
 

AGENDA 
 

SANTA CLARA/SANTA CRUZ COUNTIES 
AIRPORT/COMMUNITY ROUNDTABLE 

 
Thirteenth Regular Meeting of the 

Roundtable 
 

July 22, 2020 
1:00 – 4:00 PM PDT 

 
This meeting will be conducted in accordance with State of California Executive Order N-29-20, dated March 17, 2020. 
All members of the Committee will participate by video conference, with no physical meeting location. 

 

 

Members of the public wishing to observe the meeting live may do so at: 

https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCtPEqHsvTSnRcJUCQxX2Ofw?view_as=subscriber 

Youtube.com  SCSC Roundtable Channel 

Members of the public wishing to comment on an item on the agenda may do so in the following ways:  

1. Email comments to scscroundtable@gmail.com by 3:00 p.m. on July 21. Emails will be forwarded to the 

Committee. Emails received after 3:00 p.m. and prior to the Chair announcing that public comment is closed 

for each item may be read into the record by the Chair at the meeting (up to 3 minutes, at the discretion of 

the Chair). IMPORTANT: Identify the Agenda Item number in the subject line of your email. All emails 

received will be entered into the record for the meeting. 

2. Provide oral public comments during the meeting by following the link to register in advance to access the 

meeting via Zoom Webinar: https://us02web.zoom.us/webinar/register/WN_K39dUvvlQiK6ef0HRL8KRA 

a. You will be asked to enter an email address and a name. Your email address will not be disclosed to 

the public. After registering, you will receive an email with instructions on how to connect to the 

meeting. If you prefer not to provide an email, you may call in to the meeting (listed below) and 

view the live stream on the SCSC Roundtable YouTube Channel. 

 Dial:  US : +1 669 900 6833 or +1 253 215 8782 

Webinar ID:  885 2078 0728 

b. When the Chair announces the item on which you wish to speak, click the “raise hand” feature in 

Zoom. Speakers will be notified shortly before they are called to speak. 

c. When called to speak, please limit your comments to the time allotted (up to 3 minutes, at the 

discretion of the Chair). 

d. For those individuals participating by phone, you may use the following controls as appropriate.  

Press *9 - Raise hand 

Press *6 - Toggle mute/unmute 

  

https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCtPEqHsvTSnRcJUCQxX2Ofw?view_as=subscriber
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCtPEqHsvTSnRcJUCQxX2Ofw?view_as=subscriber
mailto:scscroundtable@gmail.com
https://us02web.zoom.us/webinar/register/WN_K39dUvvlQiK6ef0HRL8KRA


 
 

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act and the Brown Act, those requiring 
accommodation for this meeting should notify SCSC Roundtable Staff at least 24 hours prior to the 
meeting at scscroundtable@gmail.com; or at (408) 766-9534, or (916) 231-1166. 

1:00 PM 1. Welcome/Review of the Meeting Format – Steve Alverson, Roundtable 
Facilitator 

Information 

 2. Call to Order and Identification of Members Present – Chairperson 
Bernald 

 

 

Information 

1:05 PM 3. Election of the Vice Chair – All Roundtable Members Information/
Action 

 Public Comment  

1:10 PM 4. Discuss and Approve the Revised Fiscal Year 2020/2021 SCSC 
Roundtable Budget (Reflecting Changes in Membership) – Andi Jordan, 
Cities Association of Santa Clara 

Consideration and approval of the Revised FY 2021 annual balanced 
operating budget with updates from last approval in May to reflect 
changes in membership due to budgetary concerns from COVID-19 
economic impacts to member jurisdictions. 

Information/
Action  

 Public Comment  

1:30 PM 5. Reassign the Legislative Committee and Technical Working Group 
Membership to Respond to the Changed Composition of the 
Roundtable to Comply with the Brown Act – Chairperson Bernald 

Possible actions could include the reassignment of committee members 
in response to SCSC Roundtable membership changes. 

Information/
Action 

 Public Comment  

1:45 PM 6. Committee Reports 

a.) Legislative Committee Report – Legislative Committee Chair Lisa 
Matichak 

b.) Technical Working Group Report – Technical Working Group 
Committee Chair Anita Enander 

Possible actions include approval by the Roundtable of committee Work 
Plan assignments and reports including a Draft letter to Congressional 
Representatives regarding a future Quiet Skies Caucus meeting with 
FAA Administrator Dickson. 

Information/
Action 

 Public Comment  

2:45 PM 7. Create an Ad Hoc Committee to Explore the Possibility of the 
Roundtable Becoming Independent From the Cities Association in 
Response to the Cities Association Executive Board Direction – 
Chairperson Bernald 

Possible action includes discussion and approval of an Ad Hoc 
Committee to explore this issue moving forward. 

Information/
Action 

 Public Comment  

3:15 PM 8. Oral Communications/Public Comment - Speakers are limited to a 
maximum of two minutes or less depending on the number of speakers. 
Roundtable members cannot discuss or take action on any matter raised under 
this agenda item. 

 
 
 

 

Information 

mailto:scscroundtable@gmail.com


 
 

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act and the Brown Act, those requiring 
accommodation for this meeting should notify SCSC Roundtable Staff at least 24 hours prior to the 
meeting at scscroundtable@gmail.com; or at (408) 766-9534, or (916) 231-1166. 

3:30 PM 9. Member Discussion 
- Chair’s Report 

- FAA BSR/SERFR Letter sent out 

- Brief FAA update on the BSR Overlay Development Process 

Information 

 Public Comment  

3:50 PM 10. Review of Roundtable Actions Taken – Steve Alverson, Roundtable 
Facilitator  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Information 

4:00 PM 11. Adjournment – Chairperson Bernald  

Materials to be provided during the meeting: 
- Presentation of the electronic agenda packet 

mailto:scscroundtable@gmail.com


 

 

 

July 17, 2020  

Roundtable Members and Interested Parties 

      

Steve Alverson, Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Counties Airport/Community Roundtable Facilitator 

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

Information Gateway 

 

The FAA’s Instrument Flight Procedures Information Gateway (“IFP Gateway”) is a website used by the FAA to 

distribute aircraft instrument flight procedure details (“charts”) to the general public.1 The FAA also uses the IFP 

Gateway to share its IFP Production Plan, which includes details on IFPs under development or amendment along 

with development status and tentative publication dates. Environmental Science Associates (ESA) monitors the 

IFP Gateway for proposed changes to IFPs associated with Norman Y. Mineta San Jose International Airport 

(SJC), San Francisco International Airport (SFO), and Oakland International Airport (OAK). Changes to IFPs 

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

The FAA publishes IFPs on a 56-day publication cycle. The most recent publication date is May 21, 2020. The 

following information provides details on the IFP development process and IFPs under development or 

amendment. 

Stages of IFP Development 

Development of IFPs typically follows five stages, described below. Depending on the nature of the IFP 

development or amendment, not all of these stages may occur. 

1. FPT (Flight Procedures Team):  This team reviews potential IFPs for feasibility and coordinates IFP 

development with relevant FAA lines of business and staff offices. 

2. DEV:  Procedure development. 

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

4. PIT (Production Integration Team):  This team prepares procedure details to support publication. 

                                                      
1 https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/flight_info/aeronav/procedures/ 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/flight_info/aeronav/procedures/
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5. CHARTING:  Procedures are made available to the public, typically in graphical, 

text, and electronic formats. 

IFP Development Status Indicators 

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

At Flight Check The procedure is with FAA staff responsible for flight inspection. 

Awaiting Publication The procedure has been developed and is awaiting an upcoming publication date. 

Awaiting Cancellation The procedure will be removed from FAA flight procedure databases on an 

upcoming publication date. 

Complete Procedure development has finished. 

On Hold Procedure development has been paused while awaiting further information. 

Pending Detailed development of the procedure will begin in the future. 

Published The procedure has been made publicly available. 

Terminated Development has terminated for the procedure. 

Under Development The procedure is being developed by the FAA. 

 

Key Terms 

 

The following acronyms are employed by the FAA to describe the IFP, including some of the navigational 

equipment necessary to accommodate the IFP. 

 

AMDT Amendment  

CAT Category 

DME Distance Measuring Equipment 

DP Departure Procedure 

GPS Global Positioning System 

GLS Ground-Based Augmentation System (GBAS) Landing System 

IAP Instrument Approach Procedure 

ILS Instrument Landing System 

LOC Localizer  

LDA Localizer Type Directional Aid 

RNAV Area Navigation 

RNP Required Navigation Performance 

RWY Runway 

SA Special Authorization 

SID Standard Instrument Departure 

STAR Standard Terminal Arrival Route 

TBD To Be Determined 
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Management of FAA IFP Production During the COVID-19 Pandemic 

On April 16, 2020, the FAA issued a memorandum (distributed with the May 27, 2020 IFP Gateway 

memorandum) discussing changes to IFP production during the COVID-19 pandemic. FAA noted that IFP 

production has been impacted by precautions taken to protect the health and safety of FAA Flight Inspection 

aircrews2 due to the pandemic. Among the work that may continue during the pandemic is completion of IFP 

procedure amendments that do not require flight inspection; periodic IFP reviews and inventory maintenance; 

compilation and utilization of a list of completed IFP work that can be flown by Flight Inspection aircrews if 

operations are warranted; and coordination with FAA Flight Inspection Operations on IFP requests associated 

with National Airspace System Safety/Efficiency. This includes IFP related requests such as returning 

navigational aids to service and providing support to Flight Inspection Operations by ensuring satisfaction of IFP 

requirements at Focus 40 airports. IFP requirements include satisfaction of instrument approach procedure 

prerequisites, collection of airport land survey data, collection of airport data, and satisfaction of an initial 

environmental review. Both OAK and SFO are Focus 40 airports. SJC is not a Focus 40 airport. The 

memorandum further states that no new or amended IFP will be validated by Flight Inspection without prior FAA 

approval. 

IFP Status 

The following tables provide status updates on IFP production for procedures serving OAK, SFO, and SJC. 

Information highlighted in turquoise has been updated since the May 27, 2020 SCSC Roundtable IFP Gateway 

Review. 

 

                                                      
2  The FAA’s Flight Inspection Operations Group is responsible for ensuring the safety of instrument flight procedures in the National 

Airspace System. Flight Inspection aircrews evaluate and validate ground and space-based navigational aids and conduct airborne 
inspection of all instrument flight procedures under both ideal and adverse weather conditions.  
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Agenda Item No:   4 

Meeting Date:       July 22, 2020 

SCSC ROUNDTABLE AGENDA REPORT 

Department:  FY 2021 Budget Amendment 

Prepared by:  Andi Jordan 
    Executive Director 

TOPIC: Budget Amendment for FY 2021  

SUBJECT: APPROVE BUDGET AMENDMENT FOR FY 2021 BECAUSE OF REVENUE CHANGES 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
At the May 2020 meeting, SCSC Roundtable adopted a FY 2021 budget of $250,000 with revenue held at the 
same rate as the previous year.  The Members from Santa Cruz County, Santa Cruz, and Capitola announced that 
their jurisdictions were likely withdrawing from the Roundtable due to Covid-19 budgetary impacts. Since then, 
Monte Sereno has also withdrawn. This reduction in membership is a 26% reduction in revenue.   

The Roundtable Members asked staff to return with a revised budget at the July 2020 meeting. 

Approved FY 2021 
Budget  
(May 2020)  

Proposed FY 2021  
Budget Amendments 
(July 2020) 

Facilitation and Consultant Services $220,825.00 $172,000.00 
Revised Consultants reimbursable costs – shall not exceed $16,161.70 $8000.00 
Reserve/Contingency *$13,013.30 **$43,363.19 
Legal Counsel $9600.00 
Total: $250,000.00 $187,597.78 

*approved budget didn’t reflect actual carryover.
**Covid-19 impacted actual expenses creating a larger carryover.  This is not a final audited amount.

The proposed budget amendments allow the Roundtable and Committees to continue meeting at a reduced 
schedule, includes legal counsel, and a reserve/contingency for the items such as more technical assistance or 
for seeking its own organizational status.  

RECOMMENDATION:   
Approve FY 2021 Budget Amendment 

BACKGROUND: 
The SCSC Roundtable Member dues are defined in the MOU.   At the May 2020 SCSC Roundtable Meeting, the 
Members agreed to budget the revenue as if all members are returning at the same rate which totals $250,000. 
Additionally, the Members requested to return in July to fully realize the membership and revenue changes and 
receive a budget amendment based on membership changes.   
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Official withdrawal has been received from Capitola and Monte Sereno.  Monte Sereno indicated they may join 
in subsequent years.  Santa Cruz County and Santa Cruz have not adopted their final budgets but have indicated 
Covid-19 budget impacts will not allow them to continue.  
 
ANALYSIS:   
In the first 18 months of the SCSC Roundtable, there were 13 members with a total budget of $375,000.  
Membership continuing participation is expected to decline to 9 jurisdictions.  
 
Revenue from Membership Dues:  
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Actual Expenditures: 

 
 
FY 2021 Expenditures & Consultant Services:  
Environmental Science Associates’ (ESA) was initially contracted through December 2019 and then extended 
through June 30, 2020.  In order to continue operation of the Roundtable, Roundtable Chair Mary-Lynne 
Bernald, Andi Jordan, and Steve Alverson of ESA reviewed the progress of the Roundtable and how to improve 
the Scope of Work.   The Scope of Work is revised to show for growth in organization, adoption of Strategic Plan, 
Work Program, and committee assignments. ESA’s Contract was modified and extended through June 30, 2021.  
 
The table below shows January 1 – June 30, 2020 Scope of Work and then the revised Scope of Work for 2020-
2021.  
 
SCOPE OF WORK AND BUDGET FOR ESA:  
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The new scope of work allows for 4 full roundtable meetings, 4 legislative meetings, 4 technical working group 
meetings.  
 
Amended Budget:  

 
 
The amended budget accommodates for:  

• The technical consultant 
• An attorney to attend meetings and consult on issues that arise.  Individual city attorneys or county 

counsel are unable to provide advice to the SCSC Roundtable as the Roundtable or the Cities Association 
is not their client.   

• The contingency also allows for other technical work if identified, work on proposed Ad Hoc Committee, 
ie, the Cities Association request of either becoming an independent organization, finding a new fiscal 
agent, or hiring program manager.  

 
OPTIONS:  
The SCSC Roundtable has the following options:  

1. Adopt staff’s recommended action to approve the budget.  
2. Adopt budget with modifications. 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION:  
I move to adopt the amended FY 2021 budget:  

• member dues of $187,597.78 
• expenditures of $189,600.00 
• contingency of $41,360.97 

 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 

1. Scope of Work  
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June 29, 2020 Cities Association of Santa Clara County / Facilitator/Consultant Services for  
 Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Counties Airport/Community Roundtable 1-1 

environmental science associates 

FY 2020-2021 Scope of Work 

Santa Clara/Santa Cruz 
Counties/Airport 
Community Roundtable 
Facilitator Scope of Work 
Task 1. Facilitate Regular 
Roundtable Meetings  
Task 1.1. Prepare for Up to 12 
Roundtable and Committee Meetings  
Prior to each scheduled Roundtable meeting, ESA 
shall secure travel arrangements (if required) as 
efficiently and cost-effectively as possible. ESA 
anticipates that both the regular Roundtable 
meetings and Committee meetings will be held in 
the afternoon, which may require an occasional 
overnight stay. ESA shall provide one Roundtable 
Facilitator and support staff member for each 
regular Roundtable meeting and each Committee 
meeting.1  

ESA shall assist the CASCC Project Manager and 
Roundtable Chair or Committee Chair with the 
preparation of each meeting agenda. ESA shall also 
assist CASCC to comply with Brown Act 
requirements regarding meeting notices and 
agendas. Meeting noticing will include development 
and posting of agendas and agenda packets to the 
Roundtable website, and sending emailed 
notification (and social media notifications) to the 
Roundtable and interested parties. ESA shall also 
perform background research, prepare technical 
studies/memos, and develop presentation 
materials (e.g., Microsoft PowerPoint presentations, 
presentation boards, etc.) as requested by the 
CASCC and/or Roundtable on a variety of topics of 

 
1 When this scope of work was prepared, in-person 
public meetings were not possible due to the 
COVID-19 pandemic. However, the scope and 

interest to the Roundtable. These topics may 
include technological advancements as well as 
updates on policy research taking place within the 
United States and other countries. Technological 
advancement topics may include, but will not be 
limited to, noise reducing technologies (e.g., electric 
aircraft, geared turbofan engines, vortex 
generators, shape-shifting wings, etc.) NextGen, 
Optimized Profile Descents, and Required 
Navigation Performance. Policy research topics may 
include, but will not be limited to, the FAA’s 
National Airports Noise Survey, health risk studies, 
ACRP publications, state/federal legislation, and 
ICAO CAEP actions. ESA shall prepare these draft 
presentations/materials and submit them to the 
CASCC Project Manager and Roundtable Chair or 
Committee Chair for review/approval at least two 
weeks in advance of a scheduled regular 
Roundtable meeting or Committee meeting. 

Deliverables 
• Presentation materials (i.e., Microsoft 

PowerPoint presentations) for use at the 
Roundtable meetings. Under this task, ESA will 
prepare for up to 12 presentations (an average 
of one per meeting). 

• Up to 12 (an average of one per meeting) draft 
and final memos/letters related to items on 
Roundtable meeting agendas and/or items 
included in the Roundtable work program for 
distribution to CASCC staff and other interested 
parties as needed.  

Task Schedule 
When practical, draft presentation materials shall 
be provided to the Roundtable Chair or Committee 
Chair and CASCC Project Manager at least two 
weeks prior to each scheduled Roundtable meeting. 

associated budget provides for in-person meetings 
should they resume during the twelve-month term 
of this contract. 
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Final presentation materials shall be provided to 
the Roundtable Chair or Committee Chair and 
CASCC Project Manager at least one week prior to 
each scheduled regular Roundtable meeting or 
Committee meeting. Draft technical memos shall be 
provided to the Roundtable Chair or Committee 
Chair and CASCC Project Manager at least two 
weeks prior to each scheduled regular Roundtable 
meeting or Committee meeting. Final technical 
memos shall be provided to the Roundtable Chair or 
Committee Chair and CASCC Project Manager at 
least one week prior to each scheduled Roundtable 
meeting or Committee meeting. 

Task 1.2. Attend, Facilitate, and 
Interact with CASCC staff/Roundtable 
Members at Up to 12 Roundtable and 
Committee Meetings 
If required, ESA’s Roundtable Facilitator and one 
support staff member shall travel to Santa Clara 
County or Santa Cruz County to attend and facilitate 
up to 12 Roundtable meetings (including 
Committee meetings). Some meetings may be 
conducted via video conference. ESA shall ensure 
that the meetings stay on point, are conducted in an 
orderly fashion, and maximize participation by 
meeting attendees by applying Robert's Rules of 
Order Newly Revised, 11th edition. ESA shall ensure 
meeting logistics and the meeting venue set-up 
(and/or virtual meeting platform) is in order. During 
the meetings, ESA shall interact with the CASCC 
Project Manager and Roundtable members to 
further define issues to be addressed by the 
Roundtable, address alternative action items for 
Roundtable consideration, and provide expert 
information on the noise topics under 
consideration. CASCC Project Manager and ESA’s 
Facilitator and ESA’s support staff may meet at the 
designated meeting locations prior to the 
Roundtable meetings to review and discuss the 
presentations, meeting materials, and expectations 
for the meetings. 

Deliverable 
• Attendance and facilitation of up to a total of 12 

Roundtable and Committee meetings.  

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

Task 1.3. Prepare Up to 12 Meeting 
Recaps and Lists of Action 
Items/Actions Taken 
ESA’s support staff member who attends each 
meeting will prepare the draft action item list and 
draft and final meeting recaps following each 
scheduled Roundtable meeting capturing the key 
points of discussion from the meeting and 
identifying any work items that need to be 
addressed. The action item list will capture action 
items, actions taken, and member requests for the 
Roundtable Chair or Committee Chair’s 
review/approval prior to posting on the Roundtable 
website. 

Deliverables 
• Twelve (12) Draft and twelve (12) final meeting 

recaps and twelve (12) draft and twelve (12) 
final lists of Roundtable action items, actions 
taken, and member requests. 

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

Task 2. Roundtable Meeting 
Planning 
Prior to each meeting, ESA’s facilitator and support 
staff member shall participate in a conference call 
with the Roundtable Chair or Committee chair and 
CASCC Project Manager for up to one hour to 
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 Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Counties Airport/Community Roundtable 1-3 

environmental science associates 

discuss the agenda items for the upcoming and to 
finalize the meeting logistics including the meetings 
location or videoconference platform, identify 
municipal support staff, set agenda packet 
deadlines, and identify outside presenters.  

Deliverable 
• Up to twelve (12) one-hour telephone calls with 

the Roundtable Chair or Committee chair and 
the CASCC Project Manager prior to each 
Roundtable and Committee meeting.  

Task Schedule 
This task shall be carried out on an ongoing basis 
throughout the term of the contract with up to 
twelve (12) one-hour telephone calls per year at 
least two weeks prior to each scheduled Roundtable 
meeting. 

Task 3. Support Work Identified 
in the Roundtable Work Plan 
and Assigned by the Roundtable 
Chair with the Concurrence of 
the CASCC Project Manager 
As directed by the Roundtable Chair or Committee 
Chairs and with the concurrence of the CASCC 
Project Manager, ESA shall provide support for work 
identified in the Roundtable Work Plan. Under this 
task, ESA may provide a wide range of services 
including, but not limited to, aircraft noise analyses, 
aircraft noise modeling, noise measurements, 
airspace analyses, and aviation planning studies. 
The results of these efforts would be presented in 
white papers, reports, and/or technical 
memorandums as appropriate. 

As a part of this task, ESA shall provide regular 
updates to the IFP Gateway memo and bring flight 
procedures that may be of concern to Roundtable 
members to the attention of the full Roundtable. 

Also as a part of this task, ESA shall update the 
various tracking spreadsheets that were developed 
during the first year and half of the Roundtable’s 
existence.  

Deliverables 
• Deliverables shall be defined by the Roundtable 

Chair or Committee Chairs and CASCC Project 
Manager at the time the task assignment. 

• Updated IFP Gateway Memorandum 

• Updated tracking spreadsheets  

Task Schedule 
The schedule shall be set for each effort under this 
task at the time the specified service is assigned by 
the Roundtable Chair or Committee Chairs and 
CASCC Project Manager. 

Task 4. Respond to Inquiries 
from the Public, Elected 
Officials, and Key Stakeholders 
The Roundtable receives numerous inquiries from 
the interested public, elected officials, and key 
stakeholders (e.g., the FAA) through various means 
including letters, direct emails, and the Roundtable 
website comment portal. As directed by the 
Roundtable Chair or Committee Chairs with the 
concurrence of the CASCC Project Manager, ESA 
shall draft responses to the inquiries for review and 
approval of the Roundtable Chair or Committee 
Chairs. This task assumes a draft and final response 
will be prepared. The final approved 
correspondence will be transmitted by ESA using a 
variety of communication platforms (e.g., US Mail, 
email, electronic submittal). ESA may provide 
responses on routine matters without seeking 
Roundtable Chair or Committee Chair approval. 

For historical access and ease of inclusion in the 
regular Roundtable meeting agenda packets, ESA 
shall develop a system to track and archive the 
incoming and outgoing correspondence. ESA shall 
post correspondence to the Roundtable website as 
appropriate. 
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Deliverables 

• Deliverables shall include draft and final 
correspondence as well as establishing a 
correspondence archiving and tracking system.  

Task Schedule 

Within 48 business hours of receipt an inquiry, ESA 
shall prepare a written response (as required) for 
the Roundtable Chair or Committee Chair’s review.   

Task 5. Provide Content for and 
Update the Santa Clara/Santa 
Cruz Counties 
Airport/Community Roundtable 
Public Website 
ESA shall provide content and regularly update 
Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Counties 
Airport/Community Roundtable public website. The 
website shall be used to post meeting 
agendas/meeting notices, maps to the Roundtable 
meeting site, meeting recaps, technical reports, and 
other materials that are relevant to the Roundtable 
members and interested public (e.g., a link to the 
NorCal Metroplex EA, a link to the SFO Airport 
Community Roundtable, etc.). ESA shall be 
responsible for posting Roundtable meeting 
agendas at least 72-hours prior to the regular 
meetings as required by the Brown Act, final 
meeting recaps with one business day of the 
Roundtable Chair or Committee Chair and CASCC 
Project Manager’s approval, and other materials in a 
timely manner.  

Deliverables 
• Provide content for and update the publicly 

accessible Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Counties 
Airport/Community Roundtable website.  

Task Schedule 
Post regular Roundtable meeting agendas and 
Committee meeting agendas at least 72-hours prior 
to the regular meetings and Committee meetings as 
required by the Brown Act, post final meeting 

recaps within one business day of the Roundtable 
Chair or Committee Chair and CASCC Project 
Manager’s approval, and post other relevant 
materials in an ongoing, timely manner. 
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Legislative Committee Near-Term Work Plan 

The Legislative Committee met on June 10 and discussed work priorities for the Committee.  Three 

activities were prioritized for the Legislative Committee to work on.  This included item 2 which was 

discussed and the Committee agreed to the points that should be included in a letter to our 

Congressional Representatives who are members of the Quiet Skies Caucus.  Sending a letter was 

authorized by the Chair of the Roundtable since staff of the Quiet Skies Caucus members were going to 

attend a briefing by the FAA prior to the next meeting of the Roundtable.  Additional activities beyond 

these three activities will be discussed at a later date.   

 

Recommendations: 

That the Roundtable accept the following update: 

1) Update on the briefing provided by the FAA for staff members of the Quiet Skies Caucus members. 

That the Roundtable take action on the following: 

1) Approve the letter to our Congressional Representatives regarding input for the Quiet Skies Caucus 

meeting with the FAA Administrator (Attachment 1). 

2) Approve the Legislative Committee to work on items 3 and 4, and bring back the proposed actions to 

the Roundtable for approval. 

3) Approve two more meetings of the Legislative Committee in 2020 to work on items 3 and 4. 

4) Approve a special meeting(s) of the Legislative Committee in 2020 if a time-sensitive issue occurs that 

falls within the scope of the Legislative Committee, but the deadline prevents the full Roundtable from 

approving a special meeting. 

 

Ref. Topic (Proposed) Action Lead Status 

1 Provide input on proposed 
noise certification rule for 
supersonic airplanes 

Send letter to FAA Matichak Complete - Letter 
submitted June 1 

2 Provide input to Quiet Skies 
Caucus for meeting with FAA 
Administrator 

Send letter to congressional 
representatives and follow 
up with congressional staff 

Matichak Letter needs RT 
approval 

3 Propose policies for new 
noise metrics 

TBD Hendricks Assigned 
Needs RT approval 
for work to be 
done 

4 Propose how to address 
public health impacts and 
environmental impacts of 
noise and emissions 

TBD Watanabe Assigned 
Needs RT approval 
for work to be 
done 
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A Track legislative / regulatory 
actions (2.1) 

In Work Plan as an item 
assigned to the Legislative 
Committee. 

 Not assigned 

B Propose legislative / 
regulatory actions (2.2) 

In Work Plan as an item 
assigned to the Legislative 
Committee. 

 Not assigned 

C Understand and recommend 
changes to FAA’s procedure 
development and 
environmental review 
process (2.3)  

In Work Plan as an item 
assigned to the Legislative 
Committee as well as FAA 
staff, Roundtable 
consultant (ESA), and 
Technical Working Group 

 Not assigned 

D Evaluate and comment on 
technology to reduce aircraft 
noise and environmental 
impacts (2.6.1) 

In Work Plan as an item 
assigned to the Legislative 
Committee as well as 
Airport staff (SFO, SJC), FAA 
staff, and Technical 
Working Group 

 Not assigned 
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SANTA CLARA/ SANTA CRUZ COUNTIES 

AIRPORT/COMMUNITY ROUNDTABLE  
PO Box 3144 

Los Altos, CA 94024 
  

May 29, 2020  
  
Docket Operations, M-30 
U.S. Department of Transportation 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE 
Room W12-140 
West Building Ground Floor 
Washington, DC 20590-0001 
 
Re: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 20-06, Docket Number FAA-2020-0316, Noise Certification of 
Supersonic Airplanes, 14 CFR Parts 21 and 36 
  
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
The Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Counties Airport/Community Roundtable (SCSC Roundtable), which is 
comprised of 11 cities and 2 counties within the Northern California Metroplex, represents 2.2 million 
residents on matters related to aircraft noise. The SCSC Roundtable respectfully requests that the 
�&�������Œ���o�����À�]���š�]�}�v�������u�]�v�]�•�š�Œ���š�]�}�v�[�•��(FAA) final noise certification rule for supersonic airplanes include the 
following. 
 
First, we request that supersonic airplanes be required to meet the same noise certification criteria as 
current newly manufactured subsonic airplanes when operating at subsonic speeds. This has been the 
�&�����[�•���•�š���š������goal for several decades1 and was recently acknowledged 2. Given past and future 
technology innovations, there is no need to change this goal. Requiring supersonic airplanes to meet the 
existing Stage 5 noise standards would be the first step to having supersonic airplanes be required to 
keep in step with the noise reductions achieved within the subsonic airplane fleet. In light of the 
magnitude of public outcry over airplane noise nationally and from the implementation of the Northern 
California Metroplex, the SCSC Roundtable believes it is prudent to set expectations for the certified 

                                                           
 
1 Federal Register, vol. 43, No. 126, �^���]�À�]�o �^�µ�‰���Œ�•�}�v�]�������]�Œ�‰�o���v���•�U���E�}�]�•�������v�����^�}�v�]�������}�}�u���Z���‹�µ�]�Œ���u���v�š�•�_�U�� �  ̂43 CFR �î�ô�ð�ì�ò�r
28407, June 29, 1978, https://tile.loc.gov/storage-services/service/ll/fedreg/fr043/fr043126/fr043126.pdf 

2 Memorandum from the FAA Assistant Chief Counsel for Regulations (AGC-�î�ì�ì�•���š�}���š�Z�������Æ�����µ�š�]�À�������]�Œ�����š�}�Œ���}�(���&�����[�•��
Office of Environment and Energy (AEE-1), � Âpplicability of part 36 to new supersonic aircraft�U�_ February 21, 2018. 
(Attached) 
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noise levels of supersonic airplanes at the beginning of supersonic airplane development process. We 
believe that the impacted public has the right to expect that newly manufactured aircraft, regardless of 
type, will meet the most stringent existing Stage 5 noise levels and there will be no backsliding in the 
�&�����[�•��aircraft noise certification standards. 
 
Second, we request that if a Variable Noise Reduction System (VNRS) and/or a Programmed 
Lapse Rate (PLR) system is used during the noise certification process, then the airplane with the 
relevant system(s) enabled shall be shown to produce noise levels on level terrain under the 
airplane that decrease with the airplane�[�•�����o�š�]�š�µ���������š���š�Z�����•���u�����}�Œ���P�Œ�����š���Œ���Œ���š�����š�Z���v���Á�}�µ�o�����}�����µ�Œ 
if the relevant system(s) were not enabled, until the airplane has reached the floor of the Class A 
���]�Œ�•�‰���������~�]�X���X�U���í�ô�U�ì�ì�ì�[���D�^�>�•. Further, if a VNRS or a PLR system is used during the noise certification 
process, the relevant systems shall be required to remain activated at altitudes below 18�U�ì�ì�ì�[��MSL 
unless required for safety by rare and exceptional conditions.     
 
The FAA has a statutory mandate to protect the public health and welfare from aircraft noise and sonic 
booms. To that end, it is imperative that the FAA continues to set progressively more stringent noise 
certification levels that continue to reduce airplane noise over time. The �&�����[�•�����µ�Œ�Œ���v�š���‰�Œ�}�‰�}�•������
supersonic airplane noise certification levels are a regression in noise stringency and represent a step 
backwards in aircraft noise exposure that would be unwelcome by the 2.2 million constituents we 
represent. The SCSC Roundtable further believes that technological advancements will continue to 
enable breakthroughs in airplane lifting surfaces and airplane engine design that will make further noise 
reductions for both subsonic and supersonic airplanes possible. 
 
Therefore, the SCSC Roundtable respectfully requests that the final noise certification standards require, 
at a minimum, that supersonic airplanes be subject to Stage 5 noise certification requirements when 
operating at subsonic speeds, and in the future be subject to the more stringent noise certification 
requirements when they are defined by the FAA. 
 
On behalf of the SCSC Roundtable, thank you for your attention to these requests.  
  
Sincerely,  
  

 
  
Mary-Lynne Bernald 
Chairperson, SCSC Roundtable   
 
cc:  Congresswoman Eshoo 

Congressman Khanna 
Congressman Panetta 

 
Attachment:  Memorandum from the FAA Assistant Chief Counsel for Regulations (AGC-200) to the 

���Æ�����µ�š�]�À�������]�Œ�����š�}�Œ���}�(���&�����[�•���K�(�(�]�������}�(�����v�À�]�Œ�}�v�u���v�š�����v�������v���Œ�P�Ç���~������-�í�•�U���^���‰�‰�o�]�������]�o�]�š�Ç���}�(��
�‰���Œ�š���ï�ò���š�}���v���Á���•�µ�‰���Œ�•�}�v�]�������]�Œ���Œ���(�š�U�_���&�����Œ�µ���Œ�Ç���î�í�U���î�ì�í�ô�X 
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Technical Working Group (TWG) of the 
Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Counties 
Airport/Community Roundtable 

 
Meeting June 17, 2020 

Summary of Recommendations on Work Plan Items and Priorities 
 
Committee members participating: Glenn Hendriks, Lydia Kou, Anita Enander 
Absent: Ed Bottorff 
 
Recommended priorities and next actions: 
 
All items in the Work Plan where the Technical Working Group was identified as 
a resource were discussed for the purpose of identifying actions and priorities for 
the remainder of calendar 2020. The recommendations below integrate the 
general priorities set in the Work Plan, the apparent importance of the item, and 
the urgency (may be affected by FAA timelines).  
 
TOP PRIORITIES (without distinction) are 1.1.2 (SERFR STAR transition back to 
BSR) and the collective of items 1.2.1, 1.2.2, and 1.2.3 related to South Flow 
operations. 
 
1.1.2 (SERFR STAR)  The TWG recommends an urgent letter to the FAA 
requesting a full update and presentation to the Roundtable at its next meeting 
on the status, next steps, and opportunities for review and input from the 
Roundtable on the transition of SERFR STAR back to the Big Sur (BSR) ground 
track and/or replacement procedure. It is important to reiterate the strong public 
interest, represented by the Roundtable, and the need for Roundtable input into 
this procedure development. TWG notes that such update was to be provided in 
February, but was postponed as a result of COVID-19. A follow-up letter to 
Congressional members may be warranted, depending on FAA response and 
information. 
 
1.2.1, 1.2.2, 1.2.3 (South Flow)  The TWG recommends a specific project and 
scope of work be developed for ESA to evaluate the procedure changes, assess 
results, and propose solutions (e.g. further changes to procedures) as a result of 
FAA action taken on recommendations by the Ad Hoc Advisory Committee on 
South Flow Arrivals. The TWG feels that the expertise of ESA would be best 
utilized in such an effort, within the resource constraints of the Roundtable.  
 
RANKING OF OTHER ITEMS (in priority order as recommended by TWG) 
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PIRAT (1.3.1): ask Legislative Committee to prepare a 572 response regarding 
FAA action, noting that the action taken did not conform to the recommendation. 
Because of decreased flight operations, wait to accumulate additional data until 
flight activity recovers and then respond to FAA about the impacts. The TWG 
took note of the FAA’s May letter of response to the City of Palo Alto and 
recommends not responding at this time. 
 
BDEGA (1.1.3 and 1.3.6): write letter asking for FAA plan or, if appropriate, 
incorporate in joint work with the SFO roundtable (ref 1.1.3 on BDEGA and 1.3.6 
on SFO and OAK departures to FFOIL waypoint and YYUNG transition) 
 
SUNNE (1.3.3), LOUPE (1.3.4), and SJC non-conforming departures (1.3.5): Plan 
to collect data on the impact of these changes; defer action to 2021. 
 
2.3 (procedure development process and environmental review process): 
provide input as relevant to work of the Legislative Committee. 
 
2.6.1 (time-based flow management): low priority, but may be short task to 
write a letter or work with Legislative Committee to express issues to FAA 
and/or Congressional representatives. 
 
ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 
TWG noted that the 1.1.1, follow up on Select Committee Recommendations does 
not assign TWG as a resource. TWG asked that the Roundtable determine how it 
wants to proceed on this item, as the FAA had not recently provided any update 
on the Select Committee Recommendations.  
 
TWG briefly discussed communication from the chair of the SFO roundtable 
with the RT chair that could lead to collaboration among SFO Roundtable, OAK 
Forum, and the SCSC Roundtable on several issues. No action taken pending 
further clarification from Chair Bernald and action by the full Roundtable.  
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Agenda Item No:  7 
 
Meeting Date:       July 22, 2020 
 

 

SCSC ROUNDTABLE AGENDA REPORT 

 
Create Ad Hoc Committee to explore organizational structure 
 
Prepared by: Andi Jordan 
Executive Director 
Cities Association of Santa Clara County 
 

 

 

TOPIC: Appoint an Ad Hoc Committee to consider how the SCSC Roundtable may become independent 
from the Cities Association or hire a program manager or find a new fiscal agent.  

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:  

At the June 5, 2020 and the June 26, 2020 Cities Association Executive Board Meetings, the Executive Board 
agendized and discussed the role of the Cities Association as a fiscal agent for the SCSC Roundtable.   
 
The Executive Board voted to request the SCSC Roundtable:  

�x Work toward becoming an independent organization, or identify a new fiscal agent, or project manager.  
�x Revisit by-laws/MOU with updated changes to become independent.  
�x Report back at the January 2020 Executive Board of Directors meeting.  

 
Until that time, the Executive Director of the Cities Association remains the Project Manager and the Cities 
Association remains the fiscal agent.  When the SCSC Roundtable becomes independent or finds a new fiscal 
agent, the Executive Board will allow the Executive Director to advise on limited basis.  
 

RECOMMENDATION:   

Per the bylaws, the Chair may appoint an Ad Hoc Committee to explore and identify best options for the SCSC 
Roundtable for the future.  An Ad Hoc Committee must be less than a quorum.  
 
BACKGROUND:  

When the Cities Association of Santa Clara County formed the SCSC Roundtable, it was envisioned that at some 
point, however date uncertain, that the SCSC Roundtable may become independent. The Cities Association agreed 
to act as a fiscal agent and provide initial support for the Roundtable.  By having the Cities Association act as the 
fiscal agent, the SCSC Roundtable does not pay any costs associated with running the organization, such as 
Directors and Officers Insurance, bank account, management, bookkeeping, computers, phone, software, PO Box, 
copies for meetings.  In addition, the Cities Association has not charged the Roundtable for the Executive Director’s 
time.  
 
Additionally, several members of the SCSC Roundtable have specifically requested to their Cities Association Board 
Members that they would like the Roundtable to be independent.  
 
ANALYSIS:   

The Chair may appoint less than a majority of the members to be considered an Ad Hoc Committee.  

 



SCSC ROUNDTABLE AGENDA REPORT / Page: 2 
 

 

Organizational options for the Roundtable:  

�x 501c3  

�x JPA  

�x Find a fiscal agent (usually has a 10% or more fee associated with it) – a city or Joint Venture Silicon Valley 

�x Hire a project manager to act as Executive Director (may be able to stay with Cities Association) 

�x ESA could act as project manager as well 
 
The Cities Association is currently reviewing options for updating their organizational status and is willing to share 
information of the pros and cons of a 501c3 or a JPA with the SCSC Roundtable. (This information is not available 
at this time.) 
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May 22, 2020 �t July 17, 2020 

 

  



May 25, 2020 

From  

Tami Mulcahy 

To  

SCSC Roundtable 

Message   

  

New submission from Contact us 
 
Dear SCSC Roundtable members, 
 
A silver lining in this pandemic is that Santa Clara and Santa Cruz County communities are savoring quieter 
skies. The time to fix the roof is when the sun is shining. 
 
The Select Committee recommendations were a framework to alleviate noise conditions across the SCSC 
counties. The plan included fixing the parameters of SERFR to allow a responsible return to the BSR path. 
However, interdependent recommendations were deemed infeasible. With everything in our sky inter-related, 
how do we bridge the disconnects and expedite a regional plan? 
 
To start, no piece of the puzzle should be looked at in a vacuum. For the past 3 ½ years, the FAA, conferring 
with the airline industry, has worked in piecemeal fashion behind closed doors. The public is left to wonder what 
criteria and whose best interest is driving decisions. And, have we lost sight of the big picture? In contrast, 
Heathrow turned their problems around in three years. The design principle of no concentrated corridors guided 
a preplanning design team model in which the public was engaged proactively. We already have the SC 
framework. Now we need a seat at the pre-design table to expedite the process. 
�‡���$�V�V�H�P�E�O�H���D���W�H�D�P�����$�7�&�����D�L�U�S�R�U�W�V�����Q�R�L�V�H���V�S�H�F�L�D�O�L�V�W�V�����D�L�U���V�S�D�F�H���G�H�V�L�J�Q�H�U�V�����R�Q�H���6�&�6�&���P�H�P�E�H�U���I�U�R�P���H�D�F�K���F�R�X�Q�W�\��
and/or our consultant). Put fresh eyes to the regional plan, iron out the details based on criteria, pick priorities 
and proceed methodically. This would go a long way to give the public hope. 
 
Solutions are constrained by the congressional mandate to not move noise. The irony is the FAA has used this 
mandate to not consider changes and yet, has used the unacceptable standard of 65 DNL FONSI to justify 
moving planes anywhere. Moving noise is a separate issue from moving planes. It is the parameters that create 
noise that must not be replicated over another community. 
 
From SFO to the coast, we are non-airport communities living in a geographic Disneyland. The fallout of our 
popularity and economic engine is understood. However, currently the FAA designs for safety in the face of 
efficiency. What is the design for safety in the face of noise abatement? How far apart are the two? And what 
solution set would appear if the FAA had to meet stringent noise criteria? 
 
The FAA Report to Congress on Alternative Metrics is welcome news. Still, there is work to be done and public 
�W�U�X�V�W���L�V���H�U�R�G�H�G�����,�W���L�V���L�Q���W�K�H���S�X�E�O�L�F�¶�V���E�H�V�W���L�Q�W�H�U�H�V�W���W�R���H�V�W�D�E�O�L�V�K���R�X�U���R�Z�Q���Y�H�U�V�L�R�Q���R�I���E�O�X�H���U�L�E�E�R�Q���%�H�V�W���3�U�D�F�W�L�F�H�V���D�V���D��
comparative model to the FAA. 
�‡���$�V�V�H�P�E�O�H���D���Q�R�L�V�H���W�H�D�P���Q�R�Z���W�R���S�U�R�D�F�W�L�Y�H�O�\���G�H�I�L�Q�H���E�H�V�W���S�U�D�F�W�L�F�H�V�����&�U�L�W�H�U�L�D���V�K�R�X�O�G���U�H�V�S�H�F�W���D�P�E�L�H�Q�W���Q�R�L�V�H��levels, 
look at frequency, concentration, altitudes and consider balance �± higher altitudes/increase numbers, lower 
altitude/decrease numbers. 
�‡���$�E�V�H�Q�W���R�I���Q�R�L�V�H���D�Q�G���I�U�H�T�X�H�Q�F�\���G�D�W�D�����U�H�J�L�R�Q�D�O���G�H�V�L�J�Q���F�D�Q���S�U�R�F�H�H�G���G�L�U�H�F�W�L�R�Q�D�O�O�\���W�R���P�H�H�W���%�H�V�W���3�U�D�F�W�L�F�H�V�� 
 
Regarding SERFR change to a new BSR: To get this done, the FAA must address the negative parameters of 
SERFR. Best Practices must inform design. 
�‡���&�D�S�D�F�L�W�\���O�L�P�L�W�V��- the lower the altitude, the lower the frequency. 
�‡���)�U�H�T�X�H�Q�F�\�����5�H�V�W�U�L�F�W���D�O�O���V�R�X�W�K-east arrivals (Houston, Austin, Palm Springs, Miami, Phoenix, etc). 
�‡���)�U�H�T�X�H�Q�F�\�����(�V�W�D�E�O�L�V�K���D�Q�G���P�D�[�L�P�L�]�H���D���I�X�O�O���O�H�Q�J�W�K���R�I���W�K�H���%�D�\���D�S�S�U�R�D�F�K���I�R�U���V�R�X�W�K�H�U�Q���D�U�U�L�Y�D�O�V�����H�V�S�H�F�L�D�O�O�\���I�R�U���Q�L�J�K�W��
and weekend flights, allowing for high altitude descent. 
 
Much depends on the extent to which traffic can move from SERFR/BSR to a full length of the Bay approach. 
Roughly 50% of flights are currently vectored off SERFR/BSR. Removing these noisy vectors would benefit the 
entire Peninsula region. However, even with these vectors removed, those living under the new BSR will still 
have concentrated high frequency traffic. 
�‡���0�H�H�W���R�U���H�[�F�H�H�G���%�H�V�W���3�U�D�F�W�L�F�H�V���R�U���I�L�Q�G���D���V�H�F�R�Q�G���S�D�W�K���I�R�U���U�H�P�D�L�Q�L�Q�J�����������R�I���W�U�D�I�I�L�F���R�Q���%�6�5�� 
 
The latest BSR design is slightly different from the original path. It includes a segment from EDDY over Shoup 
Park in Los Altos to SIDBY, just south of MENLO waypoint. The pros and cons need to be vetted and viewed as 
part of the big picture. 



 
Other: 
�‡���7�K�H���:�R�R�G�V�L�G�H���9�2�5���D�W�����������¶���L�V���Q�R�W���D���V�R�O�X�W�L�R�Q���L�I���L�W���P�H�D�Q�V���G�L�Y�H�U�W�L�Q�J���I�O�L�J�K�W�V���V�R�X�W�K���W�R���D�O�U�H�D�G�\��impacted 
communities. Oceanics should vector over the ocean and proceed to the airport no further south of Stanford. 
�‡���9�H�W���K�R�Z���D�O�O���R�I���W�K�H���D�E�R�Y�H���D�I�I�H�F�W�V���%�'�(�*�$���H�D�V�W���Z�H�V�W���I�O�L�J�K�W�V�� 
 
Short of writing a novel, this is a start. The more time to get things done means more changeover of elected 
leaders and more time spent getting people up to speed. 
 
Thank you for reading and representing us in this challenging journey. 
 
Tami Mulcahy 
Los Altos 

 

May 26, 2020 

From  

Vicki Miller 

To  

SCSC Roundtable 

Message   

  

FAA Update Requested 
 
Good Day, 
 
SOS Santa Cruz hopes this email finds you safe and healthy.  It is appreciated that you are meeting remotely 
and making participation available for the public for your important work. 
 
We are asking that the RoundTable follow up on the long promised FAA update, which is now many months 
late.   Please address this as soon as is possible.  It is time for action and excuses should not be accepted.  
 
Thank you for your consideration, 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Vicki Miller 
Co-Chair SOSSC 

 

May 26, 2020 

From  

Vicki Miller 

To  

SCSC Roundtable 

Message   

  

New submission from Contact us 
 
I am requesting that the SC/SC RoundTable follow up with the FAA regarding the promised up-dated FAA 
response surrounding the SERFR transition to the BSR Overlay. Save Our Skies Santa Cruz County is still here 
and still very interested in this update. We understand that the FAA has proceeded with most of the background 
work. We would like to understand where we are in this process. It has been too long. 
Thank you - stay well. 



 

May 26, 2020 

From  

Steve Alverson 

To  

Tamara Swann 

Message   

  

Virtual SCSC Roundtable Meeting on May 27, 2020 from 1 to 4 pm 
 
Tamara, 
 
I did not receive a response from you to the question in my May 14, 2020 email (see below) regarding the 
request from Santa Cruz Supervisor Leopold for an update from FAA at the May 27th SCSC Roundtable meeting 
on its effort to return the SFO Southern Arrivals to the Big Sur ground track. I am just checking to see if the FAA 
�Z�R�X�O�G���O�L�N�H���V�R�P�H���W�L�P�H���G�X�U�L�Q�J���W�K�H���³�0�H�P�E�H�U���'�L�V�F�X�V�V�L�R�Q�´���D�J�H�Q�G�D���L�W�H�P���W�R���S�U�R�Y�L�G�H���D���E�U�L�H�I���X�S�G�D�W�H���R�Q���)�$�$�¶�V���Z�R�U�N���W�R��
date. In addition to Supervisor Leopold, we have received several similar requests from the public for an FAA 
update. 
 
�:�R�X�O�G���\�R�X���S�O�H�D�V�H���O�H�W���X�V���N�Q�R�Z���D�V���V�R�R�Q���D�V���S�R�V�V�L�E�O�H���R�I���)�$�$�¶�V���S�O�D�Q�V to provide an update on this matter (or not) at 
�W�R�P�R�U�U�R�Z�¶�V���6�&�6�&���5�R�X�Q�G�W�D�E�O�H���P�H�H�W�L�Q�J�"���:�H���Z�D�Q�W���W�R���E�H���V�X�U�H���W�R���O�H�D�Y�H���\�R�X���D�G�H�T�X�D�W�H���W�L�P�H���G�X�U�L�Q�J���W�K�H���P�H�H�W�L�Q�J���W�R���G�R��
so. Thank you. 
 
Regards, 
 
 
Steve 
 
Steven R. Alverson 
Senior Vice President 
ESA | Environmental Science Associates 
 

 

  



May 26, 2020 

From  

Darlene Yaplee 

To  

SCSC Roundtable 

Message   

  

Agenda Item 4 - Comments on Supersonic Letter 
 
SCSC Roundtable, 
 
Thank you for the excellent draft letter and the valuable discussion at the Legislative meeting on the Supersonic 
Landing and Take Off standards.  
 
I would like to propose two items to strengthen the letter to the FAA on Supersonic Rulemaking.  
 
�7�K�H���F�X�U�U�H�Q�W���O�H�W�W�H�U���V�W�D�W�H�V�������7�K�L�V���K�D�V���E�H�H�Q���W�K�H���)�$�$�¶�V���V�W�D�W�H�G���S�R�O�L�F�\���I�R�U���V�H�Y�H�U�D�O���G�H�F�D�G�H�V�����D�Q�G���J�L�Y�H�Q���S�D�V�W���D�Q�G���I�X�W�X�U�H��
�W�H�F�K�Q�R�O�R�J�\���L�Q�Q�R�Y�D�W�L�R�Q�V�����W�K�H�U�H���L�V���Q�R���Q�H�H�G���W�R���F�K�D�Q�J�H���W�K�L�V���S�R�O�L�F�\���D�W���W�K�L�V���W�L�P�H���´���,�Q���D�G�G�L�W�L�R�Q���W�R���W�K�H���)�$�$�¶���V���V�W�D�W�H�G���S�R�O�L�F�\����
�S�O�H�D�V�H���D�G�G���W�K�H���V�H�Q�W�H�Q�F�H���I�U�R�P���W�K�H���)�H�E���������������������P�H�P�R���W�K�D�W���G�H�I�L�Q�H�V���W�K�H���³�J�R�D�O�����R�I���W�K�H���)�$�$�����³�7�K�H���)�$�$�¶�V���J�R�D�O���L�V���Q�R�W��
to certificate, or permit to operate in the United States, any future design SST that does not meet the standards 
�W�K�H�Q���D�S�S�O�L�F�D�E�O�H���W�R���V�X�E�V�R�Q�L�F���D�L�U�S�O�D�Q�H�V�«�������)�5�����������������-�X�Q�H�����������������������´���7�K�H���)�$�$���L�V���Q�R�W���P�H�H�W�L�Q�J���W�K�H�L�U���V�W�D�W�H�G���J�R�D�O��
with its rulemaking. 
 
The FAA is measuring the noise levels only at the airport (or very close to the airport) and then allows the use of 
these certified levels anywhere under the flight path. We cannot allow noise levels on the ground very close to 
the airport to become the standard for the noise levels on the ground for the entire flight path. The text as 
currently drafted does not appear to protect us from this possibility given the new technology is a new threat and 
must be addressed properly.  
 
Darlene Yaplee 
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�Á�}�Œ���•�U���•�]�u�‰�o�Ç���Œ���‹�µ�]�Œ�]�v�P���š�Z�����•�Ç�•�š���u���š�}���������}�v�����}���•�v�[�š���‰�Œ�}�š�����š���Œ���•�]�����v�š�•���(�Œ�}�u�������]�v�P���•�o���u�u���������Ç��
�v�}�]�•���X���/�š�����o�o�������‰���v���•���}�v���š�Z�����‰�Œ�}�P�Œ���u�u�]�v�P�X��

��
�/���Á�}�µ�o�����•�µ�P�P���•�š���Á�����Œ���‰�o���������š�Z�����‰���Œ���P�Œ���‰�Z���Œ���(���Œ�Œ�]�v�P���š�}���s�E�Z�^���Á�]�š�Z���š�Z�]�•���‰���Œ���P�Œ���‰�Z�W��
��

Second, we request that if a Variable Noise Reduction System (VNRS) and/or a Programmed 
Lapse Rate (PLR) system is used during the noise certification process, the aircraft with the 
relevant system(s) enabled shall be shown to produce noise levels on level terrain under the 
aircraft that decrease with the aircraft’s altitude at the same or greater rate than would occur 
if the relevant system(s) were not enabled, until the aircraft has reached a height of 15,000’. 
Further, if a Variable Noise Reduction System (VNRS) or a Programmed Lapse Rate (PLR) 
system is used during the noise certification process, the relevant systems shall be required to 
remain activated at altitudes below 15,000’ unless required for safety by rare and exceptional 
conditions. 

��

�Z���P���Œ���•�U��

�Z�}�����Œ�š���,�}�o���Œ�}�}�l��



May 27, 2020 

From  

Tamara Swann 

To  

Steve Alverson 

Message   

  

FAA Response to Follow-up Questions on PIRAT - Virtual SCSC Roundtable Meeting on May 27, 2020 from 1 to 
4 pm 
 
Good afternoon Steve, 
 
�,�¶�P���V�R�U�U�\���I�R�U���Q�R�W���D�Q�V�Z�H�U�L�Q�J���F�R�P�S�O�H�W�H�O�\���± we are not prepared to provide an update on this �V�X�E�M�H�F�W���D�W���W�R�P�R�U�U�R�Z�¶�V��
meeting. 
 
I will let you know as soon as possible once we have an update. 
 
Looking forward to seeing everyone tomorrow! 
 

 

May 28, 2020 

From  

Lesley Tierra 

To  

SCSC Roundtable 

Message   

  

Today's meeting agenda 
 
Dear all, 
 
�,���M�X�V�W���G�L�V�F�R�Y�H�U�H�G���W�K�D�W���\�R�X���D�U�H���V�W�L�O�O���K�R�O�G�L�Q�J���W�R�G�D�\�¶�V���P�H�H�W�L�Q�J�����Z�K�L�F�K���L�V���Z�K�\���W�K�H�V�H���Q�R�W�H�V���D�U�H���O�D�W�H�����3�/�(�$�6�(��
INCLUDE THEM! 
 
Thank you, 
Lesley Tierra 

Attachment Name  

 20200528_L_Tierra_Todays meeting agenda 

 

 

  



FLIGHT PATHWAY  POSSIBLY OVER BSR 
Submitted by Lesley Tierra 

Living in Ben Lomond (San Lorenzo Valley) under the BSR route 
 

�5�H�J�D�U�G�L�Q�J���W�K�H���6�(�5�)�5�����³�6�X�U�I�H�U�´�����S�D�W�K�Z�D�\���W�R���%�6�5�����%�,�*���6�8�5:  

�7�K�H���F�R�Q�F�H�S�W���R�I���P�R�Y�L�Q�J���6�(�5�)�5���W�R���W�K�H���³�R�O�G�´���%�6�5���S�D�W�K�Z�D�\���L�V���L�Q�Y�D�O�L�G�� �7�K�H���³�R�O�G�´���%�6�5��
pathway did NOT have this volume of planes flying in such a narrow corridor and so 
low. The noise levels are substantially greater today because of the NexGen policy. 
 
 I�¶�Y�H lived in my home over 36 years  under �W�K�H���³�R�O�G�´��BSR pathway�����'�X�U�L�Q�J���O�D�V�W���\�H�D�U�¶�V��
Jan-Feb 2019 mistaken move, we never had that kind of flight noise and frequency . 
I spent an afternoon in the SERFR area (Happy Valley) �D�Q�G���G�L�G�Q�¶�W���K�H�D�U���D���V�L�Q�J�O�H���S�O�D�Q�H����
In an afternoon within the BSR area (Ben Lomond in the San Lorenzo Valley), I heard 8 
planes, some so loud they rattled the windows. T�K�D�W�¶�V���D��loud plane every 7 1/2 minutes. 
Aircraft also flew in the middle of the night at 1:30, 2:00 and 4:00 AM, waking me up, 
even when wearing earplugs. 
 
ARGUMENTS: 
1. Moving SERFR to BSR  �L�V�Q�¶�W���W�K�H���D�Q�V�Z�H�U. There will be far more complaints in time 
than there have been because BSR is a more high ly populated area . The FAA has a 
policy of not moving its flight pathways over more populated areas. BSR is more 
populated then SERFR. If the FAA moves the current SERFR overlay path to BSR , 
it is violating its own policy.  

2. If the FAA is going to violate its own policy, than it certainly can change its policy 
about flying planes so low and in such a smaller congested vector . Planes should 
fly higher and in a broader area.  

3. The Ecological Impact to wildlife will be greater if the flight path is moved to BSR 
because there are over 14 State Parks and beaches in the BSR area  along with many 
local parks whereas SERFR has one  State Park . Has any ecological impact been 
determined yet? (BSR has: Nisene Marks, Wilder Ranch, New Brighten, Manresa 
Uplands, Henry Cowell State Park, Highlands, Big Basin State Park, Lock Lomond, 
Castle Rock State Park, all state parks) 
 
4. The topograph y of SLV increases  noise levels . Part of BSR, the San Lorenzo 
Valley (SLV), �K�D�V���V�W�H�H�S���³�P�R�X�Q�W�D�L�Q�´���Z�D�O�O�V���D�Q�G���D���V�K�D�O�O�R�Z���Y�D�O�O�H�\�����F�D�X�V�L�Q�J���D�L�U�F�U�D�I�W��
reverberation, which increases the noise level substantially. 
 
5. The NextGen  policy was put in place for safety and efficiency, and to save money.  

�x How can it be safer to fly more plans in a smaller area?  
�x How can it be safer  for the population to have large quantities of planes 

(180+/day in the BSR vector) fly so low  when the res ulting high  noise levels 



cause  health hazards  such as hypertension and high blood pressure, plus 
PTSD because of the sudden noise at irregular intervals AND middle of the night 
noise disrupts sleep ? 

�x The money savings are not as projected  (see attached letter at end). 
�x It puts undue burden on a select population . 

 
6. M�R�Y�L�Q�J���6�(�5�)�5���W�R���%�6�5���L�V�Q�¶�W���W�K�H���D�Q�V�Z�H�U.  
�x Tourism in Santa Cruz could well be negatively impacted. Do you want to go to the 

beach or park and hear a loud plane every seven or eight minutes? 
�x House, business and property values could be negatively impacted and people 

bought their homes with the old and current flight pathways. 
 

THE ANSWER:  
�0�R�Y�L�Q�J���6�(�5�)�5���W�R���%�6�5���L�V�Q�¶�W���W�K�H���D�Q�V�Z�H�U�����7�+�(���$�1�6�:�(�5���,�6���7�2�� 
�x RESOLUTION 1: Fly planes higher  again. People bought their homes according to 

the old flight pathways. People under SERFR need resolution to their noise levels. 
There are two possible resolutions: 

�x RESOLUTION 2: Spread the flight pathway out over several areas.  
 
 



May 29, 2020 

From  

SCSC Roundtable - RESPONSE 

To  

Lesley Tierra 

Message   

  

Today's meeting agenda  

Dear Ms. Tierra,  

Thank you for providing your input the SCSC Roundtable meeting regarding BSR. Unfortunately, the meeting 
you are referencing occurred yesterday (Wednesday, May 27, 2020) from 1:00 pm PDT to 4:00 pm PDT. While 
we are unable to include this letter in this agenda packet and at the meeting for Roundtable members, we will 
make sure to include this letter in the correspondence section of the next agenda packet for the meeting currently 
scheduled to be held virtually on Wednesday July 22, 2020 from 1:00 pm PDT to 4:00 pm PDT. If you would like 
to provide direct comment to Roundtable members prior to that meeting, please reach out directly to your 
Roundtable member community representative, for the Santa Cruz County area, Those contacts have been 
provided below for your convenience. In addition, the video recording of the meeting can be found on our website 
here.  

Member: Carlos Palacios, County Administrative Officer  

Alternate: Elissa Benson, Assistant County Administrative Officer 

https://www.co.santa-cruz.ca.us/Departments/CountyAdministrativeOffice.aspx     

 

June 1, 2020 

From  

SCSC Roundtable 

To  

FAA 

Message   

  

SCSC Roundtable - Letter to FAA re supersonic airplane noise  

Dear Executive Director Walsh, 

At the direction of the Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Counties Airport/Community Roundtable, we are attaching a 
�O�H�W�W�H�U���W�K�D�W���S�U�R�Y�L�G�H�V���W�K�H���5�R�X�Q�G�W�D�E�O�H�
�V���F�R�P�P�H�Q�W�V���R�Q���W�K�H���)�$�$�¶�V���1�R�W�L�F�H���R�I���3�U�R�S�R�V�H�G���5�X�O�H�P�D�N�L�Q�J������-06, Docket 
Number FAA-2020-0316, Noise Certification of Supersonic Airplanes, 14 CFR Parts 21 and 36. We request 
that these comments be carefully considered by the FAA in its rulemaking process before proposing a final rule 
on this matter. Please direct any questions you may have regarding this comment letter to 
scscroundtable@gmail.com. 

Regards, 
SCSC Roundtable Staff 
www.scscroundtable.org 

Attachment Name  

 20200601_FAA_SCSC Roundtable - Letter to FAA re supersonic airplane noise 



Your Comment Submitted on Regulations.gov (ID: FAA-2020-0316-0001) - scscroundtable@gmail.com7/17/2020

Subject : Your Comment Submitted on Regulations .gov (ID: FAA-2020-031

no-reply @regulations .gov <no-reply@regulations.gov>

to scscroundtable
?

You are viewing an attached message . Gmail can't verify the authenticity of attached message

regulaNonsigov
far VUK.C in fcdcra- UrOiror-Mrtrnl

Please do not reply to this message. This email is from a notification only address that cannot accept incoming en

Your comment was submitted successfully !

Comment Tracking Number : 1k4-9h0n~v2om

Your comment may be viewable on Regulations .gov once the agency has reviewed it. This process is depi

submission policies /procedures and processing times . Use your tracking number to find out the status of

Agency : Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)

Document Type : Rulemaking

Title : Noise Certification of Supersonic Airplanes

Document ID: FAA-2020-0316-0001

Comment :

Dear Executive Director Walsh

At the direction of the Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Counties Airport/Community Roundtable, we are attaching a letter t
comments on the FAA's Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 20-06, Docket Number FAA-2020-0316, Noise Certificati<

Parts 21 and 36. We request that these comments be carefully considered by the FAA in its rulemaking process b
matter. Please direct any questions you may have regarding this comment letter to scscroundtable@gmail.com.

Regards

SCSC Roundtable Staff

[URL REMOVED]

Uploaded File (s):

• SCSC_Leg_Comm_Final_Letter_Re_SST_NPRM_20200529_v1.pdf

This information will appear on Regulations .gov :

First Name: Evan

Last Name: Wasserman
City: Los Altos
Country: United States

State or Province: CA

ZIP/Postal Code: 94024

https://maii.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&view=btop&ver=1nj101dboqm98&msg=%23msg-a%3Ar-7611687053197154598&attid=0.4 1/1



June 2, 2020 

From  

SCSC Roundtable 

To  

Karen Chapman 

Message   

  

SCSC Roundtable - Letter to FAA re supersonic airplane noise  

Dear Congresswoman Eshoo, 

At the direction of the Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Counties Airport/Community Roundtable (SCSC Roundtable), 
we are attaching a letter that provid�H�V���W�K�H���5�R�X�Q�G�W�D�E�O�H�
�V���F�R�P�P�H�Q�W�V���R�Q���W�K�H���)�$�$�¶�V���1�R�W�L�F�H���R�I���3�U�R�S�R�V�H�G��
Rulemaking 20-06, Docket Number FAA-2020-0316, Noise Certification of Supersonic Airplanes, 14 CFR Parts 
21 and 36. 

For your reference, this notification confirms that the letter to the FAA has successfully been submitted 
electronically through the Federal eRulemaking Portal. The SCSC Roundtable has requested that these 
comments be carefully considered by the FAA in its rulemaking process before proposing a final rule on the 
noise certification standards for supersonic airplanes. The Roundtable is requesting that the supersonic noise 
certification standards FAA promulgates ensure that supersonic airplanes are required to meet the current 
subsonic airplane noise standards, so that their airplane noise exposure levels your constituents experience do 
not increase. Please direct any questions you may have regarding this comment letter to 
scscroundtable@gmail.com. 

Regards, 
SCSC Roundtable Staff 
www.scscroundtable.org 

Attachment Name  

 20200602_K_Chapman_SCSC_Leg_Comm_Final_Letter_Re_SST_NPRM_20200529_v1 

 

  



June 2, 2020 

From  

SCSC Roundtable 

To  

Tom Pyke 

Message   

  

SCSC Roundtable - Letter to FAA re supersonic airplane noise  

Dear Congressman Khanna, 

At the direction of the Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Counties Airport/Community Roundtable (SCSC Roundtable), 
�Z�H���D�U�H���D�W�W�D�F�K�L�Q�J���D���O�H�W�W�H�U���W�K�D�W���S�U�R�Y�L�G�H�V���W�K�H���5�R�X�Q�G�W�D�E�O�H�
�V���F�R�P�P�H�Q�W�V���R�Q���W�K�H���)�$�$�¶�V���1�R�W�L�F�H���R�I���3�U�R�S�R�V�H�G��
Rulemaking 20-06, Docket Number FAA-2020-0316, Noise Certification of Supersonic Airplanes, 14 CFR Parts 
21 and 36. 

For your reference, this notification confirms that the letter to the FAA has successfully been submitted 
electronically through the Federal eRulemaking Portal. The SCSC Roundtable has requested that these 
comments be carefully considered by the FAA in its rulemaking process before proposing a final rule on the 
noise certification standards for supersonic airplanes. The Roundtable is requesting that the supersonic noise 
certification standards FAA promulgates ensure that supersonic airplanes are required to meet the current 
subsonic airplane noise standards, so that their airplane noise exposure levels your constituents experience do 
not increase. Please direct any questions you may have regarding this comment letter to 
scscroundtable@gmail.com. 

Regards, 
SCSC Roundtable Staff 
www.scscroundtable.org 

Attachment Name  

 20200602_T_Pyke_SCSC_Leg_Comm_Final_Letter_Re_SST_NPRM_20200529_v1 

 

  



June 2, 2020 

From  

SCSC Roundtable 

To  

Emmanuel Garcia 

Message   

  

SCSC Roundtable - Letter to FAA re supersonic airplane noise  

Dear Congressman Panetta, 

At the direction of the Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Counties Airport/Community Roundtable (SCSC Roundtable), 
�Z�H���D�U�H���D�W�W�D�F�K�L�Q�J���D���O�H�W�W�H�U���W�K�D�W���S�U�R�Y�L�G�H�V���W�K�H���5�R�X�Q�G�W�D�E�O�H�
�V���F�R�P�P�H�Q�W�V���R�Q���W�K�H���)�$�$�¶�V���1�R�W�L�F�H���R�I���3�U�R�S�R�V�H�G��
Rulemaking 20-06, Docket Number FAA-2020-0316, Noise Certification of Supersonic Airplanes, 14 CFR Parts 
21 and 36. 

For your reference, this notification confirms that the letter to the FAA has successfully been submitted 
electronically through the Federal eRulemaking Portal. The SCSC Roundtable has requested that these 
comments be carefully considered by the FAA in its rulemaking process before proposing a final rule on the 
noise certification standards for supersonic airplanes. The Roundtable is requesting that the supersonic noise 
certification standards FAA promulgates ensure that supersonic airplanes are required to meet the current 
subsonic airplane noise standards, so that their airplane noise exposure levels your constituents experience do 
not increase. Please direct any questions you may have regarding this comment letter to 
scscroundtable@gmail.com. 

Regards, 
SCSC Roundtable Staff 
www.scscroundtable.org 

Attachment Name  

 20200602_E_Garcia_SCSC_Leg_Comm_Final_Letter_Re_SST_NPRM_20200529_v1 
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SANTA CLARA/ SANTA CRUZ COUNTIES 

AIRPORT/COMMUNITY ROUNDTABLE  
PO Box 3144 

Los Altos, CA 94024 
  

May 29, 2020  
  
Docket Operations, M-30 
U.S. Department of Transportation 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE 
Room W12-140 
West Building Ground Floor 
Washington, DC 20590-0001 
 
Re: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 20-06, Docket Number FAA-2020-0316, Noise Certification of 
Supersonic Airplanes, 14 CFR Parts 21 and 36 
  
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
The Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Counties Airport/Community Roundtable (SCSC Roundtable), which is 
comprised of 11 cities and 2 counties within the Northern California Metroplex, represents 2.2 million 
residents on matters related to aircraft noise. The SCSC Roundtable respectfully requests that the 
�&�������Œ���o�����À�]���š�]�}�v�������u�]�v�]�•�š�Œ���š�]�}�v�[�•��(FAA) final noise certification rule for supersonic airplanes include the 
following. 
 
First, we request that supersonic airplanes be required to meet the same noise certification criteria as 
current newly manufactured subsonic airplanes when operating at subsonic speeds. This has been the 
�&�����[�•���•�š���š������goal for several decades1 and was recently acknowledged 2. Given past and future 
technology innovations, there is no need to change this goal. Requiring supersonic airplanes to meet the 
existing Stage 5 noise standards would be the first step to having supersonic airplanes be required to 
keep in step with the noise reductions achieved within the subsonic airplane fleet. In light of the 
magnitude of public outcry over airplane noise nationally and from the implementation of the Northern 
California Metroplex, the SCSC Roundtable believes it is prudent to set expectations for the certified 

                                                           
 
1 Federal Register, vol. 43, No. 126, �^���]�À�]�o �^�µ�‰���Œ�•�}�v�]�������]�Œ�‰�o���v���•�U���E�}�]�•�������v�����^�}�v�]�������}�}�u���Z���‹�µ�]�Œ���u���v�š�•�_�U�� �  ̂43 CFR �î�ô�ð�ì�ò�r
28407, June 29, 1978, https://tile.loc.gov/storage-services/service/ll/fedreg/fr043/fr043126/fr043126.pdf 

2 Memorandum from the FAA Assistant Chief Counsel for Regulations (AGC-�î�ì�ì�•���š�}���š�Z�������Æ�����µ�š�]�À�������]�Œ�����š�}�Œ���}�(���&�����[�•��
Office of Environment and Energy (AEE-1), � Âpplicability of part 36 to new supersonic aircraft�U�_ February 21, 2018. 
(Attached) 



 

2 
 

noise levels of supersonic airplanes at the beginning of supersonic airplane development process. We 
believe that the impacted public has the right to expect that newly manufactured aircraft, regardless of 
type, will meet the most stringent existing Stage 5 noise levels and there will be no backsliding in the 
�&�����[�•��aircraft noise certification standards. 
 
Second, we request that if a Variable Noise Reduction System (VNRS) and/or a Programmed 
Lapse Rate (PLR) system is used during the noise certification process, then the airplane with the 
relevant system(s) enabled shall be shown to produce noise levels on level terrain under the 
airplane that decrease with the airplane�[�•�����o�š�]�š�µ���������š���š�Z�����•���u�����}�Œ���P�Œ�����š���Œ���Œ���š�����š�Z���v���Á�}�µ�o�����}�����µ�Œ 
if the relevant system(s) were not enabled, until the airplane has reached the floor of the Class A 
���]�Œ�•�‰���������~�]�X���X�U���í�ô�U�ì�ì�ì�[���D�^�>�•. Further, if a VNRS or a PLR system is used during the noise certification 
process, the relevant systems shall be required to remain activated at altitudes below 18�U�ì�ì�ì�[��MSL 
unless required for safety by rare and exceptional conditions.     
 
The FAA has a statutory mandate to protect the public health and welfare from aircraft noise and sonic 
booms. To that end, it is imperative that the FAA continues to set progressively more stringent noise 
certification levels that continue to reduce airplane noise over time. The �&�����[�•�����µ�Œ�Œ���v�š���‰�Œ�}�‰�}�•������
supersonic airplane noise certification levels are a regression in noise stringency and represent a step 
backwards in aircraft noise exposure that would be unwelcome by the 2.2 million constituents we 
represent. The SCSC Roundtable further believes that technological advancements will continue to 
enable breakthroughs in airplane lifting surfaces and airplane engine design that will make further noise 
reductions for both subsonic and supersonic airplanes possible. 
 
Therefore, the SCSC Roundtable respectfully requests that the final noise certification standards require, 
at a minimum, that supersonic airplanes be subject to Stage 5 noise certification requirements when 
operating at subsonic speeds, and in the future be subject to the more stringent noise certification 
requirements when they are defined by the FAA. 
 
On behalf of the SCSC Roundtable, thank you for your attention to these requests.  
  
Sincerely,  
  

 
  
Mary-Lynne Bernald 
Chairperson, SCSC Roundtable   
 
cc:  Congresswoman Eshoo 

Congressman Khanna 
Congressman Panetta 

 
Attachment:  Memorandum from the FAA Assistant Chief Counsel for Regulations (AGC-200) to the 

���Æ�����µ�š�]�À�������]�Œ�����š�}�Œ���}�(���&�����[�•���K�(�(�]�������}�(�����v�À�]�Œ�}�v�u���v�š�����v�������v���Œ�P�Ç���~������-�í�•�U���^���‰�‰�o�]�������]�o�]�š�Ç���}�(��
�‰���Œ�š���ï�ò���š�}���v���Á���•�µ�‰���Œ�•�}�v�]�������]�Œ���Œ���(�š�U�_���&�����Œ�µ���Œ�Ç���î�í�U���î�ì�í�ô�X 



 



 



 



 



 



 



June 2, 2020 

From  

Eric Henshall 

To  

SCSC Roundtable 

Message   

  

SCSC Roundtable - Letter to FAA re supersonic airplane noise  

�7�K�D�Q�N���\�R�X�����Z�H���Z�L�O�O���V�K�D�U�H���W�K�H���5�R�X�Q�G�W�D�E�O�H�¶�V���O�H�W�W�H�U���Z�L�W�K���&�R�Q�J�U�H�V�V�Z�R�P�D�Q���(�V�K�R�R�� 

Thanks, 

Eric 

Eric Henshall 
Senior Legislative Assistant | Congresswoman Anna G. Eshoo (CA-18) 

 

June 3, 2020 

From  

Tom Pyke 

To  

SCSC Roundtable 

Message   

  

SCSC Roundtable - Letter to FAA re supersonic airplane noise  

Got it!   Will convey to Rep. Khanna and DC legislative analyst, and see what we can do from our end. 

Sorry for the delay, but yesterday was consumed with breaking events.  

Best, Tom 

Tom Pyke 
District Director 
Congressman Ro Khanna (CA-17) 

 

June 4, 2020 

From  

Jennifer Landesmann 

To  

SFO Roundtable;  SCSC Roundtable �&�&�¶�G 

Message   



  

Follow up on FAA offer to address MidPeninsula Night Time Arrivals  

Dear Chair Ortiz,  

Thank you for your leadership and yesterday's SFO Roundtable meeting. 

During public comment I shared some thoughts and suggestions about the importance of 
metrics, using objective data, criteria to help channel regional resources to the various 
collaborative areas and that I would follow up with more info about night flights over 
MidPen.  

Below please find the references about the FAA's offer to the Select Committee on night 
time noise. I urge you and all SFO Roundtable members to see that this this topic 
makes  a) the Agenda of the SFO Roundtable Arrivals Sub Committee, and b) as part of 
the SFO Roundtable's collaborative discussions with FAA other roundtables.  

The following is the video replay of the FAA's encouragement to work on a Voluntary 
program to address night time flights.  

FAA Offer to Select Committee:  Offer was made after hundreds of 
MidPeninsula resident's testimony.  

�x FAA encouraged �D���³�Y�R�O�X�Q�W�D�U�\ �S�U�R�J�U�D�P�´���W�R���D�G�G�U�H�V�V���Q�L�J�K�W���I�O�L�J�K�W�V  
�x �)�$�$���P�H�Q�W�L�R�Q�H�G���W�K�H���H�I�I�R�U�W���I�R�U���D���Y�R�O�X�Q�W�D�U�\���S�U�R�J�U�D�P���D�V���³�I�D�U���O�H�V�V�´���W�K�D�Q���W�K�H���G�H�V�L�J�Q���R�I���D��

new STAR 
�x A new STAR is also mentioned as an option  but just that it would take longer 

�E�H�F�D�X�V�H���L�W�¶�V���U�H�I�H�U�U�Hd to as an infrastructure change.  
�x A Voluntary Agreement  is described as an agreement with airlines and airports.  
�x The comment is stated as FAA's recommended path  

Unfortunately - not all Bay Area regional night time efforts are being treated equal.  FAA 
Administrator reported in a letter to Congress on January 24, 2020  "recent examples of 
engagement with communities resulting in meaningful collaboration to address noise 

related concerns." As seen on page 10 here - one of the highlights is that "in the San 
Francisco Bay Area - SFO and Oakland Airport and their respective airport roundtables, 
elected officials, and airlines agreed to complete analysis to determine if it is operationally 
feasible to require overnight departures out of SFO to fly over the Bay rather than over the 
City...."  

 

FAA Administrator Dickson's highlight does not mention which City or cities benefit; which 
procedure or flights are being changed - or how the procedures will affect other 
communities. For example the SUNNE procedure would block use of the Bay for MidPen 
communities. Yesterday, we heard further about the FAA team working on night NIITE (a 
procedure for San Francisco residents)- not to be confused by night time hours.  

My intent is not to undermine the work to address issues for specific communities but 
rather that some of the most affected communities like all MidPen cities - where the bulk of 
complaints are happening - and who have been trying to engage for five years are totally 



ignored. Also, it's not OK to mislead Congress with an appearance of success on noise 
mitigation and with zero objective data.  

Night noise is one of the most important issues for communities in the seriously affected 
MidPeninsula and since FAA has already assembled the teams - airports, airlines, 
FAA, and roundtables, to address noise for San Francisco and Oakland residents,   I 
urge leadership to - at the same time - please join to address night time noise for 
MidPeninsula.   

Thank you, 

Jennifer 
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