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Notice of Preparation

To: Interested Parties

From: Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority
2627 North Hollywood Way
Burbank, CA 91505

Subject: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report

Project Title: Bob Hope Airport Replacement Terminal Project

The Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority (Authority) is the Lead Agency for the Bob Hope
Airport Replacement Terminal Project (the “Project”) and will prepare an Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) for this Project. The Authority is soliciting the views of your agency as to the scope and content
of the environmental information that is relevant to your agency's statutory responsibilities with
respect to the proposed Project. Your agency will need to use this EIR when considering permits or
other approvals for the Project.

The project location, description, and probable environmental effects are described in the attached
materials.

Due to the time limits mandated by state [aw, your response must be sent at the earliest possible time
but not later than 31 January 2016,

Please send your response to Mr. Mark Hardyment, Director, Government & Environmental Affairs,
Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority, 2627 North Hollywood Way, Burbank, California 91505.
You may also email your response to: mhardyment@bur.org. Please provide the name of a contact
person at your agency.

/ﬂ/ i
7 .-—'-"——_—-
Date: il Signature: ! v&é \

Mafk Hardyment

Title: irector, Government & Environmental Affairs
Telephone: (818) 818-8840

Reference: California Administrative Code, Title 14 (CEQA Guidelines), Sections 15082(a), 15103, 15375.
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BOB HOPE AIRPORT REPLACEMENT TERMINAL PROJECT LOCATION

The Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority (Authority) seeks to develop a 14-gate replacement
passenger terminal building and related improvements at the Bob Hope Airport (Airport) on one of
two Authority-owned properties in the City of Burbank. As shown in Figure 1, Airport Location Map,
the Airport is located south of the Golden State Freeway (Interstate 5) and west of Hollywood Way
primarily in the City of Burbank. The preferred replacement passenger terminal site, a 49.2 acre portion
of the former Lockheed B-6 Plant, is located in the northeast quadrant of the Airport and is commonly
referred to as the “B-6 Adjacent Property.” (See Figure 1, below.) This property is undeveloped and is
currently being used for airport passenger and employee automobile parking, as well as movie

equipment, truck and recreational vehicle parking.

The alternative site is approximately 43.2 acres located in the southwest quadrant of the Airport and is
commonly referred to as the “Southwest Quadrant” (see Figure 1). This property is currently being
used for general aviation hangars and aircraft ramp, Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
maintenance and communication facilities, rental car storage, air cargo airlines (FedEx and UPS), and a

cargo building for commercial air carriers.

BOB HOPE AIRPORT REPLACEMENT TERMINAL PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed new 14-gate replacement passenger terminal building will replace the existing 14-gate
232,000-square-foot passenger terminal, which has portions that are over 85 years old and which does
not meet current seismic design or FAA airport design standards. The replacement terminal will be
developed in accordance with modern terminal design standards including security screening facilities
that meet the latest Transportation Security Administration (TSA) requirements, facilities (including
holdrooms, baggage claim areas and public areas) that are designed for and sized for the kinds of

aircraft that the airlines routinely operate, and will include enhanced passenger amenities.
Project Development Options

The Authority is considering three different development options for the Replacement Terminal
Project, each of which will be analyzed in the Environmental Impact Report (EIR). The three options

are:

e A 355,000-square-foot replacement passenger terminal constructed on the B-6 Adjacent
Property. This is the Authority's preferred development option and it is called the “B-6

Operationally-Sized Terminal Option”.

e A 355,000-square-foot replacement passenger terminal constructed in the Southwest
Quadrant. This is called the “Southwest Quadrant Operationally-Sized Terminal Option”.

Bob Hope Airport 2 Notice of Preparation
Replacement Terminal Project December 2015



e A 232,000-square-foot replacement passenger terminal constructed in the Southwest

Quadrant. This is called the “Southwest Quadrant Same-Size Terminal Option”.

The Authority will select a development option for the Replacement Terminal Project based on various
factors including the following:

e The findings of the EIR, including the feasibility of mitigation measures.

e The City of Burbank’s final action on a development agreement and entitlements for the
Replacement Terminal Project.

e The outcome of an election held under Burbank Municipal Code section 2-3-1121 (“Measure B
Election”), if the City of Burbank approves a development agreement and entitlements for the

Replacement Terminal Project.

Project Components

Certain components of the Replacement Terminal Project are common to all three development
options, and other components are unique to a specific development option. The main components of

the Replacement Terminal Project are described below and shown in Figures 2, 3, and 4.

e Replacement Terminal — For all of the development options, a new terminal with 14 aircraft

gates would be constructed. Depending on the development option selected, the replacement
terminal would encompass either 232,000 square feet or 355,000 square feet. All three
development options propose to locate the majority of the terminal development on the
ground floor, but a small amount of development would occur on a second level under the B-6
Operationally-Sized Terminal Option and the Southwest Quadrant Operationally-Sized
Terminal Option. This additional development area would provide space for tenants, the TSA,

mechanical systems, airport management staff, concessions, and public circulation.

e Parking Structures — For all of the development options, parking structures are proposed

adjacent to the replacement terminal. The structures would be tiered, and rising to at least five
levels but not more than seven levels at the ends of the parking structures, depending on the

site. The parking structures would include a valet parking drop off and pick up center.

e Terminal Access Road — The B-6 Operationally-Sized Terminal Option proposes a new multi-

lane road that would extend from the intersection of Hollywood Way and Winona Avenue and

loop around the proposed parking structures to provide vehicle access to the terminal and

1 Burbank Municipal Code section 2-3-112, titled “Airport Agreements” states that: “No approval by the City of Burbank of
any agreement between the City and the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority for a relocated or expanded
airport terminal project, or any other discretionary act by the City relating to the approval of a relocated or expanded
airport terminal project shall be valid and effective unless previously approved by the voters voting at a City election.”
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Figure 1
Airport Location Map
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Figure 2
B-6 Operationally-Sized Terminal Option
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Figure 3

Southwest Quadrant Operationally-Sized Terminal Option
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Figure 4

Southwest Quadrant Same-Size Terminal Option
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parking structures, thus allowing curb front access to the terminal and re-circulation around
the Airport. An extension of the existing on-airport Terminal Loop Road would provide access
to both the Southwest Quadrant Operationally-Sized Terminal Option and the Southwest
Quadrant Same-Size Terminal Option. The access points for these two development options
would be via the existing entrances at Hollywood Way / Thornton Avenue and at Empire

Avenue / Terminal Loop Road.

e Aircraft Rescue and Fire Fighting Station (ARFF) — Except for the Southwest Quadrant Same-

Size Terminal Option, a new ARFF station is proposed at the south end of the B-6 Adjacent
Property. For the B-6 Operationally-Sized Terminal Option, vehicle access to this facility would
be provided from the new Terminal Access Road. For the Southwest Quadrant Operationally-
Sized Terminal Option, vehicle access to this facility would be provided from the existing

roadway in the northeast quadrant of the Airport.

e Central Utility Plant — A new building that would house heating and air conditioning

equipment for the replacement terminal is proposed adjacent to the B-6 Operationally-Sized
Terminal Option, and vehicle access to this facility would be provided from a proposed
extension of Cohasset Street. For the Southwest Quadrant Operationally-Sized Terminal Option
and the Southwest Quadrant Same-Size Terminal Option, the central plant facilities will be

integrated into the roof structure of the terminal.

e Replacement Airline Cargo Building — A new airline cargo building would be adjacent to the

replacement terminal to replace the existing airline cargo building at the Airport. For the B-6
Operationally-Sized Terminal Option, vehicle access to this facility would be provided from a
proposed extension of Cohasset Street. For the Southwest Quadrant Operationally-Sized
Terminal Option and the Southwest Quadrant Same-Size Terminal Option, vehicle access to

this facility would be provided from the proposed Terminal Access Road.

e Airport Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) — The existing ATCT would be retained. For the B-6

Operationally-Sized Terminal Option, vehicle access would be provided to this facility from the

new Terminal Access Road. For the Southwest Quadrant Operationally-Sized Terminal Option
and the Southwest Quadrant Same-Size Terminal Option, vehicle access to this facility would

be provided from the existing roadway in the northeast quadrant of the Airport.

e General Aviation (GA) Facilities — The existing GA facilities in the Southwest Quadrant would be

removed to construct either the Southwest Quadrant Operationally-Sized Terminal Option or
the Southwest Quadrant Same-Sized Terminal Option. For the Southwest Quadrant
Operationally-Sized Terminal Option, general aviation facilities would be relocated to the
Northeast Quadrant. For the Southwest Quadrant Same-Size Terminal Option, general aviation

facilities would be absorbed to the extent practical within the existing GA facilities in the
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Northwest Quadrant. No change to GA facilities in the Southwest Quadrant would occur with

the B-6 Operationally-Sized Terminal Option.

The project includes demolition of the existing 232,000-square-foot passenger terminal building and
the adjacent four-level public parking structure, as well as removal of a portion of existing public and
employee parking in the southeast quadrant of the Airport. Other demolition includes the existing
16,600-square-foot air cargo building in the Southwest Quadrant. Under the B-6 Operationally-Sized
Terminal Option and the Southwest Quadrant Operationally-Sized Terminal Option, the existing
airport fire station facilities, located in an existing hangar, would be removed and this hangar would

again become available for general aviation use.

The project also proposes to extend Taxiways A and C as well as to relocate an airside service road and
perimeter security fencing (see Figure 5). Taxiway A would be extended from Runway 8-26 south to
the Runway 33 threshold. Taxiway C would be extended to the east from Runway 15-33 to the Runway
26 threshold. All other existing internal roadways in this portion of the airport property would be

retained with the exception of the terminal curb front areas.

The Regional Intermodal Transportation Center (RITC) in the southeast quadrant of the Airport would
remain as the location for the rental car companies serving the Airport. Following the opening of the
replacement terminal, passengers using rental cars would require bussing between the RITC and the

replacement terminal.

Other surface parking areas would be retained in part or in whole in this portion of the airport
property and used as remote parking for the replacement terminal. Parking Lot B, located east of
Hollywood Way between Winona and Thornton Avenues, would be closed and all structures within

Parking Lot B would be removed.

During and following construction of the replacement terminal and associated facilities, the total
number of public parking spaces available for terminal-related purposes would be limited to 6,637

spaces for all new and existing lots owned and operated by the Authority.
Change in Governance Under the Joint Powers Agreement

One project component, an amendment of the Authority’s establishing joint powers agreement (JPA),
is part of the B-6 Operationally-Sized Terminal Option and the Southwest Quadrant Operationally-
Sized Terminal Option, but will not be part of the Southwest Quadrant Same-Size Terminal Option if
the Replacement Terminal Project is not approved by the Burbank City Council and ratified by Burbank
voters. This project component consists of an action by the Cities of Burbank, Glendale, and Pasadena
to amend the JPA to institute governance changes. The governance changes will require a
supermajority vote of the Authority Commission (at least two of the three votes from each City's three
Commissioners) for certain actions identified in Exhibit B of the Bob Hope Airport Replacement

Terminal Conceptual Term Sheet (Conceptual Term Sheet) endorsed by the Authority Commission and
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Figure 5

Taxiway Extensions Under Each Terminal Option
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the Burbank City Council in November 2015. The governance changes would provide additional
protections to the residents of the City of Burbank.

The Conceptual Term Sheet provides that in exchange for granting the Authority the vested right to
build a 14-gate replacement terminal on either the B-6 Adjacent Property, the Southwest Quadrant, or
at any other Airport zoned property, of not more than 355,000 square feet and 6,637 public parking
spaces, the JPA would be amended to require a supermajority vote of the Authority Commission for
certain significant actions including: future expansion in the number of gates at the Airport; future
additions to the approved replacement terminal project; future land acquisition by the Authority
(whether or not within Burbank); any changes in the Authority’s existing noise rules or how they
havebeen enforced since the adoption of the Airport Noise and Capacity Act of 1990; and any changes

in the Authority’s support for obtaining a legislative curfew at the Airport.

The JPA amendment will only be effective if both of the following occur: (i) the Burbank City Council
approves a development agreement and entitlements for the Replacement Terminal Project; and (ii)
the Burbank voters ratify such approval at a Measure B Election. Absent Burbank City Council approval
for the Replacement Terminal Project and voter ratification, the future expansion of the existing
terminal, the future addition of aircraft parking gates, or the future addition of public parking spaces
will not be constrained by the JPA.

City discretionary approval as contemplated by the Conceptual Term Sheet (including Burbank voter
approval pursuant to Burbank Municipal Code 2-3-112, commonly referred to as “Measure B") is
needed to allow any aeronautical development and use of the B-6 Adjacent Property (including a
replacement terminal or general aviation facilities) which is currently encumbered by City easements
limiting airport development there absent City approval. If the Authority does not obtain, in exchange
for the proposed Authority governance changes, the required discretionary approval by the City of
Burbank and its voters needed to pursue the B-6 Operationally-Sized Terminal Option or the
Southwest Quadrant Operationally-Sized Terminal Option, the Authority would only be able to select
the Southwest Quadrant Same-Size Terminal Option for which the Authority would not seek
discretionary approval from the City of Burbank. In that circumstance the Southwest Quadrant Same-
Size Terminal Option would not be subject to the supermajority voting governance changes that
would otherwise constrain expansion of the Airport. The Authority has stated that it would select the
Southwest Quadrant Same-Size Terminal Option only if either Burbank or its voters do not provide the
necessary discretionary approvals in exchange for governance protection described in the Conceptual
Term Sheet. If Burbank and the voters do approve the Replacement Terminal Project, the governance
protections would remain in effect in perpetuity, regardless of whether or not the Authority builds a

replacement terminal, including a same-size terminal.
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BOB HOPE AIRPORT REPLACEMENT TERMINAL PROJECT PROBABLE
ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

The Authority has completed a preliminary review of the proposed project, as outlined in Section
15060 of the CEQA Guidelines, and has determined that an EIR should be prepared to evaluate the

potential for significant environmental effects and identify ways of avoiding or substantially reducing

any such effects.

Based on the preliminary review, there is at least the potential for impacts under the various

environmental topics outlined in CEQA Guidelines Appendix G, and thus the EIR will address the

potential impacts of the proposed project as well as cumulative impacts with respect to the following

environmental topics:

Aesthetics. The EIR will evaluate the project’s potential to change the aesthetic character of the
Airport and surrounding area, obstruct certain views, affect ambient nighttime light levels, or

create new sources of shadows as well as daytime or nighttime glare.

Agriculture and Forest Resources. The EIR will evaluate the potential impacts to agriculture or

forest resources.

Air Quality. The EIR will evaluate the potential for project construction and the occupancy/use
of the replacement terminal and associated facilities to cause air quality impacts in accordance
with the guidance provided by the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD).

Biological Resources. The EIR will address the potential for impacts on biological resources.

Cultural (Historic) Resources. The EIR will evaluate the possible impact of demolishing the
existing passenger terminal as well as the potential removal of hangars in the Southwest
Quadrant. In addition, the EIR will address the potential for cultural impacts related to

archaeological, paleontological, human remains, and tribal-related cultural resources.

Geology and Soils. The EIR will address the potential for impacts related to seismicity as well as
geologic and soils conditions at the two properties on which the replacement terminal might

be constructed.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions. The EIR will evaluate the potential for project construction and the
occupancy/use of the replacement terminal and associated facilities to result in greenhouse
gas emission impacts in accordance with the guidance provided by the South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD). The EIR also will assess project consistency with the city of
Burbank’s adopted Greenhouse Gas Reduction Program.
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e Hazards and Hazardous Materials. The EIR will address the potential for hazardous materials to
be present at the Airport and evaluate possible hazards within existing and planned land uses,

including any airport operation hazards to surrounding land uses.

e Hydrology and Water Quality. The EIR will evaluate any changes in drainage patterns, including
issues associated with flooding, groundwater, and water quality resulting from the proposed

project.

e Land Use and Planning. The EIR will evaluate the project consistency with the Burbank 2035
General Plan and other applicable local, regional, state, and federal land use plans, policies and

regulations.
e Mineral Resources. The EIR will address the potential for impacts related to mineral resources.

¢ Noise. The EIR will assess potential noise impacts resulting from the construction and
occupancy/use of the replacement terminal and associated facilities and the compatibility of
these facilities with aviation noise from airport operations. Noise impacts related to potential

changes in aircraft operations also will also be evaluated.

e Population and Housing. The EIR will evaluate the potential impact of the proposed project on

population and housing in the Airport vicinity.

e Public Services. The EIR will evaluate the potential impact of the proposed project on public

facilities, such as police services, fire services, schools, and other public facilities.

e Recreation. The EIR will evaluate the potential impact of the proposed project on parks and

other open space in the Airport vicinity.

e Transportation and Traffic. The EIR will evaluate the potential for transportation and traffic
impacts on local streets, state transportation facilities and transit services in the Airport vicinity.
In addition, the EIR will address any changes in air traffic patterns that could occur as a result

of the proposed project.

o Utilities and Service Systems. The EIR will evaluate the potential impact of the proposed project
on the City's water supply and water delivery facilities, storm and wastewater collection and
treatment facilities, and other utility services including electricity and natural gas facilities, and

solid waste collection and disposal facilities.
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L Print Form

Appendix C
Notice of Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal
Mail to: State Clearinghouse, P.O. Box 3044, Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 (916) 445-0613 H
For Hand Delivery/Street Address: 1400 Tenth Street, Sacramento, CA 95814 SCH#
Project Title: Bob Hope Airport Replacement Terminal
Lead Agency: Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority Contact Person: Mark Hardyment
Mailing Address; 2627 North Hollywood Way Phone: 818.840.8840
City: Burbank Zip: 91505 County: Los Angeles
Project Location: County:Los Angeles City/Nearest Comrmunity: Burbank
Cross Streets: Hollywood Way and Thornton Avenue Zip Code: 91505
Longitude/Latitude (degrees, minutes and seconds): 34 °11 48 ~Ny 118 °21 ‘13 "W Touwl Acres: Approx 50
Assessor's Parcel No.,: Section: 4 and 5 Twp.: 1and 2 N Range: 14 W Basc:
Within 2 Miles:  State Hwy #: -5, SR 170, SR 134 Watcrways:
Airports: Bob Hope Airport Railways; Union Pacific/MetroLink Schools; BUSD, LAUSD

Document Type:
CEQA: [X] NoP O Draft EIRR NEPA: [] NOI Other: 7] Joint Document

[0 Early Cons O Supplement/Subsequent EIR (] EA (] Final Document

[] Neg Dec (Prior SCH No.) (] Draft EIS [ Other:

[J MitNeg Dec  Other: [ Fonst
Local Action Type:
[J General Plan Update [ Specific Plan [ Rezone [C) Annexation
(] General Plan Amendment [ Master Plan £ Prezone ] Redevelopment
(O General Plan Element ] Planned Unit Development  [J Use Permit [0 Coastal Permit
O Community Plan X] Site Plan O Land Division (Subdivision, etic.) [J Other:

[ Residential: Units Acres

[] Office: Sq.fi. Acres Employees [X] Transportation: Type Replacement Passenger Terminal
(] Commercial:Sq.ft. Acres Employees O Mining: Mineral

[ Industrial: ~ Sq.fu. Acres Employeces (] Power: Type MW

[J Educational: 3 Waste Treatment: Type MGD

] Recreational; [ Hazardous Waste: Type

] Water Facilities: Type MGD [ Other:

Project Issues Discussed in Document:

B4 Acsthetic/Visual [] Fiscal B¢l Recreation/Parks [X] Vegetation

] Agricultural Land [X] Flood Plain/Flooding [X] Schools/Universities [x] Water Quality

[X] Air Quality [X] Forest Land/Fire Hazard [ Septic Systems [X] Water Supply/Groundwater
[X] Archeological/Historical ~ [X] Geologic/Seismic [X] Sewer Capacity [X] Wetland/Riparian

(X] Biological Resources [J Minerals [X] Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading  [X] Growth Inducement

[ Coastal Zone [X] Noise [X] Solid Waste ] Land Use

(X] Drainage/Absorption (%] Population/Housing Balance [X] Toxic/Hazardous [X] Cumulative Effects

[ Economictlobs {X] Public Services/Facilities  [X] Traffic/Circulation [ Other:

Present Land Use/Zoning/General Plan Designation:

Bob Hope Alrport / Airport / Airport

P_ro]ec-f D?szrlpti;n: (please use a separate page if necessary)

The Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority (Authority) is proposing to build a 14-gate replacement passenger terminal
and related facilities at Bob Hope Airport (Airport) on one of two Authority-owned properties.

Note: The State Clearinghouse will assign identification numbers for all new projects, If a SCH number already exists for a project {e.g. Notice of Preparation or

previous draft document} please fill in.
Revised 2010



Reviewing Agencies Checklist

Lead Agencies may recommend State Clearinghouse distribution by marking agencies below with and "X".
If you have already sent your document to the agency please denote that with an "8,

S__ Air Resources Board E_ Office of Historic Preservation

__ Boating & Waterways, Department of _____ Office of Public School Construction

______ California Emergency Management Agency ____ Parks & Recreation, Department of

______ California Highway Patrol __ Pesticide Regulation, Department of

S Caluans District #7 S Public Utlities Commission

E___ Caltrans Division of Aeronautics S_ Regional WQCB #4

§____ Caltrans Planning S_ Resources Agency

___ Central Valley Flood Protection Board __ Resources Recycling and Recovery, Department of
____ Coachella Valley Mtns. Conservancy __ S.F. Bay Conservation & Development Comm.
_ (Coastal Commission __ San Gabriel & Lower L.A. Rivers & Mtns. Conservancy
___ Colorado River Board __ SanJoaquin River Conservancy

S__ Conservation, Department of _____ Santa Monica Mtns. Conservancy

____ Corrections, Department of ____ State Lands Commission

__ Dela Protection Commission ___ SWRCB: Clean Water Grants

__ Education, Department of S_ SWRCB: Water Quality

__ Energy Commission _____ SWRCB: Water Rights

S___ Fish & Game Region #5_ ______ Tahoe Regional Planning Agency

—__ Food & Agriculture, Department of __ Toxic Substances Contral, Department of
___ Forestry and Fire Protection, Department of S__ Water Resources, Department of

___ General Services, Department of

__ Health Services, Department of S Other: FAA, LA County ALUC

__ Housing & Community Development S_ Other: SCAG, SCAQMD, Burbank USD
S_ Native American Heritage Commission

Local Public Review Perlod (to be filled in by lead agency)

Starting Date 23 December 2015 Ending Date 31 January 2016

Lead Agency (Complete if applicable):

Consulting Firm: RS&H Applicant:

Address: 369 Pine Street, Suite 610 Address:

City/State/Zip: San Francisco CA 94104 City/State/Zip;

Contact: Dave Full Phone:

Phone: 415.886.1702

Signature of Lead Agency Represen

‘/ L\/ Date: ? w {44 l‘;

Authority cited: Section 21083, Public Resources Code. Relference: Section 21161, Public Resources Code.

Revised 2010
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APPENDIX B - SCOPING REPORT

The Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena-Airport Authority (Authority) is planning on filing applications with the
City of Burbank to construct a new 14-gate replacement passenger terminal building and related
improvements at Bob Hope Airport (Airport). The Replacement Terminal Project would construct a 14-gate
passenger terminal to replace the existing 14-gate terminal that does not meet FAA airport design
standards. Additionally, portions of the terminal are over 85 years old and do not meet current seismic
design standards. The replacement terminal would be developed to meet modern terminal design
standards including security screening facilities that comply with Transportation Security Administration
standards and enhanced passenger amenities.

1. NOTICE OF PREPARATION

The Authority, as Lead Agency in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), prepared
a Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the replacement terminal project, which was published on December 22,
2015. The NOP indicated that an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) would be prepared and was sent to a
variety of interested agencies, organizations, and individuals. Interested agencies, organizations, and
individuals were invited to provide comments on the NOP. The Authority received comments on the NOP
for a period of 40 days (from December 22, 2015 to January 31, 2016).

2. SCOPING MEETINGS

The Authority held a public pre-scoping informational workshop on November 19, 2015 and a public
scoping workshop on December 10, 2015. The Authority also held a government agency scoping workshop
on December 10, 2015. All of these workshops provided information regarding the replacement terminal
project and the EIR. Comments from all of these workshops were accepted as part of the Authority's review
process. Copies of the sign-in sheets for all three workshops are contained within Attachment A.

2.1 Scoping Comments
At the workshops, comments were accepted in written format, either via handwritten comments or through
the project website, as well as the opportunity to provide oral comments to a stenographer.

211  Written Scoping Comments
Written comments were received from November 19, 2015 through January 31, 2015. Written comments
were received either at one of the public workshops or scoping workshop, through the project website that
was activated on December 1, 2015, or mailed directly to the Authority. Copies of written scoping comments
are contained within Attachment B.

The written scoping comments have been bracketed to show each individual comment and labeled with a
comment label, which includes the commenter name and number of comment. For example, Jon Smith
made one comment; therefore his comment label would read “Smith1.” Copies of the responses to written
scoping comments are also contained within Attachment B.

212  Oral Comments
During the public pre-scoping informational workshop (November 19, 2015), seven comments were
recorded to the stenographer. One oral comment was recorded during the government agency scoping

Burbank Bob Hope Airport — Replacement Terminal EIR B-1
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APPENDIX B - SCOPING REPORT

workshop. Five comments were recorded to the stenographer during the public scoping workshop
(December 10, 2015). Transcripts from the workshops are contained in Attachment C.

The oral scoping comments have been bracketed to show each individual comment and labeled with a
comment label, which includes the commenter name and number of comment. For example, Jon Smith
made one comment; therefore his comment label would read “Smith1.” Copies of the responses to written
scoping comments are also contained within Attachment C.

3. SCOPING COMMENTER SUMMARY TABLES

Table B-1 presents a list of agencies, organizations, and individuals that submitted written comments.
Commenter’s are divided by either agency, organization, or individual. A column is provided to indicate the
date of the written comment. Table B-2 presents a list of individuals that submitted an oral comment to
the stenographer at either the public workshop or the public scoping workshop. A column is provided to
indicate the date of the oral comment.

Table B-1
LIST OF AGENCIES, ORGANIZATIONS AND INDIVIDUALS THAT SUBMITTED WRITTEN COMMENTS

PUBLIC AGENCY / ORGANIZATIONS DATE

Mr. Ferguson Ferguson School Board November 19, 2015

Jillian Wong South Coast Air Quality January 12, 2016
Management District

Dianna Watson California Department of January 21, 2016
Transportation

Mark Scott City of Burbank January 27, 2016

COMMUNITY / SPECIAL INTEREST GROUPS DATE

John Mazur Burbank Arts for November 19, 2015
All/Leadership Burbank

Marc Greenfield IBEW Local 11 December 10, 2015

Michael Alti for Community Burbank Airport January 28, 2016

Legal Advisors Inc. Commerce Center Owners
Association

Steve Hubbell BUR Airline Airport Affairs January 29, 2016
Committee

INDIVIDUALS DATE

Lisa Robertiello November 19, 2015

Lisa Patrick Mudd November 19, 2015

Alan McKay November 19, 2015

Burbank Bob Hope Airport — Replacement Terminal EIR B-2
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Table B-1
LIST OF AGENCIES, ORGANIZATIONS AND INDIVIDUALS THAT SUBMITTED WRITTEN COMMENTS
(cont.)

INDIVIDUALS

Steve Miller

Roy Wiegand (Comment 1)
Elsa Hurtado

Sharon Springer

Debra Delmar (Comment 1)
Cindy Bloom

Dave DePinto (Comments 1-3)
Lorie Tallarico

Victor Gill

Luis Rodriguez

Barbara Stoliker

TT

Anonymous A

Dave DePinto (Comments 4-12)
Steven Moss

Fulton Hedry

Anonymous B

Adam Rowe

S. Green

Jeff Traintime

Lew Bumacord

Julie Hill

Mary Burkin

L Kosdon

Jennifer Herrera

Dave Berger

Stacey Doeppel

Terry Walker

Bonnie Bryson

Jinnie Rosales

Elizabeth McKennon
Jimmy Carroll

DATE

November 19, 2015
November 19, 2015
November 19, 2015
November 19, 2015
November 19, 2015
November 19, 2015
November 19, 2015
December 2, 2015
December 3, 2015
December 6, 2015
December 7, 2015
December 7, 2015
December 7, 2015
December 10, 2015
December 10, 2015
December 10, 2015
December 10, 2015
December 15, 2015
December 16, 2015
December 17, 2015
December 22, 2015
December 27, 2015
December 28, 2015
January 4, 2016
January 6, 2016
January 12, 2016
January 13, 2016
January 13, 2016
January 13, 2016
January 13, 2016
January 13, 2016
January 13, 2016

Burbank Bob Hope Airport — Replacement Terminal EIR
June 2016
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APPENDIX B - SCOPING REPORT

Table B-1
LIST OF AGENCIES, ORGANIZATIONS AND INDIVIDUALS THAT SUBMITTED WRITTEN COMMENTS
(cont.)

INDIVIDUALS DATE
Kenneth Jansen January 13, 2016
Jessica Potter January 13, 2016
Conrad Padilla January 17, 2016
Ed K January 18, 2016
Raymond Rodriguez January 18, 2016
David Orr January 24, 2016
Dale Berman January 26, 2016
Peter Berg January 26, 2016
Terry Bruse January 27, 2016
Edward Hawke January 30, 2016

Source: RS&H, 2016.

Burbank Bob Hope Airport — Replacement Terminal EIR B-4

June 2016



APPENDIX B - SCOPING REPORT

TABLE B-2
LIST OF AGENCIES, ORGANIZATIONS AND INDIVIDUALS THAT SUBMITTED ORAL COMMENTS

PUBLIC AGENCY / ORGANIZATIONS DATE
Mr. Hall Southern California December 10, 2015

Association of

Governments and the

Aviation Program
INDIVIDUALS DATE
Roy Wiegand (Comments 2-3) November 19, 2015
Debra Delmar (Comment 2) November 19, 2015
Sunny Singer November 19, 2015
Debra Delmar (Comment 3) November 19, 2015
Michael Moynahan November 19, 2015
Rachel November 19, 2015
Jonathan Orr November 19, 2015
Unidentified Woman December 10, 2015
Kevin Harrop December 10, 2015
Benno Ludwig December 10, 2015
Unidentified Man December 10, 2015
Roger Roddy December 10, 2015

Source: RS&H, 2016.

Burbank Bob Hope Airport — Replacement Terminal EIR B-5
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APPENDIX

B - SCOPING REPORT

ATTACHMENT A: SIGN-IN SHEETS FROM PUBLIC AND AGENCY WORKSHOPS

Burbank Bob Hope Airport — Replacement Terminal EIR
June 2016
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APPENDIX B - SCOPING REPORT

FIRST NAME | LAST NAME CiITY STATE ZIP
Allen Masgnone Burbank CA 91505
Steve Miller Burbank CA 91504
Debra Delmar Burbank CA 91504
Kenneth Cressy Glendale CA 91202
Mary Ohare Burbank CA 91505
Thanh Tran Pasadena CA 91101
La Canada
John Mazur Flintridge CA 91011
Lisa Patrick-Mudd Burbank CA 91505
George Ortega
Chad Garline Los Angeles CA 90012
Debbie Kukta Burbank CA 91504
Jim O'neil Burbank CA 91502
Yolie Franco Burbank CA 91505
Sunny Singer Burbank CA 91506
Cathy Bruse Burbank CA 91505
Gail Nicol Burbank CA 91505
Terry Bruce CA 91505
Roy Wiegand Burbank CA 91505
Amy Albno Burbank CA 91502
Mary Riley Burbank CA 91510
Elsa Hurtado
Emma Perez Sun Valley CA 91352
Justin Hess
Joe Mcdougall Burbank CA 91502
Brian Foote Burbank CA 91502
Rachel Diana Burbank CA 91505
Jon Orr
Chris Williams Los Angeles CA 91405

Burbank Bob Hope Airport — Replacement Terminal EIR

SIGN-IN SHEET FROM NOVEMBER 19, 2015 PUBLIC PRE-SCOPING INFORMATIONAL WORKSHOP
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APPENDIX B - SCOPING REPORT

SIGN-IN SHEET FROM NOVEMBER 19, 2015 PUBLIC PRE-SCOPING INFORMATIONAL WORKSHOP

(cont.)
Sharon Springer Burbank CA 91501
Sue Cleereman
Judy Johnson Burbank CA 91505
Michael Moynahan
Jeff Sedlak
Alex Davis Van Nuys CA 91406
Cindy Bloom Shadow Hills CA 91040
Dave DePinto
Alan McKay Burbank CA 91505
Brian Bartholmew Los Angeles CA 90045

Source: RS&H, 2016.

Burbank Bob Hope Airport — Replacement Terminal EIR

June 2016
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APPENDIX B - SCOPING REPORT

SIGN-IN SHEET FROM DECEMBER 10, 2015 PUBLIC SCOPING WORKSHOP

FIRST NAME | LAST NAME CITY STATE | ZIP
Kenneth Cressy Glendale CA 91202
Hail Nicol Burbank CA 91505
David Depinto Shadow Hills CA 91040
Alan McKay Burbank CA 91505
Kevin Harrop

Fulton Henry Los Angeles CA

Sean Hackett Pasadena CA

Paul Kim Pasadena CA 91104
Jamison Ng

Carol Barrett

Chris Williams

Patrick Prescott

Brian Foote

Marc Greenfield

Benno Ludwig

Cathy Bruce

Bruse Terry

Mike Elman Burbank CA 91505
Roger Roddy CA 91505
Lisa Patrick Mudd

Steven Moss CA 91504
Karo Torossian

Bill Wright

Burbank Bob Hope Airport — Replacement Terminal EIR

B-9



APPENDIX

SIGN-IN SHEET FROM DECEMBER 10, 2015 AGENCY SCOPING WORKSHOP

B - SCOPING REPORT

FIRST
NAME LAST NAME | EMPLOYER TITLE CciITY STATE ZIP
Sr.
Mary Riley City of Assistant
Burbank Sr. Attorney | Burbank CA 91510
Sr.
City of Assistant
Joe McDougall Burbank Sr. Attorney | Burbank CA 91502
Southern
California
Director of
Jeff Sedlak Jacobs Aviation
Johnny Tester
Francisca Mok
Southern Regional
California Aviation
Association of | Planning Los
Ryan Hall Governments | Specialist Angeles CA 90017
City of
David Kriske Burbank

Source: RS&H, 2016.

Burbank Bob Hope Airport — Replacement Terminal EIR

June 2016
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APPENDIX B - SCOPING REPORT

ATTACHMENT B: WRITTEN SCOPING COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO WRITTEN
SCOPING COMMENTS

Burbank Bob Hope Airport — Replacement Terminal EIR B-11
June 2016
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Ferguson2

Public Scoping Comment
Ferguson School Board Meeting, 11/19/15

“And really because | know we do not want to wade into this pool, but I think we do need to be aware
because there are regional situations, or regional decisions that are being made that certainly will have
an impact and | think that we need to be mindful of this. | know on Tuesday night, the Burbank City
Council adopted a loose framework discussing the relocation of the terminal at the Bob Hope Airport. As
they are moving forward there are some items in there, not to say that | support or oppose this as a
board member, but this is something for us to be mindful of. The current terminal is 165,000 square
feet. The terminal is looking to be relocated and additional square footage is being granted, although
gates for now are not being extended.|The current terminal is 165,000 square feet, under the loose

framework the new terminal could be as large as 355,000 square feet. So whether or not that means
anything beyond the fact that it will have a greater capacity to hold human beings, which means
ultimately between that and the sale of the B6 property, we are going to have a lot more traffic along
Hollywood Way. With four different school sites along Hollywood Way and four different school sites
with school boundaries that have students crossing that street, we, | believe, need to as a board we
need to have that conversation with the Council about upcoming traffic mitigation measures to look out
for the best interest of our kids as they are crossing the street. Whether that be a long term discussion
about grade separated crossings, or whatever that might be, that is a conversation we are going to need

| to have] Between those two possible developments and now I've also learned the Metropolitan

Transportation Authority is talking about the issuance of another measure Art Bond, which would bring
light rail services and other light rail projects like that into the Burbank region, plus high-speed rail. We
are a developing community, there is no doubt about that, but we do need to make sure we are looking

at the safety component of that and just wanted to bring that to the board’s attention and sk staff that
we remain a part of that conversation as things move forward.”

- Mr. Ferguson
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GITY OF B URBANEK

%

G-

&

OFF1CE OF THE Grry GouNcirl

January 27, 2016

Mark Hardyment

Director, Government and Environmental Affairs
Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority
2627 North Hollywood Way

Burbank, CA 91505

RE: CITY OF BURBANK COMMENTS ON NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF DRAFT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR A PROPOSED 14 GATE REPLACEMENT
TERMINAL AT THE BURBANK BOB HOPE AIRPORT AUTHORITY.

Dear Mr. Hardyment:

The City of Burbank has reviewed the Notice of Preparation for the Proposed
Replacement Terminal at the Burbank Bob Hope Airport. The following is a list of the

City's comments on the scope of the environmental analysis.

Project Description

1. The project description should be sufficiently detailed to provide the specific
amount of floor area that would be allotted to each proposed use, including any
retail or restaurant space.

2. Provide a specific definition for an “Airport Terminal gate”

3. All maps should be consistent and should show not only the terminal but the
cargo facility, General Aviation (GA) facilities (if relocated), Authority offices, what
buildings will be demolished, and what parking lots will be closed.

4. Provide a full and detailed description of the proposed changes to the JPA as
described on pages 9 and11 needs to be provided in the form of a new draft
document. The “Conceptual Term Sheet" is insufficiently detailed or specific for
this purpose.

275 E. Olive Avenwe P.0. Box 6439 Burbank, California 91510-6459 - (818) 238-575f - FAX (818) 238

5757

& priiad o recycied paper



barrowj
Text Box

barrowj
Text Box

barrowj
Text Box

barrowj
Text Box


City5

City6

City7

City8

City9

City10

Cityl1

City as Responsible Agency

5. The Authority should identify City as a responsible agency for all three options
given the fact that Authority is proposing Parcel C-1 for the relocation of air cargo
airlines (FedEx and UPS) in the “Southwest Quadrant Same-Size Terminal
Option.” City asserts that Parcel C-1 is subject to Public Utilities Code Section
21661.6.

Traffic and Transportation

6. The Authority should identify possible Authority administrative office locations in
the smaller southwest quadrant terminal option and should identify and include
trips between possible off-site administrative options and the main terminal as
part of the traffic analysis.

7. The Authority should clarify the location of general aviation and freight facilities
(Fedex, UPS) under all terminal alternatives including square footage, and
include adequate assumptions for ground traffic shifts to these locations.

8. The City is requesting the traffic study include additional study intersections
along Hollywood Way, Empire Avenue, and at ramp intersections with Interstate
5 and Hollywood Way, Buena Vista Street, and Empire Avenue.

8. The City requests the Authority account for the future Empire Interchange and
improvements currently being made to Interstate 5 in the analysis of traffic shifts
caused by relocated terminal options.

10.The intersection Level of Service (LOS) methodology used in the traffic study
should be the same methodology used for other development projects in the City
to ensure consistency with prior studies.

11.The Authority should utilize either 1) the City's travel demand model or 2) the
airport passenger survey data collected as part of the LinkBurbank study to help
distribute and assign vehicle trips on roadways around the airport. Either the
model or survey data includes information on airport passenger trip origins that
will help accurately estimate the roadways airport travelers will use to access the
airport.
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Cityl2

City13

Cityl4

Cityl5

Cityl6

Cityl7

Cityl8

12.The Authority should clarify the expected year of project opening for each
terminal alternative, and should include traffic from cumulative projects, ambient
growth, and a share of traffic growth attributable to expected increases in air
traffic between the current year and the opening of the new terminal.

13. The Authority should update previous peak hour trip generation rates established
for the airport (usually expressed as number of peak-hour trips generated per
million annual passengers) to establish trip generation for the airport. This
generation rate is needed to estimate future traffic caused by increases in air
travel expected between today and the future terminal completion.

14. The traffic study should include reasonable assumptions for new development on
the former B-6 site that was recently sold for private development and include
traffic from this development as a cumulative project.

15.The traffic study should ascertain any trip reduction benefit achieved by
improving direct connectivity between a terminal buiit on the northwest quadrant
and a future private development on the B-6 property.

16.1f a new airport access point for a terminal at the northeast quadrant is proposed
to connect to Cohasset Street, then the traffic study should study the intersection
of Cohassett / San Fernando and should study the ability for Cohasset (a local
street) to carry future airport terminal traffic as well as potential impacts on
Lockheed Drive.

17. The terminal alternatives located on the southwest quadrant assume a very
circuitous roadway system to carry terminal traffic between Hollywood Way /
Empire Avenue and the relocated terminal. These alternatives should include
more reasonable direct connections between these streets and the proposed
terminal.

18.The terminal alternatives located on the southwest quadrant are within close
proximity to the existing rail grade crossing at Clybourn Avenue / Empire Avenue
/ Vanowen Street. The traffic study should include an analysis of how future
traffic shifts may be directed over this grade crossing, and should consider
impacts to a contemplated grade separation of this crossing.
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City19

City20

City21

City22

City23

City24

City25

City26

City27

City28

City29

19.The traffic study should identify impacts to transit connectivity between the
Airport RITC and all terminal aiternative locations. It should also identify possible
increased vehicle trips by airport rental car shuttie vehicles between all terminal
alternatives and the Consolidated Rental Car facility at the RITC. Currently all
trips between the terminal and the RITC are contained within the internal airport
roadway system.

20. List specific roadways and specific intersections to be studied to ensure sufficient
capacity for the anticipated uses.

21.A study of the internal vehicle circulation system to insure minimal impact of the
adjacent and surrounding roadway systems.

22.A detailed site plan needs to be provided for each alternative so that a licensed
traffic engineer can determine the adequacy of the proposed internal circulation.

23.The Transportation and Traffic study identified on page 13 of the NOP needs to
incorporate a list of intersections that could be impacted by the proposed project
that the City Traffic Engineer will provide.

24.EIR should discuss impact of parking required to support HSR exclusive of
airport parking.

25.In looking at future traffic generated by additional passengers, the airport should
consider the increase in passenger seats as planes have added seats to their
existing 737's or others in their fleets.

26. If increased passenger activity is projected to be induced by the new terminal or
merely to occur independently of the new terminal, the EIR should discuss the
amount of increased passenger traffic under each scenario.

27. The SW quadrant seemed to propose the circuitous route to the terminal that
goes behind the take-off runway the airport should study added risks to the
public. This circulation study must address emergency vehicle access.

[ 28.What will the path of travel be from the terminal property to the RITC? The airport

should study an above grade route (ie. down Hollywood Way) as well as a tunnel
underneath the landing runway.

29. Traffic study should account for traffic patterns assuming a road is constructed
through the Trust Property connecting to an Airport loop road on the Adjacent
Property/terminal site.
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City30

City31

City32

City33

City34

Land Use

30.Parking needs to be added to the list of potential impacts that need to be

analyzed on pages 12 and 13 of the NOP. The parking study will need to be
prepared by a licensed parking consultant to determine the number of parking
spaces that will be required for the proposed replacement terminal. If the project
description does not preclude the future re-development of the existing terminal
site then the potential parking demands for such redevelopment also needs to be
included. The parking study needs to address the number of on-gite parking
spaces required for:

Airline passengers (short term and long term)

Airport employees

Non-Airport employees working at the Airport

TSA employees,

All tenant floor area in the replacement terminal allocated to commercial
retail sales and services, and any other concessions.

Public buses

Shuttle buses

o The future re-use of the existing terminal site allowed by the current
zoning.

0O 00OO00D0

00

31.0n page 3 of the NOP under Replacement Terminal there is mention of

development on the second floor of the 355,000 square foot Operational Sized
Option that would include “space for tenants”, the TSA, airport management staff,
and concessions. The total floor space on the second floor that is to be allocated
to these uses needs to be identified, so that the parking demand for each of
these uses can be accurately incorporated into a parking study to confirm the
total number of parking spaces required for the proposed project, and the
adequacy of the proposed 6,637 passenger parking spaces identified on page 9.

32.A detailed study of the parking required for each of the proposed uses. If credit

is proposed for off-site parking then a detailed shuttle service plan should be
submitted.

33. The development potential of the existing terminal site and all other areas where

existing facilities are to be demolished as described on the top of page 9 allowed
under the current zoning needs to be identified so that parking demand for the
most intense uses can be identified and incorporated into a parking study to
determine the actual number of additional parking spaces that would need to be
provided.

34.A study of the airline passenger potential for the three replacement terminal

proposals needs to be prepared so that the parking requirements for worse
case situation can be identified and incorporated into a parking study.
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City36

City37

City38

City39

City40

City41

City42

City43

35.Include an analysis of whether non-Authority parking is anticipated to be
developed as a result of the ceiling on the number of Authority-controlled parking
spaces

Noise

36.Clarify the noise rules that are in effect at the Airport including the voluntary
curfew when establishing the baseline.

37.The Noise Study should be updated to insure any changes to number of take-offs
and landings, or the patterns of take-offs and landing are acknowledged, and the
impact of any changes on surrounding uses are identified and mitigation
measures proposed.

38.EIR should assess construction impacts for all three options: length of time,
phases, haul routes, soil remediation etc., and develop a detailed plan to manage

the traffic, noise dust along Hollywood Way and in the neighborhoods.

39.Clearly present and describe which Noise Exposure Map(s) (NEM[s]) and Noise
Compatibility Program(s) (NCP[s]) have been FAA approved, FAA grant funded
and are currently being utilized by the Airport Authority for implementation of the
Airport Residential Acoustical Treatment Program (ARATP) and when were they
last approved by the FAA.

40.Clearly identify which areas of Airport surrounding cities are currently identified
as being incompatible land uses being impacted by noise levels exceeding 65
decibels CNEL.

Utilities

41.A study of the sanitary sewer system directly adjacent to the project site to insure
there is sufficient capacity at the site, and down-stream to handle the anticipated
outflow from the project site based on the floor area assigned to each of the
proposed uses.

42. A study of the municipal water system adjacent to the project site to insure there
is sufficient water available for the proposed uses.

43.A complete analysis of water consumption is needed to determine what impacts
any new terminal will have on future projected water supplies.
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Cumulative Projects

City45

45.The airport needs to account for any and all HSR locations on the Trust Property
or nearby properties whether above or below ground. It is a very complex linkage
and would benefit from forward thinking through the CEQA process.

Alternatives

City46

City47

46.The EIR should study a reasonable range alternatives to the three project
options, including the following:

o No Project — no change in existing condition

o Adjacent Property Same-Size Terminal (232,000 SF), all operations
onsite, no movement of GA, FEDEX or UPS

o Adjacent Property Same-Size Terminal (232,000 SF) with admin offices in
specified offsite locations, no movement of GA, FEDEX or UPS

o Southwest Quadrant Same-Size with all operations onsite (as in existing
condition), full description of where GA, FedEx and UPS are to be
relocated

o Southwest Quadrant Sane-Size but all GA, FedEx and UPS are no longer
part of the Airport.

47 . The alternatives to the three project options should also incorporate an analysis
of alternative configurations to the existing general aviation development,
including:

o Existing GA, FedEx and UPS configuration.
o Moving all GA, FEDEX and UPS operations to Adjacent Property.
o Splitting GA, FedEx and UPS between the Adjacent Property and C-1

The City thanks the Authority in advance for consideration of these scoping comments.

If there are any questions related to the comments in this letter please contact Senior
Planner, Brian Foote at bfoote@burbankca.gov or (818) 238-5250.

Sincerely,

oo D (BT

Bob Frutos, Mayor ﬂ/ss Talamantes, Vice Mayor
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Emily Gab -Luddy, Council Member . avid Gordon, Council Member

WillRo e , Council Mem er

Encl: List of Study Intersections



TRAFFIC STUDY INTERSECTIONS

No. North/South Street East/West Street

1. Sunland Boulevard San Fernando Road

2, Arvilla Avenue San Fernando Road

3 Lockheed Drive San Fernando Road

4, San Fernando Boulevard Cohasset Street

5. Vineland Avenue Sherman Way

6. Clybourne Avenue Sherman Way

7. Hollywood Way Tulare Avenue

8. Hoilywood Way Winona Avenue

City48 9. Hollywood Way Thornton Avenue

10. Clybourne Avenue Empire Avenue

1. Clybourne Avenue Vanowen Street

12. Airport Empire Avenue

13. Hollywood Way I-5 Northbound Ramps
14. Hollywood Way I-5 Southbound Ramps
15. Ontario Street Winona Avenue

18. San Fernando Boulevard / Naomi Street Winona Avenue

17. I-5 Southbound Ramps San Fernando Boulevard
18. Buena Vista Street I-5 Northbound Ramps
19. Buena Vista Street Winona Avenue

20. Buena Vista Street San Fernando Boulevard
21. Hollywood Way (including ramp to Empire) Airport / Avon Avenue
22, Avon Avenue Empire Avenue

23. Hollywood Way Victory Boulevard

24, Hollywood Way Burbank Boulevard

25, Hollywood Way Magnolia Boulevard

28, Hollywood Way Southbound Ramps San Fernando Boulevard
27, Hollywood Way Northbound Ramps San Fernando Boulevard
28, Hollywood Way San Fernando Boulevard Ramps
289, Ontario Street Thornton Avenue

30. Ontario Street Empire Avenue

31. Buena Vista Street Empire Avenue

32, I-5 Southbound Ramps Empire Avenue

I
w

I-5 Northbound Ramps

Empire Avenue



BarrowJ
Polygonal Line

BarrowJ
Text Box
City48


BuRBAnK 808 HOPEARPORT - REPLACE

REPLACEMENT TERMINAL
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT B u H
REPORT (EIR)

Comment Sheet

e Jofro Moo /
Organization {ifany): gdu AMC A’KJ—S F_OZ— ,AZC// é,ﬁ DE/C fﬁ/ Kl/mka’\
raes [0S JNVERNESS DAUVE— T LA (AAADA, [ Gy

Phone Number: Email Address:

225 270 Y0 57 d’j ph e mAazu @ jﬂﬁa s Cann

Comments:__ OOTH A raéncA b CCGrt\sis prve
WVES RO TWE (FERACAIACG DTS gr GTRER
;/ N Ay é\/W'j' /Mnca__ 64413(/%7’)%[ Ls{’fCTZ//&E’jiER.->
Lugpas pas pove, | m Jeen] 08%9ws Trm
B e 0 THe. OV fets pp priomaT
Nhwsie CAIED S Ore. SHovly AE  AeVTel
TO  Sulh A FACGCTY FAl THE COrry.
[heo (v Tws  sOEcine mep sndy 7
ClPoTwWiTY  LE nTiATen D
/ v & Mazurl
e You /

o



barrowj
Polygon


Co

BuRBANK 808 H0PE ARPORT - REPLACE

REPLACEMENT TERMINAL B u H

ENVIRCNMENTAL MPACT
REPORT (E)
RMINAL

mment Sheet

Name: |\
/\V\A r{ -

C’;‘raem—

e |

Organization (if any): I ﬁ L (/\

L\('J('Ct \I

Address:

Hoo Chasdiw prdh

QC\A/\ l‘erna m@/o

\Dr

Phone Number: Email Address:
8lg3L1777y  [preenbiddebenilion

Comments: W e\ )@l/LﬁQ \' léé’ ':L’O S ee c\»-\\PL A ’

PPHJCL/L L\a.lﬁnf AG r-L@W\eVl"" 2 A ‘L’LL:.‘S'

-p./\ﬂ.vjér;'l‘ . PLA S

Fc\_n snelude | lOch

I
j\xr'e

DV‘L’)\/‘\\\Q"\S No

<~Lmkfz\ Or {Dci~

OL)-I—Q.

\r\CJ‘Fc\SUﬂ

a.oer—)—uml.l)a_s ()-m— lqu

S \A ron\ S-(—u Aa\;)—_x 'J‘O -L/*Km S LJS1on 7Ln
O~ %’(‘0\,“——6’ Q\DW'”DU@/ C\{ﬂf/) f‘f/r\Jﬂ‘n e Sl\
1“0 O4a_ pos W\ : PL C c\,ma\,.so\ ./\r,[un(e IV\C—/‘CA,IT
S —ﬁ} f«./\c..,c\c‘o &\D\\K)A CLA Lgl«y -.S.L.
Cen reéer Da—HA QJ Sor }(()bu “yNLEME A

U A.e,r

Ftﬁ /€ Sov\ 4—-00'

FQ‘O hn

(\an‘CJ@V\‘:]S

i

+he

/‘-e(

,\QS.

Greentieldl



barrowj
Rectangle





Edward W. Burns, Esq.
Michael J. Alti, Esq. COMMUNITY LEGAL ADVISORS INC.

Marc W. Thomas, Esq. ASSOCIATION LAW FROM A MANAGER'S PERSPECTIVE

www.attorneyforhoa.com
Please Respond To: Oceanside Office

ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGED, NOT FOR DISSEMINATION TO THE GENERAL MEMBERSHIP

' January 28, 2016

Via Email to: Mbardyment@bur.org

Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority
c/o Mark Hardyment, Director

Government & Environmental Affairs

2627 North Hollywood Way

Burbank, CA 91505

Re: Burbank Airport Commerce Center Owners Association
Comments on NOP for the Burbank Airport Terminal Replacement Project
File No. 4324

Dear Mr. Hardyment:

Community Legal Advisors Inc. represents the Burbank Airport Commerce Center Owners
Association (the "Association”). We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the Notice of
Preparation (NOP”) of an Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”) for the Bob Hope Airport
Replacement Terminal Project (“Project’). To the extent possible based on the limited
information contained in the NOP, our concerns about the Project and the scope of the EIR are
discussed below.

Description of the Association. The Association is a commercial common interest development
comprising property located immediately northeast of Burbank Airport, just east of the existing
runway, west of the intersection of Lockheed Drive and Cohasset Drive, and south of San
Fernando Road. The Association consists of 20 small and large businesses that contribute
significantly to the local economy as well as to economy of California. The Association and
these businesses have been located in this part of Burbank for over a decade, and play a vital
role in the economy.

Description of the Project. According to the NOP, the Authority is considering three different
development options for the Project, including the Authority’s preferred option: a 355,000
square-foot replacement terminal constructed on the “B-6 Adjacent Property.” The B-6 Adjacent
Property is a 49.2 acre portion of the former Lockheed B-6 plant located in the northeast
quadrant of the Airport. Based on our review of the Airport Location Map contained at Figure 2
of the NOP, it appears that the B-6 Adjacent Property is located immediately south of the
Association.

The NOP also describes numerous other improvements that would be located very near the
Association including (1) parking structures rising between 5 and 7 levels, (2) a terminal access
road, (3) a central utility plant, (4) a replacement airline cargo building, and (5) a proposed

extension of Cohasset Street. \ As noted above, the Association is located west of the
Assoicationl \ intersection of Lockheed Drive and Cohasset Street. Thus, the extension of Cohasset Street, in

6 Orchard, Suite 200 509 N. Coast Highway 11 Camino Del Rio N., Suite 400
Lake Forest, California 92630 Oceanside, California 92054 San Diego, California 92108
1949.379.6888 f 949.916.3805 t760.529.5211 f760.453.2194 1 619.327.9026 f760.453.2194
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addition to the other proposed structures, will clearly impact the Association and its member
businesses.

Association2

Failure to Describe Probable Environmental Effects. Section 15082(a) of the State CEQA
Guidelines requires that the NOP provide “sufficient information describing the project and the
potential environmental effects to _enable the responsible agencies to _make a meaningful
response. At a minimum, the information shall include: ... probable environmental effects of the
project.” (emphasis added).

While the cover page to your NOP states that “The .. probable environmental effects are
described in the attached materials,” the NOP does not contain any meaningful description of
any probable environmental effects. Rather, the section of the NOP entitled “Propbable
Environmental Effects” states that “there is at least the potential for impacts under the various
environmental topics outlined in CEQA Guidelines Appendix G.” The NOP merely recites the list
of environmental topics outlined in Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines. This section contains
no detail, description, or information about probable lmpacts for which we can provide any
meaningful response.

Association3

Association4

Regardless, the Association remains concerned about numerous potential or probable impacts
from the Project. The EIR must fully address and evaluate impacts from the Project on the
Association (and other properties) including, without limitation:

e Traffic (including construction traffic as well as traffic resulting from the proposed
extension of Cohasset Street and the operation of the new terminal and new structures):

e Noise (both from construction and from the occupancy and use of the replacement
terminal and other strictures):

Association5| e _Short-term and long-term air quality impacts: |
Association6 | e  The presence of hazardous materials as well as airport operation hazards: |

Association?

e Land use (including whether the Authority seeks to acquire any property contained within
the Association or will otherwise disturb or divide the property in the Association): and

Association8| ® Aesthetics. |

Association9

Scoping Meeting. Section 15082(c)(1) of the CEQA Guidelines requires that the lead agency
conduct at least one scoping meeting for projects of statewide, regional or area wide
significance. Clearly, the replacement of the Burbank Airport terminal is of significance to much
of the Greater Los Angeles area. However, there is no information in the NOP whether such a
scoping meeting has been held or will be held in the near future.

Conclusion. Since the Authority has not described the probable environmental effects of the
Project as required under CEQA, it is impossible for us to respond in any greater detail at this
time. However, the Authority’s EIR will need to evaluate any of the Project’s potential and
probable impacts on the Association as noted above. To the extent that the Project (including
the Authority’s preferred B-6 Adjacent Property option) impacts the Association, the Association
reserves the right to object to any such environmental impacts once such impacts become a bit
clearer.
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Written Comments Received at November 19, 2015 Public Workshop Computer Station

First_Name Last_Name Computer# Commenter# Comment

Steve Miller 6 Millerl "Prefered" scheme is the only scheme that appears reasonable from schedule and cost standpoint. Other than shuttles to/from RTIC, | don't
see reason for concern over additional street traffic. Unfortunate that RTIC is so far away from either main terminal scheme. From a
passenger perspective, would have prefered "jetways" at planes as embarcation during inclement weather is unsafe with stairs. If stairs
must be utilized, can you cover them? BND Please don't listen to public comments that are unreasonable and unfounded (they probably
are generated from people who don't fly in/out of Burbank anyway).

Miller2 When designing the terminal, please consider guest comfort in waiting areas, as seating is scarce even in the most updated airports when
planes are delayed.

Roy Wiegand 6 Wiegand1 Curious about LEED certifications of the new terminal. Platinum. Soalr panels on there way to the rental car building. Grey water systems.
Bicycle lockers out of weather.

Elsa Hurtado 6 Hurtadol who will be paying for the construction?

Hurtado2 will this increase flight volumes?
Hurtado3 will curfew chgnge?
Hurtado4 where do the curfew fines go?

Sharon Springer 6 Springerl presentation to sustainable burbank commission. get them involved. Mobility and urban design committee.

Springer2 Net zero traffic impact. people dont want anymore traffic. no parking structure. thing of the past. ran for city council. impact net zero would
mean. it means you dont drive anymore.

Debra Delmar 6 Delmarl make the teal area two stories so we can have a jetway. get rid of the ramp from the plane to have a jetway to the terminal. modernize for
weather.

Cindy Bloom 6 Bloom1 Map of all flight paths, not just airline specific. ex. flights from burabk fly over our area.

Bloom2 concerned with airplanes dumping fuel. impact on the region not just burbank

Dave DePinto 6 Depintol | like the airport terminal project for safety reasons and to modernize the facility. Burbank is my first choice to fly in and out of.Blive in a
neighboring community and one of my primary concerns are if there will be any changes in flight patterns, noise and visibility due to the
change or over time.

Depinto2 My other primary concern relates to high speed rail. Right now there are several proposals for high speed rail to go from Burbank to

Palmdale. Two are primarily tunneled. Two have very damaging above ground features. One of the tunneled and one of the above ground
routes go either under or literally through the communities of Shadow Hills and Lake View Terrace.

First, | think the City must be very clear to the public that the addition of high speed rail to the airport complex constitutes an expansion of
the airport property and use in that about 10,000 more people would use high speed rail per day at full buildout, thus, adding a large
amount of vehicular traffic to Burbank surface streets, nearby freeways and nearby communities and connector roads like Sunland
Boulevard which bisects our community of Shadow Hills.

In addition, | think the City of Burbank has a responsibility to be very familiar with the proposed high speed routes so that neither of the
above ground routes are selected, and that only routes that are tunneled near populated areas or highly sensitive areas. To that end, as the
president of the Shadow Hills Property Owners Association, | want to invite the appropriate Authority staff and consultants to take a site tour
with me and my colleagues to see the different routes that might terminate at the airport. We think it's important for you to see the
potential impacts the different routes would take. We feel this is relevant to the airport terminal EIR as it represents a significant future
neighboring use and that traffic impacts, noise impacts, etc. during both construction operations should be considered. We'd encourage the
study of the preferred alternatives to take into account what the best high speed rail station alternative would be for both Burbank and
neighboring communities. Please contact me and/or I'll reach out to the Authority to assist. Thanks for the informative meeting tonight and
good luck.
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TT1

Barrow, Julie

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Name TT

Address |_;__;h

(optional) Burbank, Ca 91504
United States

Comments

Wufoo <no-reply@wufoo.com>

Monday, December 07, 2015 2:55 PM

Gale, Joseph )

<b>Bob Hope Airport Replacement Terminal</b> [#10]

Hi all- I don't understand everything that is going on here and change is good- can't get around Federal Regs....That

mind set is just ridiculous....That said - our family are long time original residents of this town and if your going to

make changes it should not just bring in revenue- it should benefit the very LOCAL residence....| travel once a year-

and have to go to LAX every single time because leaving from the airport down the street is always 100 to 150 more -

How about a discount on our air fare for anyone that lives within 5 miles of the airport?|Something to benefit the local

community that has to deal with the polution, noise and constant construction in preparation for these changes....My

husband born here(50) and his dad (70) plus.....Maybe a little loyalty for all those years of paying taxes etc.....Just my 2

cents....... might make a few people maybe just a little more tolerant
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Barrow, Julie

From: Wufoo <no-reply@wufoo.com>

Sent: Monday, December 07, 2015 5:19 PM

To: Gale, Joseph

Subject: <b>Bob Hope Airport Replacement Terminal</b> [#11]
Address IE]

(optional) Burbank, Ca 91505

United States

Comments

You won't hear anything new from me. We live under the flight path, and we're part of the Nise abatement program last
summer. It's disappointing that we still hear the planes, but it's better. The kproblem, of course, is that we enjoy
spending time outside. Just like the kids at recess at any of the schools also in the footprint of the airport. We like to
take walks. We like to barbecue in the summer months. Our patio furniture is pitted with black spots from jet fuel. We
have afamily member who is a pilot, and explained to us about the dispersal of fuel during takeoff. He told us that was

responsible for the spots on the furniture, which is disturbing.

Sure, we knew we were in the flight path when we bought our home 28 years ago. We also made peace with the realities

of living under the flight path, and the number of private planes and commercial jets that now fly out of Burbank.

If that enormous parking structure was built in anticipation of increased passenger numbers, because of an already

planned expansion, we are prepared to fight.

AnonymousAl
Our streets are already congested. Many school kids cross Hollywood Way at Jeffries several times a day. They play on

the playground and breathe the pollution. It's bad enough. It's serious.

Please consider the health of the residents that will be impacted by even one additional flight at our airport. ihe people

cheering for a larger terminal aren't the people who live in our neighborhoods, North Hollywood, Toluca Lake andAnonymousA2

Studio City. Please don't let greed color your votes. You want to modernize? Fine.l Add a better baggage claim and WiFi \

to our existing terminal. Turn down the lights on that parking structure, too.‘The pitots all think it's a laughable

nightmare.
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DePinto7

airport property or operations.\We wish to know how high speed rail would enter the airport grounds and if a certain

depth of tunneling is required and what that depth is.\

DePinto8

4) I'd like to see the EIR give a clear description of the Superfund site. Exactly where is it related to the new terminal and
the proposed high speed rail stations. Second, to what depths at what locations on the site has soil heen removed or
remediated. When will soil samples be taken and when will the Airport Authority know if further remediation/soil work

is needed?

DePinto9

5) Nighboring communities such as Shadow Hill, Sun Valley, Lake View Terrace, Sunland-Tujunga and Kagel Canyon

want the Authority and the City of Burbank toknow that the proposed high speed rail route alternatives create

tremendous potential for damage to our communities from both construction and operations.|Two routes include above

) 8round elements - E2 and SR14.|We would appreciate both the Authority and the City opposing any of the above
DePintol

ground routes into Burbank first and foremost. Second we wish for your support that only tunneled routes be studied

that also do not damage or impact the National FOrest and National Monument.

DePintol1
THANK YOUJ PLEASE EMAIL ME A COPY OF THESE COMMENTS FOR MY FILES.|MY EMAIL IS 7DAVIDDEPINTO@CA.RR.COM
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| will also say that | do like the small town feel of the current airport. | hate flying out of LAX.. and anything that brings

the Burbank airport closer to LAX is a step backwards in my opinion.

I hope you can take my concerns into consideration and make the necessary changes.

Thank you.

Peter Berg
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Hawke9|l would like to see even more transparency in regards to this and future BB airport projects.

| do NOT like the super majority veto power of BB airport giving them free reign to do as they please, regardless of the

actions of any other group.

Hawkel0
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APPENDIX B - SCOPING REPORT

RESPONSES TO WRITTEN COMMENTS
Public Agency / Organizations

Fergusonl Response

The commenter is not correct in stating that the existing terminal is 165,000 square feet. The existing
terminal is 232,000 square feet. Section 3.17 (Transportation and Traffic) of the EIR will discuss any potential
changes in traffic patterns associated with the proposed project.

Ferguson2 Response
The comment regarding continued notification of the project is noted.

SCAQMD1 Response
A copy of the draft EIR will be mailed to the address indicated.

SCAQMD?2 Response
Electronic versions of air quality modeling and health risk assessment files will be provided.

SCAQMD3 Response
The CEQA Air Quality Handbook will be used for this EIR. Additionally, the CalEEMod model land use
emissions software will be used for this EIR.

SCAQMD4 Response
Section 3.4 (Air Quality) of the EIR will discuss potential air quality impacts from construction and
implementation of the proposed project, as well as indirect sources.

SCAQMDS5 Response
Section 3.4 (Air Quality) of the EIR will compare criteria pollutant emissions to recommended regional
significance thresholds.

SCAQMDG6 Response
A qualitative mobile source health risk assessment will be addressed in Section 3.4 (Air Quality) of the EIR.

SCAQMD7 Response
The comments regarding mitigation measures are noted and will be considered if significant air quality
impacts are identified.

SCAQMDS8 Response
The comment regarding data sources is noted.

Caltransl Response

Section 3.17 (Transportation and Traffic) of the EIR will discuss assumptions and methods used to develop
trip generation, trip distribution, choice of travel mode, and assignment of trips to Interstate 5 off-ramps in
the project area. The Highway Capacity Manual queuing analysis is being used as part of the traffic analysis.

Burbank Bob Hope Airport — Replacement Terminal EIR B-79
June 2016



APPENDIX B - SCOPING REPORT

Caltrans? Response
Section 3.17 (Transportation and Traffic) of the EIR will discuss project travel modeling assumptions, which
are consistent with regional and local modeling forecasts and travel data.

Caltrans3 Response
Section 3.17 (Transportation and Traffic) of the EIR will discuss trip generation rate assumptions.

Caltrans4 Response
Section 3.17 (Transportation and Traffic) of the EIR will discuss AM and PM peak-hour volumes for the
existing and future conditions for with the proposed project and without the proposed project.

Caltrans5 Response
Chapter 3.17 (Transportation and Traffic) of the EIR will discuss existing traffic volumes compared to possible
increases in traffic volumes as a result of the proposed project, as well as cumulative projects.

Caltrans6 Response
Chapter 3 (Existing Conditions and Environmental Impacts) will discuss mitigation measures.

Caltrans7 Response
The comment regarding potential mitigation measures is noted.

Cityl Response
Chapter 2 (Project Description) of the EIR will provide square footages for each terminal use.

City2 Response
Chapter 2 (Project Description) of the EIR will provide a definition of an “Airport Terminal gate.”

City3 Response
Maps will show all facilities either being relocated (to the extent it is known to where such relocation may

occur), demolished, or removed as part of the project.

City4 Response
Section 2.4.6 (Change in Governance under the Joint Powers Agreement) of the EIR will summarize the

proposed changes to the JPA. Appendix D of the EIR will present the proposed text of the JPA.

City5 Response
Section 2.5 (Intended Uses of the EIR and Agency Approvals) of the EIR will identify all discretionary actions

for each of the replacement terminal development options. However, the Authority does not agree that the
City should be a responsible agency for all three replacement terminal development options.

City6 Response
It is speculative to identify the exact location where Authority administrative offices might be relocated. To

the extent possible, potential Authority administrative office locations will be disclosed in Chapter 2 (Project
Description) of the EIR as part of the Southwest Quadrant Same-Size Terminal Option. To the extent feasible,
possible effects associated with each potential office location (e.g., air quality, traffic analysis) will be
addressed in Chapter 3 (Existing Conditions and Environmental Impacts) of the EIR.
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City7 Response
Chapter 2 (Project Description) of the EIR will disclose locations and size all of general aviation and air cargo

facilities.

City8 Response
Additional intersections along Hollywood Way and Empire Avenue were added to the traffic study as part

of the EIR. Northbound and southbound ramp intersections with Interstate 5 and Hollywood Way, the
northbound ramp intersection with Interstate 5 and Buena Vista Street, and northbound and southbound
ramp intersections with Interstate 5 Empire Avenue have been included in the traffic study as part of the
EIR.

City9 Response
The traffic analysis in Section 3.17 (Traffic and Transportation) of the EIR will account for the improvements

at the Interstate 5 / Empire Avenue interchange.

Cityl0 Response
The Level of Service (LOS) methodology used in the traffic study for the EIR will be consistent with the
methodology for other development projects in the City.

Cityll Response
The EIR will use the City's travel demand model to distribute and assign vehicle trips on roadways in the
Airport vicinity.

Cityl2 Response

The opening year will be the same for each alternative and will be 2025 and will be identified in Section 2.5
(Phasing Schedule for the Proposed Project) of the EIR. Section 3.17 (Transportation and Traffic) of the EIR
will address any potential volume increases in traffic associated with other projects (i.e., cumulative projects)
or projected increases in operations and enplanements.

Cityl3 Response
Trip generation for average day peak month and peak hour, for both existing conditions and for each
replacement terminal option, will be analyzed in Section 3.17 (Traffic and Transportation) of the EIR.

Cityl4 Response

Section 3.17 (Traffic and Transportation) of the EIR will disclose reasonable assumptions regarding traffic
patterns/volumes for the private development occurring on the Trust Property. However, this analysis will
be subject to limitations because a development application has not been submitted.

Cityl5 Response

The traffic analysis in Section 3.17 (Traffic and Transportation) of the EIR will discuss any trip reduction that
could occur for the Adjacent Property Full-Size Terminal Option as a result of development proposed to
occur on the Trust Property.

Cityl6 Response

The traffic study will analyze the intersection of Cohasset Street and San Fernando Road. Section 3.17 (Traffic
and Transportation) of the EIR will define level of service at this intersection and surrounding intersections
as part of the Adjacent Property Full-Size Terminal Option.
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Cityl7 Response

The Southwest Quadrant Full-Size Terminal Option will analyze the inclusion of a stoplight on Empire
Avenue that would provide direct access into the terminal access roadway as part of the discretionary
approvals.

Cityl8 Response

Neither the Southwest Quadrant Full-Size Terminal Option nor the Southwest Quadrant Same-Size Terminal
Option would result in any physical changes that would affect the existing rail crossing at Clybourn Avenue /
Empire Avenue / Vanowen Street. Any grade separation of this rail crossing would be independent of the
development of either terminal option for the southwest quadrant.

Cityl9 Response
Section 3.17 (Traffic and Transportation) of the EIR will identify all potential traffic effects associated with
possible increased vehicle trips from the RITC to each terminal option location.

City20 Response
Section 3.17 (Traffic and Transportation) of the EIR will identify the specific intersections studied as part of
the traffic analysis.

City21 Response
Section 3.17 (Traffic and Transportation) of the EIR will discuss whether any issues are associated with the
internal circulation system for each of the three terminal options.

City22 Response

The traffic analysis in Section 3.17 (Traffic and Transportation) of the EIR will be completed by a licensed
engineer specializing in traffic analysis. The site plans for each terminal option will be developed to the
extent that an analysis can be conducted regarding any internal circulation issues.

City23 Response
Section 3.17 (Traffic and Transportation) of the EIR will identify the specific intersections studied as part of
the traffic analysis.

City24 Response

The details surrounding high speed rail (HSR) stations and parking at HSR stations are considered to be
speculative given that the HSR Authority has determined to concentrate on the development of the
Bakersfield to San Francisco section first. In addition, any parking requirements of HSR must be addressed
by HSR as part of the environmental documentation prepared for that project.

City25 Response
Section 3.1.1 of the EIR will discuss the forecasted operations that are expected to occur at the Airport. A
detailed discussion of aircraft types will be included in a separate appendix of the EIR.

City26 Response
Section 3.1.1 of the EIR will discuss any potential change in the number of airline passengers based on the
forecast.

City27 Response
Any changes to access for emergency vehicles will be addressed in Section 3.15 (Public Services) of the EIR.
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City28 Response

A separate appendix will be developed that identifies the changes in traffic patterns that would occur as a
result of each terminal option. These changes will be reflected in the traffic analysis contained in Section
3.17 (Traffic and Transportation) of the EIR. A vehicular tunnel underneath Runway 8-26 or Runway 15-33 is
not included because the cost of such an improvement is prohibitively expensive.

City29 Response
Section 3.17 (Traffic and Transportation) of the EIR will examine the possibility of a road through the Trust
Property connecting to the terminal access road for the Adjacent Property Full-Size Terminal Option.

City30 Response

The number of public parking spaces for each terminal option will not exceed the number of existing parking
spaces at the Airport. Section 3.17 (Traffic and Transportation) of the EIR will examine the location and
number of parking spaces for each terminal option, as well as any potential impacts.

City31 Response

Section 3.17 (Traffic and Transportation) of the EIR will examine public parking and employee parking at the
Airport. In addition, Chapter 2 (Project Description) provides an overview of the space allocated to various
uses within each of the three terminal development options.

City32 Response
Section 3.17 (Traffic and Transportation) of the EIR will examine public parking and employee parking at the
Airport. All required parking will be provided on-site for on-site activities.

City33 Response

The existing passenger terminal is within the building restriction line at the Airport. Construction of
habitable buildings inside the building restriction line is not consistent with FAA design guidelines. The
planned development at this location is the extension of Taxiways A and C. These are airfield uses and would
have no demand for vehicular parking.

City34 Response
Appendix E (Forecasts) of the EIR will examine an average day peak month and peak hour for purposes of
potential impacts to airport infrastructure and resources (e.g., parking, traffic, air quality).

City35 Response

The Authority is not aware of any plans for new off-Airport parking by any entity for the purpose of
providing public airline passenger or Airport employee parking. Therefore, no analysis of the development
of off-Airport parking will be included in the EIR. If future additional on-Airport parking is required, the
supermajority protections proposed as part of the proposed project would be triggered before such
additional parking could be constructed.

City36 Response
Section 3.13 (Noise) of the EIR will address existing noise conditions at the Airport including noise rules.
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City37 Response

Section 3.13 (Noise) of the EIR will address any potential changes to and effects of the number of take-offs
and landings and any potential effects of those changes in take-offs and landings. Arrival and departure
patterns at the Airport will also be considered. Changes associated with aircraft noise on the surrounding
population and land uses will be disclosed in Section 3.13 (Noise) of the EIR.

City38 Response
Chapter 3 of the EIR will address potential construction-related impacts for all three terminal development
options.

City39 Response
Section 3.13 (Noise) of the EIR will identify any FAA-approved Noise Exposure Maps and Noise Compatibility
Programs.

City40 Response
Section 3.13 (Noise) of the EIR will discuss any potential changes in noise effects to the surrounding
population and land uses.

City41 Response
Section 3.18 (Utilities and Service Systems) of the EIR will address the capacity of the sanitary sewer system
and potential increases in sanitary sewer as a result of the project.

City42 Response
Section 3.18 (Utilities and Service Systems) of the EIR will address existing water supply and any potential
changes in water demand as a result of the project.

City43 Response
Section 3.18 (Utilities and Service Systems) of the EIR will address potential future changes in water
consumption as a result of the project.

City44 Response
It is acknowledged that the comment letter from the City of Burbank did not include a comment numbered
as comment 44.

City45 Response

HSR will be acknowledged in the EIR. However, details of the HSR project are unknown at this time and are
considered to be speculative given that the HSR Authority has made a decision to concentrate on the
development of the Bakersfield to San Francisco section first.

City46 Response
Chapter 4 (Alternatives) of the EIR will discuss all alternatives considered.

City47 Response
Chapter 4 (Alternatives) of the EIR will discuss any alternative locations for general aviation and airline air
cargo.
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City48 Response
The intersections identified by the City of Burbank will be included in Section 3.17 (Traffic and
Transportation) of the EIR.

Community / Special Interest Groups

Mazurl Response

The comment regarding the need for a performing arts center in Burbank is noted. However, the
development of the Trust Property is not part of the proposed project and this comment is outside the
scope of the EIR. Any development proposed for the Trust Property will be the subject of a separate EIR by
the City of Burbank.

Greenfield1l Response
The comment regarding a Project Labor Agreement is noted. However, this comment is outside the scope
of the EIR.

Associationl Response

Section 3.17 (Transportation and Traffic) of the EIR will address the potential impacts associated with the
extension of Cohasset Street.

Association2 Response

Chapter 3 (Existing Conditions and Environmental Impacts) of the EIR will discuss in detail all of the potential
environmental impacts associated with the proposed project.

Association3 Response
Section 3.17 (Transportation and Traffic) of the EIR will address the extension of Cohasset Street and
potential impacts to the surrounding community.

Association4 Response
Section 3.13 (Noise) of the EIR will address potential noise impacts associated with construction of and
operation of the proposed project.

Association5 Response
Section 3.4 (Air Quality) of the EIR will discuss potential air quality impacts associated with the proposed
project.

Associationb Response
Section 3.9 (Hazards and Hazardous Materials) of the EIR will discuss potential hazardous materials impacts
associated with the proposed project.

Association7 Response
Section 3.11 (Land Use and Planning) of the EIR will discuss potential land use planning conflicts associated
with the proposed project.

Association8 Response
Section 3.2 (Aesthetics) of the EIR will discuss any potential impacts to the aesthetics of the area associated
with the proposed project.
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Association9 Response
A public scoping meeting was held on December 10, 2015. A public comment meeting will be held after
the publication of the Draft EIR, which is anticipated to be published April 2016.

AAACI Response
The comment regarding support of the proposed project is noted.

AAAC2 Response
The comment regarding support for the Adjacent Property Full-Size Terminal Option is noted.

Individuals

Robertiellol Response
Section 3.6 (Cultural Resources) of the EIR will identify existing cultural resources and any impacts to those
cultural resources.

Robertiello2 Response
A change to the Airport name is not part of the proposed project.

Mudd1 Response
Coordination with the South Coast Air Quality Management District and the Department of Public Health —
Environmental Health Department will occur as part of the preparation of the EIR, as appropriate.

Mudd?2 Response
Chapter 3 of the EIR will identify any mitigation measures that could be implemented to reduce
environmental impacts that would occur as a result of project implementation.

Mudd3 Response
The comment to publish fines and citations given to various airlines is outside the scope of the EIR.

Mudd4 Response
The public will be provided with several opportunities to provide comments throughout the EIR process.

Mudd5 Response
The comment regarding the request to provide translations in language other than English is noted.

Mudd6 Response
The Airport Authority has a Public Affairs and Communications department.

Mudd7 Response
All comments received during the public comment process on the EIR will receive a response in a timely
manner.

Mudd8 Response
The comment regarding a resident-preference hiring program is noted. However, this comment is outside
the scope of the EIR.
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McKayl Response
The comment requesting that no changes be made to the Airport is noted.

Millerl Response
The comments regarding the preferred development option and the use of covered jet bridges are noted.

Miller2 Response
Chapter 2 (Project Description) of the EIR will identify the increase in square footage of the waiting areas at
the Airport.

Wiegandl Response
The comment regarding the design of the terminal to meet LEED certifications is noted. Also, the comments
regarding solar panels, grey water systems, and bicycle lockers are noted.

Hurtadol Response
The comment regarding the financing of the replacement terminal is noted. However, project financing is
outside the scope of the EIR.

Hurtado2 Response
Chapter 3 (Existing Conditions and Environmental Impacts) of the EIR will discuss the change in the number
of passengers and operations at the Airport.

Hurtado3 Response
Neither the existing voluntary curfew on schedule airline arrivals and departures, nor the Authority's support
for implementation of a mandatory curfew, will be changed by the proposed project.

Hurtado4 Response
The comment regarding the curfew fines is noted. However, this comment is outside the scope of the EIR.

Springerl Response
The comment regarding the requested involvement of the Sustainable Burbank Commission is noted.

Springer2 Response
Section 3.17 (Traffic and Transportation) of the EIR will discuss changes in surface traffic that would occur
as a result of the proposed project.

Delmarl Response
The comment regarding the preference for the use of jetways is noted. However, as will be noted in Chapter
2 (Project Description) of the EIR, no jetways are proposed as part of the proposed project.

Bloom1 Response
Section 3.13 (Noise) of the EIR will identify the flight tracks at the Airport.

Bloom2 Response
The comment regarding aircraft dumping fuel is noted. However, aircraft do not dump fuel unless in an
emergency situation and this comment is outside the scope of the EIR.
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DePintol Response
Section 3.13 (Noise) of the EIR will discuss any changes in noise associated with the proposed project.
Section 3.2 (Aesthetics) of the EIR will discuss any changes in aesthetics.

DePinto2 Response

The details surrounding high speed rail (HSR) stations are considered to be speculative given that the HSR
Authority has made a decision to concentrate on the development of the Bakersfield to San Francisco
section first. The EIR will identify HSR as a potential cumulative project. However, any issues with respect to
HSR alignment are outside the scope of the EIR.

Tallaricol Response
Section 3.17 (Transportation and Traffic) of the EIR will address access routes from the replacement terminal
to the rental car facility.

Gilll Response
The comment regarding being kept informed on the EIR is noted.

Rodriguezl Response
The comment regarding a mandatory curfew is noted. However, this comment is outside the scope of the
EIR.

Stolikerl Response
Chapter 3 (Existing Conditions and Environmental Impacts) of the EIR will discuss any change in the number
of passengers and operations at the Airport.

TT1 Response
The comment regarding air fares is noted. However, this comment is outside the scope of the EIR.

AnonymousAl Response
Section 3.15 (Public Services) of the EIR will discuss impacts to schools as a result of the proposed project.
Section 3.4 (Air Quality) of the EIR will discuss possible health effects as a result of the proposed project.

AnonymousA2 Response

The replacement terminal would include a baggage claim area that is inside the terminal building. The
comments regarding the provision of WiFi and the intensity of the lights of the existing parking structure
are noted. However, these comments outside the scope of the EIR.

DePinto3 Response

The details surrounding high speed rail (HSR) stations are considered to be speculative given that the HSR
Authority has made a decision to concentrate on the development of the Bakersfield to San Francisco
section first. The EIR will identify HSR as a potential cumulative project. However, any issues with respect to
HSR alignment is outside the scope of the EIR.

DePinto4 Response
Section 3.17 (Transportation and Traffic) of the EIR will discuss potential increases in surface traffic at
intersections near the Airport as a result of the proposed project.
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DePinto5 Response
The comment regarding electromagnetic interference is noted. However, this comment is outside the scope
of the EIR.

DePintob Response
The comment regarding electromagnetic interference is noted. However, this comment is outside the scope
of the EIR.

DePinto7 Response

The details surrounding high speed rail (HSR) stations are considered to be speculative given that the HSR
Authority has made a decision to concentrate on the development of the Bakersfield to San Francisco
section first. The EIR will identify HSR as a potential cumulative project. However, any issues with respect to
HSR alignment is outside the scope of the EIR.

DePinto8 Response
Section 3.9 (Hazards and Hazardous Materials) of the EIR will discuss the potential sites for the replacement
terminal and the conditions of the soils at those locations.

DePinto9 Response
The comment regarding impacts of high speed rail on neighborhoods is noted. However, this comment is
outside the scope of the EIR.

DePintol0 Response
The comment regarding the route of high speed rail is noted. However, this comment is outside the scope
of the EIR.

DePintoll Response
A copy of your comments has been emailed per your request.

Moss1 Response
The comment regarding the desire to vote on the replacement terminal is noted.

Moss2 Response

The comment regarding transit options to the Airport is noted. Section 3.17 (Traffic and Transportation) of
the EIR will discuss any changes to transit as a result of the proposed project. The red line extension or more
train service is outside the scope of this EIR.

Moss3 Response
The comment regarding non-stop flights is noted. However, this comment is outside the scope of the EIR.

Moss4 Response
Section 3.3 (Air Quality) of the EIR will discuss air quality impacts as a result of the proposed project.

Moss5 Response
The comment regarding more flights at Bob Hope Airport is noted. Appendix E (Forecasts) of the EIR
identified the change in aircraft operations that are expected to occur at Bob Hope Airport.
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Hedryl Response
A change to the Airport name is not part of the proposed project.

Hedry2 Response
The comment regarding the preference of development options is noted.

AnonymousB1 Response
A change to the Airport name is not part of the proposed project.

Rowel Response
This comment regarding opposition to the proposed project is noted.

Greenl Response
Chapter 3.17 (Transportation and Traffic) of the EIR will discuss access from the proposed terminal to transit
connections.

Green2 Response
Chapter 3.17 (Transportation and Traffic) of the EIR will discuss access from the proposed terminal to transit
connections.

Green3 Response
Chapter 3.17 (Transportation and Traffic) of the EIR will discuss access from the proposed terminal to the
rental car facility.

Traintimel Response
This comment regarding support of the proposed project is noted.

Bumacod1l Response
Chapter 3.17 (Transportation and Traffic) of the EIR will discuss access from the proposed terminal to the
rental car facility.

Hilll Response
The comment regarding an increase in airplane noise is noted. Section 3.13 (Noise) of the EIR will discuss

any changes in noise as a result of the proposed project.

Burkinl Response
The comment regarding how passengers access aircraft is noted.

Burkin2 Response
There is no CEQA requirement to host a public forum as part of the EIR process.

Kosdonl Response
The comment regarding support of the proposed project is noted.
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Herreral Response

The comment regarding the fact that only residents of Burbank will be able to vote on the proposed project
is noted. However, residents of any community will have the opportunity to participate in the CEQA process
and provide comments on the Draft EIR.

Bergerl Response
The comment regarding support of the proposed project is noted.

Doeppell Response

The commenter is not correct in stating that there are six terminals at the Airport. There are two terminals
with a total of 14 gates and the proposed project is for a single replacement passenger terminal with
14 gates. No increase in gates would occur as a result of the proposed project.

Doeppel2 Response
The comment regarding opposition to the proposed project is noted.

Walkerl Response
The comment regarding support of the proposed project is noted.

Brysonl Response
The comment regarding opposition to the proposed project is noted.

Bryson2 Response

Section 3.17 (Traffic and Transportation) of the EIR will identify the traffic impacts that would result from
implementation of the proposed project. Section 3.13 (Noise) of the EIR will discuss the change in noise as
a result of the proposed project.

Rosalesl Response
The comment regarding support of the proposed project is noted.

McKennonl Response
The comment regarding support of the proposed project is noted.

Carrolll Response
The comment regarding support of the proposed project is noted.

Carroll2 Response

A change to the Airport name is not part of the proposed project.

Carroll3 Response

The comment regarding additional passenger revenue is noted. However, this comment is outside the scope
of the EIR.

Jansenl Response
The comment regarding opposition to an increase in the number of gates is noted. The proposed project
maintains the same number of gates as the existing passenger terminal.

Potterl Response
The comment regarding support of the proposed project is noted.
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Padillal Response
Section 3.13 (Noise) of the EIR will discuss any potential changes in noise as a result of the proposed project.

Padilla2 Response
Chapter 3.17 (Transportation and Traffic) of the EIR will discuss access from the proposed terminal to the
parking structures.

EdK1 Response
The only citizens that will be able to vote on the proposed project are residents of Burbank. Residents of

Pasadena and Glendale will not be able to vote on the proposed project. However, residents of any
community will have the opportunity to participate in the CEQA process and provide comments on the
Draft EIR.

EdK2 Response
Section 3.13 (Noise) of the EIR will discuss any potential changes in noise as a result of the proposed project.

EdK3 Response
In compliance with CEQA, the Authority is the lead agency for the EIR and is paying for its preparation.

EdK4 Response
RS&H is the firm awarded the contract to prepare the EIR.

EdKS5 Response
Groups provided data for consideration through the scoping process. The next opportunity to provide

comments on this project will be on the Draft EIR, which is anticipated to be published in April 2016.

EdK6 Response
The comment regarding the railroad is noted. However, train operations may result in vibrations on

buildings in proximity to the train tracks. However, the proposed replacement terminal would be
constructed to modern seismic safety standards and any increase in train operations would not affect
Airport operations.

Rodriguezl Response
The comment regarding opposition to the proposed project is noted.

Orrl Response
The comment regarding modernization of the Airport at a safer location is noted.

Orr2 Response
Section 3.6 (Cultural Resources) of the EIR will discuss if there are any historic features or buildings as part

of the proposed project.

Bermanl Response
The comment regarding support of the proposed project is noted.
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Bergl Response
A final design of the replacement terminal would occur after completion of the EIR and approval of the

project by the voters of Burbank. Solar power and other renewables sources of energy would be considered
during the final design process.

Berg?2 Response
Section 3.18 (Utilities and Services Systems) of the EIR will discuss the demand for energy from the

replacement terminal.

Berg3 Response
The number of EV charging stations will be decided during the final design process for the replacement

terminal.

Berg4 Response
The comment regarding a mandatory curfew is noted. However, this comment is outside the scope of the

EIR.

Berg5 Response
Section 3.1.1 of the EIR will discuss any potential change in the number of airline passengers based on the

forecast. Section 3.17 (Transportation and Traffic) of the EIR will discuss possible increase in traffic as a result
of the proposed project.

Berg6 Response
Section 3.9 (Hazards and Hazardous Materials) of the EIR will discuss construction impacts associated with

the proposed project.

Brusel Response
The control tower will not be replaced or relocated. The approximate distance of the existing control tower
to the centerline of Runway 15/33 is 786 feet and approximately 782 feet from Runway 8/26 centerline.

Hawkel Response
The comment regarding the location of the railroad tracks is noted. The operation of trains is not a part of
this proposed project; thus, this comment is outside the scope of the EIR.

Hawke2 Response

The comment regarding a sound wall is noted. Section 3.13 (Noise) of the EIR will identify any impacts
associated with the implementation of the proposed project. If significant noise impacts occur, mitigation
measures will be identified to reduce the magnitude of the noise impact.

Hawke3 Response
Any changes in arrival and departure patterns at the Airport will be identified in Section 3.13 (Noise) of the
EIR.

Hawke4 Response
The comment regarding the formation of a homeowners group with voting rights is noted. However, this
comment is outside the scope of the EIR.
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Hawke5 Response

Section 3.4 (Air Quality) of the EIR will address potential air quality impacts associated with the proposed
project. Section 3.17 (Transportation and Traffic) will address potential traffic and parking impacts
associated with the proposed project. Section 3.1.1 of the EIR will discuss the forecasted operations that are
expected to occur at the Airport.

Hawke6 Response
Section 3.15 (Public Services) of the EIR will discuss any change in police protection that would occur as a
result of implementation of the proposed project.

Hawke7 Response
Section 3.17 (Transportation and Traffic) will address potential traffic impacts associated with the proposed
project.

Hawke8 Response

The comment regarding the Authority to be responsible for street maintenance, police protection, and fire
protection off Airport property is noted. Sections 3.17 (Traffic and Transportation) and 3.15 (Public Services)
of the EIR will identify any impacts to streets. If significant traffic or public services impacts occur, mitigation
measures will be identified to reduce the magnitude of the impact. However, federal law and grant
assurances bar the Airport from maintaining City of Burbank-owned/operated infrastructure and/or public
services (e.g., bar against revenue diversion).

Hawke9 Response
The comment regarding transparency for future projects is noted.

HawkelO Response

The comment regarding the changes to the Joint Powers Authority (JPA) is noted. However, the commenter
is not correct in stating that the Authority would have the super majority under these changes. The super
majority voting would require two of the three votes from each city’'s three commissioners.
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ATTACHMENT C: TRANSCIPTS OF ORAL SCOPING COMMENTS AND RESPONSES
TO ORAL SCOPING COMMENTS
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Burbank Bob Hope Airport 1l4-gate Replacement Terminal
Environmental Impact Report Pre-scoping Informational
Workshop, 150 N. Third Street, Room 104, Burbank,
California; Thursday, November 19, 2015,

6:00 p.m. - 8:13 p.m.

Public comments reported by Victoria Poole, CSR No. 7657.

MR. WIEGAND: Roy, R-O-Y; Wiegand, W-I-E-G-A-N-D,

is the last name.

My question and hope for the new terminal is
that it would be a LEED-certified -- platinum is the
highest level, environmentally friendly building.

I know on the new rental-car building there
at the airport, which I live right near, there are solar
panels on the way. There's a lot of roof on top of that
building. I would hope that the airport terminal would

include such things as solar panels, gray-water system,

with our water situation.

Also, I commute by bicycle, as many people do
in the Burbank area, and I'm curious about bicycle

lockers and places to safely store your bike out of

weather. | Not everybody commutes to the airport on a

bicycle, I understand, but there are some that do. So
those will be a couple of my questions and concerns.

And I did register my e-mail already. If

www. di annej onesassoci at es. com
310. 472. 9882
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this is something where they get back to me or not, I
don't know, but that's on file.
My Email is radsfour@att.net.
Thank you for this opportunity.
-o0o-
MS. DELMAR: Debra, D-E-B-R-A; Delmar like the

racetrack, one word; delmd00l@gmail.com.

So what I basically am thinking is make the
teal area two stories instead of one story. That way, we
can actually have a jetway, so passengers can get off of
a plane using a jetway that gets into the terminal rather
than I get off of the Burbank plane right now; they pull
up a ramp; I walk down the stairs, so I do the
switchbacks, dragging my bag behind me. If it's raining,
I'm sliding and slipping.

I've seen a little old lady fall down one of
those, and I had to grab her arm.

And then we walk out into the elements, and
then we go back into the terminal building.

So for doing modernization for safety and for
Airport Authority, let's also make it modern for the
weather, for the passengers. It would be easy to do
right now, because all you have to do is a second story

onto any of the teal area.

I may come back. We're good. Okay. Thank

www. di annej onesassoci at es. com
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you.
-000-
MS. SINGER: Sunny Singer, s-U-N-N-Y; S-I-N-G-E-R,

like the song.

Between now and the time anything is built,
and I don't know if there's correct signage or any
signage in the terminal to take some sort of moving
sidewalk to get to the rental cars.

It's lacking or nonexistent or poorly done,
because all of my friends and family that have arrived at
Burbank have no clue there was any moving sidewalk or any
conveyance to get them from the terminal to the

car-rental building.

And in the car-rental building, the elevators
and escalators don't always work, which is very difficult
when you have children, strollers and bags.

That's really it, and that's the main thing,
really. I just want to point that out, because they go
across the street, across the parking, walking about a
half a mile to get to the parking structure, and that,
they can do now.

This is nothing to do with the future. It
doesn't have anything to do with the future. The signage

needs to be up there now, if it isn't there. If it is

there, it needs to be improved.

www. di annej onesassoci at es. com
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-000-
MS. DELMAR: Debra Delmar D-E-B-R-A; Delmar like

the racetrack.

There's a preferred option, and then there
are two other options. The other two options are so
similar with the new structures being on Empire, it's
almost as if there's only two options: The preferred and
then what's on Empire. And one is good and the other one
is not acceptable at all, so it's almost like there are
no options.

It's almost like there aren't really three
options. They almost feel like someone is forcing us
into accepting the preferred method, since there are no

viable other options.

-o0o-
MR. MOYNAHAN: Okay. My name is Michael Moynahan,
and the last name is spelled M-0O-Y-N-A-H-A-N.
And I've been a Burbank resident for over 20
years. And I live under the flight path, so planes fly
over my house on take-off, and on windy days, they land

over my house.

And a lot of the community is concerned about
airport expansion. One of the main concerns is noise,
and we're worried that with an expanded and modernized

airport will also come more flights.
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Regardless of the amount of gates -- we keep
hearing 14 gates might be a limit. They might stick with
the limit of 14 gates, but we're more worried about the
amount of flights.

And the cargo planes that fly out of Burbank
don't need a gate, and in the future, a lot of us worry
about more air traffic, whether it be commercial or
general aviation, more cargo, but not so concerned about

the amount of gates.

The other thing I'm hearing a lot tonight is
safety issues and a push for a new terminal based on
safety. And I always feel safe at Burbank Airport, and
everybody I've spoken with in the community doesn't have
an issue with the safety of the airport as it is now, and
so we're all trying to understand other reasons that we
would need a new terminal or expanded terminal or bigger

airport.

That's all. Thank you.
-o0o-

RACHEL: Rachel, R-A-C-H-E-L.

My big concern, after talking to more than
ten representatives, is not one person was able to list
one pro that we as the town of Burbank receive from
building an airport.

There are only cons, with noise pollution,

www. di annej onesassoci at es. com
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sound pollution, traffic., |Property values, where I live,

since I'm in the flight path, will go down.

I'm a neighbor who bought -- I'm a young
neighbor who bought two years ago because -- I invested
in this town because of our police force, because of our
fire department, because of our schools, and -- and
having more flights right over my house will only bring
the value down and cause damage to the -- what to the --

to the environment over us and to the schools, and those

are -- and not one person could list a pro.

So it does not benefit us at this time to
bring in construction or to bring in the possibility of
more frequent flights.

And the FHA (sic) laws are not closing that
airport, so we will still have our beloved Burbank
Airport. And when the time comes of the possibility that
that may get closed down, we can -- may get closed down
to the new rules or regulations, that can be addressed
then of the pros and cons.

Final statement: There is not one single
solitary pro that was listed from the ten representatives
I talked to tonight.

-o0o-
MR. ORR: Jonathan Orr, J-0O-N-A-T-H-A-N O-R-R.

As a person who lives underneath the flight
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path of the airport and have lived here since 2009, I
think my primary problem with this plan is it feels, to
me, to be a -- in addition to, you know, fixing the

safety problems that the FHA (sic) has brought up,git

feels like an attempt to increase the amount of flights
coming out of Burbank and to turn that whole area into
some sort of, like, transportation hub, which will
directly impact the neighborhood that -- surrounding

neighborhood of the airport and impact it in a negative

way.

I think -- I don't feel like the Airport
Authority is being a hundred percent honest. I think
that there's a lot of hard questions that they have been

evading that they can't give solid answers to.

They have not given solid -- they claim to
not be able to give solid answers to how many flights
there might be coming out of the airport when it's moved,
and they can't even give us solid information of how many
flights there -- have a potential of coming out of the
airport as it is, which seems baffling to me that they
would not know that -- or have no capability, and --
because that is the thing that -- the amount of flights
is the thing that most directly correlates to our
standard of living in that area, and nobody can -- is

really giving me satisfactory answers to that.
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And in that case, there seems to be no
advantage that can be stated for us agreeing with moving

the airport.

All right. Thank you.

-o00o0-

(Conclusion of reported

proceedings at 8:13 p.m.)

-00o0-
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CERTIFICATE

I, the undersigned, a Certified Shorthand
Reporter of the State of California, do hereby certify:

That the foregoing proceedings were taken
before me at the time and place herein set forth;

that a verbatim record of the proceedings was
made by me using machine shorthand which was thereafter
transcribed under my direction;

further, that the foregoing is an accurate
transcription thereof.

I further certify that I am neither
financially interested in the action nor a relative or

employee of any attorney of any of the parties.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have this date

subscribed my name.

Dated: November 25, 2015

VICTORIA POOLE
CSR No. 7657
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Burbank Bob Hope Airport 1l4-gate Replacement Terminal
EIR Workshop Agency and Public Scoping Meeting,

150 N. Third Street, Room 104, Burbank, California.

MR. FULL: All right. Good afternoon.

My name is Dave Full, and I'm with RS&H, and
RS&H is the firm that has been contracted by the
Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority to prepare an
EIR for their Replacement Terminal Project.

Our meeting this afternoon is a meeting for
scoping for agencies that may have an interest in this
Project, so thank you to the agencies who have shown up
today.

I'm just going to do a very quick
presentation for you and then open it up for any comments
that you may have.

I will say that Vicki Poole here is our
stenographer. She's taking down the minutes for this
particular meeting. So if you do plan on speaking, let's
make sure she can hear you, and you spell your name and
that sort of thing, so that we get it on the record

correctly. All right?

www. di annej onesassoci at es. com
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So the important thing that I'm going to talk
about is that we're doing an EIR, and we're doing it for
three different alternatives, okay, for a Replacement
Terminal.

There are some facts that I think are really
important for folks to know, and that is that the
Authority supports a City action, and that City action is
a Conceptual Term Sheet, and that was released in
October, and the Burbank City Council considered that
Term Sheet in November, and that is moving through the
process.

Public input has been part of the process.
The Authority has done a variety of different public
input as part of the process, and you can see the various
aspects that have occurred over the past couple of years
that the Authority and the City have done to initiate the
public process as part of the Replacement Terminal
Project.

As a project in the state of California, you
are required to do environmental review in compliance
with the California Environmental Quality Act, and the
EIR is that document that we will be preparing to be in
compliance with CEQA.

That EIR will help inform the decision makers

and the public about any impacts associated with our

www. di annej onesassoci at es. com
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Project. It will identify any mitigation measures to
significant impacts. It's going to identify any
reasonable alternatives, and again, I'm going to describe
the three alternatives to the Replacement Terminal that
we're looking at, and it gives both you the agencies and
the general public an opportunity to provide input into
the process.

We have built into the process a variety of
opportunities for public input, and when I say "public,"
I also mean agency input in this regard.

So we held a Pre-scoping Informational
Workshop in November. We did that at the Community
Services Building in Burbank. We had a nice crowd that
showed up. We had a lot of nice dialogue with the public
and gave out a lot of good information, to make sure the
public had a clear understanding for the Project.

We are now in the Scoping Meeting phase.
We're going to have our Agency Scoping Meeting, which is
occurring right now, and then at 5:00 o'clock, we're
going to have a Public Scoping Meeting as well, and we've
invited all sorts of the public to come and participate
in that process.

There will be a Comment Period associated
with the Notice of Preparation. We plan on issuing that

Notice of Preparation before the end of the year, so it
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will come out in December, and that will have a comment
period associated with it.

The next document that we prepare is a draft
EIR that gets published. We're anticipating that
document to be published in mid April. That will have a
45-day comment period associated with it, and during that
45 days, we'll have a public workshop much like the
Scoping Workshop we're going to have this afternoon.

There also will be opportunities for public
input at the Authority Commission meeting, the City of
Burbank Planning Board meeting, and the City of Burbank
City Council meeting. So there's a variety of different
opportunities for agencies and the public to provide
input.

So some basic information about the
Conceptual Term Sheet between the Authority and the City.
The first is that it maintains the same number of gates
in the terminal as exists today. There are 14 gates
today. The Replacement Terminal will have 14 gates as
well.

It also keeps the same number of public
parking spaces. Right now, there are 6,637, and in the
future, with the Replacement Terminal Project, there will
be 6,637, and the maximum square footage for the terminal

would be 355,000 square feet.
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So one of the reasons -- why do we actually
need to do the project? There are several reasons.
Number one is that the existing terminal is too close to
the runways; okay? And it is not in keeping with FAA
design standards with respect to separation from the
runways.

So the Replacement Terminal would be
developed in such a way that it meets those standards,
the FAA standards.

The other thing is that the existing terminal
building, parts of it are quite original, up to 85 years
old, and it doesn't meet current seismic standards that
we have here in the state of California.

And the other thing is passenger convenience.
The existing terminal building is not a very convenient
building for air passengers.

So we were authorized -- RS&H was authorized
to start the EIR in the beginning of November, so this is
very early on in the process, and we are looking at three
different build alternatives and two no-build
alternatives.

Okay. So what I want to do is kind of
explain each one of those in a little bit of detail, the
three build alternatives. I'm going to call them the B-6

Alternative, the Potential Southwest Quadrant

www. di annej onesassoci at es. com
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Alternative, and the Same-Size SWQ Alternative.

You will see on the screen there, SWQ is
Southwest Quadrant, is our abbreviation for it. So the
B-6 Alternative, it would be built in the northeastern
quadrants of the Airport. The terminal would be 355,000
square feet. That's the maximum that we -- that I
indicated.

It would have parking associated with it in
the orange here (indicating).

It also would result in the development of an
air cargo building just to the north of the blue area,
which is employee parking, and it also would result in a
replacement ARFF, which is an Aircraft Rescue
Firefighting Facility; okay? That facility currently
exists in this location inside a hangar at the airport,
so it would get its own dedicated place there in the
northeast quadrant.

The other thing that happens is that the
existing terminal in the southeast quadrant would be
demolished, as would be the existing parking structure;
okay? And because of the demolition of this, this allows
for this taxiway (indicating) and this taxiway to be
extended, so that you have a full complement of a
parallel taxiway for both Runway 1533 and Runway 826.

For the Potential Southwest Quadrant

www. di annej onesassoci at es. com
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Alternative, the number of square feet is the same:
355,000 square feet. It would put the terminal here in
the Southwest Quadrant a terminal, the gates, the 14
gates. There's parking adjacent do it for the public as
well as public parking for employees.

The air cargo building would be to the west
of the terminal, and because the existing uses in the
Southwest Quadrant would need to be displaced, those
would be developed up here or, I should say, relocated up
here to the northeast quadrant, and that is the general
aviation uses that currently exists in the Southwest
Quadrant.

This project also would have the ARFF station
in the northwest quadrant and, again, same with the
demolition of the terminal -- the existing terminal and
the existing parking garage and the extension of those
parallel taxiways.

And then our third build alternative is what
we call the Same-Size Southwest Quadrant Alternative.
That alternative is about 232,000 square feet. It's the
same number of square feet that exists in the current
terminal building.

It also would be in the Southwest Quadrant
and, again, would have public parking, employee parking

and an air cargo building in that location. It does not
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move the ARFF station to the northwest quadrant. The
ARFF station would remain in the existing hangar in the
northwest quadrant, but this alternative would result in
the demolition of the existing terminal, the existing
parking garage, and allow for the extension of those
parallel taxiways.

So No-Build Alternatives, the first one
really is there are existing conditions, what exists out
there right now, and that is called the No-Project-No
Change on this slide, but we're going to call it Existing
Conditions.

And then the other one is our No-Project
Alternative, and that is the use of the existing terminal
but recognizing that there is an increase in air
passengers and aircraft operations that can occur over
time.

So the preferred B-6 Alternative and the
Southwest Quadrant Alternative -- Potential, Southwest
Quadrant Alternative, requires some discretionary City
action associated with those projects because of the
development in the northeast quadrant, and those are then
subject to Measure B approval in the City of Burbank.

The Same-Sized Southwest Quadrant Alternative
and the No-Project Alternative do not have those

discretionary approvals associated with it.
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So our schedule is we did that -- I talked
about the Pre-scoping Meeting in November, the Scoping
Meeting that's happening today, our Notice of Study --
Notice of Preparation in late December, so within this
month; the Draft EIR in April; the Final EIR in July; and
hopefully the certification of that Final EIR at the end
of July 2016.

And that's it for the presentation, and I
would open it up to our various agencies out there in the
audience to ask questions or provide comments for us.

And again, if you do, those that came late,
if you do want to ask a question, I would like for you to
be sure that you identify who you are, what agency you
are with, spell your name if it's difficult, so that
Vicki can make sure it gets into the record.

So I'm opening it up to anybody in the
audience.

MR. HALL: Hi. I'm Ryan Hall with the Southern
California Association of Governments and the Aviation
Program, and I just want to thank Burbank Airport staff
for organizing this today, because it's been very

informational.

From SCAG's point of view, I would just like
to mention that in our draft RTP -- draft Regional

Transportation Plan 2016, we forecast that Burbank
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Airport will have 7.3 million annual passengers in the
year 2040 and to incorporate those numbers into any
planning documents, as well as pay attention to the
transit access building from either of the new options

for the Replacement Terminal.

And thank you.

MR. FULL: Thank you, Mr. Hall.

Do we have any other speakers from any other
agencies that would like to talk today?

All right. Going once; going twice.

All right. Well, thank you very much.
Appreciate your attendance.

And again, we have a Public Scoping Meeting
that begins at 5:00 o'clock this afternoon. If you care
to hang around for that, you are more than welcome to.

Again, thank you for participating.

Appreciate it. This concludes the first part.

-00o-
/1]
/1]
/1]
/1]
/1]
/1]
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PUBLIC COMMENTS

THE REPORTER: Okay. Your name, ma'am?

UNIDENTIFIED WOMAN: I don't want to give all that
stuff out. Is there a problem with that? Do you have a
problem with that?

Okay. In viewing and listening to the guys,

I like the site, and the number on the paper, B-6.

That's the site I prefer for the terminal location.

Thank you.
-o00o0-
THE REPORTER: Your name, sir?

MR. HARROP: Sure. Kevin Harrop, H-A-R-R-0-P.

The Authority needs to engage -- the
Authority needs to succeed in engaging the public. I
know they try, but it's -- to get more people to show up
to be educated.

And that's what I was telling Dan, just that
the Authority needs to do more to engage the public
for -- to educate the public about the new terminal, and
they -- I mean to say that they need to succeed at
turning out the public.

And I don't know how many people are going to

show up tonight, but it doesn't look like a lot, does it?

www. di annej onesassoci at es. com 12
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That's basically it.

I'm pro-terminal, so that's about all I have

got to say.

-o0o-
THE REPORTER: Your name?
MR. LUDWIG: Benno B-E-N-N-O, Ludwig, L-U-D-W-I-G.
I'm now a resident of Glendale, California, but
originally, before I retired, I lived in Grand Rapids,
Michigan, and flew often to Burbank Airport, because my

family lives in Toluca Lake.

And I hope in the renovation they can retain
some of the charm and -- what do you call it -- the
low-rise feel to the property. I don't want to build

all, you know, skyscrapers.

-00o0-

UNIDENTIFIED MAN: Just put anonymous.

John Wayne Airport. John Wayne, for the new
terminal, exactly the same. That would be a great
suggestion, because it's very functional. It has the
multi-level, you know, access to the terminal, and has a
multi-level arrival and departure area for the vehicle
traffic.

It could cut down a lot of congestion at the
curb, because right now, for that one curb, you know, for

both, it's very congested, especially during peak travel

www. di annej onesassoci at es. com 13
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time, and that would cut down on a lot of the hassle.

That's a great idea. John Wayne Airport at
Burbank.

All the amenities are enclosed inside. You
know, it's not on the outside like the baggage-claim
here, like where you have now, because the baggage claim
is outdoors. 1It's outdoors right now, and so if you have
all the stuff on the inside -- everything indoors,
basically, with the jet bridges.

So that's basically my best suggestion.

-o0o-

THE REPORTER: Your name, sir?

MR. RODDY: My name is Roger, R-0-G-E-R, Roddy,
R-0-D-D-Y, and I live on Valley -- north Valley Street in
between Victory and Jeffries, J-E-F-F-R-I-E-S.

So I'm right in the flight path, and,

obviously, this has been a big topic of conversation.

And my biggest concerns are that air traffic doesn't

increase. I don't want air traffic to increase.| I

realize it's the same amount of gates and curfew, which

is a big deal.| We want to make sure that the curfew

stays the same.

And property value, I know that the
Environmental Impact Report will not be looking at

property value -- the way the property value is affected,

www. di annej onesassoci at es. com 14
310. 472. 9882


barrowj
Rectangle

barrowj
Polygon

barrowj
Polygon


Roddy3

Roddy4

Roddy5

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

and|I was wondering if there's any way that they can

include that or have another company do that by looking

at, obviously, other locations and seeing how property

value has changed once similar changes have been made.

And i1f this is, indeed, for the Council, this

report we're doing right now,‘my biggest concern is that

the Joint Powers Agreement will continue to protect the
citizens of Burbank and that the supermajority will

always require at least two council members from

Burbank -- it's tricky.

I'm trying to figure out -- I think it's a
voting thing and that I think the citizens of Burbank are
going to be very vocal and turn out to vote, if any of
the council members show that they are going to flop on
their decision to protect the citizens of Burbank with
the curfew, with the number of gates, with these

guarantees that we're being given.

And that's really my biggest concern is that

there's no guarantees. They can change their mind.

I think that's 1it.

(Conclusion of proceedings at

8:00 pm.)

-00o0-

www. di annej onesassoci at es. com
310. 472. 9882
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CERTIFICATE

I, the undersigned, a Certified Shorthand
Reporter of the State of California, do hereby certify:

That the foregoing proceedings were taken
before me at the time and place herein set forth;

that a verbatim record of the proceedings was
made by me using machine shorthand which was thereafter
transcribed under my direction;

further, that the foregoing is an accurate
transcription thereof.

I further certify that I am neither
financially interested in the action nor a relative or

employee of any attorney of any of the parties.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have this date

subscribed my name.

Dated: December 16, 2015

VICTORIA POOLE
CSR No. 7657

www. di annej onesassoci at es. com
310. 472. 9882
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RESPONSES TO ORAL COMMENTS PROVIDED ON NOVEMBER 19, 2015

Wiegand2 Response
The comment regarding the design of the terminal to meet LEED certifications is noted. Also, the comments
regarding solar panels, grey water systems, and bicycle lockers are noted

Wiegand3 Response
The comment regarding bicycle parking is noted. Any bicycle parking would be incorporated into the final
design.

Delmar2 Response

Chapter 2 (Project Description) of the EIR will address the proposed terminal design. The comment
regarding the preference for the use of jetways is noted. However, as will be noted in Chapter 2 (Project
Description) of the EIR, no jetways are proposed as part of the proposed project. The Authority will provide
ADA-accessible access to the aircraft without the need for a lift and the Authority will provide covered
access to the front entrance to the aircraft.

Singerl Response

The comment regarding the existing signage to direct passengers to the rental car facility is noted. A
However, this comment is outside the scope of the EIR. In addition, a separate appendix will be developed
that identifies the changes in traffic patterns that would occur as a result of each terminal option and this
will include any changes to how passengers access the rental car facility.

Singer2 Response
The comment regarding the rental car facility is noted. However, this comment is outside the scope of the
EIR.

Delmar3 Response
Chapter 4 (Alternatives) of the EIR will discuss all alternatives considered.

Moynahanl Response
Section 3.13 (Noise) of the EIR will discuss any potential noise impacts associated with the proposed project.

Moynahan2 Response
The comment regarding the safety of the Airport is noted.

Rachell Response
Section 3.13 (Noise) of the EIR will discuss any potential noise impacts associated with the proposed project.
Section 3.17 (Transportation and Traffic) will discuss any potential traffic impacts associated with the
proposed project.

Rachel2 Response
The comment regarding property values is noted. However, this comment is outside the scope of the EIR.

Orrl Response
Section 3.1.1 of the EIR will discuss the forecasted operations that are expected to occur at the Airport.

Burbank Bob Hope Airport — Replacement Terminal EIR B-124
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Orr2 Response
Section 3.1.1 of the EIR will discuss the forecasted operations that are expected to occur at the Airport.

RESPONSES TO ORAL COMMENTS PROVIDED ON DECEMBER 10, 2015

SCAG1 Response
The comment regarding SCAG's draft Regional Transportation Plan is noted. Appendix E (Forecasts) of the
EIR will indicate how the SCAG forecasts were considered as part of the development of the forecasts.

Unidentified Woman1 Response
The comment regarding support of the proposed project is noted.

Harropl Response
The comment regarding engagement of the public is noted.

Harrop2 Response
The comment regarding support of the proposed project is noted.

Ludwigl Response
Chapter 2 (Project Description) of the EIR will discuss the proposed terminal design while Section 3.2
(Aesthetics) of the EIR will discuss any potential impacts to the aesthetics of the area associated with the
proposed project.

Unidentified Man1 Response
Chapter 2 (Project Description) of the EIR will discuss the proposed terminal design.

Roddyl Response
Section 3.1.1 of the EIR will discuss the forecasted operations that are expected to occur at the Airport.

Roddy2 Response
The existing voluntary curfew will not be affected as a result of the proposed project.

Roddy3 Response
The comment regarding property values is noted. However, this comment is outside the scope of the EIR.

Roddy4 Response
Section 2.4.6 (Change in Governance under the Joint Powers Agreement) of the EIR will summarize the
proposed changes to the JPA. Appendix D of the EIR will present the proposed text of the JPA.

Roddy5 Response
The comment regarding whether guarantees can be provided is noted.
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ORIGINAL FILED
APR 29 2016
LOS ANGELES, COUNTY CLERK

Notice of Completion and Availability of the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for a
Replacement Airline Passenger Terminal at Burbank Bob Hope Airport

The proposed project would replace the existing 14-gate, 232,000-square-foot passenger terminal with
a l4-gate passenger terminal that meets current California seismic design and FAA airport design
standards. The replacement passenger terminal would be developed in accordance with modern design
standards to provide enhanced passenger amenities; security screening facilities that meet the latest
TSA requirements; and other airport facilities {including hold rooms, baggage claim areas, and public
areas) that are designed and sized for the kinds of aircraft the airlines routinely operate. The EIR
includes detailed analysis of three potential replacement terminal options:

1. Adjacent Property Full-Size Terminal Option — A 355,000-square-foot replacement passenger
terminal to be constructed on the B-6 Adjacent Property. This is the Authority’s preferred
development option.

2. Southwest Quadrant Full-Size Terminal Option — A 355,000-square-foot replacement passenger
terminal to be constructed in the southwest quadrant.

3. Southwest Quadrant Same-Size Terminal Option - A 232,000-square-foot replacement
passenger terminal to be constructed in the southwest quadrant.

Anticipated Environmental Effects of the Project:

1. It is anticipated that the Adjacent Property Full-Size Terminal Option would result in significant
air quality impacts and, in the event that mitigation identified in other jurisdictions is not
implemented, traffic impacts.

2. Itis anticipated that the Southwest Quadrant Full-Size Terminal Option would result in
significant air quality impacts and, in the event that mitigation identified in other jurisdictions is

not implemented, traffic impacts.

3. Itis anticipated that the Southwest Quadrant Same-Size Terminal Option would result in
significant air quality impacts and, in the event that mitigation identified in other jurisdictions is
not implemented, traffic impacts.

Comments on the DEIR will be received beginning April 29, 2016 through June 13, 2016.

The Draft Environmental Impact Report is available electronically at:
www.BURreplacementterminal.com

1
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public workshops/meetings will be held by the Lead Agency as follows:

Thursday, May 19, 2016, 6:00-8:00 PM
Burbank Community Services Building

150 N, Third Street, Room 104, Burbank, CA 91502

Wednesday, June 1, 2016, 6:00- 8:00 PM
Buena Vista Library

300 N. Buena Vista Street, Burbank, CA 91505

Monday, June 6, 2016, 9:00 AM

Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority Meeting

Sky Room
2627 Hollywood Way, Burbank, CA 91505

Copies of the DEIR and all documents referenced in the DEIR are available for inspection at the following

locations:

Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport
Authority Office

2627 Hollywood Way

Burbank, CA 91505

Buena Vista Library
300 N. Buena Vista Street
Burbank, CA 91505

Northwest Branch Library
3323 W. Victory Blvd.
Burbank, CA 91505

Glendale Central Library
222 E. Harvard Street
Glendale, CA 91205

Pasadena Public Library
285 E. Walnut Avenue
Pasadena, CA 91101

Burbank City Hall
City Clerk’s Office
275 E. Olive Avenue
Burbank, CA 91502

Burbank Central Library
110 N. Glenoaks Blvd.
Burbank, CA 91502

Glendale City Hall, City Clerk Office
613 E. Broadway, #110
Glendale, CA 91205

Pasadena City Hall, City Clerk Office
100 Garfield Avenue
Pasadena, CA 91101

Valley Plaza Library
12311 Vanowen Street
North Hollywood, CA 91605
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Appendix C

Notice of Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal

Mail 10; State Clearinghouse, P.O. Box 3044, Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 (916) 445-0613
For Hand Delivery/Street Address: 1400 Tenth Street, Sacramento, CA 95814 SCH#2015121095

Project Title: Burbank Bob Hope Airpori Replacement Terminal

Lead Agency: Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority Contact Person: Mark Hardyment

Mauiling Address: 2627 Hollywood Way Phone: 818.840.8840

City: Burbank Zip: CA County: 91505

Project Location: County:Los Angeles City/Nearest Community: Burbank

Cross Streets: Hollywood Way and Thomton Avenute Zip Code: 81505
Longitude/Latitude (degrees, minutes and seconds): 34 *12 02,5 “N/ 118 °21  “ 31.2 ” W Total Acres; 555

Assessor's Parcel No.: Section: 4 and 5 Twp.: 1 and 2 N Range: 14W Base:
Within 2 Miles:  State Hwy #: -5 Walerways:

Airports: Burbank Bob Hope Alrport Railways: Unlon Pacific/MetroLink Schools: BUSD, LAUSD

Dacument Type:

CEQA: [J NOP X Draft EIR NEPA: [ NOI Other:  [[] Joint Document
O Early Cons O Supplement/Subsequent EIR [] EA [ Final Document
) Neg Dec (Prior SCH No.) ] Draft EIS (] Other:
[J MitNegDec  Other: [ FoONsI

Local Action Type:

[C] Genesal Plan Update (] Specific Plan O Rezone [J Anncxatien

(0 General Plan Amendment  [J Master Plan [J Prezone [0 Redevelopment

(0 General Plan Element [J Planned Unit Development [ Use Permit [J Coastal Permit

O Community Plan X Site Plan [0 Land Division (Subdivision, etc.) [ Other:

Development Type:

[ Residential: Units Acres

[] office: Sq.it. Acres Employees [X] Transponation:  Type Passenger Terminal

[ Commetciatk:Sq.ft. Acres Employees (7] Mining: Mineral

] Industrial:  Sq.ft. Acres Employees [J Power: Type MW

{7} Educational: [0) Waste Teeatmeat: Type MGD

T Recreational: [ Hazardous Waste: Type

[ Water Facilities: Type MGD 7] other:

Project Issues Discussed in Document:

X Aesthetic/Visual [0 Fiseal X] Recreation/Parks Vegetation

Agriculwrat Land Flood Plain/Flooding [X] Schools/Universitics [X] water Quality

[X] Air Quality Forest Land/Fire Hazard [] Septic Systems X] water Supply/Groundwater

Archeological/Historical Geologic/Scismic [X] Sewer Capacity [X] Wetland/Riparian

Biological Resources Minerals Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading  [X] Growth Induccment

[ Coastal Zone Noise Solid Waste [X] Land Use

X Drainage/Absorption [X] Population/Housing Balance [X] Toxic/Hazardous [X] Cumulative Effects

3 Economic/Jobs Public Services/Facilities  [X] Traffic/Circulation O Other:

A W e W Ww eW v vw s MR MM SN EE ED GD M M D ED MDD R D MR @R MR AR Ge T M W G e M P MY W W Em WR em Em e e we e e

Present Land Use/Zoning/General Plan Designation:

Bob Hope Airport / Alrport / Alrport

ﬁoﬁc? D’Bs?rl;tISn? (Eless; usea ;ep-érae-ba-ée-if Fec_es?ary).
The Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority (Authority} is proposing to construct a 14-gate replacement passenger
terminal and related facilities at Bob Hope Airport (Airport) In one of two locations at the Alrport.
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Note; The State Clearinghouse witl assign identification numbers for all new projects, If a SCH number already exists for a project {e.g. Notice of Preparation or
previous draft document) please fill in.
Revised 2010



Reviewing Agencies Checklist

Lead Agencies may recommend State Clearinghouse distribution by marking agencies below with and "X".
If you have already sent your document to the agency please denote that with an "S",

Office of Historic Preservation

Office of Public School Construction

Parks & Recreation, Department of

Pesticide Regulation, Department of

Public Utilities Commission

Regional WQCB #4

Resources Agency

Resources Recycling and Recovery, Department of
S.F. Bay Conservation & Development Comm,
San Gabriel & Lower L.A. Rivers & Mtns, Conservancy
San Joaquin River Conservancy

Santa Monica Mtns. Conservancy

Air Resources Board

Boating & Waterways, Department of
California Emergency Management Agency
California Highway Patrol

Caltrans District #7

Caltrans Division of Aeronautics

Caltrans Planning

Central Valley Flood Protection Board
Coachella Valley Mtns, Conservancy
Coastal Commission

Colorado River Board

Conservation, Department of
Corrections, Department of

Delta Protection Commission

Education, Department of

Energy Commission

Fish & Game Region #5

Food & Agriculture, Department of
Forestry and Fire Protection, Department of
General Services, Department of

Health Services, Department of

Housing & Community Development
Native American Heritage Commission

State Lands Commission

SWRCB: Clean Water Grants

SWRCB: Water Quality

SWRCB: Water Rights

Tahoe Regional Planning Agency

Toxic Substances Control, Department of
Water Resources, Department of

Other: FAA, LA County ALUC
Other: SCAG, SCAQMD, Burbank USD
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Local Public Review Period (to be fllled In by lead agency)

Starting Date 29 April 2016 Ending Date 13 June 2016

N G N SN S AR e W TR R G D G SN e G WD En S I G M A G bul W Gm R G0 WD G G OW AN WD mE W e en wn @ W e

Lead Agency (Complete if applicable):

Consulting Firm: RS&H Applicant:
Address: 369 Pine Street, Suite 610 Address:
City/State/Zip: San Francisco CA 94101 City/State/Zip:
Contact; David J. Full, AICP Phone:

Phone: 415.609.4706

Signature of Lead Agency Representanvg;& f:\ [ | ‘1/“-*‘- IIOate:"E‘w\L g !&"E I

"‘-.._____-_J HI -
Authority cited: Section 21083, Public Resources Cod/e,néfer : Section 21161, Public Resources Cade.
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Revised 2010
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APPENDIX C - MEETING AIRPORT SAFETY ENHANCEMENT OBJECTIVES

Since prior to the ownership of the Airport by the Authority, the FAA has expressed significant concern
about the aircraft operations at, and the location of, the existing passenger terminal. This concern is based
on the fact that the existing passenger terminal does not comply with FAA airport design standards,
including Advisory Circular (AC) 150/5300-13A, Airport Design (FAA, 2012).

The FAA has two primary safety concerns:

e Adjacent to the terminal on the taxilanes for Runways 8-26 and 15-33, aircraft taxi operations
routinely occur simultaneously with aircraft arrivals and departures within the standard Runway
Safety Area (RSA) for these runways.

e Portions of the existing terminal as well as aircraft parked at the terminal penetrate: (a) the defined

runway Object Free Area (OFA)l identified in AC 150/5300-13A; (b) the primary and transitional
surfaces that protect imaginary surfaces around runways for the safe operation of aircraft, as
designated in Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), Part 77; and (c) the Building
Restriction Line identified on the FAA-approved Airport Layout Plan (ALP).

As defined by the FAA, an RSA is “a defined surface surrounding the runway prepared or suitable for
reducing the risk of damage to aircraft in the event the aircraft undershoots (lands short of the runway),
overshoots (travels past the far end of the runway), or an excursion (does not maintain a position in the
center of the runway) from the runway” (FAA, 2012). The RSA has dimensional requirements as well as
clearing, grading, and drainage requirements.

Under 14 CFR Part 139, Certification and Operations: Land Airports Serving Certain Air Carriers (2002),
airports that serve scheduled or unscheduled air carrier passenger operations conducted with aircraft that
have seating capacities of more than 30 passengers must obtain federal certification pursuant to 14 CFR
Part 139. The Authority holds the requisite certificate and must comply with the requirements of the 14 CFR
Part 139 regulations. These regulations stipulate that each certificate holder must provide and maintain
safety areas for runways and taxiways.

FAA Order 5200.8, Runway Safety Area Program (FAA, 1999), establishes procedures to ensure that all RSAs
at federally obligated airports and Part 139—certified airports conform to the standards in FAA AC 150/5300-
13A, Airport Design, to the extent practicable. In addition, Public Law 109-115 (2005) required airport
sponsors that hold a certificate under 14 CFR Part 139 to comply with FAA design standards for RSAs by
December 31, 2015.

The FAA's dimensional requirements for an RSA are based on the type of aircraft the runway is designed to
accommodate. The Airport Reference Code (ARC) is a coding system used to correlate airport design criteria
to the operational and physical characteristics of the aircraft intended to operate on a particular runway.
Table C-1 lists the FAA's ARC and corresponding operational and physical characteristics. The first part of
a runway ARC is a letter that represents the Aircraft Approach Category (AAC) and relates to the aircraft
approach speed (operational characteristics). The second component of the ARC, depicted by a Roman

1 The OFA is “an area centered on the ground on a runway centerline provided to enhance the safety of aircraft
operations by remaining clear of fixed objects, except for objects that need to be located in the OFA for air
navigation or aircraft ground maneuvering purposes”.

Burbank Bob Hope Airport — Replacement Terminal EIR C-1
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Table C-1

FAA Airport Reference Code Classifications

MEETING AIRPORT SAFETY ENHANCEMENT OBJECTIVES

Aircraft Airplane
Approach  Aircraft Approach Design
Category Speed Group Aircraft Wingspan Aircraft Tail Height
A Up to 91 knots I Up to 49 feet Up to 20 feet
Greater than or equal Greater than or equal to  Greater than or equal to
B to 91 knots but less I 49 feet but less than 79 20 feet but less than
than 121 knots feet 30 feet
Greater than or equal Greater than or equal to  Greater than or equal to
C to 121 knots but less 11 79 feet but less than 118 30 feet but less than
than 141 knots feet 45 feet
Greater than or equal Greater than or equal to  Greater than or equal to
D to 141 knots but less v 118 feet but less than 45 feet but less than
than 166 knots 171 feet 60 feet
Greater than or equal Greater than or equal to  Greater than or equal to
E t6 166 knots 9 \ 171 feet but less than 60 feet but less than
214 feet 66 feet
Greater than orequal to  Greater than or equal to
VI 214 feet but less than 66 feet but less than

262 feet

80 feet

Source: FAA, 2012

numeral, is the Airplane Design Group (ADG) and relates to either the aircraft wingspan or tail height
(physical characteristics), whichever is most restrictive with respect to the aircraft's safe movement on the

airport. Together, the ADG and the AAC together are the basis for establishing RSA dimensions.

Both Runways 8-26 and 15-33 have an ARC designation of D-1V, consistent with the aircraft that currently
operate and are anticipated to operate at the Airport. Table C-2 outlines the appropriate RSA dimensions

for D-1V aircraft.

In addition to dimensional requirements, the FAA has established the following specific physical

requirements for RSAs:

e Areas within the RSA must be cleared and graded, with no potentially hazardous ruts, humps,

depressions, or other surface variations.

e RSA grading must allow adequate drainage to prevent the accumulation of water. The installation of
storm sewers is permissible within the RSA, but the elevation of the stormwater inlets may not vary
more than 3 inches from the surrounding surface elevation. Table C-2 also shows the RSA limits for

longitudinal and transverse grading.

Burbank Bob Hope Airport — Replacement Terminal EIR
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Table C-2
Runway Safety Area (RSA) Dimensional Requirements for Runway Design Code D-1V Aircraft

RSA Dimensions and Grade

Limitations Requirement
Width 500 feet
Length Prior to Landing Threshold 600 feet
Length Beyond the Runway Threshold 1,000 feet
Distance Beyond Runway End Transverse Grading
Initial 200 feet 1.5% to 5% grade, no positive
Beyond 200 feet /a/ Maximum +5%

/a/ No penetration of approach surface permitted.
Source: FAA, 2012

e The RSA surface must be capable, under dry conditions, of supporting snow removal equipment, Aircraft
Rescue and Fire Fighting (ARFF) equipment, and the occasional passage of aircraft without causing
damage to the aircraft.

e The RSA must be free of objects (including aircraft, ground handling equipment, vehicles, and
buildings), except for objects that need to be located within the RSA because of their function.

Over 60 percent of aircraft accidents occur during takeCoffs and landings. During these segments, which
are generally regarded as the most critical phases of flight, aircraft pilots are subject to a variety of control
and operational factors, including a runway's usable operating dimensions. The function of the RSA is to
create a buffer between the runway pavement and non-aircraft movement areas to prevent on-ground
accidents. In recognition of the significant safety enhancement afforded by compliant RSAs, the FAA issued
Order 5200.8, Runway Safety Area Program, which identifies potential alternatives for airports that do not
provide/have the required cleared and graded safety areas.

On March 7, 2011, in accordance with FAA Order 5200.8, the Authority concurred with the FAA’s Runway
Safety Area Determination for the Bob Hope Airport for Runways 8-26 and 15-33. The determination
concluded that establishing fully compliant RSAs could only be accomplished by drastically reducing the
length of each runway, virtually eliminating their utility as air carrier runways. Furthermore, at that time the
Authority and the City of Burbank were parties to a Development Agreement that barred the construction
of a replacement passenger terminal (the Development Agreement expired on March 15, 2015). As shown
in Figure C-1, the existing RSA is 125 feet short of meeting FAA design standards on the south side of
Runway 8-26 and on the east side of Runway 15-33 adjacent to the existing passenger terminal area.

The existing passenger terminal was the subject of a November 2002 letter from the then current FAA
Administrator, Marion Blakey, to the Authority. That letter reaffirmed the FAA's long-standing support for
the relocation of the passenger terminal to improve compliance with current FAA design standards and to
provide the highest level of safety at the Airport.
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AC 5300-13A also includes requirements for the OFA “an area centered on the ground on a runway
centerline provided to enhance the safety of aircraft operations by remaining clear of fixed objects, except
for objects that need to be located in the OFA for air navigation or aircraft ground maneuvering purposes.”
In conjunction with RSAs, the OFA represents (i.e., the area surrounding the runway that is to
be kept clear of all objects, except for objects that need to be located within the OFA because of their
function). The OFA for runways with an ARC designation of D-IV is 800 feet, extending 400 feet on either
side of the runway centerline. As depicted on Figure C-1, the OFA for Runway 8-26 and Runway 15-33
adjacent to the existing passenger terminal is 275 feet short of meeting FAA design standards. Thus, neither
the RSAs nor the OFAs for Runways 8-26 and 15-33 meet FAA standards in the vicinity of the existing
passenger terminal.

In addition, the central portion of the existing passenger terminal was constructed over 85 years ago and
does not meet current California seismic safety (earthquake) design standards. That original portion was
constructed using non-ductile concrete and unreinforced masonry, and these materials are still present
within the building. This part of the terminal was retrofitted in 1995 to satisfy the City of Burbank
Unreinforced Masonry Ordinance, but it does not meet the State of California’s seismic safety design
standards for a new building.

The proposed project would meet the airport safety enhancement objective by constructing a replacement
passenger terminal that meets current FAA airport design standards and California seismic safety design
standards.

Burbank Bob Hope Airport — Replacement Terminal EIR C-5
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APPENDIX E - PASSENGER AND AIRCRAFT OPERATIONS FORECASTS

This appendix describes the forecast of passenger activity and aircraft operations used to assess the
operational effects of the terminal development options under consideration at Bob Hope Airport (Airport).
In concept, forecasts used in assessing the effects of proposed Airport development should be
“conservative” in not underestimating the level of passenger or aircraft activity so as not to understate
potential impacts. The forecast must also recognize recent trends in aviation activity in order to provide a
realistic picture of the future environment.

This forecast is derived from previous forecasts used for facilities and noise compatibility planning, with
consideration of recent developments in passenger and aircraft activity at the Airport. The following section
describes these forecasts in the context of recent developments at the Airport. Subsequent sections describe
the development of the passenger and aircraft operations forecasts used in this Environmental Impact
Report (EIR).

The forecasts of passenger activity and associated airline operations include passengers and aircraft
operations by passenger air carriers certificated under Federal Aviation Regulations (FAR) Part 121 and Part
135. All published scheduled airline operations by FAR Part 121 and Part 135 air carriers will only enplane
and deplane in the replacement terminal. Passengers transported by unscheduled Part 135 carriers that do
not operate to and from the terminal are not included. Aircraft operations by such carriers are reflected in
the underlying forecasts of aircraft operations and are included in this forecast.

This forecast document uses several terms to describe passenger and aircraft activity, depending on the
context of the section. The number of passengers arriving to and departing from the Airport over the course
of ayear is described as “Million Annual Passengers” (MAP). For some evaluations, it is important to consider
passengers getting off aircraft or “"deplaning” separately from passengers that are boarding or “enplaning”
aircraft. Many forecasts describe passenger activity as enplanements only because enplanements and
deplanements are essentially equal. Aircraft activity can be described as landings or arrivals as well as
takeoffs or departures. The term “operations” includes both landings and takeoffs.

E1  RECENT FORECASTS

The 2008 Recession triggered a substantial reduction in the number of air carrier operations and airline
passengers—approximately a one-third reduction from nearly 6 (MAP) using the airport to the current level
of approximately 4 (MAP). As described in the following sections, the forecast for passenger and operation
activity within the ten year study horizon does not exceed the maximum passenger and airline operations
levels experienced in 2008.

Three recent forecasts were examined in developing the passenger and aircraft operations scenarios for use
in this EIR. Although, as noted below, the assumptions on which these forecasts were based have not always
been realized, these forecasts provide useful information in developing a conservative forecast for this EIR.

E.1-1 Southern California Association of Governments Regional Transportation Plan
The Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) completed the forecasts for its Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP) in 2011. The SCAG forecast covers a 24-year period from 2011 through 2035.

Burbank Bob Hope Airport — Replacement Terminal EIR E-1
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These forecasts were developed to support the RTP in predicting surface transportation needs in the region
and therefore focused on passenger activity as an indicator of surface transportation demand. The SCAG
developed passenger forecasts in terms MAP! for each airport in the Los Angeles Metropolitan Area. The
RTP estimated that passenger activity at Burbank Bob Hope Airport would reach 9.4 MAP by 2035. This
growth, which reflects regional growth trends, represents an average 2.9 percent annual increase over the
24-year forecast period. In the years since the SCAG Forecast was published, passenger volumes at the
Airport have decreased; in 2014 about 1 million fewer passengers (1 MAP) passed through the Airport than
in 2011.

E.1-2 Bob Hope Airport 14 CFR Part 150 Noise Compatibility Study Noise Exposure Maps
Update

The noise compatibility study for the Airport included detailed forecasts of passenger and aircraft activity
based on the economic factors affecting individual user group such as passenger service, air cargo, and
general aviation. This forecast (the FAR Part 150 Forecast) covered the period between 2011 and 2030 and
provides the most detailed information about the types of aircraft that would use the Airport (known as the
“fleet mix") to support noise and air quality modeling for the years examined in the Bob Hope Airport 14
CFR Part 150 Study Noise Exposure Map Update (Part 150). The base year for this forecast was 2011 and, as
was the case for the SCAG forecast, the growth rates assumed in the Part 150 forecast have not been
realized. This forecast is nevertheless valuable in proving a more detailed fleet mix than any other available
forecast. This forecast is available on the Bob Hope Airport website at: http://bobhopeairport.com/.

E.1-3 Federal Aviation Administration Terminal Area Forecast

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Terminal Area Forecast (TAF) is the official Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) forecast of aviation activity for U.S. airports. While the TAF is intended primarily to
meet the budget and planning needs of FAA, it also provides information for use by state and local
authorities, the aviation industry, and the public. The FAA also requires forecasts used in airport planning
and environmental studies to conform to 