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February 24, 2020

From

Tony Sloss

To

SCSC Roundtable

Message

New submission from Feedback

The website has a nice clean look and usability. One thing | would find helpful is to get a quick view of an
upcoming agenda without having to download the entire packet file. Thank you, Tony Sloss

February 24, 2020

From

Jan King

To

SCSC Roundtable

Message

Flight Path Change
Dear Gentleman/Madams —

Our purpose in writing to you is to voice our concern over your decision to move the flight path into San
Francisco International Airport from its current SERFR path to one that flies directly over the San Lorenzo Valley

(known as “legacy BSR”). n ov Bcali papdrj andadbacked byisevera avidtiom 9
experts, it has been acknowledged that i mplementin
narrower area of the county and shift fl i gundertheoi s e

proposed path, you can certainly understand why we have a vested interest in this decision.

Currently, the FAA acknowledges that the SERFR path vectors planes west and, as a result, distribution of the
traffic is approximately 50-50 with those under the SERFR path receiving 50% of the noise. Under the proposed
shift, 100% of the flight traffic/noise will result in those under SERFR receiving no traffic/noise and those under
the new path (the San Lorenzo Valley) receiving 100% of the traffic/noise. Considering there are more citizens
impacted affected this change, how does this make sense? While we acknowledge that the few that are
adversely affected by the current path, e.g., those living near the summit to the south, should receive some type
of relief, is it fair to put 100% of the burden over those living at the summit farther north, say near Lompico? We

say no, it s not .

Having been involved in the meetings and discussions with Supervisors, etc., for a few years, we certainly
understand the frustration of those under the SERFR path who are bombarded with excessive air traffic noise.
In fact, we have, on several occasions, driven up to the summit areas of the Santa Cruz Mountains and heard,
first-hand, the noise. However, we have also visited areas that claim to be adversely affected by this noise and
found little if any discernable noise, even during times when air traffic should be at its peak. Thus, our
conclusion is that a very vocal minority is driving this change and, fromdiscussi ons at meet i ng
realize who we were, is actually being fueled by a fear of declining property values rather than actual noise
disruptions.

We know for a fact that some changes have already been made to the SERFR flight path as we have seen and
heard a marked increase in overhead traffic and noise (nothing like being awakened by the rumbling of a plane
coming in low and slow to SFO at 11:00 pm). A significant uptick in noise in the future is, to us, unacceptable
and we urge the Boardtor et hi nk t heir proposed plan to move alll

Janice & John King
Felton, CA

o






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

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

We trust this information is helpful to you.
Regards,

SCSC Roundtable Staff

February 25, 2020

From
Jan King

To
SCSC Roundtable
Message

Flight Path Change
Dear SCSC Roundtable Staff —

Thank you very much for your response and for Homur
your own web site, itis clearthatthe Roundt abl e’ s mi ssion is to “addres
recommendations to the Regional Ai rThusrwhile wesaredcutEhalvare r
that it is the FAA who will make the final decision, it is our understanding that the Roundtable was open to
receiving input from concerned citizens since, by their Mission Statement, they are able to make
recommendations to the FAA. To this end, for those not able to attend the meeting on the 26th, the Roundtable
would be the conduit to let the FAA know why we are understandably concerned with the potential outcome of
their decisions.

This was our purpose in sending you the message and we trust, as representatives of the various counties
involved, you will pass along our concerns to the appropriate representatives of the Regional Airports and FAA
Board Members.

Sincerely,
Jan & John King

Felton, CA



February 25, 2020

From
Greg Carlson
To
SCSC Roundtable
Message
Opposition to Proposed Flight Path Change

We are writing to express our opposition to the proposed flight plan shift for the SERFR route which would result
in all air traffic following the west route of the current 50/50 split (over Santa Cruz following Graham Hill Road
and over Loch Lomond Recreation Area). Our home is just outside Loch Lo
entrance gate. Even with only half of the current air traffic, airplane noise is frequent and at times irritating.

Loch Lomond is precious, not only because it is a water reservoir, but a destination many people visit in order to

appreciate nature’s pristine beauty and relax in i
result in an increase of detrimental noise pollution over Loch Lomond. The sounds heard within this gem of a
park should be natural ones, |l i ke feathered birds

sight of planes can interfere with the enjoyment of a natural setting. Please protect this valuable
reservoir/recreation area by minimizing overhead flights.

Thank you for your consideration of our views,

Greg & Julie Carlson

February 26, 2020

From
- SCSC Roundtable - RESPONSE

To
Greg Carlson
Message

Subject
Dear Mr. and Mrs. Carlson,

Thank you for contacting the Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Counties Airport/Community Roundtable (SCSC
Roundtable) regarding your concern about potential changes in aircraft flight tracks. Specifically, your February
25, 2020 email refers to the SERFR procedure, and opposition to routing over the Loch Lomon Recreational
Area.

Just to be clear, during its 10 meetings to date, the SCSC Roundtable has made no recommendations to change
the location of aircraft flight tracks. Therefore, the Roundtable is not moving aircraft noise from one location to
another. In fact, the SCSC Roundtable has no authority whatsoever to implement such a change. The
responsibility for the use and management of the National Airspace System rests solely with the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA). The flight track changes that have been the subject of community interest were
recommendations from the Select Committee on South Bay Arrivals (Select Committee) not the SCSC
Roundtable.
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March 2, 2020

From
Andi Jordan

To

SCSC Roundtable

Message
Correspondence received from FAA/Girvin
Hi all — happy Monday.

Please see attached correspondence from FAA/Raquel Girvin received 3/2/2020 (dated 2/21/2020, postmarked
2/25/2020).

Please confirm receipt.

Thanks,
~Andi

Andi Jordan
Executive Director
Cities Association of Santa Clara County

Attachment Name

20200302_A_Jordan_2020-3-2 received from FAAGirven



Q

U.S. Departrment Western-Pacific Region 777 S. Aviation Blvd., Suite 150
of Transportation Office of the Regional Administrator El Segundo, CA 90245

Federal Aviation
Administration

FEB 2 1 2020

Mary-Lynne Bernald

Chairperson

Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Counties Airport/Community Roundtable
PO Box 3144

Los Altos, CA 94024

Dear Ms. Bernald:

Thank you for your letter dated January 17, 2020, in which the Santa Clara/Santa Cruz
Counties Airport/Community Roundtable (SCSC Roundtable) requests additional information
regarding the PIRAT Standard Terminal Approach Route (STAR).

We look forward to attending the upcoming SCSC Roundtable meeting on February 26, 2020.
In addition to the items outlined in my letter dated January 21, 2020, the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) will provide a briefing on the San Francisco and Oakland oceanic
arrivals and a historical review of the PIRAT STAR, including the following:
e summary information for San Francisco (SFO) and Oakland (OAK) airports to
include oceanic and total arrivals;
e track information for oceanic arrivals;
e comparison of the use of Pacific 2 Tailored Arrivals (TA), non-Pacific 2 TAs,
and the PIRAT STAR; and

e information on the development and benefit of the PIRAT STAR.

We are also providing electronic files containing a number of data spreadsheets for your

review and analysis. The contents of the electronic files are found in the attachment to this
letter.

As to the remaining requests in your most recent letter, you are essentially asking the FAA to
provide additional environmental analysis beyond that which is required under the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, 42 U.S.C.§ 4321 (NEPA). While the FAA remains
committed to providing technical information to the SCSC Roundtable, your three requests

with their subparts impose substantially greater requirements than applicable Federal law and
FAA policy.

Your letter poses questions about the FAA’s noise analysis conducted as part of the categorical
exclusion of the proposed amendment of the PIRAT STAR. The FAA Air Traffic
Organization established a process to help determine the need for detailed noise analysis of air
traffic actions. The FAA conducted a noise screening for this action and determined that




potential impacts were not expected, due to the nature of the action and the amount of change;
therefore, further noise screening was not required. The screening was conducted in
accordance with FAA Order 1050.1F, and is consistent with both NEPA and the Council of
Environmental Quality regulations (40 C.F.R. Parts 1500-1508).

The Federal Aviation Act of 1958, 49 U.S.C. § 40101, recognized that the U.S. Government
possesses exclusive sovereignty of U.S. airspace. That Act delegated, to the FAA, control over
the use of the nation’s navigable airspace and regulation of domestic civilian and military
aircraft operations to ensure operations are safe and efficient. Using this authority, the FAA
publishes air traffic control procedures for use by aircraft operating at airports in the U.S.

Given that the PIRAT STAR is an airspace procedure within U.S. airspace, the FAA
appropriately used the Day-Night Average Sound Level (DNL) noise metric when it analyzed
potential noise impacts from aircraft. The standards in Airport Noise Compatibility Planning,
14 C.F.R. Part 150, define the levels of noise increase requiring further action under NEPA,
using DNL to establish the relevant thresholds. The FAA, therefore, reviewed anticipated
noise impacts using the DNL metric through the application of its noise screening tables. You
have not identified any error in the methodology used to establish DNL as a metric, nor
provided any alternative analysis (besides the Community Noise Equivalent Level [CNEL]
noise metric, as discussed below) to establish that the use of DNL somehow understates or
misses noise impacts of this project.

You also ask that the FAA conduct noise modeling by applying CNEL. CNEL is required by
the State of California for many projects undergoing environmental review under the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the State’s analogue to NEPA. Because many
airport development projects require approval under both NEPA and CEQA, the FAA may
allow the use of CNEL for those airport development projects in California. However, the use
of CNEL is never required by the FAA, though the FAA accepts CNEL when the State of
California requires that metric to assess noise effects, as stated in FAA Order 5050.4B. With
regard to PIRAT STAR, this project took place completely within U.S. airspace and is not an

airport development project. Consequently, the FAA did not use CNEL or conduct additional
noise analyses for the existing PIRAT STAR.

Your letter also asks the FAA to validate assumptions made in its categorical exclusion of the
proposed procedure amendment to ensure the noise analysis conducted matches reality.
However, your letter does not identify any FAA assumptions that were unreasonable. The FAA
followed the NEPA process, which requires Federal agencies to assess the environmental effects
of a proposed action before deciding to proceed. In assessing potential environmental effects, a
Federal agency is allowed to make reasonable predictions. This response does not constitute a

final agency action or an “order issued by the Secretary of Transportation” under Title 49, United
States Code, § 46110.




We remain committed to addressing community concerns and working collaboratively with all
stakeholders to improve the safety and efficiency of the National Airspace System. We look
forward to the upcoming February 26, 2020, SCSC Roundtable meeting and providing a
briefing regarding the PIRAT STAR and the SUNNE ONE Standard Instrument Departure
procedures.

Sincerely,

B 5“"7 ) A
y Ljfﬂ"fif@b{ix
ol

Raquel Girvin
Regional Administrator

Attachment;
List of Items Provided Via Electronic Transfer
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Attachment

Items Provided to SCSC Chairperson
via Electronic Transfer

Oakland (OAK) and San Francisco (SFO) Traffic count for years 2013 -2019

Oakland (OAK) and San Francisco (SFO) Traffic count for May-August 2013 -2019
OAK Oceanic arrivals for May-August 2013-2019

SFO Oceanic arrivals for May-August 2013-2019

- List of OAK and SFO aircraft that pass with 1 Mile and 3 miles of Woodside VOR (OSI)
for dates requested

List of OAK and SFO aircraft that pass with 1 Mile and 3 miles of ARGGG waypoint for
dates requested

List of aircraft that pass within 1, 3, and 5 miles of MENLO and SIDBY waypoint
Weight Class of Oceanic arrivals into OAK and SFO

Flight Tracks from ARGGG waypoint to ILS at OAK and SFO for the years of 2013,
2018,2019 spectrumized by altitude




March 3, 2020

From
Bert Ganoung

To
Steve Alverson
Message
SUNNE ONE Conventional Departure Procedure Data Request
Hello Steve,
| would be happy to speak with you regarding the request. Do have some time this afternoon?
Thank you,

Bert

March 3, 2020

From
Steve Alverson - SCSC Roundtable - RESPONSE

To
Bert Ganoung
Message

SUNNE ONE Conventional Departure Procedure Data Request
Bert,
| am writing to you at the direction of Mary-Lynne Bernald, Chairperson of the SCSC Roundtable.

At the February 26, 2020 SCSC Roundtable meeting, you said that the SFO Airport Noise Abatement Office
would be willing to track and report on the use of the SUNNE ONE Conventional Departure Procedure out of
Oakland International Airport (OAK). The purpose of this email is to 1) memorialize your commitment and 2)
provide some of the specific information that the SCSC Roundtable is interested in receiving.

The SCSC Roundtable understands that the FAA implemented the new SUNNE ONE Conventional Departure
Procedure on January 30, 2020. The procedure has raised a number of concerns for some Roundtable
members as well as members of the community. In particular, the members and residents are concerned that the
new ground track is different than the previous OAK 120 ground track. They are also concerned about the
impact of the SUNNE ONE procedure on BDEGA East arrivals over the San Francisco Bay and arrivals on the
PIRAT TWO STAR. Finally, they are concerned that aircraft will continue to and beyond the SUNNE fix rather
than turning eastbound over the San Francisco Bay.

To understands these effects, it would be great to have one year of historical flight tracks of aircraft flying the
OAK 120 departure at night then, separately, flight tracks for aircraft following the SUNNE ONE departure
procedure in one-month batches. We can accept these as GIS files, but we need the altitude attributes turned
on. We would like to develop a comparison between the historical OAK 120 flight tracks and the new SUNNE
ONE flight tracks. For example, are the flight tracks in the same location or have they shifted in some way? Are
aircraft turning to the east in generally the same location or has the turn shifted? Are the numbers of aircraft



flying beyond the SUNNE fix staying the same, increasing or decreasing? Are the aircraft at the same altitudes
when overflying residential areas or are they higher or lower than before?

We would also want to know if the use of the SUNNE ONE is impacting the aforementioned arrivals at SFO. This
may require the establishment of gates within your ANOMS system, so | would like to discuss this with you at
your convenience.

Please let me know if you have any questions regarding this request. Thank you.
Regards,

Steve

Steven R. Alverson

Senior Vice President

ESA | Environmental Science Associates

March 4, 2020

From

Bert Ganoung
To

Steve Alverson

Message

SUNNE ONE Conventional Departure Procedure Data Request
Hello Steve,

Depending on how long you believe that we will need | have a window from 2:00 PM to 3:00 PM and another
from 4:30 PM to 6:30 PM.

Best,

Bert



March 4, 2020

From

Steve Alverson
To

Bert Ganoung

Message

SUNNE ONE Conventional Departure Procedure Data Request
Hi Bert,
Thanks for the prompt response.

| was tied up with the UC Davis Noise Symposium yesterday, but will be back in Sacramento this afternoon.
What does your afternoon look like for a call?

Regards,
Steve
Steven R. Alverson

Senior Vice President
ESA | Environmental Science Associates

March 4, 2020

From

Steve Alverson - SCSC Roundtable - RESPONSE
To

Bert Ganoung

Message

SUNNE ONE Conventional Departure Procedure Data Request
Greetings all,

Bert and | spoke this afternoon. He agreed to provide the flight track data identified below in the format
requested. He is also going to set up a gate within ANOMS to try to identify if the SUNNE ONE departures are
disrupting the SRFER and BDEGA arrivals.

We are looking forward to getting a sample of the data to review/test.
Regards,

Steve

Steven R. Alverson

Senior Vice President
ESA | Environmental Science Associates



March 4, 2020

From

Mike McClintock
To

SCSC Roundtable

Message

Fwd: ALERT -- Upcoming N.O.l.S.E. Legislative Summit Agenda
FYI for anyone attending the National League of Cities conference in D.C. next week
Mike McClintock

Forum Facilitator

Attachment Name

20200304_M_McClintok_Fwd_ALERT -- Upcoming NOISE Legislative Summit Agenda



5/20/2020 Gmail - Fwd: ALERT -- Upcoming N.O.I.S.E. Legislative Summit Agenda

Subject: ALERT -- Upcoming Legislative Summit Agenda

ALERT -- Legislative Summit Agenda

Dear N.O.L.S.E. Members:

We wanted to send out a reminder to join us this Monday for this year's
upcoming N.O.LLS.E. Legislative Summit on Monday March 9th from
12:30pm-3:00pm at the Marriott Wardman Park in Washington, DC! The
complete agenda for this event can be found by clicking here.

This Summit will present attendees with a unique opportunity to discuss FAA
policy and share local perspectives with other community leaders effected by
airport noise. Our agenda will also include presentations by N.O.L.S.E. staff and
stakeholders on proposed legislative priorities for 2020 and an overview of
developments in health-impact studies of aviation noise. We will be sending out the
agenda for this years summit including the guest speakers for the event shortly.

Join us and make sure that your voice is heard!

The event will be on Monday March 9th from 12:30pm to 3:00pm in

the Taylor room at the Marriott Wardman Park in Washington D.C. This is a free
event. Then join us afterward for an Airport N.O.L.S.E. reception from 5:00pm to
6:00pm in the Truman room of the Marriott Wardman Park for appetizers and
refreshments.

Please feel free to bring additional guests and colleagues.

Please RSVP to our N.O.I.S.E. Communications Director Vince Spinner
(vmspinner@locklaw.com) to register.

We look forward to seeing you all there!

Visit the N.O.l.S.E Website

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=9b8609e595&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1660292902412123236&simpl=msg-f%3A16602929024... 1/2



March 5, 2020

From

Julie Mascarenhas
To

SCSC Roundtable

Message

New submission from Contact us

| am writing in regards to jet overflight noise. This negatively impacts me and my family, particularly me, day in
and day out, for a disproportionate number of hours since | work in my home office.

| am very concerned that the roundtable has seemed to be listening mostly to a vocal minority of residents (in
the SERFR flight path).

Those of us in the BSR overlay are seeking relief of jet noise.

A 100% flight path unfair (as opposed to the previous 50-50% split); we ALL want relief of jet noise. Please do
NOT support a 100% BSR flight path.

Additionally, please demand that the FAA mandate other measures to reduce noise (such as higher flights, no
braking, etc.)

| would appreciate a response on this issue.
Sincerely,

Julie Mascarenhas

March 5, 2020

From
SCSC Roundtable

To
Julie Mascarenhas
Message

New submission from Contact us
Dear Ms. Mascarenhas,

Thank you for contacting the Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Counties Airport/Community Roundtable (SCSC
Roundtable) regarding your concern of jet overflight noise and about potential changes in aircraft flight tracks.
Specifically, your March 5, 2020 email referstothe Roundt abl e’ s rol e in influenci
insinuation that the Roundtable is influenced by vocal members of the public.

Just to be clear, the SCSC Roundtable is dedicated to receiving input from all members of the public, and is an
impartial body dedicated to meeting the needs of all member communities. Further, during its 11 meetings to
date, the SCSC Roundtable has made no recommendations to change the location of aircraft flight tracks.
Therefore, the Roundtable is not moving aircraft noise from one location to another. In fact, the SCSC
Roundtable has no authority whatsoever to implement such a change. The responsibility for the use and
management of the National Airspace System rests solely with the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA).



The flight track changes that have been the subject of community interest were recommendations from the
Select Committee on South Bay Arrivals (Select Committee) not the SCSC Roundtable. After considering
changes that had been made by the FAA to the locations of aircraft flight tracks over Santa Cruz and Santa
Clara counties as a part of the FAA' s Northern Cal
recommended that a new arrival route called SERFR be reverted to its previous arrival route know as Big Sur
arrival route, which had been used for decades. The SCSC Roundtable did not exist at the time of this
recommendation, but rather, was created after the
i mplementation of the Sedhtiens and © pravide for publie inmit ta thee process & he
Select Committee made its recommendations to the FAA in November 2016. Since that time, the FAA has been
evaluating the recommendations. A |link to tdéAA’ s mo
Recommendations can be found here on the SCSC Roundtable website.

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

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

We trust this information is helpful to you.
Regards,

SCSC Roundtable Staff

March 5, 2020

From
Lydia Kou
To
Mary-Lynne Bernald
Message
URGENT - PIRAT follow up questions for the FAA

Dear Mary-Lynne,

| hope you had a productive time at the ANE conference. It was impressive to see the SCSC-
RT members and community attendance.

Given the new 45-day requirement by the FAA to receive questions before they present, the
SCSC RT questions must be sent by March 7th at the latest for the April 22nd meeting.

| request that you send the following 3 questions to the FAA regarding the Big Sur Overlay and
include the attached document obtained through a FOIA request of the Full Work Group
Meeting. Unfortunately, | could not send them until today because of the ANE conference.

NOTE: My questions are not about reopening the Select Committee recommendation 1.2R1.
All the questions are related to the differences between the partial overlay versus the full
overlay and complying with recommendation 1.2R1.

m
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March 5, 2020

From

Mary-Lynne Bernald

To

Lydia Kou

Message

URGENT - PIRAT follow up questions for the FAA
Dear Lydia,

While | completely understand your sense of urgency, the rules governing the SCSC Roundtable dictate the
manner in which we may respond to the questions you are requesting be sent to the FAA. Such an action
requires approval by the members of the Roundtable. | have conferred with Steve regarding this protocol and he
has confirmed it.

In the future, please let the community members who engage with you know that for questions such as Marie Jo
Fremont’ s are best aleddhroogh goti asehe ppomtecenmeimbery Hal lzenednail gone
through the correct channels, we could and would have agendized this item for the February meeting so the
SCSCRT could have reviewed the request.

As we all come to understand the required protocol, we should be able to avoid these unfortunate hiccups in the
future.

I wish | had better news to relay. Please confirm that you are now requesting this matter be placed on the April
agenda.

Sincerely,

Mary-Lynne



March 6, 2020

From
Steve Alverson
To
Raquel Girvin
Message
Follow-up Questions on the FAA's 2/26/20 PIRAT TWO Presentation

Dear Regional Administrator Girvin,

At the direction of the SCSC Roundtable Chairperson, Mary-Lynne Bernald, | am attaching a letter that
contains questionsfol | owi ng up on the FAA's presentation on t
SCSC Roundtable meeting.

We | ook forward to receiving FAA’s written respons
Roundtable meeting.

Regards,

Steve

Steven R. Alverson

Senior Vice President

ESA | Environmental Science Associates

Attachment Name

20200306_S_Alverson_Letter_to_FAA_with_PIRAT_STAR_Questions_w attach



Cé‘

SANTA CLARA/SANTA CRUZ COUNTIES
AIRPORT/COMMUNITY ROUNDTABLE
PO Box 3144
Los Altos, CA 94024

March § 2020

Ms. Raquel Girvin

Regional Administrator, AWP

FAA WestersPacific Region

777 South Aviation Boulevar8uite 150
El Segundo, CA 90245

SubjectPIRAT follow up questions for the FAA

Dear Administrator Girvin,

The SCSC Roundtaldesubmitting the following fourequessregarding the PIRATWOStandard Terminal Arrival
Route (PIRATWO"d Z+ (}E $Z & [+ E Al A v &E *%}ve W

1.

Explain the differences between the CATEX information and reality using the seven assumptions
identified as unreasonableThe SCSC Roundtable requests that the FAA validatassumptias made in
the PIRAT STAR CATEX, based on the follBWihgssumptionssted below

Note: This same question was askedgy letter to the FAA dated January 17, 2026,page 9 of the SCSC
RT meeting packetFebruary 26, 2020hisquestion was listed asugstion 2.

d} pv E3 v AZ 3Z €& §Z }E]P]v o A% 3§ 8]}ve Ius 8Z W/Z d ~d Z
described in the CATEX for the PIRAT STAR match reality, the SCSC Roundtable requests that the
FAA validate the assumptions made ie IRAT STAR CATEX.

E}3 W DeX ']EA]médatedsFebfEary 21, 2020n pages 9 and 10 of the SCSC RT meeting packet
t February 26, 2020 states,

ANZIMWE 0 88 E 0°} le §Z & 38} A o] § eepu%S]}ve u ]Jv 18« § P}
proposd procedure amendment to ensure the noise analysis conducted matches reality.
JA A EU C}uE o 88§ E } » v}58 ] vs](C vC & cepu%3]}ve 3Z 3 A E

Identification of seven assumptions that are unreasonable: §Z vv}$S § & [« W/Z d
EnviE}vu v§ 0 Z A] A }puuvd & D C ioU 7iio } § ]v-20¥8P6-RIK/ ~~ vv}s &
<N&KX/ ZX Z ,IXT1i61Ai6 ~N'E ezD>¢]PVvX% (_°*X
Assumption 1t The FAAoted, » v Jv GE <« Jv }% E S]}ve % vW PE %O USSZ
CATEXPlide 18 of the 2/26/2020 FAA presentation to the SCSC RT (or page 30 of the meeting
packet) shows a 35.5% increase from 2@089, 4044 to 5579, May through August. Note: many
Oceanic arrivals amgighttime flights.

Both the Palo Alto and Los Altos/MouimaView letters dated 11/13/18 raised the concern:

{W 0o} 03}W ~/v % ES] uo EU A E }v Ev IS 8Z % E ] 8 o ]
overflights resulting from transitioning of the Pacific 2 Tailored Approach (TA) to a-psblic
area navigation (RAV STAR), and the increased impacts associated with adding Oakland
/v v S]}v o JE%}ES ~K <« SE ((] 8} $Z "&K SC& ((] }v 8§Z] E}puS

{>}+ 03}eID}puvs ]Jv s] AW ~"t E% 35 v}]* Aloo +Z](8 (E}u }3z &
consolidate operation$o us this procedure, which violates the widely endorsed principle,

§
§




including by the San Francisco Roundtable, of not moving noise form one community to
v}s§Z EX_

Note that Joseph Bert, from the FAA, commented on the increased usage of PIRAT at the

2/26/2020 meeting: hestated, *§Z W/Z d Z « Jv E « U AZ] Z ]+ I]v }(U [/ Pu «-U
AZ v C}u }v[s Z A AdZ v 83Z v Clp EJvP Jv ~d ZX W }%0 &E P
Nd Z_ ~e  S]u ¢S u%o Videw éfdhé R/Z2020 SCSC RT mesétisyich statement is

in direct contradiction with the CATEX assumption that usage would not increase.

Assumption 2t The FAA denotesthe projd « ~ luupv]SC .Page 3&he CATEX)

Note: The PIRAT procedure was not requested by the Community. What was created by the FAA
was differentfrom what was asked foBy implementing the PIRAT STAR, there is an increased
volume of planes ANihese aircraft produce a higher level of noise before final approach

because they need to lose altitude faster than the former procedure. Furthermore, a lhnited
(Tailored Arrival) procedure was converted to a pubbe navigation (RNAV STAR) procedaire

both SFO and OAK arrivals.

Assumption3t dZ & 3 S ¢ 8§87 8§ §7Z "% E}%o}e Z vP + } v}S % SpuE v
Committee/SF Roundtable recommendations, rather they are a result of design work to address
c (8C Vv }% & 3]}v @Padew,thle CATKX).

Note: Thiscontradicts what is stated on FAA slide 16 presented at the February 26, 2020 meeting
that PIRAT is in response to the Select Committee recommendation.

Assumption4 tSZ & u El "~z o 8} §Z <y S]} widpfietd andiZiser§ & %o } E S
% EIA] JVP P v E 0 *u% % }ES (} 0 pade SBABAGCYTEX%0 E}i M _

Note: Our understanding is that SFO was shown and did not support the early version called the
AWI/Z d % E}i §_ ]Jv §Z &K/ Plgase pdviddEhe FPA dotumentation that
shows that the airport proprietor supporeéd PIRAT.

Assumption5tdZ & v}8 ~E ¢t fof akestablished community orage 48of the
CATEXDid the FAA look at Environmental and Social Justice as part of the PIRAT STAR
environmental review process?

Note: TheCity of East Palo Alto sent a letter to the FAA dated November 13, 2018 requesting
noise and emission impacts of the PIRAT STAR procedure on sensitive areas such as minority and
low-income populations.

Assumption6 tTZ & v1}s Az o U o} o 18]l ve v luupv]SC o E E
%o Er%ote %o ELi 8§ v SZ v o8 8§ ESZ|BSB T VYHESEKIE cu% % ES [SU
of the CATEX.

Note: Letters of objection were sent (November 13, 2018) by Rdtiw, Los Altos, Mountain

View, and East Palo Alto and within 60 days of the IFP Gateway p&%stiogare the local

citizens and community leaders with whom the FAA communicated at the time the PIRAT STAR
CATEX was done?

Assumption7t dZ & V}S « S} & Z + v}E8 & JA lv }E u}E }uu vse
objecting to the project on environmental grounds from citizens or elected officials

Note: Residents brought up concerns about PIRAT multiple times and months before the
procedure was implemented in Ap#i019. They did so in writing and at Roundtable meetings.
Letters of objection were sent (November 13, 2018) on environmental related impacts by Palo
Alto, Los Altos, Mountain View, and East Palo Alto.

2. Why is the FAA not meeting the noise abatement agreerhdocumented in a 2000 letter with
Representative Eshoo for MENLO at 5,000 feet?

On slide 16 of the 2/26/2020 FAA presentation (page 28 of the packet), the FAA stated that PIRAT was

AN A o0}% 3} u 3 v}]e S uvsS %E&} HE °* ]uXafficpevrittingcrogs@@erido 66 ~dE
t}} ] sKzZ ~E}A Z'''e §06UiIiil ( 8u ve 0AoeXt %%0pd 5Z & [+ ]
previous noise abatement agreements and wish that the FAA would do the same for communities living in

the close vicinity of the MENLQCawpoint.



3. Inmyletter dated January 172020,the FAA was asked about the history of PIRAT development since
2013.

Note: Slide 17 of the 2/26/2020 FAA presentation covers only the change from PIRAT ONE to PIRAT TWO,

not pre-PIRAT ONE. Furthermore, the FAgresentative at the meeting (Joseph Bert) stated he has no

information before PIRAT ONE. Appendix C of the January letter included historical information on PIRAT

KE X ~ S8 Zu vSe N¥VASWSFZ d *"d Zz"&K X% (_ -KEFO New}STARST

"S§ AC ~ieX% (_ (}E& u]Jo }uupv] 38]}ve ]v iiio v Tii6 }us W/z d ~d zU
current PIRAT ONE/PIRAT TWO STAR.

a. The FAA records referenced above, and obtained through a FOIA request, indicate that the FAA
was working on a PIRAT STAR as early as 2015 (and probably earlier than that) as part of the
NorCalMetroplex project, but that the proedure had environmental igss.

- This FAA documentation aligns with the SFO Noise Office saying that they did not
support a PIRAT procedure that was proposed around 2014 because of noise concerns.

b. On November 16, 2016, an FAA employee requested to put the PIRAT STAR back in the IFP
process because it had been removed by mistake. Note that the Select Committee issued their
recommendations, which do not mention any STAR procedure for Oceanic Arrivals, one day later
on November 17, 2016, after the FAA put PIRAT STAR back in the IFB.proce

4, &]A <p +3]}ve u EImyJanoary 1%, 2020 letter to the FAA were not answeredee Appendix
B ofmy letter to the FAA dated January 17, 2020, page 9 of the SCSC RT meeting pebkeary 26,
TiTi « A oo §Z " vAUBOS11KSFO.IER Z ,/X11i0iAi0 ~*/'E +zD>¢]PVvX% (_ } pu v

On behalf of the SCSC Roundtable, thank you for your attention to these requests. We look forveaaiimg
your written responseby the April 22, 2020 SCSC Roundtable meeting

Sincerely,

Mary-Lynne Bernald
Chairperson, SCSC Roundtable

Cc: SCSCdrndtable Members andlternates
CongE e¢°u v :JuuC W v SS [« K((]
CovP@E +«A}u v vv <Z}}[* K((]
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ATTACHMENTS

- & [*W/Zd VA]JE}vu vd o Z Al A } puvse & D Cio6U Tii6 E
X Annotated- 201806-11 KSFO.IER.ARCHI.20180517 (SIGNED)_MLsign.pdf
X Annotated- RE_ PIRAT STAR_SFO.pdf
X Annotated- KSFO New STABS8 Gateway (1).pdf

- Letters to the FAA: East Palo Alto, Los Altos/Mountain View, and City of Palo Alto
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-  SCS®RTletter to FAA, January 17, 2020
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Appendix 5. Air Traffic Initial Environ mental Review

Facility/Office: ~ Western Service Center/OSG Date: May17, 2018
Prepared By: Katherin Matolcsy Phone: 206-231-2237

This initial environmental reviewWlER) will provide basic information about the proposed
SURMHFW WR EHWWHU DVVLVW LQ SUHSDULQJ IRU WKH HQYLL
compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) (42 United States

Code [U.S.C.] Section 321 et seq.; implementing regulations issued by the Council on
Environmental Quality (CEQ) (40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), parts1588); FAA

Order 1050 1FEnvironmental Impacts: Policies and Proceda(&AA Order 1050.1F); and

FAA Order 7400.2, Procedures for Handling Airspace MatteFSAA Order740Q2L provides

guidance and establishes policy and procedures to assist air traffic personnel in applying the
requirements of FAA Order 1050.1F.

Althoughthe IERrequests information in several categories, not all the data may be available
initially; however, it does represent information, in accordance with FAA Q@0.1, which
ultimately will be needed for preparation of the environmental document.

Once the BA determines that NEPA applies to a proposed action, the FAA needs to decide
on the appropriate level of review. The three levels of NEPA review are Categorical Exclusion
(CATEX), Environmental Assessment (EA), and Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A
CATEX refers to a category of actions that the FAA has determined, based on previous
experience, do not individually or cumulatively have a significant effect on the human
environment except in extraordinary circumstances. The presence of extraordinary
circumstances preclude the use of a CATEX and would merit additional review in an EA or
EIS. A CATEX is not an exemption or a waiver from NERAs a level of NEPA review and
compliance. FAA Order 1050.1F, Sectio® 5, Categorical Exclusions for Procedukations
includes the list of CATEXSs involving establishment, modification, or application or airspace
and air traffic procedures.

This document describes how the CATEX applies to the Proposed Action, and presents analysis

of extraordinary circumstancdbat, if present, could require more detailed NEPA review.

There is not a prescribed format for an environmental review of a CATEX. However, the
GRFXPHQWDWLRQ VKRXOG 3FLWH WKH &%$7(; V XVHG GHVFUL
the category of aains described in the CATEX, and explain that there are no extraordinary
circumstances that would preclude the proposed action form being categorically ex¢luded

FAA Order 1050.1F. Section3.d.

A. ProjectDescription The FAA is proposing to amend multigdeocedures for the San Francisco
International Airport (KSFO) in San Francisco, California and one procedure for the Metropolitan
Oakland International Airport (KOAK) in Oakland, Californ{&igure 1) The FAA is also
proposing to implement one new Startlderminal Arrival Route (STAR) for both KSFO and
KOAK.

Air Traffic Initial Environmental Review Appendix £
San Francisco International AirpotfProcedure Amendments
Pagel



: . o : . JO 7400.
Appendix 5. Air Traffic Initial Environ mental Review

The proposed project consists of three grouped actions:

1. TheDYAMD STAR procedure would be amendexconform to the Class Birspace
redesign andurrentproceduredesign criteria

Eight Instrument Approach Procedures (IAPs) to Runways (RWY) 28L/R and one
Charted Visual Flight Procedure (CVFP) to RWY 28wWBuld beamended to maintain
connectivity to the DYAMD STAR.

2. Amend three Standard Instrument Departure (SID) procedures: WESLASRIK at
KSFO and CNDEL at KOAK.

3. A newArea Navigation (RNAV)STAR to replace theon-chartedPacific 2 Tailored
Arrival procedurdanto KSFO and KOAK

Figure 1. General Area of the San Francisco International Aigoorthe Metropolitan Oakland
International Airport

Moss Beach

© 2018 Googl

Tl Imageiliandsatigopenni
grlo Data:SI0, NOAA, U:S. Navy, NGA?

Tour Guide

B. Has airspace modeling been conducted using Sector Design Analysis Tool (SDAT), Total
Airspace and Airport Modeller (TAAM), Terminal Area Route Generation, Evaluation, and
Traffic Simulation (TARGETS), oother airspace/air traffic design tool?

Air Traffic Initial Environmental Review Appendix £
San Francisco International AirpofProcedure Amendments
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*Yes *No If Yes, Model: TARGETS and the Instrument Approach Procedures
Automation (IAPA)

If yes, provide a summary of the output from the modeling.
TARGETS distribution packages are available in Attachment 1.

C. Describe the existing (no action alternative) in full detail. Provide the necessary chart(s)
depicting the current procedure or provide information for a new procedure. Describe the
typical fleet mix, quantifying (if possible) the number of aircraft onrthee and depict
their altitude(s) along the route.

The following current (published) proceduresuld be amende(Refer to Attachment 2
for Terminal Procedure Publicatigmocedure charts)

1. DYAMD STAR:
1. DYAMD THREEARRIVAL RNAV

2. Standard Instrumeridepartures
1. SSTIK THREE DEPARTURE (RNAV)

2. WESLA THREE DEPARTURE (RNAV)
3. CNDEL THREE DEPARTURE (RNAV)

3. Instrument Approach Procedures
1. Instrument Landing System (ILS) or Localizer (LOC) Runway (RWY)
28L
ILS or LOC RWY 28R
ILS RWY 28R Special Authorization [8] CAT I%)
ILS RWY 28R (CAT Il #llI)
ILS RWY 29L (SA CAT II)
RNAYV (Required Navigation Performance [RNP]) Y RWY 28R
RNAYV (Global Positioning System [GPS]) RWY 28L
RNAV (GPS) Z RWY 28R

© N o bk wd

4. ChartedVisual Flight Procedure
1. QUIET BRIDGE VISUAL RWY 28L/R

1 CAT = Approach category.

Air Traffic Initial Environmental Review Appendix £
San Francisco International AirpotfProcedure Amendments
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5. Pacific 2 Tailored Arrival

The OCEANIC Pacific Zrailored Arrival (TA) procedure into KSFO comes in from
the west from overseas locationgth aircraft converging into a single path at the
PIRAT waypoint, locatedapproximately 23 nautical miles (NM) the west of the
California coastling(Figure 2). Once on a single path, the aircraft cross the San
Francisco Peninsula at the Woods\ery High Frequency OmsDirectional Range
Tactical Air Navigation (OSVORTAC) system a navigational beacon and procéed

the final approach into KSF@his procedure is in use as a test procedure with selected
carriersTailored arrivals are similar to an optimized profile descent (OPD), except that
it is a nonpublished dynamic proceduftilored for traffic, aircraftype, environment,
time, etc.)

Figure2. Tailored Arrival into KSF®

KSFO Tailored Arrival Profiles

» Determining the TA
profile

Drawings not
to scale

CREAN | CINNY 3657/12335 | RAINS | PIRAT || BRINY [EipPlbsrx¥l osi HYSNEeN | KSFO

Oceanic Briefing Slide 3

4
Y$$TV 2SHUDW L RepattsaFd\BOAdpetdtions for the calendar year 2016 (Table
1).

2 Tailored Arrivals (TA) is a comprehensive method of planning, communicating, and flying-eifficient arrival trajectories

from cruise altitude to the runway threshold. TA trajectories are optimized for each aircraft to permnéficieek, low nose

descent profile that will provide separation assistance while complying with arrival sequencing requirements and otleer airspa
requirements.

S([FHUSWHG IURP SUHVHHPALDWUR QP WIROLQN $GYDQFHG 2SHUDWLRQV" 3UHVHQWHG
February 8, 2012.

https://www.google.com/search?q=Pacific+tailored+arrival+into+KSFO&rlz=1C1GCEA_ enUS761US761&og=Pacific+tailored
+arrival+into+KSFO&aqgs=chrome..69i57.13432j0j8&sourceid=chrome&ie=8TF

4 The Operations Network: official source of FAA air traffic operatidrips://aspm.faa.gov/opsnet/sys/Airport.asp

Air Traffic Initial Environmental Review Appendix £
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Table 1. KSFO Operations Data

Air Carrier Air Taxi General Military
Aviation
IFR Itineranf 379,642 54,856 10,396 411
VFR ltinerant 5 626 2,29 2,16

Note:
IFR= Instrument Flight Rules
VFR = Visual Flight Rules

6
Runway use percentagdsr operations during 2014 are reported in Table 2 below.

Table 2. Runway Use

Operating Arrival Departure Day Night
Configuration  Runways Runways

West 28L, 28R 01L, 01R 96.6% 94.2%
East2 19L, 19R 10L, 10R 4.4% 5.7%
West (Noise 28L, 28R 10L, 10R 0.0% 0.1%
Abatement)

7
Runway use percentages for arrivals during the year 20&broken up into aircraft
type, and day/night operations in Table 3.

Table 3. Runway UseArrivals Only

Heavy Jets Jets Small Jets Turboprops Pisions
RwWY Day Night Day Night Day Night Day Night Day Night
9L 5% 5% 3% 5% 0% 0% 3% 3% 0% 0%
19R 0% 0% 1% 0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 0% 0%
28L  46% 16% 38% 16% 21% 0% 50% 28% 0% 8%
28R 49% 79% 58% 79% 79% 100% 38% 68% 100% 92%

The current procedures are provided\ttachment 1 The procedure charts depict the
altitudes on each procedure.

5 Airport Operations. The number of arrivals and departures from the aitpehich the airport traffic control tower is located.

There are two types of operations: local and itinelaotal operations are those operations performed by aircraft that remain in

the local traffic pattern, execute simulated instrument approach®s passes at the airport, and the operations to or from the
DLUSRUW DQG D GHVLIJQDWHG SUDFWLFH DUHD ZLWKLQ D iPLOH UG LXV RI WKH
aircraft, either IFR, SVFR, or VFR, that lands at an airportyiagifrom outside the airport area, or departs an airport and leaves

the airport area.

6 Environmental Assessment for Northern California Optimization of Airspace and Procedures in the Metroplex. Average

Annual Day Flight Schedules. ATAC Corporation. Red. August 7, 2014.

7 Environmental Assessment for Northern California Optimization of Airspace and Procedures in the Metroplex. Average Annual

Day Flight Schedules. ATAC Corporation. Revised. August 7, 2014.
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Historical radar track data was obtained through the Performance Data Analysis and
Reporting System (PDAR$) obtain traffic counts and aircraft mibepartures from KSFO
and KOAK separated by runwayeparture operations data is available in Table 4.

Historical radar track data was also obtained through PDARS for the Pacific 2 TA. Track
data was collected for 9@ndom daysG XULQJ FDOHQGDU \HDU 8Thes 7UD
selection of 90 random days is consideaedonservative representation tbe aveage

traffic counts accounting for seasonal variations and peak travel times. Operations on the
Pacific 2 TA are shown in Table 5. Table 5 also identifies the transition waypoints for the
proposed PIRAT STAR associated with the appropriate position regpadint (waypoint)

on the Pacific 2 TA. Flight tracks for ALANN, CINNY, CREAN, and MAFiZaypoints

on the Pacific 2 TA are associated with the CINNY transition on the proposed PIRAT
STAR. Flight tracks for ALCOA, ALLBE, BUTEN, and CEPA&aypointson thePacific

2 TA are associated with the ALCOA tramnit on the proposed PRI STAR. Flight tracks

for DACEM and FATMOwaypointson the Pacific 2 TA are associated with the PAIN
transition on the proposed PAR STAR.

8 Ninety random days of track data selecteddnordance with the FAA Average Annual Day Addendum to the Guidance for
Noise Screenings of Air Traffic Actionstilizing the Random Day Generator tool.

Air Traffic Initial Environmental Review Appendix £
San Francisco International AirpotfProcedure Amendments
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Table 4. Operations Data for Departures from KSFO and KOAK

JO 74Q0.2 . o : .
Appenglx 5. Air Traffic Initial Environ mental Review

Heavy Jets Large Jets Small Jets Turboprops Pistons
Day Night Day Night Day Night Day Night Day Night
Airport | Runway| Daily | Annual | Daily | Annual | Daily | Annual | Daily | Annual | Daily | Annual| Daily | Annual | Daily | Annual| Daily | Annual | Daily | Annual | Daily | Annual
KOAK | 28L - - - - 0.1 35 - - 0.1 26.1 0.02 8.7 0.02 8.7 - - - - - -
28R - - - - 0.1 35 - - 0.1 35 - - 0.02 8.7 - - 0.02 8.7 - -
30 0.02 8.7 - - 19 6987 2.2 800 2.4 860 0.2 78 0.02 8.7 - - - - - -
KSFO | 01L - - 0.02 8.7 345 | 12610 4.8 1747 0.3 104 - - 0.05 17.4 - - - - - -
O1R - - - - 1.1 417 0.07 26.1 - - - - - - - - - - - -
100 i i i i i - i - 002 | 87 i - i i - - i i - -
10R i i i i 007 | 261 | 0.14 | 52 - i i - i i - - i i - -
19R i i i i 002 | 87 i - 002 | 87 i - i i - - i i : -
28L - - - - 34 1251 0.48 174 0.12 43.5 - - 0.07 24 - - - - - -
28R - - - - 2.5 921.2 | 0.21 78 1.64 600 0.05 17.4 0.5 172 - - - - - -
Totals 0.02 8.7 0.02 8.7 60.79 | 22,291 | 79 | 2,877.1| 4.7 1,686 | 0.27 104.1 1.13 239.5 - - 0.02 8.7 - -
Aif Traffic Initial Environmental Review Appendix £
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Table 5. Operations Data for the Pacific 2 Tailored Arrival

JO 740Q0.2 . o : .
Appenglx 5. Air Traffic Initial Environ mental Review

Heavy Jets Large Jets SmallJets Turboprops

Day Night Day Night Day Night Day Night
Position Reporting Point Daily | Annual | Daily | Annual| Daily | Annual | Daily | Annual | Daily [ Annual| Daily | Annual | Daily | Annual | Daily | Annual
IPACIFIC 2 TA ?PIRAT STAR
ALANN CINNY 08 | 277 | 004 | 146 | 08 | 277 | 0.6 | 219 | 0.01 | 49 | - | - |- \
ALCOA | ALCOA | 052 ] 190 | 032 | 117 [ o001 | 49 [o033] 122 | - | - | - | - |- \
ALLBE | ALCOA | 45 | 1635 | 047 | 170 | 063 | 229 | 017 | 63.3 | | - ] - ] - |- \
BUTEN | ALCOA | 04 | 141 | 001 | 49 [o008] 292 | - | - | | - ] - ] - |- \
CEPAS | ALCOA | 021 ] 779 | 007 | 243 [ 001 ] 49 | - | - | | - ] - ] - |- \
CNNY | CINNY | 048 | 1752 | 26 | 934 | 0.16 | 584 | 43 | 1557 | | - ] - ] - |- \
CFEAN | CINNY | 65 | 2385 | 18 | 652 | 633 | 2297 | 2 | 730 | 04 | 146 | 0.04 | 146 | 001 | 4.9 \
DACEM | PAINT | 72 | 2623 | 04 | 146 | 005 195 [ - | - | - 1 -] - - |
FATMO | PAINT | 041 ] 151 | 008 | 292 | 003 ] 97 [ - [ - | - ] -] - |- \
MAFIC | CINNY | 07 | 258 | 02 | 83 | 004 146 | 01 [ 243 | - ] -] - |- \

Air Traffic Initial Environmental Review Appendix &
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D. Describe the proposed project, providing the necessary chart(s) depicting changes. Describe
changes to the fleet mix, numbers of aircraft on the new route, and their altitiide(g),

Northern California Terminal Radar Approa&ontrol has requested that the crossing
restriction of AT 8,000 feet MSL at the ARCHI waypoint be lowerdd 7,000 feet MSL.

The proposed amendment restores the original crossing restriction listed in the Northern
CaliforniaMetroplex Environmental Assessméatuly 2014) The proposed amendment will
allow arrivals to KSFO approaching from the estiescendn an ODP while remaining

within ClassB airspace. The proposed amendment accounts for the modified KSFOBClass
airspace with a targeted implementation dat@edust 2018.

Amending the crossing restriction at the ARCHI waypoint requires amendment of the
DYAMD STAR and associated IARmd CVFPto maintain connectivity between DYAMD
and the IAPACVFP.

The number of aircraft operations and mix are not expected to change. Proposed procedure
specific amendments are described below

DYAMD STAR:

1. Lower thecrossing restriction altitude at the ARCHI waypoint from 8,000 feet MSL to
7,000 feet MSL.

2. Remove the speed restriction of AT 230K at the waypoint ARCHI.

3. Move the FRELY waypoint 0.11 nautical mile (NM)/668.37 feeuthwest along its
current tracko confam to current design criteria

4. Reduce the speed restriction at FRELY from AT 240 Knots Indicated Air Speed (KIAS)
to 230KIAS Requested by ATC and industry.

Instrument Approach Procedurasd Charted Visual Flight Procedures
The following IAPsand CVFRwill be amended by reducing the crossing restricaioARCHII

from AT 8,000 feet MSL to AT 7,000 feet MSL. No other changes will be made.

ILS or LOC RWY 28L
ILS or LOC RWY 28R

ILS RWY 28R (SA CAT 9)
ILS RWY 28R (CAT Il #llII)
ILS RWY 29L (SA CAT II)
RNAV (RNP) Y RWY 28R
RNAV (GPS) RWY 28L
RNAV (GPS) Z RWY 28R

© N Ok wNPE

9 CAT = Approach category.
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9. QUIET BRIDGE VISUAL RWY 28L/R

Standard Instrument Departure Procedures
The following amendments are common to the three SIDS:

1. 5SHPRYH WKH )/2.. ZD\SRLQWidn\3)$7&TV UHTXHVW

2. Increase the Minimum En Route Altitude (ME#&)m 9,000 feet MSL to 11,000 feet
MSL onthe EBAYE transition from SUSEY to EBAY.Hncrease of the altitude reduces
the number of critical DMES.

3. Increase the MEA from 9,000 feet MSL to 11,000 feet MSL on 18O transition
from KTINA to CISKO. Increase of the altitude reduces the number of critical DMEs.

4. Add new waypoint, LIBBO, between FFOIL and YYUNG. Addition of LIBBO moves
the procedure alignment approximately 10 NM to the west. This moves the procedure
over water; the existing segment between FLOKK and YYUNG is partially over land

(Figure3).

10 DME = Distance Measuring Equipment

Air Traffic Initial Environmental Review Appendix £
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Figure3. New Waypoint LIBBCOto be addedFLOKK to be removed.

J
J
J
J

FFOILRRFOIL

Data S10; NOAAY

Tour Guide
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The following are the SIBpecific amendments:

1. SSTIK THREE DEPARTURE (RNAV):
a. Move the SSTIKwaypoint 0.44 NM/2673.5 feet southeast to conform to current
criteria.
b. Add note indicating runways not available for use: RWYs 10L/R, 19L/R, 28L/R.

c. Add the San Jose VOR/DME as a criticdMB on both the CISKO and EBAYE
transitions. Addition of the criticd ME is based on RNAV Pro results.

2. WESLA THREE DEPARTURE (RNAV)
a. Add a critical DME on the EBAYE transition. Addition of the critical DME is based
on RNAYV Pro results.

3. CNDEL THREE DEPARTURE (RNAV)
a. Add a critical DME on the EBAYE transitiaio replace th&MANTECA (ECA)
VOR/DME which has beemlecommissioned. Addition of the critical DME is based on
RNAV Pro results.

The abovedescribed proposed amendments will not change existing flight paths.

New PIRAT STAR
The PIRAT STAR(Figure4) will convert the Pacific 2 TA to a publigse RNAV STAR that

expands benefits of the TA currently only available to selected carriers to all users of KSFO.
The PIRAT STAR will accommodate arrivals to RWY 28L/R at KSFO and RWY 28L/R and
RW 30 at KOAK.

The PIRAT STAR will be an Optimized Profile Descent (OPD) STAR, requiring aircraft to
crossARGGG at 8,000 feet MSL or approximately 5,820 feet AGhe waypoint ARGGG

will replace the WOODSIDE VOR (OSI), and is locatggproximately 100 feet west GfSI
along the existing trackAt ARGGG, ATC will vector aircraft to final approach course for
KSFO and/or KOAK. The PIRAT STAR does not connect to IAPS.

The PIRAT STARwill have three en route transition, PAINT, ALCOA, and CINNYhe
CINNY transtion mimics the existing Pacific 2 Téegment(sCINNY -PIRAT- BRINY-OSI.

The ALCOA transition mimics the existing BUTEALCOA-BRINY-OSI segment on the
Pacific 2 TA. The PAINT transition mimics the existing DACEBRINY-OSI segment on

the Pacific 2 TAOaKand Air Route Traffic Control Center (ZOA) requested a route north of
the waypoint PAINT developed for offloads that the Traffic Management Unit (TMU) could
utilize during periods of concentrated demand. Waypoint WUSUS is the proposed start point
for theoffload route.

Air Traffic Initial Environmental Review Appendix £
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March 8, 2020

From
Mike McClintock

To
SCSC Roundtable

Message

Re: Current negotiations with the FAA concerning NextGen Flight Paths - Thank You
Reva:

Thank you for your kind note, which | am forwarding to the Forum members, the FAA, and other parties of
interest. The Forum's NextGen/Metroplex Subcommittee and Airport staff have been working diligently with the
FAA's technical experts to achieve a solution to this vexatious problem; and | am hopeful that your note will
inspire all concerned to continue to work together to achieve a workable solution to the WNDSR issue, as well
as the other NextGen implementation issues affecting the East Bay.

We have come a long way since our first meeting with the FAA Regional Administrator at the time, and we have
some way Yyet to go. But, there is hope that with the continued committment of all involved parties, we can get
this done fairly and equitably.

Mike McClintock
Forum Facilitator

Attachment Name

20200308_M_McClintok_Re Current negotiations



March 8, 2020

From
Mike McClintock

To
SCSC Roundtable
Message

Fwd: FYI NEPA

This from Palo Alto Sky Posse via Yvonne McHugh:

Mike McClintock
Forum Facilitator

Attachment Name

20200308_M_McClintok_Fwd FYI NEPA









March 13, 2020

From

Quiet Skies NorCal
To

SCSC Roundtable

Message

Letter from Quiet Skies NorCal to Cupertino City Council (attached)

Please see the attached letter from Quiet Skies NorCal to Cupertino City Council, with copy to Congressman
Ro Khanna, Congresswoman Anna Eshoo, Congressman Jimmy Panetta and the SC/SC Roundtable.

Attachment Name

20200313_Q_Skies_Letter from Quiet Skies_attach_Cupertino Mar 13 2020






March 20, 2020

From
Steve Alverson

To
Bert Ganoung
Message

SCSCRoundt able Letter to SFO in Support of Palo Al tc

Dear Mr. Satero, Mr. Ganoung, and Members of the San Francisco International Airport/Community
Roundtable,

On behalf of the Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Airport/Community Roundtable (SCSC Roundtable), | have attached

for your consideration a letter from the SCSC Roun
to install noi se monitors within Palo Alto. Tileis I
February 26, 2020 Regular Roundtable meetings upporti ng Pal o Alto’s reque:

| would appreciate it if you would acknowledge receipt of this email and the attached letter.
The SCSC Roundtable looks forward to your response. Thank you.
Regards,

Steven R. Alverson
SCSC Roundtable Facilitator

Attachment Name

20200320_Final_SCSC_Roundtable_to_SFO_Palo Alto_Noise_Monitor_v3



March 20, 2020

From

Bert Ganoung
To

Steve Alverson

Message

SCSC Roundtable Letter to SFOtforhirc@fuNoigeoMonitorof Pal o A
Hello Steve,

| acknowledge receipt of your email and the attached letter sent 3/20/2020 at 3:51 PM.

Bert Ganoung

Aircraft Noise Abatement Manager

San Francisco International Airport

March 23, 2020

From
Sky Posse

To
SCSC Roundtable
Message
For the attention of Representative Eshoo
Dear Karen,
Please see two Letter Attachments for Rep Eshoo's attention,
1) Letter from Sky Posse Palo Alto to Rep Eshoo

2) Letter to Members of Congress from the Legislative Committee, Quiet Skies Conference Legislative
Committee

Thank you,
Sky Posse Palo Alto

cc:
Palo Alto City Council
SCSC Roundtable
SFO

SJc

OAK

Attachment Name

20200323_S_Posse_For the attention of Representative Eshoo_attach_1
20200323_S_Posse_For the attention of Representative Eshoo_attach_2



March 25, 2020

From

Mike McClintok
To

SCSC Roundtable

Message

Forum Informational Materials

All:

Attached for your information and review are:

DRAFT meeting minutes for 1/15/2020 Forum meeting;
4th Qtr. 2019 Noise Abatement Report; and

Quarterly Aircraft Noise Report 4Q2020.

Under normal circumstances these would have gone out with the agenda materials for the now cancelled
4/15/2020 Forum meeting. Action on these three items will be taken at the July 15, 2020 Forum meeting.
You will receive a complete agenda package for the July 15 meeting NLT July 6, 2020.

Please contact me with any questions or comments.
Thank you and be well.
Mike McClintock

Forum Facilitator

Attachment Name

20200325_M_McClintock_Forum Informational Materials_attach 1
20200325_M_McClintock_Forum Informational Materials_attach 2
20200325_M_McClintock_Forum Informational Materials_attach 3



March 25, 2020

From
Faviola Garcia

To

SCSC Roundtable

Message
FW: Incoming correspondence Todd Anderson possible noise portal
Hi Mary-Lynne, sharing for your awareness. | hope you are doing well and staying healthy.
Favi

Faviola Garcia

Senior Advisor

Federal Aviation Administration
Office of the Regional Administrator

Attachment Name

20200325_F_Garcia_FW_Incoming correspondence Todd Anderson possible noise portal



March 30, 2020

From
- SCSC Roundtable - RESPONSE

To
Todd Anderson
Message

SCSC Roundtable Response to Mr. Todd Anderson
Good evening Mr. Anderson,

On behalf of the SCSC Roundtable Chair, attached is a response from the SCSC Roundtable to your March
11, 2020 letter to the FAA. We hope you find this information useful.

Regards,

SCSC Roundtable Staff,

SC | SC Roundtable
https://scscroundtable.org

Attachment Name

20200330_T_Anderson_Public_Final_SCSC Roundtable Response Letter



April 1, 2020

From

Michael Aguilar

To

Mary-Lynne Bernald

Message

Mercatus Center Releases State Rankings of Drone Readiness
Dear Ms. Bernald,

Across the United States, widespread deployment of commercial drones is difficult due to the lack of clarity with
regard to the role of federal and state governments to manage low altitude airspace. Mercatus Center Senior
Research Fellow, Brent Skorup, argues that states should take the lead by creating drone corridors above public
roads.

Many states control the airspace above these roads and are best suited to establish rules governing their
airspace. This new research includes a fifty-state report card that ranks the states' readiness to embrace new
drone technology. North Dakota is ranked in first place with South Carolina at the bottom of the list.

To see how your state ranks, click here.

In addition, last month Senior Research Fellows Robert Graboyes and Brent Skorup released a study on the use
of medical drones. Skorup has also released a paper on How Drones Can Help Fight the Coronavirus.

If you have any questions on the papers listed above, or would like to speak with Brent Skorup, | am happy to
facilitate a briefing.

Sincerely,
Michael A. Aguilar
State Outreach Associate

Mercatus Center at George Mason University



April 7, 2020

From

Evan Wasserman
To

SCSC Roundtable

Message

IFP Gateway Memo on the SCSC Roundtable Website
Dear SCSC Roundtable and Interested Parties,

A summary memorandum regarding the Instrument Flight Procedures (IFP) Information Gateway, that is typically
distributed at SCSC Roundtable meetings, has been posted to the SCSC Roundtable website for your reference.
You can find the IFP Gateway Memo at the following link.

Thank you,
SCSC Roundtable Staff

Scscroundtable.org

April 8, 2020

From
Steve Alverson

To
Sky Laron
Message

TIPP TOE Visual Approach on the IFP Gateway
Hi Sky,
I hope this email finds you and your family staying well during this challenging time.

In ESA’s monthly update of our | FP Gateway memo to
change to the TIPP TOE Visual Approach to Runways 28L and 28R at SFO. This update is identified as
Amendment 3. There are no details on the IFP Gateway about the changes to this visual approach on the IFP
Gateway. Do you know what changes are being proposed? The visual approach overflies SCSC Roundtable
communities, so we would like to inform them about the changes and their potential noise effects (if any).

| appreciate any information you have to share. Thank you.
Stay well.

Regards,

Steve

Steven R. Alverson

Senior Vice President

ESA | Environmental Science Associates



April 8, 2020

From

Mary-Lynne Bernald
To

John Leopold

Message

IFP Gateway Memo on the SCSC Roundtable Website
Dear Supervisor Leopold,

Thank you for your questions regarding the recent listing by FAA of the TIPP TOE Visual Approach to Runways
28R and 28L at SFO on the IFP Gateway.

You asked, if the 12/2/2021 TIPP TOE publication d
we are aware of. If it were, we should also see the SERFR/Big Sur Overlay on the IFP Gateway as well, which it
is not.

You also asked, “Can you confirm with the FAA they

that they spoke of when postponing their F~EM butasof
this moment we have no confirmation from the FAA regarding the timing of its update on its progress on
developing the Big Sur Overlay.

Should we receive an indication that the FAA is prepared to report out on its work, we will definitely try to
convene an SCSC Roundtable meeting to receive its report. Given the current restrictions on public gatherings,
we are exploring options to conduct a meeting using videoconferencing, should it be necessary.

Thank you again for reaching out to the SCSC Roundtable.
Best to you! Stay well!

Mary-Lynne

April 8, 2020

From

Michelle Wu

To

SCSC Roundtable

Message

IFP Gateway Memo on the SCSC Roundtable Website

The sky seems a lot quieter now. Is it because of COVID-19 disruption?



April 8, 2020

From
Steve Alverson

To
Michelle Wu
Message
IFP Gateway Memo on the SCSC Roundtable Website
Michelle,
I hope this email finds you and your family doing well during this challenging time.

Thanks for your question. Yes, it is a lot quieter now as some airlines have canceled 80 to 90 percent of their

flights duetoCOVID-19. Large portions of the airlines aircr
country on runways, taxiways, aprons, at shuttered terminal buildings — wherever they can fit. Unfortunately,
millions of airport and airline workers have lost their jobs, which is contributing to the current economic collapse
and upcoming recession.

Stay well.

Regards,

Steve

Steven R. Alverson

Senior Vice President
ESA | Environmental Science Associates

April 8, 2020

From
Tony Sloss

To

SCSC Roundtable

Message
IFP Gateway Memo on the SCSC Roundtable Website
Mary-Lynne and Steve,
This memo states work is happening on TIPP TOE Visual which is one of the final descent approaches to SFO
that SERFR connects too. (SERFR terminates at waypoint EDDYY and TIPP TOE starts at EDDYY.) The
publication date of the TIPP TOE work is listed as 12/2/2021. Is this date indicative of the FAA's SERFR
timeline? Can you confirm with the FAA they will proceed with an April announcement re: SERFR status that
they spoke of when postponing their February announcement?

Thank you,

John Leopold
County Supervisor, 1st District



April 9, 2020

From

Steve Alverson

To

Raquel Girvin

Message

Date of FAA's Announcement Regarding FAA's Progress on the SERFR/Big Sur Overlay
Dear Administrator Girvin,
I hope that this email finds you, your family, and your colleagues at the FAA all well during this challenging time.

On behalf of SCSC Roundtable Chairperson Mary-Lynne Bernald, we are following up on the topic of when the
FAA expects that it will be providing an update on the SERFR/Big Sur Overlay procedure development process.
There was an expectation that the FAA would have an update of its reportonits“ I ni ti ati ve t o
Concerns of Santa Cruz/ Santa Clara/San Mateo/ San Fr
SERFR/BIig Sur Overlay procedure development process, at the February 26, 2020 SCSC Roundtable meeting.
As you know that did not happen, as FAA was awaiting guidance from Congressional leadership, before making
an announcement.

As we are now into the month of April, we are receiving inquiries as to when the FAA will be announcing its
progress on the SERFR/Big Sur Overlay procedure development process. Would you please provide us with an
update we can share with the SCSC Roundtable and interested public? Thank you. Stay well.

Regards,
Steve

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

April 13, 2020

From

Faviola Garcia

To

Steve Alverson

Message

Date of FAA's Announcement Regarding FAA's Progress on the SERFR/Big Sur Overlay

Hi Steve, | just wanted to acknowledge receiving your email and let you know that | will try to get back to you this
week with a better update.

| hope you are all doing well and staying healthy.
Favi

Faviola Garcia

Senior Advisor

Federal Aviation Administration
Office of the Regional Administrator



April 14, 2020

From

Steve Alverson
To

Faviola Garcia

Message

Date of FAA's Announcement Regarding FAA's Progress on the SERFR/Big Sur Overlay
Favi,
Thanks for the acknowledgement Favi. Welook f or ward to the FAA’s wupdate

We are all doing well and staying healthy. We hope that you, your family, and your FAA colleagues are doing
the same.

Stay well.

Regards,

Steve

Steven R. Alverson

Senior Vice President
ESA | Environmental Science Associates

April 15, 2020

From

Faviola Garcia

To

Karen Chapman; SCSC Roundtable
Message

Date of FAA's Announcement Regarding FAA's Progress on the SERFR/Big Sur Overlay

Hello Karen,

Il " m forwarding the SdécRiCreceicedinautoffitel e emai |l r e
We look forward to your input and guidance.

(All, 1 copied Kathleen L., understanding she has moved on, however, her email is being routed to someone else
in Rep. Panetta’s office.)

Thank you and wishing everyone good health.
Favi-

Faviola Garcia

Senior Advisor

Federal Aviation Administration
Office of the Regional Administrator



April 15, 2020

From

Evan Wasserman

To

SCSC Roundtable

Message

SCSC Roundtable - Notification of Legislative Committee Meeting 4/29/2020

Dear SCSC Roundtable Members and Alternates,

At the direction of SCSC Roundtable Chairperson Bernald, the following message is being sent to Roundtable
Members and Alternates regarding an upcoming meeting of the Legislative Committee on Wednesday, April 29,

2020:

Dear Roundtable Members and Alternates,

As of Monday, April 13, 2020, the SCSC Roundtable Legislative Committee has a time-critical matter to
address!

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) filed a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) regarding
proposed noise certification standards for a specific category of Supersonic Transport (SST) airplanes.
The 90-day comment period provided in the NPRM ends on July 13, 2020.

The Work Plan [3.4.2] gives me, as Chairperson,
Committee’s worikri®iicvand tntad utriemef t his matter
this circumstance.

As Chair, | have affirmed that the Legislative Committee may proceed now that the NPRM has been
published. Under that Work Plan [3.4.2], the Le
proposed legislations and policy actions (including new rulemaking and FAA reaut hor

Since this is a standing committee, the Legisla
meeting requirements of The Brown Act. This translates to:

e Due to the number of members (6) on the Committee, the Committee members must avoid
communicating with other Roundtable members outside of a noticed meeting. To do so would result
in a quorum or serial communication.

e An agenda must be prepared and distributed for the meeting(s).

e Do not “Reply Al ".

e Under the current state emergency provisions, the meeting(s) will be held virtually (a good test of
any future approaches).

e The meeting(s) must be posted and recorded and a meeting recap distributed.

¢ Roundtable members may attend the Legislative Committee meetings as observers if they wish, but
cannot participate in the Legislative Committee deliberations.

e The Legislative Committee and Technical Working Group may not work together because any
discussion could lead to a quorum (7) of members.

At this time, the Legislatve Commi t t ee’ s sol e task is to evaluate
to bring a recommendation in the form of a draft comment letter to the full Roundtable for possible

action before the 90-day comment period ends. Any other efforts by the Committee are outside of the
directed scope of work and are not needed by the Roundtable at this time.

As a starting point, | recommend you read the NPRM in Federal Register Notice, which Committee
Chair Lisa Matichak has shared with the Legislative Committee, and, refer to the position



recommendation the entire Roundtable body made
Noi se Regulations” at our October 23, 2019 regu

The SCSC Roundtable fundamentally opposes FAA noise certification rules that would increase aircraft
noise levels on a single-event basis as it would cause aircraft noise levels (and air pollution emissions)
in our communities to increase without a corresponding benefit to those communities from the
introduction of supersonic transport service. The SCSC Roundtable recommends that at a minimum, the
new supersonic aircraft be required to meet current Stage 5 noise standards and would argue that with
newer technology becoming available by the time these aircraft enter service, a standard lower than
Stage 5 is warranted.

Thank you all!

Stay Safe, Stay Well, Stay Home!
Best Mary-Lynne Bernald

SCSC Roundtable Chairperson

Evan Wasserman
Senior Associate - Community Development Group
ESA | Environmental Science Associates

April 17, 2020

From

Steve Alverson

To

Lisa Matichak

Message

FAA Presentation on the SST NPRM

Lisa,

| hope this email finds you and your family doing well during this challenging time.

As a part of an industry committee r e vdcledFAA greséntateon. F
thought it would be helpful for others to review, so | requested and received permission to distribute it to the
public.

The presentation is a revised version of a similar presentation that the FAA gave earlier this week to a working
group of the International Civil Aviation Organiza
(CAEP). The FAA’'s presentation does a good job at

important aspects. | believe it would be helpful for the Legislative Committee and interested members of the
public to review it prior to your April 29, 2020 Committee meeting.

Please let me know if you would like us to include it with the packet. Thanks!

Regards,

Steve

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

Attachment Name

20200417_S_Alverson_FAA Presentation on the SST NPRM






April 18, 2020

From

Karen Chapman
To

Faviola Garcia
Message

Date of FAA's Announcement Regarding FAA's Progress on the SERFR/Big Sur Overlay
Hello Favi,
Thank you on for following up with us.

Congresswoman Eshoo is Chairwoman of the Health Subcommittee of the Energy and Commerce Committee
and all of her staff are working 24/7 on the health and economic crisis facing the 18th Congressional District and
our nation as a result of the global pandemic. We know FAA and DOT are also facing dramatic new challenges
related to the pandemic and hope that everyone is taking important steps to stay safe.

As far as an update to the Select Committee recommendations, we know the FAA has continued the work to
identify what can be done to address the recommendations of the former body and our office is committed to
continuing to work with the agency on it. In light of the pandemic, | ask that we get through this period and then
discuss next steps in terms of providing an update. If constituents contact us about this we will confirm the work
is ongoing. | checked and we have not heard from any constituents seeking an update on this issue.

Let me know if you or your team have questions.
My best,

Karen

Karen Chapman

District COS

Office of Congresswoman Anna Eshoo

698 Emerson Street
Palo Alto, CA 94301

April 20, 2020

From

Faviola Garcia
To

Karen Chapman
Message

Date of FAA's Announcement Regarding FAA's Progress on the SERFR/Big Sur Overlay

Karen, thank you so much for the update. We’'ll star
some relief fr om wthyouirabait30-USdays. check i n

Take care and thank you for the guidance.

Favi



April 20, 2020

From

Mary-Lynne Bernald
To

Faviola Garcia

Message
Date of FAA's Announcement Regarding FAA's Progress on the SERFR/Big Sur Overlay
Favi, FYI. At this point, we are hoping to hold a (virtual) SCSC RT meeting in May.
Best to you and all!

Mary-Lynne

April 20, 2020

From

Faviola Garcia

To

Mary-Lynne Bernald
Message

Date of FAA's Announcement Regarding FAA's Progress on the SERFR/Big Sur Overlay

ThankyouMary-Ly nne, we’ | | ma ke yoo pdase ensufre thathTantara also @ceives the invite
or information you send out for participating?

I hope you are all well.

- Favi






April 26, 2020

From

Marie-Jo Fremont
To

SCSC Roundtable
Message

Agenda Item #4 of Legislative Committee Meeting of April 29, 2020 - Comment

I would like to offer a practical suggestion for the SCSC RT Legislative Committee to start tracking legislative
and regulatory actions (task 2.1 of the Work Plan). Given that the meeting will be held only 3 days from now, |
have copied the Chair of the Legislative Committee (Lisa Matichak) and my City representative on the
Roundtable (Lydia Kou) to give them as much time as possible to consider my comment.

| suggest that the Legislative Committee obtain from Steve Alverson or Congressional Staff members a status
update on the 10-noise related sections of the 2018 FAA Reauthorization Bill (see attached summary):

7 of the sections have due dates before May 2020 and one section did not have any due date.

The update should specify what progress if any has been made and in particular whether reports have been
created and published if applicable.

The Committee should then build on the status update and identify specific actions to take on the various items.
Thank you for considering my suggestions.

Marie-Jo Fremont
Palo Alto resident

Attachment Name

20200426_M_Fremont_Agenda Item #4 of Legislative Committee Meeting



April 28, 2020

From

Jennifer Tasseff
To

SCSC Roundtable
Message

SCSC Roundtable LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE April 29, 2020 meeting - Agenda ltem #5 - Review, Discussion,
and Potential Action on the Proposed Noise Certification Regulations for Supersonic Airplanes

RE: Public comment -

SCSC Roundtable Legislative Committee April 29, 2020 meeting - Agenda Item #5 - Review, Discussion, and
Potential Action on the Proposed Noise Certification Regulations for Supersonic Airplanes

[Attached Sunnyvale/Cupertino Airplane Noise Group letter previously forwarded to the FAA]

Hello Madam Chair Matichak (Legislative Committee):

In preparation for Agenda Item #5 Supersonic Airplanes, discussion and possible action-

Last August 2019 our Sunnyvale/Cupertino Airplane Noise Group prepared a letter for the FAA regarding the
possible reintroduction of civil supersonic flights over the U.S. | have attached that letter for your reference.

Overview of the Sunnyvale/Cupertino Airplane Noise Group letter:

e  Since Nextgen implementation, our Bay Area communities have experienced problems with
airplane noise.

e  FAA should not compound this problem by adding supersonic aircraft to the mix while people
across the country are still suffering from NextGen.

e A high hurdle must be met in order to remove the existing civil supersonic flight ban over the
u.s.

If civil supersonic flights are reintroduced over U.S. land:

1. There should be no audible sonic boom at ground level (including no sonic boom over
pressure, no rattling, nor any other human annoyance at ground level)

2. All supersonic aircraft must meet or exceed the same noise standards and fuel-efficiency
standards that apply to newly manufactured subsonic aircraft. (Current new aircraft
manufacturing noise/fuel-efficiency standards)

I am hoping this letter will be helpful during the supersonic aircraft discussion. See you (virtually) tomorrow.
| have attached both a PDF copy and a MS Word version for your convenience.
Thank you,

Jennifer Tasseff

Attachment Name

20200428_J_Tasseff_SCSC Roundtable LEGISLATIVE



April 28, 2020

From

Andi Jordan

To

SCSC Roundtable

Message

SCSC Roundtable Legislative Committee Meeting - tomorrow at 10AM
Hi Legislative Committee Members —

| wanted to let you know that there are two pieces of correspondence (one pdf file) that have been uploaded to
the meeting page of the website.

https://scscroundtable.org/meetings/sc-sc-roundtable-legislative-subcommittee-april-29-2020/
You should receive a reminder email at 9AM with your unique sign in to meeting.

See you tomorrow,

~Andi

Andi Jordan

Executive Director
Cities Association of Santa Clara County

April 29, 2020

From

Marie-Jo Fremont
To

SCSC Roundtable
Message

Written version of the public comments | made today at the SCSC RT Legislative Committee on April 29, 2020

| am sending you a written version of my public comments on agenda items 3, 4, and 5 as it may be helpful to
have a written version.

| also want to compliment you, and especially the Chair, for a well-run virtual meeting.

Marie-Jo

Attachment Name

20200429_M_Fremont_Written version of the public comments



April 29, 2020

From

Jennifer Landesmann

To

SCSC Roundtable

Message

Public Comment April 29, 2020 Meeting - Agenda Items 4, 5, 6, 7
Dear Members of the Legislative Committee - SCSC Roundtable,

| am submitting for your consideration three key Recommendations from the Select Committee on South Bay
Arrivals which pertain to noise measurements, metrics, and noise mitigation processes.

The full recommendations can be found on page 24 and page 26 of the SC's final report.

FAA nor Congress have responded to communities on these recommendations, and the 2018 FAA
Reauthorization noise metrics provisions. It is a flawed process for FAA to have any rule making actions when
FAA ignores their noise metric inadequacies - or given that FAA practices have failed to assess or model
noise adequately for every Nextgen project launched.

If the SCSC Legislative is to be of help to communities, it must please make more NOISE about these
problems.

Thank you,
Jennifer Landesmann

FOR LEGISLATIVE FOLLOW UP
SELECT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS — 3.3, 4.1, and 4.2

3.3 Noise Measurement

Recommendation: The Select Committeeoremends that the U.S. Congress require the FAA to adopt supplemental
metrics for aircraft noise that characterize the true impact experienced by people on the @fotend 12 Aye, 0
Nay, _ 0__ Absent or Abstain)

EXCERPT:
More specifically, the use of a D&ight Average Sound Level (DNL) alone issiliited to assess ground level
impacts, particularly from the standpoint of amplitude, duration, time ofromece, and repetitiveness
(concentration of flight paths). In addition, noise analysis at a community level (i.e., over a relatively broac
swath) results in a blending of noise that does not reflect more localized impacts. Measuring noise more |
andp reci sely (e. g., at the census block [level) wu
Committee also notes that, on the national level, numerous studies of alternative noise metrics highlight t
deficiencies of DNL.

Further,the FAA s me t r i dNeighting to measure sotind pressure levels (e.g., the way the ear hes
commonly expressed in dBAWeighting was originally intended only for the measurement ofduel sounds.
Yet it is now commonly used for the measurememtvafommental and industrial noise, including aircraft noist
as well as when assessing potential hearing damage and other noise health effects at all sound levels. H
because AVeighting is applicable to only low levels, it tends to devalue thes@fElow frequency noise in
particular.

Ot her frequency -weag-lt Wdgghs iialgsasr é&Cavail able.
yields measurements @ noise, instead of only a small fraction of it.

4.1 Who Makes Recommendations to Whom

Recommendation: Should a similar process be employed here or elsewhere in the country in the future, the Select
Committee recommends that, to the greatest degree possible, the FAA be charged with the responsibility for ident



proposing solubns to mitigate noise concerns, and that community groups and elected officials be consulted for re
comment, and to offer additional suggestiqivate: 12 Aye, 0 Nay, _ 0__ Absent or Abstain)

EXCERPT:
Simply put, not wgoodiaitheffont tb pravige technical éxgerise ¢o the Committee, the
Committee’ s view is that t hthe pAAshouwdbe goingsto Memberd af m e
Congress and their affected constituencies with proposals for review and comatehe other way around.

4.2 Need for Before/After Noise Monitoring

Recommendation T'he Select Committee recommends that the FAA and/or SFO monitor and document noise exp
any feasible solutions before and after FAA implementation to ensueeisnare verified, and to determine whether res
are of a discernible benefifVote: __ 12 Aye, 0 Nay, _0__ Absent or Abstain)

Recommendation Z'he Committee recommends the implementation of a set of regional noise monitoring stations t
adequately monitor aircraft noise levels at carefully selected points in tHe&uarsco Bay Area and the three
Congressional Districts represented on the Select Committee. Collected data shall be made available to citizens u
request. (Vote: 12 Aye, _0__ Nay, 0 __ Absent or Abstain)

EXCERPT:
Looking ahead, the Committeeisge c e r ned t hat i f the FAA fails o
measurements related to the implementation of Recommendations contained in this Report, there will like
an inability to measure, analyze and verify, and document the desired imprageccordingly, the Select
Committee offers the following Recommendation.

April 29, 2020

From

Steve Alverson

To

Lisa Matichak; SCSC Roundtable — Legislative Committee

Message

FWD: Public Comment April 29, 2020 Meeting - Agenda Items 4, 5, 6, 7

Lisa,

| am passing along this email from Jennifer Landesmann to members of the Legislative Committee.
Regards,

Steve

Steven R. Alverson

Senior Vice President

ESA | Environmental Science Associates

As shown above, forwarded of email from Jennifer Landesmann
FWD: Public Comment April 29, 2020 Meeting - Agenda ltems 4, 5, 6, 7









May 6, 2020

From

Mike McClintok
To

SCSC Roundtable

Message

Port of Oakland Promotes Key Staff
Forum members and all:
There have been some recent promotions at the Port of Oakland that you should be aware of:

Kristi McKenney was appointed Chief Operating Officer for the Port in February. In her new role she is
overseeing Port operations for Engineering Services, Environmental Programs and Planning, Utilities and
Information Technology.

Craig Simon has been appointed Acting Assistant Director of Aviation, replacing Kristi McKenney.

Jesse Richardson was appointed to the position of Noise/Environmental Management Supervisor. Jesse had
previously served as the acting

Noise/Environmental Management Supervisor.
Congratulations to all of them. We are looking forward to continuing to work with them.

Mike McClintock
Forum Facilitator

May 8, 2020

From
Evan Wasserman

To
SCSC Roundtable
Message

SCSC Roundtable - Reference to the Noise 101 presentation
Dear SCSC Roundtable Members and Alternates,

As it has been a little over a year since the Roundtable received its first Noise 101 presentation and there are
new member s, we t hought it would be appropriate to
presentation. The presentation can also be found on
section of the Resources tab (sorted by posting date). You can also use the search feature to find the document
by searching for “Noise 1017.



In addition, the meeting video for the presentation can be found at the link below starting at the 1:03:00 mark.

https://mwww.youtube.com/watch?v=S14zXqCFHKI&feature=emb_err_watch_on_yt

We hope you have the opportunity to review the Noise 101 presentation as we are preparing to resume

Roundtable meetings in the near future.

Thank you,

SCSC Roundtable Staff

Evan Wasserman
Senior Associate - Community Development Group
ESA | Environmental Science Associates

May 10, 2020

From

Greg Hyver

To

SCSC Roundtable

Message

New submission from Contact us
Please distribute this to all members of the Roundtable:

| personally invite each and every member of the Roundtable to my home (149 Ponza Lane, Soquel) during the
shelter in place (keeping proper social distancing and the use of face masks) to experience the reasons that |
purchased my property 20 years ago in the Santa Cruz Mountains: the tranquility and silence. There are no (or
rarely) jets flying over my home beneath the SERFR flight path at this time (I can sleep again at night and catch
up on my sleep on the weekend mornings). | will then invite you back to my home once the full SERFR flight path
is restored back to its capacity so you fully understand how the FAA completely F-ed up my life.

Only then, will you understand that | will continue to attend your monthly meetings and remind (badger) you of
your obligations to the Select Committee that you are to return the SERFR flight path back to the BSR Overlay
ASAP. After an entire year+ of your existence, the Roundtable has shown how inept it is to effect any change
whatsoever, and the FAA continues to insist on not providing the public with a date when the changeover will
take place. In other words, the Roundtable is a JOKE and I'm wondering why you even assemble?

Personally, | think it is time to consider your obsolescence and that cities should launch lawsuits against the FAA
in the same way that LA County has. You've had your chance to make real change to restore the lives of the
citizens (without introducing the legal element) who are represented by a super-majority Select Committee vote.
You have FAILED. Unless you start setting some solid dates for the changeover, then get out of our way and let
the lawyers take over. QUIT PLAYING POLITICS!!!!



May 11, 2020

From

SCSC Roundtable
To

Greg Hyver
Message

Response to Mr. Hyver - April 24, 2020 and May 10, 2020 emails
Dear Mr. Hyver,

The SCSC Roundtable received your emails (dated April 24, 2020 and May 10, 2020) regarding the Select
Committee recommendations for returning the SERFR flight path to the Big Sur Arrival Route (BSR). In them,

you asked the SCSC Roundtable to, “Do you jobs and
that the SCSC Roundtable meet, . . obligations t
pathbackt o t he BSR Overlay ASAP.” Further, you asked t

mission as demanded by the Sele ct Commi tt ee Recommendations.”

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), not the SCSC Roundtable, is solely responsible for the use and

management of the National Airspace System (NAS). 1
SCSC Roundtable Strategic Plan is “to address commt
Regional Airports and FAAonnoise-rel at ed i ssues.” To that end, the S

its goals, and obligations to engage with the FAA to find solutions. The SCSC Roundtable will continue to
“actively monitor and engage wi t h ibnh elatedAothe &MAA agdeessing c
the recommendations and reports made by the Select Committee, the Ad Hoc Committee, and the SFO
Roundtabl e.”

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

You also stated in your emails that, “Unless you st
our way and |l et the | awyers take over.” Aesusesadat ed ¢
management of the NAS. Therefore, SCSC Roundtable

procedure development process. The SCSC Roundtable was not formed to oversee, assure compliance, and
timely implementation of the Select Committ e e r ecommendati ons. The SCSC R
provide a forum for public input, and providing feedback to the FAA when appropriate. This should help avoid
lengthy litigation, facilitate solutions, and keep all players at the table to improve communications and expedite
the process. In that role, we have a Work Plan Item (1.1.2), Transition of SERFR STAR Back to the Big Sur

(BSR) Ground Track and/or Replacement Procedure, which has the SCSC Roundtable tracking progress and
providing inputonthe FAA’ s i mpl ement ati on of recommendati ons i
Commi ttee on South Bay Arrival s. Thiilscontinge td fihteisr8eCS C F

Like you, the SCSC Roundtable will be closely watchingthe FAA’ s pr o gr e slect Committedh i s S
recommendation.

| trust this helps to clarify the SCSCRoundtab | e’ s rol e relative to the FAA.
Regards,

SC | SC Roundtable
https://scscroundtable.org



May 12, 2020

From

Greg Hyver

To

SCSC Roundtable

Message

Response to Mr. Hyver - April 24, 2020 and May 10, 2020 emails
Dear Sir/Madame:

| do give your credit for your reply to my contact message. If my understanding is correct, the Roundtable is
nothing more than a hollow, powerless organization that acts as a conduit between the public and the FAA. The
FAA is the almighty God that dictates to the rest of us, the taxpayers, by decree. That's all fine and dandy, but
my concerns continue to fester for the reasons that | outline below.

1) Jan-20-2020 Letter to the RoundTable co-written by Santa Cruz Save Our Skies and Quiet Skies Norcal in
which the letter strongly contradicts the mission statement that you provided to me. What you told me may be
your "mission statement," but who's in charge of staying "on mission?" | feel it unnecessary to reiterate points in
the letter that suggest that the Roundtable is exceeding your clearly scoped out mission, it this greatly concerns
me. You underestimate the public if you believe that we are unaware of backroom decision-making by parties
opposed to the removal of SERFR and that your organization is far from pure. To send me your pitch as a way
of demonstrating your lack of power in positioning for or against BSR borders on insult.

2) You discuss your role as a public input conduit.For how long is this public input window to continue? You
have been in existence as an organization since February 27, 2019 (nearly 15 months), yet you continue to seek
public input for what? Hasn't the public already spoken through the Select Committee? Am | mistaken about
this? Wasn't your mission clear to eliminate SERFR entirely? Is that so complicated? Why do Save Our Skies
Santa Cruz and Quiet Skies Norcal feel that they must continue to closely monitor the Work Plan for
conformance to the Select Committee objectives? Why?

3) In the final Roundtable meeting (which | attended) before the shelter in place froze future Roundtable
meetings, why did certain members bring up the idea of exiting the Roundtable? Isn't this a sign that either your
purpose has been corrupted or that you have become ineffectual delivering the outcome that a super-majority of
the public has been waiting to happen? Why do you allow the FAA to run over you and not provide a milestone
plan and schedule so you can deliver back to the public the most precious piece of information of all--when will
this whole damn thing end? The FAA is only a tool of the public. They are not dictators over the public. We
deserve transparency and accountability. | was also at the meeting months ago when it was held in Santa Cruz
when the FAA smugly stated that it required another 24 months of "study" to assess the SERFR dissolution. You
may not have been looking, but there were nothing but open jaws in the audience. Talk about a lack of
accountability.

Your mission is not only to pass on public input, but to make the FAA accountable to the citizenry. This is what |
meant when | said get out of our way if you plan on allowing the FAA to continue to run over you without
schedules and to allow fellow members of the Roundtable avenues to subvert the Select Committee
recommendations.

| assume you will lack a response to this message. That's OK. If | don't hear back from you, I'll be throwing our
entire dialogue onto Save Our Skies Santa Cruz, Quiet Skies Norcal and Sky Justice National Network.

Citizens are tired of your inaction and excuses. Stand up to the FAA or let the litigators take charge. Your social
experiment isn't working.

Sincerely,

Greg Hyver

Attachment Name

20200512_G_Hyver_Response to Draft Work Plan Dec 2019



May 13, 2020

From
Steve Alverson
To
FAA - Raquel Girvin, Tamara Swann, Favi Garcia, and Sky Laron,
Message
Virtual SCSC Roundtable Meeting on May 27, 2020 from 1 to 4 pm
Raquel, Tamara, Favi, and Sky,
I hope that this email finds you and your families doing well and staying healthy during this challenging time.

On behalf of Chairperson Bernald, | am notifying you that the SCSC Roundtable will be holding its next regular
meeting via webinar on Wednesday, May 27, 2020 from 1 to 4 pm PDT. Although you will be receiving a formal
meeting invite with all of the meeting details within the next week, Chairperson Bernald wanted to personally
extend an invitation to the FAA to virtually attend and participate in this meeting.

Please let us know if one or more of you will be able to participate and if you have any items you would like to
have placed on the agenda.

We hope to see you on the 27th!
Regards,

Steve

Steven R. Alverson

Senior Vice President
ESA | Environmental Science Associates

May 14, 2020

From
Tamara Swann

To
Steve Alverson
Message

Virtual SCSC Roundtable Meeting on May 27, 2020 from 1 to 4 pm
Good afternoon Steve,

Thank you so much for the message yesterday and | apologize for my delayed response.
First, thankfully, we are all staying healthy and safe. Thank you for asking.

Yes, both Sky and | will attend the virtual meeting of the SCSC Roundtable on May 27.
At this time, we have no agenda items.

I hope everyone on this message is remaining happy and healthy.

Tamara A. Swann
Deputy Regional Administrator, AWP-2
Western-Pacific Region



May 13, 2020

From
Steve Alverson
To
FAA - Raquel Girvin, Tamara Swann, Favi Garcia, and Sky Laron,
Message
Virtual SCSC Roundtable Meeting on May 27, 2020 from 1 to 4 pm
Tamara,

Thank you for confirming that both you and Sky will be attending the May 271" SCSC Roundtable meeting
virtually.

Earlier today, we received a request from Supervisor Leopold of Santa Cruz County to ask the FAA to give an
update on their work to return the SFO Southern Arrivals to the Big Sur ground track at the May 27 SCSC
Roundtabl e meeting. Based on the FAA's recent feedt
agenda items at this time, would it be accurate to report to Supervisor Leopold that the FAA is not prepared to
provide an update on your work to return the SFO Southern Arrivals to the Big Sur ground track or is the FAA
prepared to give an update at the May 27" meeting? We appreciate your response as we want to be sure to
respond to him accurately.

Thank you!

Regards,

Steve

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

May 14, 2020

From
Evan Wasserman

To

SCSC Roundtable

Message
SCSC Roundtable - Virtual Meeting - May 27, 2020
Dear SCSC Roundtable and Interested Parties,

This email notification is to confirm that the SCSC Roundtable will be holding its next regular meeting virtually via
webinar on Wednesday, May 27, 2020 from 1:00 pm to 4:00 pm PDT. Additional meeting details, and virtual
meeting registration information will be provided within the next week along with the agenda packet. Please
continue to check this webpage for announcements related future Roundtable meetings. We hope that you are
able to virtually attend and participate in this meeting.

Regards,

SCSC Roundtable Staff
scscroundtable.org








