,
attending meetings on a regular basis since 2016 (Select Committee, Ad Hoc Advisory Committee, general
SFO Roundtable, SFO Technical Working Group, Santa Clara Santa Cruz Roundtable), and reviewing all FAA
updates that have been published.

Thank you for considering our input.
Regards,
Marie-Jo Fremont and Darlene Yaplee

STRATEGIC PLAN
x  In multiple sections of the document
- Modify language of "monitor/evaluate” to reflect a proactive and results-oriented approach: Roundtable
should "advocate, follow XS DGGUHVYV S ARISE YrempiyWiitéms that are time critical
(such as FAA updates and IFP gateway postings).
Add language to reflect that Roundtable needs to address unintended consequences of changes that
are implemented.
Align language used with the Resolution that passed at the last meeting such as:
review and take actions on the previous Reports versus recommendations that the FAA is taking
action on
f include past or future actions, or inactions
f cover both noise and environmental impacts



6SHFLI\ WKDW WKH 5RXQGWDEOH ZLOO VHUYH DV WKH D UHJLR
EH DOLJQHG ZLWK 3DXWRQRP\ RI ORFDO JRYHUQPHQWV ™ DV VW
f 3. The Roundtable will work to maintain communication and cooperation between the regional
commercial service airports and local governments to address local agency land use and zoning
decisions in noise-sensitive and/or overflight areas, while recognizing the autonomy of local
governments and the regional commercial service airports autonomy to make those decisions
within their respective jurisdictions.
,QFOXGH LQ 35HVRXUFHV" ZKHUH DSSURSULDWH &KDLU 5RXQG
other Roundtables and/or Noise Forums, Congressional Representatives Staff, Airport
Representatives, Roundtable.
Define regional commercial airports: SFO, SJC and OAK.
x  In the Background section
Tune wording for RNAV to demystify the acronym and include language to reflect the community
experience and impacts: RNAV procedures and associate vectoring paths are GPS-based narrow
aircraft corridors that concentrate noise over residential communities.
X  In the Proactive Approach and Guiding Principles sections:
Include taking prompt and timely actions on time critical items as appropriate.
Add language to state that the Roundtable will propose and advocate for legislative and policy actions
that will reduce impacts on member communities.
X  Inthe Goals section:
. Goal #1: under "Action items", add that Roundtable recommend the integration of aircraft noise
reduction technologies when appropriate.
Goal #2 section : under "Action items", add that Roundtable will monitor the implementation of the
2016 SFO Roundtable recommendations given that some recommendations may negatively impact the
Roundtable member communities and will take actions in a timely fashion as necessary.
Goal #3 section: inthe 3LQWURGXFPWERQRQQO®VHPY VHFWLRQV DGG OD(
Roundtable will propose and advocate for policy and legislative changes to reduce aircraft impacts.
Goal #4 section :

f Inthe introduction/description part, add language that the Roundtable seeks changes that will
reduce impacts through adjustments to existing procedures and vectoring, the development of
quieter procedures and vectoring, timely community engagement that influence changes, and
policy and legislative changes.

f Under "Action items", add specific language about working with the FAA such as model expected
impacts of changes, review actual impacts of changes against expected impacts, and remedy
any negative unintended consequences as soon as possible.

WORK PROGRAM
X In multiple places in the document:
0 Under each each x.x.x sub-section (e.g., 2.1.1, 2.1.2, 2.3.1, etc.)
f Add 2 new fields under

f Desired Outcomes to articulate what success looks like.

f Roles and Responsibilities to identify who needs to be involved (Chair, Roundtable,
Roundtable Staff, specific Subcommittee, other Roundtables and/or Noise Forums,
Congressional Representatives Staff, Airport Representative, etc.).

f Show Status under each specific Action to make it easier to track the status of the separate
actions in a sub-section.

o0 Asin the strategic plan, modify language of "monitor/evaluate" to reflect a proactive and results-
oriented approach: Roundtable ZLOO DGYRFDWH IROORZ XS DGGUHVV Sl
items that are time critical (such as FAA updates and IFP gateway postings).

0 Add language that Roundtable will use consultant technical expertise to identify, propose, and review
solutions where appropriate (e.g. procedure development, vectoring mitigation, assistance on
Procedure Development Process).

0 Add language to specify that, prior to implementing changes, the FAA must model review, and share
any of the potential impacts with roundtables (SFO Roundtable, SC/SC Roundtable).

0 Add language to ensure that Congressional Representatives staff is actively involved on legislative
matters (monitor, advocate new wording, etc.).

0 5HSODFH WKH ZRUG 33URFHGXUH™ ZLWK d’lARBiHEptdidtoDaDtle Wdid
33 U R F H @&h¢ Madtoring of the PIRAT TWO, SERFR3, BDEGA-West procedures have a major
impact on many residential communities that are located past the end point of these procedures.

X Subcommittees/Workgroups:

0 In section 2, create a new sub-section to add a Legislation/Policy subcommittee

0 Rename the Procedure Development Subcommittee.

f Consider Technical Working Group (TWG) Subcommittee similar to the SFO-Roundtable to
reflect that the subcommittee will deal with technical details on procedures and vectoring.
2WKHUZLVH DGG WKH ZRUG 20LWLJDWLRQ  LQ WKH WLW(
on changes to existing procedures.

f Setup a short-term workgroup/task force for the Procedure Development Process.




f Given that the work would be about process, the Roundtable may not need a long-standing
X

subcommittee. A task force may be able to produce results within a few months.
Baseline Noise Data and Flight Reports:
0 Add language to reflect that baseline noise data should include historical flight reports as well as
current flight data. This is critical to understand pre and post NextGen changes, validate FAA
assumptions on modeling the impacts of a change, reveal aircraft concentration, prioritize efforts, etc.
Reference flight reports to baseline noise data in the relevant sub-sections.

f Note that Airports have the tools and data to produce flight reports and also have permanent
or temporary noise monitors that can measure actual noise on the ground.
X

The Flight reports sub-section should include both on-going and historical reports.
X  Training:
o]

Basic training should be provided for on-boarding new members.
o}

Targeted training should be offered to Roundtable members to enable them to be more effective
when solving a problem or making a recommendation on a work program item.



August 10 2019

Name
Deborah Joyce

Message

Please, please, PLEASE expedite the BSR overlay! 12-24 months is far, FAR too long to wait for
something that was put upon us with no proper research. It has been proven that stress causes serious
physical problems, from heart attacks to strokes to degrading of the brain from the stress and the loss of
sleep. Today, | have recorded, i.e., BEEN INTERRUPTED BY over SIXTY-FOUR loud, screeching,
thundering jets over my once peaceful home. This is simply WRONG.

Per the EPA's Summary of the Noise Control Act, | quote: "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."

Our health and our welfare has been greatly jeopardized. Please no more delays with this! ACT NOW.
THANK YOU!

August 9 2019
Name
George Wiley
Message

Hi,
The attached correspondence is forwarded for consideration at the August 28th Roundtable meeting.
Thank you.

George Wylie

Attachment Summary
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August 9 2019

Name

Lisa Matichak

Message

Attached is the input | had time to provide on the Strategic Plan and the Work Program. | think substantial
rework is needed on both documents. The Strategic Plan needs to be at a higher level, and the Work
Program needs to be directly tied to the goals in the Strategic Plan.

Lisa

Lisa Matichak
Mayor
City of Mountain View

Attachment Summary

Strategic Plan and the Work Program



August 9 2019

Name
Lydia Kou
Message

Hello:

Anita and | collaborated on foundation versions for both the Strategic Plan and the Work Program (by the
way, it was positive and productive to work with another Roundtable member on these important
documents).

Unfortunately, we ran out of time and could not coordinate final edits. You should see, however, a fair
amount of overlap between my comments and Anita's comments.

Attached are my edits to both documents in tracked changes.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions.

Kind regards,

Lydia Kou - Council Member
Attachment Summary

Strate gic_Plan_LKou
Work_Program _LKou



August 9 2019
Name
Michelle Wu
Message

SCSC Roundtable - Input on Draft Strategic Plan and Work Program
To whom it may concern,

Attached is the work program priority from Los Altos Hills.

Attachmen t Summary

SCSC RT Work Program Prioritization (LAH)



August 9 2019

Name

Robert Holbrook

Message

Comments on Strategic Plan and Work Program

Please find my suggestions for the Strategic Plan and the Work Program attached. These documents
FRXOG KDYH D VLIJQLILFDQW LPSDFW RQ WKH 5RXQGWDEOHTYV HII
the time it needs to structure these documents for success. In particular, | hope the Work Program does
not become a prioritized wish list ZLWK YDJXH GHOLYHUDEOHV ,QVWHDG ,1G :
planning year, with tradeoffs made based on resource constraints. My document includes suggestions to
move in that direction.

8QIRUWXQDWHO\ , ZRQIW EH D@&Q@uyud BBIRWWHQG WKH PHHWLQJ

Robert Holbrook

Attachment Summary

Feedback on Strategic Plan and Work Program 080919



August 10 2019
Name
Danny Cochetas
Message
Excessive airplane noise over my house

Excessive and incessant airplane noise over our, until recently, fairly quiet neighborhood is affecting
peace of mind and quality of life. | am unhappy, do not like it and am losing sleep!

August 10 2019
Name
Jennifer Tasseff
Message
Possible changes/comments for the SCSC Roundtable Strategic Plan - Rough draft attached
Hello Roundtable Members:

This is Jennifer. | wanted to share with you my ideas of changes that can be made to the Roundtable
Strategic Plan, and that may be beneficial to all cities involved in this endeavor.

Attached is a copy of how | see the strategic plan could be reworded and clarified. Changes from the original

document are generally designated in yellow highlight.

This document was an attempt to preserve most of the main features and goals of the original strategic plan,

with fewer updates.

The general updates include:
f A more active tone, rather than passive monitoring
f Removal of the term regional "commercial service" airports, to be replaced by regional airports
[removed the verbiage "commercial service", so purview is not limited]
f Added some details to the various goals
f

Lowered Priority of Goal #2 (Address Community Concerns) - Shifted from priority #2 to priority #4

Please note- The document includes excerpts from multiple community members, that | felt were beneficial to

the document as a whole.
| hope this information is helpful. MS Word doc and PDF are attached.

Thanks,
Jennifer Tasseff

Attachment Summary

Updated Strategic_Plan_V3



August 12 2019

Name

Lydia Kou

Message

Update: Aug. 7 SFO-RT meeting and SERFR FOUR

Dear Mary-Lynne and Lisa,

| attended the SFO-RT on August 7th and wanted to summarize items that are relevant to the SCSC RT,
including some possible next steps to consider. Here is the meeting packet and agenda. The video recording of
the meeting will be posted in the future.

Additionally, | have a comment at the bottom regarding SERFR FOUR.

$LUSRUW 'LUHFWRUfV 5HSRUWYV
0 SFO is proceeding with GBAS landing system. The first implementation is duplicating the current ILS landing
system to confirm viability of GBAS. Innovative GBAS approaches are now targeted for the latter half of 2021.
o SFO will circulate the innovative approaches with the SFO-RT and then the FAA for final approval. The FAA
is the sole arbitrator.
0 SCSC RT Consideration: Given that GBAS approaches can start 23 nmiles from SFO, discuss how the
SCSC Roundtable can be involved in the design and review process of innovative approaches.

SFO Airport Development Plan, Comment Letters regarding Notice of Preparation (NOP), starts on page
29 of packet.
o Comment letters from Supervisor Pine and several SFO-RT Cities (San Bruno, Pacifica, South San
Francisco, and Millbrae).
0 SCSC RT Consideration: Given that SCSC RT member communities may be affected by SFO development,
monitor Environmental Impact Review process and dates for public input.

Noise Monitors
R 3HU %HUW *DQRXQJY V DQG ,YDU 6DWHURY V $LUSRRBEWnééttidd;| 5RO gL
buying new monitors.
0 Atthe August 7th SFO-RT meeting, the vendor reviewed the new monitoring system (no presentation is
posted at this time). Bert shared that SFO did not receive feedback on the new monitors since the June 5th
meeting or prior and their plan is to replace the previous monitors with the new monitors at the same locations.
There was discussion about the timing and process to determine where the new monitors should be located
given that the current monitor locations were selected pre-NextGen. In addition, the Ground Based Noise
Subcommittee wants to provide input on the monitor locations for their needs. The next step is for the Technical
Working Group to discuss the new noise monitors at the September meeting (date TBD).
o ltwasnot VWDWHG ZKR SD\V IRU WKH PRQLWRUV )$$ DQG RU 6)2 $ S
aircraft noise regulations) included using monitors at the airport noise contours.
0 SCSC RT Consideration: Given the significant impact of SFO operations on our SCSC RT member
communities, can the Roundtable ask SFO to allocate some noise monitors for our community? | would
recommend asking Bert for an update on SFO noise monitors at the August 28th Roundtable meeting.

San Diego Airport Noise Reports
0 The Brisbane RT member shared this report as an example for useful content.
0 SCSC RT Consideration: As part of the Work Program on flight reports and baseline data, it could be useful
to review existing reports (not just from the San Diego Airport) as well as ask for community input on what
content should be captured given that many residents have knowledge and technical expertise on these topics.

PIRAT TWO Update
0 SFO-RT Technical Consultant Justin Cook shared that the FAA was evaluating a long-term solution. No
DGGLWLRQDO LQIRUPDWLRQ zDV DYDLODEOH H J ZH GRQTW NQRZ L
the PIRAT waypoint that Ms. Thann McLeod shared with us at our May 22nd meeting or if the FAA is reviewing
other aspects of the procedure.
0 SCSC RT Consideration: Ask the FAA at an upcoming meeting to clarify what kind of long-term PIRAT TWO
solution they are evaluating. PIRAT TWO is of shared interest with the SFO-RT (it was mentioned during the
3lRUPDO FRRUGUgiMW sdr Qelow)] H



FAA July Update - new OAK 050 procedure
o0 Prior to the SFO-RT meeting, a Palo Alto resident shared the following information with Chair Lewis:
37KH )$$ MXVW UHOHDVHG DQ XSGDWH LQ ZKL F Kpulligation ld@eCaroemi\g@piGgy W
2020 for 050 departures:

&UHDWH DQ 2%$. GHSDUWXUH SURFHGXUH WKDW IOLHVY GRZQ WKH %D

2 (Pg 28) B 33 (Pg. 30), C 050° ST 2 (Pg. 40), C Nighttime ST 4 part 2 (Pg. 44), C CNDEL COL 1 in part (Pg.
DLL 5HVS SDUW 37 ' E LL 5HVS SDUW 3J T 6WL

action was entered into the IFP Gateway. This Request has received initial feasibility and Regional Airspace

and Procedures Team approval. The FAA anticipates a publication date sometime in Spring 2020.

Note: The FAA update refers to the 050 departures as OAK departure however, it may be possible that the

same procedure will be used by SFO.

The 050 procedure is still at the initial feasibility stage and was a recommendation from the SFO Roundtable.
To the best of our knowledge, there is no information available about the procedure details or any expected
impact calculation on Menlo Park, East Palo Alto, Palo Alto, Mountain View, and Sunnyvale residents to name
VRPH RI WKH SRWHQWLDOO\ DIIHFWHG FRPPXQLWLHV 3

o Chair Lewis responded to the resident that she will bring the comments and concerns to the FAA at the next
opportunity. In fact, she followed up at the meeting on Wednesday by stating that she wanted to get more
information from the FAA. Raquel Girvin and William Freeman attended the meeting although they were not on
the agenda. Chair Lewis provided a heads up to Raquel that the SFO-RT would be asking the FAA to cover
OAK 050 at the next meeting.

0 SCSC RT Consideration: Given that 050 departures affect some member communities at night and that the
FAA is actively working on it, we need this topic on our radar screen. 050 departures are also a prime topic for
coordinating work with the SFO-RT and the OAK Noise Forum.

Formal coordination with other Bay Area Roundtables
0 Your June 19th letter to the SFO-RT is included in page 45 of packet.
o Discussion included having an SFO-RT representative attend meetings, coordinate, communicate, and TBD
other efforts with the SCSC RT and possibly OAK Noise Forum. Comments were made about whether other
RTs should have voting rights and be active participants. It was mentioned that the SFO-RT bylaws require
each member City to get approval of their Councils if more voting members were added.
0 The SFO-RT identified Ann Wengert of Portola Valley as their rep to coordinate with other RTs and identify
areas of common interest. Ann Wengert mentioned PIRAT as an example of a procedure both SCSC RT and
SFO-RT members are interested in.
0 SCSC RT Consideration: Likely Ann will reach out to you to formalize. There are multiple areas of
collaboration: PIRAT TWO, 050 departures, noise monitor locations and noise reports. SCSC RT to select our
representative. | am happy to volunteer my name given that | have attended SFO Roundtable meetings
regularly.

SERFR FOUR - IFP GATEWAY

On a separate note, | wanted to let you know that the FAA recently posted some information about SERFR
FOUR on the IFP gateway. While it appears to be nothing more than a name change to a waypoint, some
observers have raised the question as to whether SERFR FOUR will maintain status quo rather than
addressing the SERFR issues. It would be beneficial to clarify with the FAA whether the BIG SUR overlay is still
under consideration in light of SERFR FOUR and get an oral confirmation from the FAA of what the recent
SERFR FOUR posting indicates. Is that something that Steve can clarify or do we need to ask the FAA to
address SERFR FOUR at a future meeting?

Thank you,

Lydia Kou - Council Member



August 16 2019

Name

Glenn Hendricks

Message

Hello,
| just realized | had never hit send to get this information to you.

The attached are my questions for the FAA concerning the Adhoc Committee response from the FAA.

Glenn Hendricks
Sunnyvale Council Member, Seat #2

Attachment Summary

Ad Hoc Response Questions.docx *O0OHPEHU +HQGULFNVY TXHVWLRQV IRU V



August 20 2019

Name
Fred Krefetz

Message

Jet Noise Complaints Analysis

, DP UHTXHVWLQJ DQ DQDO\VLV RI 6)29V DQG 6-&1V MHW QRLVH FRP
part of the SCSC Roundtable work plan. | have been extremely annoyed by the increased jet noise over my
KRPH LQ WKH 'RZQWRZQ 1RUWK QHLJKERUKRRG RI 3DOR $OWR , KDY
stop.jetnoise.net as | assume others have been doing. This information is essential to the SCSC Roundtable
work plan.

Thank you,

Fred Krefetz
Palo Alto

August 20 2019

Name
Risa Biggar

Message

Jet Noise Complaints Analysis

| understand the SCSC Roundtable is finalizing a strategic plan for addressing jet noise complaints in the San
Francisco Bay Area. This is a very sore subject to me as my peace has been shattered the last three + years
by the new flight path to SFO.

$Q\V ZRUN SODQ \RX GHVLJQ 0867 LQFOXGH DQ DQDO\VLV RI 6)21V DQ
2012. The analysis should have a variety of queries and summary statistics that can correlate with other FAA
data of traffic patterns and altitudes. Regular reports should result as well, that track key statistics from SFO

and SJC, as SFO provides to the SFO Roundtable.

My neighbors and | join in beggingyoutR IRUP D SODQ WR UHOLHYH XV IURP RXU U>
and inability to enjoy our gardens as these planes fly over every 2 and a half minutes at altitudes of less than
6,000 feet. Here is an example of what | reported just the other night. Please note these disruptions are all

after midnight.

Mon, Aug 19, 03:37 AM  Flight: KE 214 [LAX-SFO] (B748; speed: 228 knots, altitude: 5872.475101876266 ft,
distance: 0 KM)

Mon, Aug 19, 02:53 AM  Flight: K41920 [LAX-SFO] (B763; speed: 275 knots, altitude: 5481.9416347328 ft,
distance: 0 KM)

Volume was "very loud".

Mon, Aug 19, 12:38 AM  Flight: UA 398 [LAX-SFO] (B738; speed: 290 knots, altitude: 5701.3104665813335
ft, distance: 1 KM)

9ROXPH ZDV 722 /28"

Thank you for your work and your consideration.

Risa Biggar
Los Altos, CA



August 21 2019

Name

Nick Briggs

Message

Jet Noise Complaints Analysis

Dear SCSC Roundtable members--

| would like to request that as part of your work plan you perform an analysis of the SJIC and SFO noise
complaints database from at least as far back as 2012, and that you plan for ongoing reporting from these
databases.

It should be possible to develop summary statistics that correlate with other FAA data regarding traffic patterns
and altitudes.

Yours sincerely

Nick Briggs

August 21 2019

Name

Tait and Cynthia Johnson

Message

Santa Clara County Jet Noise Complaints Analysis . . .

Dear SCSC Round Table Committee,

Please acceptthise-PDLO DV D UHTXHVW IRU DQ DQDO\VLVoRplahj2databBs@sGinge &
2012 to be included as part of the SCSC Roundtable work plan.

Regards,

Tait and Cynthia Johnson
Palo Alto CA. 94301



August 21 2019

Name

Steve Hoyt

Message

Jet Noise.
Hi

As someone who has been suffering now for years with jet noise, sometimes as many as 100+ per day over my
KRXVH SOHDVH FRQVLGHU WKH 3VWRS MHW QRLVH GDWD LQ \RXU ZF

| have been reporting them daily for over 3 years and they should provide you with valuable info.
Before the changes | had no noise issues.
Now they start as early as 4:45 and sometimes even continue until after midnight as often as once a minute

Thanks
Steve

August 21 2019

Name

Hui Yang

Message

Jet Noise Complaints Analysis
Dear SFO Roundtable Committee,

lamwritLQJ WR DVN \RX WR DQDO\]H 6)2YV DQG 6-&1V MHW QRLVH FRPS
include/consider the results as part of the SCSC Roundtable work plan.

Such complaints will facilitate you to gain a holistic view of this long-standing issue that disrupts our life on a
daily basis. Among the many issues, the late night and early morning flights have especially created an
excruciating experience. This complaint database will corroborate this and many more concerns from people
who live directly under these "super jet noise pathways".

Sincerely,
Hui Yang
A Los Altos resident



August 21 2019

Name

Gretchen Hillard

Message

jet noise complaints analysis

As a person living uder daily unacceptable noise levels from SFO and SJC bound aircdraft, as well as private
planes, local aircraft and helicopters, | am asking for an analysis of SFO's and SJC's jet noise complaints
databases sincew 2012 ro be included as part of the SCSC Roundtable work plan. Also please keep me
informed of the progress ofn this work.

Thank you.
Gretchen Hillard

August 21 2019

Name

Marie-Francoise Bertrand

Message

In the frame of the ongoing and never ending issue about jet noise in our area, we are asking for an analysis of
6)29V DQG 6-&1TV MHW QegtabastsBiRde 300Dth EWdluded as part of the SCSC Roundtable
work plan.

The analysis should have a variety of queries and summary statistics that can correlate with other FAA data of
traffic patterns and altitudes. Regular reports should result as well, that track key statistics from SFO and SJC,
as SFO provides to the SFO Roundtable.

Thank you for your cooperation and concern.
MFBertrand



August 21 2019

Name

Kirk Lindstrom

Message

Jet Noise Complaints Analysis
To the SCSC Roundtable,

30HDVH LQFOXGH DQ DQDO\VLV RI 6)21V DQG 6-&fV MHW QRLVH FRP.
Roundtable work plan.

The analysis should have a variety of queries and summary statistics that can correlate with other FAA data of
traffic patterns and altitudes. Regular reports should result as well, that track key statistics from SFO and SJC,
as SFO provides to the SFO Roundtable.

Thanks

best regards

Kirk Lindstrom
Los Altos, CA

August 21 2019

Name

Lindsay Joye

Message

Jet Noise Complaints Analysis

3OHDVH LQFOXGH DQ DQDO\VLV RI 6)2YV DQG 6-&1V MHW QRLVH FRP
part of the SCSC Roundtable work plan.

The analysis should have a variety of queries and summary statistics that can correlate with other FAA data of
traffic patterns and altitudes.

Regular reports should result as well, that track key statistics from SFO and SJC, as SFO provides to the SFO
Roundtable.

Thank you!
-Lindsay Joye

Palo Alto



August 21 2019

Name
Simone Beauvoir

Message

Jet noise complaints analysis

To the SCSC roundtable:

:H DUH DVNLQJ IRU DQ DQDO\VLV RI 6)2TV DQG 6-&1TV MHW QRLVH FR
part of the SCSC Roundtable work plan. The analysis should have a variety of queries and summary statistics
that can correlate with other FAA data of traffic patterns and altitudes. Regular reports should result as well, that
track key statistics from SFO and SJC, as SFO provides to the SFO Roundtable.

Thank you for your help
SBeauvoir

August 21 2019

Name
Jean-Paul Sartre

Message

Jet noise complaints analysis
Dear SCSC,

0\ QHLJKERUV DQG , ZRXOG OLNH WR DVN IRU DQ DQDO\VLV RI 6)21V
2012 to be included as part of the SCSC Roundtable work plan.

The analysis should have a variety of queries and summary statistics that can correlate with other FAA data of
traffic patterns and altitudes. Regular reports should result as well, that track key statistics from SFO and SJC,
as SFO provides to the SFO Roundtable.

Thank you very much for your time
JPSartre



August 21 2019

Name

Darlene Yaplee

Message

Flight Reports and Baseline Noise Data
SCSC Roundtable,

The first draft Work Program featured Flight Reports and Baseline Noise Data. It would be useful to obtain pre-
NextGen and on-going flight information (e.g. actual flight paths, altitudes, speeds, volume, time distribution,
and concentration of flights over our communities). This flight information can be used to prioritize efforts,
establish baseline noise data, and verify the impacts of FAA changes as part of a post-mortem analysis.

Attached are visual examples showing pre and post NextGen changes for SJC South Flow arrivals.
Supplementing such visuals with additional flight information and noise modeling would help quantify the
changes and represent the impacts to citizens.

Regards,
Darlene Yaplee

Attachment Summary

SJC South Flow - Comparison of 2011 and 2018_Yaplee_20190821.pptx
August 21 2019

Name

Darlene Yaplee

Message

Support our Community Representative

SCSC Roundtable,

$W D SDVW 6&6& 5RXQGWDEOH PHHWLQJ WKH )$$ VWDWHG WKDW 6)

2019 Full Working Group (FWG) meeting on the Big Sur Overlay.

After the FWG meeting, | was informed that SFO has been embargoed from sharing information on the

meeting by Ms. Raquel Girvin, FAA Western Regional Administrator. Note that the FAA has not communicated

details about the Big Sur Overlay procedure with the SCSC Roundtable since the June FWG meeting.

I am concerned with the fact that a Community representative has been prohibited to share any details about

the FWG meeting especially in the absence of FAA communication about the Big Sur Overlay procedure

characteristics (ground track, waypoints, altitudes, speeds).

*LYHQ WKDW WKH 6&6& LV WKH 3DBup @ithkhe BAADWHdstORI@UreVidions @ diattons,

related to the reports of the Select Committee on South Bay Arrivals and the Ad Hoc Committee on South Flow

s$uuLYbDOV” , KDYH WKUHH TXHVWLRQV WKDW , ZRXOG OLNH WKH 5R
:KDW LV WKH UDWLRQDOH EHKLQG WKH )$$TV GHFLVLRQ WR HP

2. How can a Community Representative effectively represent a community if this Representative is unable

to report and discuss their interactions with the FAA on topics of interest to the Community?

3.  How does the SCSC get details from the FAA on the Big Sur Overlay procedure in a timely fashion to

understand the changes and their impacts before implementation?

Thank you for your consideration.

Darlene Yaplee






every week, and have had our peace and quiet shattered, such that we can no longer enjoy a BBQ meal in our
backyard because it seems that we live at the end of a runway!

We especially extra double hate the late night flights that continue to 1:00 or 1:30 in the morning, including

747s every half hour at 3500-5500 feet. Horribly abusive. And then the flights start up again around 5:30 in
WKH PRUQLQJ 6R ZKHQ LWV KRW RXW LQ WKH VXPPHU ZH FDQTW
the planes are so awfully LOUD.

As part of your RoundtDEOH ZRUN SODQ SOHDVH DVN IRU DQ DQDO\VLV RI 6
databases for the past 7-8 years. It should be straightforward to correlate the complaints to FAA data on traffic
patterns and altitudes. This will hopefully bolster your arguments for changes from the nasty status quo.
THANK YOU,

Andy Robin

Walnut Dr
Palo Alto

August 22 2019

Name

Brian Dinsmore

Message

Jet Noise Complaints Analysis

30HDVH PDOH VXUH WR SUHSDUH DQ DQDO\VLV BRda#giaged shcgQOB>-al V
include this as part of the SCSC Roundtable work plan.

The analysis should have a variety of queries and summary statistics that can correlate with other FAA data of
traffic patterns and altitudes.

There should be regular reports provided to the SCSC Roundtable that track key statistics from SFO and SJC
similar to what SFO provides to the SFO Roundtable.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Brian J. Dinsmore, CPA
Partner | SEILER LLP

August 22 2019

Name

Jennifer Landesmann

Message

Jet Noise Complaints Analysis
Dear members of the SCSC Roundtable,

Thank you for your work on this important effort to address this health concern which is affecting so many.

As you finalize your work program, please includea Q DQDO\VLV RI 6)2TV DQG 6-&T1V MH\
databases since 2012 as part of the SCSC Roundtable work program. The analysis should have a variety
of queries and summary statistics that can correlate with other FAA data of traffic patterns and altitudes.



Regular reports should result as well, that track key statistics from SFO and SJC, as SFO provides to the SFO
Roundtable.

A querie suggestion - for example - is complaints on the flight KE 213.

You may be aware that this single flight wakes up people from the Sta Cruz mountains all along the trail to
SFO (within a matter of minutes). BUT those minutes have exponential amount of noise because for every city,
neighborhood, block, and home there is the noise from the flight advancing, lingering/ THUNDERING over, and

then when leaving.
Sometimes KE213 is not a problem and sometimes it is - can we find out what is happening when complaints

are down or up?

Nextgen claims to advance "precision and control" which should completely change the excuse that "planes
gotta go where they gotta go." If Nextgen actually has precision and control then the KE213 and all night

time approaches should be managed to not cause this unnecessary harm to family after family after
family. Nigh time causes cardiovascular harm whether you are awoken or not.

By the way, KE 213 is a flight that rushes to SFO on their way to make it on time to meet the nighttime curfews
in Seoul.

Again, thank you,

Jennifer Landesmann

Palo Alto, CA

August 23 2019

Name
Mary Rodocker

Message

Jet Noise Complaints Analysis
Dear Committee Members:

As a citizen of Palo Alto | am deeply disturbed by the airplane noise which as plagued our community for the
past several years.

| request that you include, as part of the SCSC Roundtable work piDQ DQ DQDO\VLV RI 6)21V
complaints databases since 2012.

Thank you for your consideration.

Mary M. Rodocker
Palo Alto. 94303

August 23 2019

Name
Vicki Miller
Message

Introducing SOSSC
Good Morning Members of the SC/SC Round Table,

Save Our Skies Santa Cruz would like to introduce ourselves to the members of the Round Table. Attached,
you will find our letter for your review and consideration.

At the bottom of this email, you will also find a direct link to the








