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Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport B-1

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project Draft EIS 

BOB HOPE “HOLLYWOOD BURBANK” AIRPORT 
PROPOSED REPLACEMENT TERMINAL PROJECT 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

AGENCY AND PUBLIC SCOPING 

SCOPING REPORT 

A. SCOPING PROCESS

Overview of the Scoping Process

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) published a Notice of Intent in the 

Federal Register on December 18, 2018, that announced its intention to 

prepare this Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the construction and 

operation of a replacement passenger terminal and ancillary improvements 

(Proposed Action) at the Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport (Airport).  

According to FAA Order 1050.1F, paragraph 7-1.2(c), scoping is a required 

part of the EIS process. See also 40 CFR § 1501.7. 

The FAA held two scoping meetings as part of the public involvement effort.  

One was a scoping meeting for agencies, and one was for the general public. 

Comments were accepted at each scoping meeting.  In addition, agencies 

and individuals had the opportunity to submit written comments to the FAA 

by March 1, 2019. 

 Published Notices / Affidavits 

Notices informing the public about the scoping process and the public scoping 

meeting were published in local newspapers.  A copy of each public notice 

and an affidavit of that public notice are provided on the following pages. 
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environment is preferred. 
They might get along with 
other dogs, but not cats. 
However, a meet-and-greet 
is a must. 

Whatever you’re in the 
mood for, we know you’re 
gonna give this delightful 
duo two thumbs up. 

Adopt Tiger, A059458, 
and Sharkie, A059459. 

To view pets, visit the 
vbas.org. 

The Burbank Animal 
Shelter is located at 1150 N. 
Victory Place. Call (818) 
238-3340. Open 10 a.m. to 5 
p.m. Tuesday through Sat-
urday; 11 a.m. to 3 p.m. 
Sundays. Closed major 
holidays. 

Adoption fees: dogs, 
$125/$90; cats, $85/$50; 
bunnies, $30. Prices include 
spaying or neutering, vacci-
nations and microchip. 
Lower prices apply to previ-
ously altered animals. 

FYI 
To have your event 
considered for print 
publication, email a brief 
description — including the 
location, venue, date and 
time, price, point of contact 
and, if available, a link — to 
burbankleader 
@latimes.com. 

Buena Vista St., 2nd floor. 
Classes are $10. Call (818) 
748-4701 for information. 

Thorburn Chiropractic and 
Wellness Center presents a 
free workshop from 6:30 to 
7:30 p.m. the second and 
fourth Wednesday of each 
month, at 1612 W. Burbank 
Blvd. For more information, 
call (818) 841-1313. 

Burbank Art Assn. meets 
at 7 p.m. the third 
Wednesday of the month at 
the City Hall Annex, 301 E. 
Olive Ave., room 102. For 
more information, call (818) 
848-1054. 
Glendale Bachelor ‘n’ 
Bachelorettes Square Dance 
Club hosts a brush-up 
square dance course for 
new graduates from 7 to 9 
p.m. each Wednesday at 
Joslyn Adult Center, 1301 W. 
Olive Ave., Burbank. The cost 

THE DAILY COMMUTER PUZZLE 

By Jacqueline 57 Not up yet 
E. Mathews 58 Trigger or Mister Ed 

59 Traveler's stopovers 
ACROSS 60 Clutter 

1 Soldiers, for short 61 Furry swimmer 

4 Walks the floor 62 Suffix for baron or 

9 __ up; misbehaves govern 

13 Clavicle or rib 
14 Clay brick material DOWN 

1 __ away; departs 
2 Frighten 

15 Ivory or Irish Spring 
16 Fraternity letter 

3 Caspian or Caribbean 17 Unwieldy; hard to 
4 Actor Al __carry 
5 Grown-up 19 TV crime drama 
6 "O __, All Ye Faithful" series 
7 Flows back 20 Scrabble pieces 
8 Observe 21 Felt miserable 
9 St. Francis' home 22 Climb onto 
10 As __ as a cucumber 24 Prefix for obey or Answer to previous puzzle 
11 Subdue own 
12 Drove too fast 25 With hands on hips 37 Mr. Arnaz 44 Edison's initials 
13 UK TV network 27 Retiree 38 Took a chair 45 Rump __; cut of beef 
18 Weather forecast 

30 Mumbai's nation 39 Marrying man 46 Got on one's feet 
20 Largest brass 

31 Pleasantly warm 40 Gave a pink slip to 49 Smell bad 
instrument 

33 Peach stone 41 Wheeler-__; shrewd 51 Anger 
23 Leave out

35 Veal or venison entrepreneur 54 "Alice in __" 
24 Carter & Clinton: 

36 Old Roman robes 43 Polite person's word 56 Deafening 
abbr. 
25 Objectives 
26 Bread recipe verb 
27 Close angrily 
28 Surgeries 
29 Gets up 
31 Ill-mannered slob 
32 Not long __; recently 
34 Laundry soap brand 
36 Sequoia or spruce 
37 Passes away 
39 Opening in a forest 
40 Criticism; 
opposition 
42 Not on good terms; 
disagreeing 
43 Think deeply 
45 Wash off soapsuds 
46 Crossed the pool 
47 "__ or not to be…" 
48 Small bills 
49 Job opening 
50 Small fruit pie 
52 Hightails it 
53 Koch & Bradley 
55 Letter from Greece 
56 Commit perjury 

Tribune Media 
Services 

is $6 per person. For more (818) 238-5390. Church of Burbank, 637 S. 
information, call (818) Victory Blvd. For more The Burbank Investment 
846-8848. information, call (818) Club meets at 8 p.m. the 

567-4200. Burbank Park, Recreation second Wednesday of the 
and Community Services month at various locations. English as a Second 
Department sponsors For more information, call Language classes at 9:30 
Pilates class from 7:30 to 8:15 (818) 720-5990. a.m. every Thursday at the 
p.m. at Verdugo Park, 3201 Don Tuttle Center, 1731 N. 

THURSDAY W. Verdugo Ave. Cost is $50. Ontario St., Burbank. Call 
Alcoholics Anonymous For more information, call (818) 238-5367. 
meets at 6 a.m. at Unity 

PETS OF THE DAY 
Cancel your Netflix sub-

scription. Tiger and Sharkie 
are all the entertainment 
you’ll need. 

Looking for a love story? 
Bonded for life, these 

5-year-old pit bull/terrier 
mixes are devoted to each 
other. Tiger is the more 
extroverted of the two. 
Sharkie is a bit shy, but he 
warms up quickly. They’re 
affectionate lap dogs, and 
they love being with people. 

How about an action 
movie? 

They’re a couple of sweet 
knuckleheads who love to 
play. Their favorite game is 
“competitive fetching,” 
where they race each other 
to retrieve a toy — referably 
a soft, squeaky doll. 

The resulting tug-of-war 
battle usually ends with 
Tiger claiming his prize and 

sneaking away to chew on 
it. Consequently, Sharkie 
will return to your side for 
consolation petting and 
treats. We suspect he loses 
on purpose. 

Tiger and Sharkie have a 
lot of energy and need daily 
exercise, so they make good 
walking partners. 

What about a buddy 
film? 

They’re great with re-
spectful kids, but not small 
children. An adult-only 
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Calendar 
Highlights from around town 

JAN. 23 
The Verdugo-Glen chapter 
of the American Business 
Women’s Assn. will meet at 
6:45 p.m. at the VFW #8310, 
1006 N. Magnolia Blvd., 
Burbank. The speaker will be 
Tony Watson from Robert 
Hall & Associates. Cost is 
$20, which includes dinner. 
For more information, visit 
abwa-verdugoglen.org. 

ONGOING 
WEDNESDAY 
The Burbank Sunrise 
Kiwanis Club meets at 7 a.m. 
at DeBell Clubhouse, 1500 E. 
Walnut Ave., Burbank. 
Information: call (818) 
846-6686. 

The Thrift Shop operated 
by La Providencia Guild of 
Children’s Hospital Los 
Angeles offers a special 
shopping day for those 55 or 
older from 10 a.m. to 4 p.m. 
every Wednesday at the 
Children’s Hospital Thrift 
Shop, 3301 W. Burbank Blvd., 
Burbank. All merchandise, 
including gently worn 
clothing, household items 
and books, will be 
discounted 10% for seniors 
but some exclusions might 
apply. Hours are 10 a.m. to 4 

p.m. Tuesday through 
Saturday. All items have 
been donated and sales 
benefit the hospital. For 
more information, call (818) 
845-6606. 

Burbank Parks and 
Recreation presents a Tai 
Chi chuan class from 10 to 
11:15 a.m. at Verdugo Park, 
3201 W. Verdugo Ave. Tuition 
is $75 for nine classes. For 
more information, call (818) 
238-5390. 

The Burbank Noon Kiwanis 
Club meets from noon to 
1:30 p.m. at the Burbank 
YMCA, 321 E. Magnolia Blvd., 
Burbank. For more 
information, contact Harvey 
Branman at (818) 954-9294. 
Burbank Toastmasters, an 
organization dedicated to 
improving public speaking 
skills and confidence, meets 
at noon at the Burbank 
Chamber of Commerce, 200 
W. Magnolia Blvd. Guests 
welcomed. For information 
visit burbank 
toastmaster.org. 

Community yoga classes 
are held from 12:30 to 1:30 
p.m. at the Center for 
Integrative Medicine, 181 S. 

RCFE# 197609362 

2721 Willow Street, Burbank, CA  
TheHeightsatBurbank.com •  818.514.9078 

Independent  & Assisted  Living  � Memory Care  

Ultimately,
it’s your experience
that matters. 

To be sure, we’re proud of our 30 years of 
experience in senior living. But, to us, what really 

matters is your experience at our communities. 
We do everything with that idea clearly in mind. 

So, go ahead, enjoy yourself with great social 
opportunities and amenities. Savor fine dining 

every day. And feel assured that assisted living 

services are always available if needed. 
We invite you to experience The Heights at  

Burbank for yourself at a  complimentary lunch 

and tour. Call 818.514.9078 today to schedule. 
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Paid Advertisement 

Notice of Public Scoping Workshop 
Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project Environmental Impact 
Statement 

Burbank, California 

The Federal Aviation Administration is preparing an Environ-
mental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Proposed Replacement 
Terminal Project at Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport. 
The Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority (Authority), 
the owner of the Airport, proposes the following elements of the 
proposed replacement terminal project (collectively, the Proposed 
Action): a replacement passenger terminal, an aircraft parking 
apron, an employee automobile parking lot, a public automobile 
parking structure, a new passenger terminal access road, a re-
placement airline cargo building, a replacement Aircraft Rescue 
and Firefghting station, a ground-service equipment (GSE) and 
passenger terminal maintenance building, a central utility plant, 
ground access vehicle storage and staging; the extension of  
Taxiway A and Taxiway C; the realignment of the Airport service 
road and Avenue A; and the demolition of the existing passenger 
terminal, the commercial aircraft ramp and adjacent taxilanes, 
the parking booth, the employee parking lot, Parking Lots A, B, 
and E, the existing public parking structure, the tenant lease area, 
the airline cargo and GSE maintenance building and associated 
pavement, and the shuttle bus dispatch offce and staging area. 

Pursuant to the requirements of the National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) and FAA Order 1050.1F, an  EIS will be prepared for 
this Proposed Action. The EIS will describe the Proposed Ac-
tion and the impacts associated with the implementation of the 
Proposed Action. The FAA is holding a public scoping workshop 
for the public to provide input regarding the issues discussed 
in the EIS. This public scoping workshop will not describe the 
potential design of the replacement passenger terminal and as-
sociated projects; but rather, the EIS will focus on the general 
characteristics of the Proposed Action and its potential environ-
mental effects. 

Together with a scoping meeting for regulatory agencies, these 
meetings will constitute the scoping process for the EIS. The 
public scoping workshop will be held at the following time 
and place: 

Tuesday, January 29, 2019, 6:00 PM – 8:00 PM PST 
Buena Vista Library, 300 N. Buena Vista Street, Burbank, 
California 91505 

Written comments must be postmarked by Friday, 
March 1, 2019, and sent to: 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Offce, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150 
El Segundo, California 90245 

https://toastmaster.org
https://abwa-verdugoglen.org
https://latimes.com
https://vbas.org
WWW.BURBANKLEADER.COM


       

  
 

  
  
  
  

     
     

      
 

  

       
        

      
     

           
      

      
        

       
       

       
     

       
          

           
        

          
        
       

         

         
          
        
          

       
          

          
     
         

        
  

        
          

       
  

        
        

  

      
      

   
      

      
    

  

   
  

    
     
    

 
  

 
   

 
 

    
    

     
    

  

  
     

    
      
   

   
  

 
     

  
    

    
   

      
  

 

  
   

    
     
      

     
   

  
  

  

     
    

     
     

    
     

  

     
      

    
     

    
 

 

  

    
     

   
     

     
   

 

  

     
     

     
   

  

   
    

    
     

   
    
   

 

   
  

   
    

     
 

  
 

 

  

     
     

    
  
   

  
    

    
     

  
  

  

      
    

    
   
    

   
    

   
   

  

    
   

   
      

  
      

    
  

    
    

  

    
     

   
   

     
    

     
    

    

  

 
 

     
   

    
      

  
     

     
    

    
  

  

      
 

 

       
   

           
          

           
          

      
      
       

          
            

           
             
             

           
     

      
     
         

           
          

           
             

          
        

           
            

           
            

            
            

               
              

            
            

       
             

               
          

         
          

            
            

            
           
             

            
          

            
            

            
           

             
           

              
            

             
             

           
             

          
             

              
            
              

          
           

           
               

            
              
            

            
          
            

          
            

         
           

         
        

    
        
            

          
       

 

  

 
   

    
    

    
   

  
    

  
    
  

   

  
   

   
      

    
    

    
    

    
   

   
  

   
   

    
    

    
   

   
    

    
   

  
   

    
  

   
    
   

    
   

     
   

    
   

   

  

     
   

   
    

     
   

 
 

   

     
   

   
    
   

   
  

 

  
   

    
     

    
   

    
    

 

 
 

  

    
 

  
 
   

 
   

    
  
   

    
 

    
   

 
    

 
  

  

       
    

        
       

       
  

   
    

     
    

      
     

      
       

        
  

      
    

       
     

      
   

       
    

   
       

   

      
        

         
 

      
       

 
          

          
       

        
       
       
         

         
          

       
          

       
        
     

 

  

  
  

   
   

    
   

   
   

   
  

  

  

 

  
 

 
 

  
  

  
   

 
 

 

   
     

    
     

  
    

     
      

    
     

    
      

  
   

     
      
   
   

     
   

     
   
     

     
    

   
     
    

    
     

     
 

     
    

   
  
     

    
    

    
    

    
     

    
 
    

     
      

      
    

   
     

    

    
    
     

   
     

    
    

     
     

    
   

    
   

     
   

   
    
    

     
     

   
 
     
    

    
     

      
      

      
      

 
     

     
    

    
      

      
   

     
    

   
   
     
     

    
    

    
    

    
    

   
    

     
   

   
    

     
     

      
    

    
     

       
       
 

   
     
    
     

   
      

    
   

     
      

    
     

      
     

     
 

    
    

     
    

   
     

    
     

    
    
     
  

    
    

      
  

  
    

     
 

    

 

 
  

   
    

   
   

    
    

    
  

   
   

  

     
     

    
    
    

 
  

      
   

       
     

     
     
  

    
     

     
     

 

    

 

 
  

FIND 
an 

apartment 
through 

classified 

WWW.GLENDALENEWSPRESS.COM GLENDALE NEWS-PRESS WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 16, 2019 A3 

BOB HUNTER 
Plumbing &

Heating Service 
Free Estimates 
Lic. #514974 

(818) 249-8458 

Notice of Public Scoping Workshop 
Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project Environmental Impact 
Statement 

Burbank, California 

The Federal Aviation Administration is preparing an Environ-
mental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Proposed Replacement 
Terminal Project at Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport. 
The Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority (Authority), 
the owner of the Airport, proposes the following elements of the 
proposed replacement terminal project (collectively, the Proposed 
Action): a replacement passenger terminal, an aircraft parking 
apron, an employee automobile parking lot, a public automobile 
parking structure, a new passenger terminal access road, a re-
placement airline cargo building, a replacement Aircraft Rescue 
and Firefghting station, a ground-service equipment (GSE) and 
passenger terminal maintenance building, a central utility plant, 
ground access vehicle storage and staging; the extension of  
Taxiway A and Taxiway C; the realignment of the Airport service 
road and Avenue A; and the demolition of the existing passenger 
terminal, the commercial aircraft ramp and adjacent taxilanes, 
the parking booth, the employee parking lot, Parking Lots A, B, 
and E, the existing public parking structure, the tenant lease area, 
the airline cargo and GSE maintenance building and associated 
pavement, and the shuttle bus dispatch offce and staging area. 

Pursuant to the requirements of the National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) and FAA Order 1050.1F, an  EIS will be prepared for 
this Proposed Action. The EIS will describe the Proposed Ac-
tion and the impacts associated with the implementation of the 
Proposed Action. The FAA is holding a public scoping workshop 
for the public to provide input regarding the issues discussed 
in the EIS. This public scoping workshop will not describe the 
potential design of the replacement passenger terminal and as-
sociated projects; but rather, the EIS will focus on the general 
characteristics of the Proposed Action and its potential environ-
mental effects. 

Together with a scoping meeting for regulatory agencies, these 
meetings will constitute the scoping process for the EIS. The 
public scoping workshop will be held at the following time 
and place: 

Tuesday, January 29, 2019, 6:00 PM – 8:00 PM PST 
Buena Vista Library, 300 N. Buena Vista Street, Burbank, 
California 91505 

Written comments must be postmarked by  Friday, 
March 1, 2019, and sent to: 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Offce, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150 
El Segundo, California 90245 

Paid Advertisement 

DENTAL INSURANCE. Call 
Physicians Mutual Insur-
ance Company for details. 
NOT just a discount plan, 
REAL coverage for 350 
procedures. 1-855-472-
0035 or http://www.den-
tal50plus.com/canews 
Ad# 6118 (Cal-SCAN) 

Miscellaneous 
Services 

Lowest Prices on Health 
& Dental Insurance. We 
have the best rates from 
top companies! Call Now! 
888-989-4807. (CalSCAN) 

OXYGEN - Anytime. Any-
where. No tanks to refill. 
No deliveries. The All-New 
Inogen One G4 is only 2.8 
pounds! FAA approved! 
FREE info kit: 844-359-
3976. (Cal-SCAN) 

Medical-Grade HEAR-
ING AIDS for LESS THAN 
$200! FDA-Registered. 
Crisp, clear sound, state 
of-the-art features & no 
audiologist needed. Try 
it RISK FREE for 45 Days! 
CALL 1-877-736-1242 
(Cal-SCAN) 

FDA-Registered Hearing 
Aids. 100% Risk-Free! 45-
Day Home Trial. Comfort 
Fit. Crisp Clear Sound. If 
you decide to keep it, PAY 
ONLY $299 per aid. FREE 
Shipping. Call Hearing 
Help Express 1- 844-234-
5606 (Cal-SCAN) 

Health & Fitness 

ARE YOU BEHIND $10k OR 
MORE ON YOUR TAXES? 
Stop wage & bank levies, 
liens & audits, unfiled tax 
returns, payroll issues, & 
resolve tax debt FAST. Call 
855-970-2032. (Cal-SCAN) 

Over $10K in Debt? Be 
debt free in 24 to 48 
months. No upfront fees 
to enroll. A+ BBB rated. 
Call National Debt Relief 
1-888-508-6305. 

(Cal-SCAN) 

Financial Services 

Water Damage to Your 
Home? Call for a quote 
for professional cleanup 
& maintain the value of 
your home! Set an appt 
today! Call 855-401-7069 
(Cal-SCAN) 

Cleaning Services 

Got an older car, boat 
or RV? Do the humane 
thing. Donate it to the 
Humane Society. Call 1-
844-335-2616 (Cal-SCAN) 

DONATE YOUR CAR, 
TRUCK OR BOAT TO HERI-
TAGE FOR THE BLIND. 
Free 3 Day Vacation, Tax 
Deductible, Free Towing, 
All Paperwork Taken Care 
Of. 1-844-491-2884 . (Cal-
SCAN) 

WANTED! Old Porsche 
356/911/912 for restora-
tion by hobbyist 1948-
1973 Only. Any condition, 
top $ paid! PLEASE LEAVE 
MESSAGE 1-707-965-
9546. Email: porscheres-
torat ion@yahoo.com.  
(Cal-SCAN) 

Auto Services 

Unable to work due to 
injury or illness? Call Bill 
Gordon & Assoc., Social 
Security Disability At-
torneys! FREE Evaluation. 
1-844-879-3267! Mail: 
2420 N St NW, Washing-
ton DC. Ofce: Broward 
Co. FL., Mbr. TX/NM Bar. 
Local Attorneys Nation-
wide. (Cal-SCAN) 

Attorney Services 

DID YOU KNOW 7 IN 10 
Americans or 158 million 
U.S. Adults read content 
from newspaper media 
each week? Discover the 
Power of Newspaper Ad-
vertising. For a free bro-
chure call 916-288-6011 
or email cecelia@cnpa. 
com (Cal-SCAN) 

DID YOU KNOW that 
newspapers serve an 
engaged audience and 
that 79% still read a print 
newspaper? Newspapers 
need to be in your mix! 
Discover the Power of 
Newspaper Advertising. 
For more info email cece-
lia@cnpa.com or call (916) 
288-6011. (Cal-SCAN) 

EVERY BUSINESS has a 
story to tell! Get your 
message out with Cali-
fornia’s PRMedia Release 
– the only Press Release 
Service operated by the 
press to get press! For 
more info contact Cecelia 
@ 916-288-6011 or http:// 
prmediarelease.com/cali-
fornia (Cal-SCAN) 

General 
Announcements 

DID YOU KNOW that the 
average business spends 
the equivalent of nearly 
1 ½ days per week on 
digital marketing activi-
ties? CNPA can help save 
you time and money. For 
more info email cecelia@ 
cnpa.com or call (916) 
288-6011. (Cal-SCAN) 

Legal Notices 

To place an ad, go to 
http://timescommunityadvertising.com/ 

MARKETPLACE 

APN: 5677-016-001 TS No: CA08000533-18-1 TO No: 180318488-CA-VOI 
NOTICE OF TRUSTEE'S SALE 

(The above statement is made pursuant to CA Civil Code Section 
2923.3(d)(1). The Summary will be provided to Trustor(s) and/or vested 
owner(s) only, pursuant to CA Civil Code Section 2923.3(d)(2).) YOU ARE 
IN DEFAULT UNDER A DEED OF TRUST DATED April 17, 2005. UNLESS 
YOU TAKE ACTION TO PROTECT YOUR PROPERTY, IT MAY BE SOLD 
AT A PUBLIC SALE. IF YOU NEED AN EXPLANATION OF THE NATURE 
OF THE PROCEEDINGS AGAINST YOU, YOU SHOULD CONTACT A 
LAWYER. On January 29, 2019 at 10:00 AM, behind the fountain located in 
the Civic Center Plaza, 400 Civic Center Plaza, Pomona CA 91766, MTC 
Financial Inc. dba Trustee Corps, as the duly Appointed Trustee, under and 
pursuant to the power of sale contained in that certain Deed of Trust 
recorded on April 29, 2005 as Instrument No. 05 1001631, of official records 
in the Office of the Recorder of Los Angeles County, California, executed by 
EDDIE DEAN ROBINSON, A SINGLE MAN, as Trustor(s), in favor of  
MORTGAGE ELECTRONIC REGISTRATION SYSTEMS, INC. as nominee 
for SOMA FINANCIAL as Beneficiary, WILL SELL AT PUBLIC AUCTION 
TO THE HIGHEST BIDDER, in lawful money of the United States, all 
payable at the time of sale, that certain property situated in said County, 
California describing the land therein as: AS MORE FULLY DESCRIBED IN 
SAID DEED OF TRUST The property heretofore described is being sold "as 
is". The street address and other common designation, if any, of the real 
property described above is purported to be: 618 ALTA VISTA DRIVE, 
GLENDALE, CA 91205 The undersigned Trustee disclaims any liability for 
any incorrectness of the street address and other common designation, if 
any, shown herein. Said sale will be made without covenant or warranty, 
express or implied, regarding title, possession, or encumbrances, to pay the 
remaining principal sum of the Note(s) secured by said Deed of Trust, with 
interest thereon, as provided in said Note(s), advances if any, under the 
terms of the Deed of Trust, estimated fees, charges and expenses of the 
Trustee and of the trusts created by said Deed of Trust. The total amount of 
the unpaid balance of the obligations secured by the property to be sold and 
reasonable estimated costs, expenses and advances at the time of the initial 
publication of this Notice of Trustee’s Sale is estimated to be $700,741.37 
(Estimated). However, prepayment premiums, accrued interest and 
advances will increase this figure prior to sale. Beneficiary’s bid at said sale 
may include all or part of said amount. In addition to cash, the Trustee will 
accept a cashier’s check drawn on a state or national bank, a check drawn 
by a state or federal credit union or a check drawn by a state or federal 
savings and loan association, savings association or savings bank specified 
in Section 5102 of the California Financial Code and authorized to do 
business in California, or other such funds as may be acceptable to the 
Trustee. In the event tender other than cash is accepted, the Trustee may 
withhold the issuance of the Trustee’s Deed Upon Sale until funds become 
available to the payee or endorsee as a matter of right. The property offered 
for sale excludes all funds held on account by the property receiver, if 
applicable. If the Trustee is unable to convey title for any reason, the 
successful bidder’s sole and exclusive remedy shall be the return of monies 
paid to the Trustee and the successful bidder shall have no further recourse. 
Notice to Potential Bidders If you are considering bidding on this property 
lien, you should understand that there are risks involved in bidding at a  
Trustee auction. You will be bidding on a lien, not on the property itself. 
Placing the highest bid at a Trustee auction does not automatically entitle 
you to free and clear ownership of the property. You should also be aware 
that the lien being auctioned off may be a junior lien. If you are the highest 
bidder at the auction, you are or may be responsible for paying off all liens 
senior to the lien being auctioned off, before you can receive clear title to the 
property. You are encouraged to investigate the existence, priority, and size 
of outstanding liens that may exist on this property by contacting the county 
recorder's office or a title insurance company, either of which may charge 
you a fee for this information. If you consult either of these resources, you 
should be aware that the same Lender may hold more than one mortgage or 
Deed of Trust on the property. Notice to Property Owner The sale date 
shown on this Notice of Sale may be postponed one or more times by the 
Mortgagee, Beneficiary, Trustee, or a court, pursuant to Section 2924g of 
the California Civil Code. The law requires that information about Trustee 
Sale postponements be made available to you and to the public, as a 
courtesy to those not present at the sale. If you wish to learn whether your 
sale date has been postponed, and, if applicable, the rescheduled time and 
date for the sale of this property, you may call In Source Logic at 702-659-
7766 for information regarding the Trustee's Sale or visit the Internet Web 
site address listed below for information regarding the sale of this property, 
using the file number assigned to this case, CA08000533-18-1. Information 
about postponements that are very short in duration or that occur close in 
time to the scheduled sale may not immediately be reflected in the 
telephone information or on the Internet Web site. The best way to verify 
postponement information is to attend the scheduled sale. Date: December 
20, 2018 MTC Financial Inc. dba Trustee Corps TS No. CA08000533-18-1 
17100 Gillette Ave Irvine, CA 92614 Phone: 949-252-8300 TDD: 866-660-
4288 Myron Ravelo, Authorized Signatory SALE INFORMATION CAN BE 
OBTAINED ON LINE AT www.insourcelogic.com FOR AUTOMATED 
SALES INFORMATION PLEASE CALL: In Source Logic AT 702-659-7766 
Trustee Corps may be acting as a debt collector attempting to collect a debt. 
Any information obtained may be used for that purpose.ISL Number 54577, 
Pub Dates: 01/09/2019, 01/16/2019, 01/23/2019, GLENDALE NEWS 
PRESS 

Legal Notices 

Sunland 
Furnished Room, private 
bath, own entry, +extras. 
No Smoking, No Drugs, 
No Pets. incl’s: util’s, A/C-
heat, internet. $975/mo 
+$975/dep. Ref’s/Credit 
DMV H6 (818) 319-8464 

North Glendale 
Furnished room for rent. 

(818) 242-3576 

Rooms for Rent 

NORTHERN AZ WIL-
DERNESS RANCH $198 
MONTH - Quiet & seclud-
ed 37 acre of grid ranch 
in AZ’s best year-round 
climate. No urban noise 
/sunny days /dark sky 
nights. Blend of mature 
evergreen trees & grassy 
meadows with sweeping 
views across surrounding 
wilderness mountains 
and valleys. Abundant 
clean groundwater/ free 
well water access/ loam 
garden soil & maintained 
road to property. Near 
historic pioneer town 
& fishing lake. Camp-
ing and RV ok. $23,000, 
$2,300 dn. Free brochure 
with similar properties 
includes photos/topo 
maps/ weather/ town 
info. 1st United Realty 
800.966.6690. (CalSCAN) 

GRANTS PASS New 
Homes in Grants Pass, 
Oregon. Valerian Homes 
has 4 homes under con-
struction for completion 
over the next 4 months. 
1-541-955-HOME or craig 
@v  a l e r  i anhom  es .ne t  
CCB #185717. (Cal-SCAN) 

Out of State 

FOR SALE 

A PLACE FOR MOM. The 
nation’s largest senior liv-
ing referral service. Con-
tact our trusted, local ex-
perts today! Our service is 
FREE/no obligation. CALL 
1-855-467-6487. (Cal-
SCAN) 

Services For Seniors 

DISH TV $59.99 For 190 
Channels $14.95 High 
Speed Internet. Free In-
stallation, Smart HD DVR 
Included, Free Voice Re-
mote. Some restrictions 
apply. 1-844-536-5233. 
(Cal-SCAN) 

DIRECTV CHOICE All-
Included Package. Over 
185 Channels! ONLY $45/ 
month (for 24 mos.) Call 
Now -Get NFL Sunday 
Ticket FREE! CALL 1-866-
249-0619 Ask Us How 
To Bundle & Save! (Cal-
SCAN) 

EVENTS/ENTERTAINMENT 
SERVICES 

Legal Notices 

Notice Calling for Pre-Qualification of General
Contractors 

DISTRICT: GLENDALE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
DISTRICT 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: PE Increment 2 
Project 
LAST DATE/TIME FOR SUBMITTAL OF BIDS: 
2:00 P.M. JANUARY 23, 2019 
PLACE FOR SUBMITTAL OF PURCHASING 
OFFICE QUALIFICATIONS: ADMINISTRATION 
BUILDING 1500 NORTH VERDUGO ROAD 
GLENDALE, CA 91208 
BID AND CONTRACT PURCHASING OFFICE 
DOCUMENTS AVAILABLE AT 
ADMINISTRATION BUILDING 
1500 NORTH VERDUGO ROAD 
GLENDALE, CA 91208 
(818) 551-5124 
EMAIL susan@glendale.edu 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Glendale 
Community College District (“District”), , will 
receive up to, but not later than the above-stated 
date and time, sealed Pre-Qualification of General 
Contractors the Work generally described as PE 
Increment 2 Project. 

Schedule of Events 
No./ Events/Dates (Calif. Time) 
1. Issue RFQ January 4 2019 
2. Mandatory Pre-Prequalification submittal 
Conference 1500 N Verdugo Rd Glendale, CA 
91208 January 10, 2019 9 A.M. 
3. Deadline for submission of Proposer’s 
Requests for Clarifications re: the RFQ and non-
binding email of Intent to Respond. January 14, 
2019 5:00 P.M. 
4. Clarifications, Modifications and/or Answers to 
Questions January 17, 2019 
5. Prequalification submittal Due Date and Time 
January 23, 2018 2:00 P.M. 
6. Posting of Prequalified Proposers (estimated). 
January 30, 2019 
7. Bid Advertising (estimated) January 31, 2019 
8. Bid Opening (estimated) 
March 7, 2019 
9 Intent to Issue Notice to Proceed (estimated) 
March 20, 2019 

1. Submittal of Qualifications. All Qualifications 
must be submitted on forms furnished by the 
District prior to the last time for submission of 
Proposals. 
2. Request for Qualifications Documents. The 
Documents are available at the location stated 
above. 
3. Award of Contract. The Contract for the Work, if 
awarded, will be by action of the District’s Board of 
Trustees to the responsible Bidder submitting the 
lowest priced responsive Bid Proposal. If the Bid 
Proposal requires Bidders to propose prices for 
Alternate Bid Items, the District’s selection of 
Alternate Bid Items, if any, for determination of the 
lowest priced Bid Proposal and for inclusion in the 
scope of the Contract to be awarded shall be in 
accordance with the Instructions for Bidders. The 
District reserves the right to reject any or all Bid 
Proposals or to waive any irregularities or 
informalities in any Bid Proposal or in the bidding. 
GLENDALE NEWS PRESS 1/9, 1/16/2019 
#6076431 

Bids Wanted 

100% Local 
Newspapers & Websites 

RETIRED COUPLE $$$$ 
for business purpose 
Real Estate loans. Credit 
unimportant. V.I.P. Trust 
Deed Company www. 
viploan.com Call 818 248-
0000 Broker-principal BRE 
01041073. (Cal-SCAN) 

Real Estate Loans 

Legal Notices 

Bids Wanted 

Classified is 
CONVENIENT 
whether you're
buying, selling,
or just looking,
classified has 
what you need!
To advertise in 
CLASSIFIED 

go to
timescommunityadvertising.com 

“We, Sigma Alpha Ep-
silon take pride in being 
the most selective fraternity 
at UC Irvine,” the event 
page reads. 

On Friday night, Noah 
Domingo had been at a 
party at the house of a fra-
ternity brother, said Ryan 
Lee, also a member of 
Sigma Alpha Epsilon. Lee, 
19, left the party early, but 
Domingo stayed. 

Police found Domingo 
about 9:30 a.m. Saturday in 
a bed in a house in Irvine’s 
Turtle Rock neighborhood, 
Irvine police spokeswoman 
Kim Mohr said. He was un-
responsive, and officials de-
clared him dead at the 
scene, she said. 

Lee said he and Domingo 
met during the first quarter 
of college when Domingo 
rushed the fraternity. Shar-
ing an interest in basketball 
and video games, they 
quickly became friends and 
planned to live together in 
the coming school year, Lee 
said. 

“He was just good at 
everything. He was very 
smart, athletic,” the sopho-
more said. 

Lee said that members of 
the Greek community were 
gathering Monday night to 
share stories and memories 
of their friend. The frater-
nity suspension, Lee said, 
was secondary to the tragic 
news about his close 
buddy. 

“I’m not worried about 
all this fraternity stuff,” he 
said. “That’s how I feel, and 
I think that’s how a lot of 
other people feel too.” 

Mike Sophir, chief execu-
tive officer of the national 
chapter of Sigma Alpha Ep-

silon, said the organization 
“was heartbroken by the 
death of our UCI brother.” 

“Our thoughts and 
prayers are with his family 
and friends, and we appre-
ciate the support the uni-
versity and its staff have 
provided to students in this 
difficult time,” Sophir said 
in a statement. 

At Crescenta Valley High 
School, Domingo’s alma 
mater, news of his death 
spread among students. 

Kevin McCollum, who 
played football with the 
young man, said Domingo 
was known to stay away 
from drugs and alcohol and 
was “a straight-edge” stu-
dent. 

“He was a good team 
leader, fun, always had 
good vibes around him,” 
said McCollum, 18. “He was 
the kind of guy who already 
had his life figured out — 
by 11th grade, he knew he 
was going to go to UC 
Irvine.” 

Ariel Welch, a junior at 
UC Irvine, said she heard 
the news of Domingo’s 
death from her roommate. 
She said she has never been 
to a frat party where men 
weren’t encouraging each 
other to drink more, a 
symptom of what she 

called “toxic masculinity.” 
Last semester, she at-

tended a frat party — 
hosted by a fraternity other 
than Sigma Alpha Epsilon 
— where the brothers were 
taking turns chugging a 
soup of several liquors, in-
cluding vodka and tequila, 
she said. Meanwhile, the 
crowd chanted the fraterni-
ty’s name, she said. 

“Somebody is going to be 
sick,” she remembered 
thinking to herself. 

Essa Rasheed, also a jun-
ior, said that during a fra-
ternity rush event he was 
urged to drink from a wine 
bladder filled with liquor. 
The brothers who recruited 
him counted down as he 
drank: “10, 9, 8, 7, and 7, 
and 7, and 7, and 7, and 
7…” 

Rasheed stopped, but 
still came close to blacking 
out. He eventually decided 
not to pursue Greek life. 

A transfer student, he 
said he was thankful he was 
a little older during that ex-
perience and better under-
stood his limits. He can’t 
imagine how a kid just out 
of high school would han-
dle that situation, he said. 

“You have to be the type 
of person who can keep go-
ing at 7 forever,” Rasheed 
said. 

But Paul Schilling, who 
coached Domingo for four 
years on his high school 
football team, said the ste-
reotypical portrayals of fra-
ternity life did not square 
with his memories of Do-
mingo. In high school, he 
was a responsible kid, dedi-
cated to his academics 
while also playing on two 
sports teams. 

“Noah wasn’t one of 
those kids,” Schilling said. 
“He didn’t have time to be 
messing around.” 

Soumya Karlamangla 
and Cindy Carmaco are re-
porters for the Los Angeles 
Times. 

Continued from page A1 
DEATH 

andy.nguyen@latimes.com 
Twitter: @Andy_Truc 

“He was the 
kind of guy who 
already had his 
life figured out 
— by 11th grade, 
he knew he was 
going to go to 
UC Irvine.” 

Kevin McCollum, who 
played football with 

Noah Domingo 

Fritz said the group does 
not plan to hold another 
online campaign but will 
instead ask students for 
money and perhaps hold 
fundraisers. 

“[Volunteer] Lisa Salo-
mon said that a spring drive 
is important because peo-

ple give a lot less outside of 
the holiday season, but the 
need is the same,” Fritz 
said. “So, we’ll have one 
more drive.” 

Salomon added, “Jamie is 
such a special person that 
anything she puts her mind 
to, I believe she can accom-
plish.” 

Continued from page A1 
CHARITY 

andrew.campa@latimes.com 
Twitter: @campadresports 
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Consulta 
Gratuita 
800 
957.9898 
www.salamatilaw.com 
Satate Bar #176671 

(!laslllcadosl 
Avisos Legales 
Ficticious Name 

the use in this state of a 
fictitious business name 
in violation of the rights 
of another under federal, 
state, or common law 
(See section 14411 
et seq,, Business and 
Professions Code. 
Pub: 01/09, 01/16, 
01/23,01/30/2019 

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS Avisos Legales 
NAME STATEMENT 

#2018305958 
The following person is AVISO DE ELECCION 
doing business as: 

Ricardo Guzman 
Villanueva 

212 W. 83RD ST. 
Los Angeles, CA 90003 

(!lasificados! 
La oportunidad de su 
vida podria estar en 

LaOplnlon 

Aptos. de Renta 

Avisos Legales 

Renta de Locales 
Comerciales 

1 tIenes a gun 
negocio en mente, 
tenemos el espacio 

perfecto para ti. Local 
ideal para almacen, 
oficinas creativas o 

talleres en Downtown 
Los Angeles. Llama 
al 818-723-3473 y 

pregunta por nuestras 
romociones de renta. 

Avisos Legales 

MORLIN ASSET MANAGEMENT, LP, a 
Delaware Limited Partnership as Agent 
for the JOINT MANAGEMENT COUNCIL, 
an unincorporated association, will 
receive qualifications packages from 
general contractors wishing to become 
pre-qualified for an available bidding 
opportunity at Los Angeles Union Station. 
It is the intent of this Joint Management 
Council to select a firm that will provide 
construction services at Los Angeles Union 
Station at the best overall value. In order to 
be fully considered for prequalification and 
subsequent bidding opportunities, please 
proceed to the RFIQ questionnaire at: 
https://goo.gl/forms/PPiZk7NhpBqSrZJi1. 
Completed forms are due on or before 
close of business by February 18, 2019. 
Submissions received after 5:00pm on 
February 18, 2019 will be rejected. 

MORLIN ASSET MANAGEMENT, LP, a 
Delaware Limited Partnership as Agent 
for the JOINT MANAGEMENT COUNCIL, 
an unincorporated association, will 
receive qualifications packages from 
general contractors wishing to become 
pre-qualified for an available bidding 
opportunity at Los Angeles Union Station. 
It is the intent of this Joint Management 
Council to select a firm that will provide 
construction services at Los Angeles Union 
Station at the best overall value. In order to 
be fully considered for prequalification and 
subsequent bidding opportunities, please 
proceed to the RFIQ questionnaire at: 
https:/ /goo.gl/forms/SlzhcY c5IpMJ 1 iO42. 
Completed forms are due on or before 
close of business by February 18, 2019. 
Submissions received after 5:00pm on 
February 18, 2019 will be rejected. 

1l 
• 

Para anunciarse llame gratis 
800-626-8332 

Busquenos tambien 
claslflcados.laoplnlon.com 

<:Jasificados! 
Alguien quiere lo que 
usted ya no necesita. 

Vendalo en 

LaOpinion 
Para anunciarse Harne 

GRAT/Sal: 
800-626-8332 

Avisos Legales Avisos Legales 

Aviso de taller de alcance pl'.iblico 
Aeropuerto Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 

Declaraci6n de impacto ambiental del proyecto de la 
terminal para el reemplazo propuesto 

Burbank, California 
La Administraci6n Federal de Aviaci6n esta preparando una declaraci6n 
de impacto ambiental {EIS) para el proyecto de terminal de recambio 
propuesto en el aeropuerto Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank". Burbank­
Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority (la Autoridad), el dueiio del 
aeropuerto, propane las siguientes elementos de proyecto de la terminal 
para el reemplazo propuesto (colectivamente, la Acci6n Propuesta): 
construcci6n de una terminal de pasajeros de reemplazo, construcci6n 
de una plataforma de estacionamiento de aeronaves de 413.000 pies 
cuadrados, construcci6n de una estructura del estacionamiento publico 
para las autom6viles, construcci6n de una nueva carretera de acceso a 
la terminal para las pasajeros, reordenaci6n de Avenue A, construcci6n 
de un edificio de carga aSrea de reemplazo, construcci6n de una estaci6n 
de bomberos y de rescale aereo de reemplazo (ARFF), construcci6n de 
un edificio de mantenimiento en la terminal de pasajeros y maquinaria de 
servicios de tierra (GSE), construcci6n de una planta central de servicios 
pllblicos, construcci6n de almacenamiento y escenario de vehiculos de 
transporte, ampliaci6n de las pistas A y C, reordenaci6n de la carretera de 
servicio del aeropuerto, demolici6n de la terminal de pasajeros, eliminaci6n 
de rampa de aviones comerciales y carriles de pistas adyacentes, 
eliminaci6n de puesto de estacionamiento, eliminaci6n del estacionamiento 
para empleados, eliminaci6n de las estacionamientos A, B y E, eliminaci6n 
de la estructura de estacionamiento pllblico, eliminaci6n de la zona de 
arrendamiento para inquilinos, demolici6n de la carga aerea y del edificio 
de mantenimiento de GSE y el pavimento asociado, y demolici6n de la 
zona y oficina del autobus lanzadera 

En virtud de las requisites de la ley de polftica ambiental nacional (NEPA) 
y de la orden numero 1050.1 F de la FM, se va a preparar una declaraci6n 
de impacto ambiental (EIS) para esta acci6n propuesta. La declaraci6n 
de impacto ambiental va a describir la acci6n propuesta y las efectos 
asociados con la aplicaci6n de la acci6n propuesta. La FAA va a celebrar 
un taller de alcance publico, para que las personas proporcionen sus 
opiniones en cuanto a las cuestiones debatidas en la declaraci6n de 
impacto ambiental. Este taller de alcance publico no va a describir el 
posible diseiio de la terminal de pasajeros de reemplazo de las proyectos 
asociados con la misma; mas bien, la declaraci6n de impacto ambiental va 
a enfocarse en las caracterfsticas generales de la acci6n propuesta y sus 
posibles efectos ambientales. 

Junta a la reuni6n de alcance con las agencias reguladoras, tales reuniones 
van a constituir el proceso de alcance para la declaraci6n de impacto 
ambiental. El taller de alcance publico se celebrara en la siguiente fecha 
ylugar: 

Martes, 29 de enero de 2019, a las 6:00 de la tarde a las 8:00 de la noche, PST 
Biblioteca Buena Vista, 300 N. Buena Vista Street, Burbank, California 
91505 

Los comentarios par escrito deben ser matasellados, a mas tardar, el 
viernes 1 de marzo de 2019 y enviados a: 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150 
El Segundo, California 90245 
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5252956 

RS&H 
10251 MOUNTAIN MAPLE DR. 
LITTLETON, CO 80129 

PROOF OF PUBLICATION 
(2015.5 C.C.P.) 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
County of Los Angeles 

I am a citizen of the United States, and a resident of the 
county aforesaid. I am over the age of eighteen years and 
not a party to or interested in the above-entitled matter. I 
am the principal clerk of the printer of PASADENA 
STAR-NEWS, a newspaper of general circulation for the 
City of Pasadena, by the Superior Court of the County of 
Los Angles, State of California, on the date of June 22, 
1927, Case Number 225647. The notice, of which the 
annexed is a true printed copy, has been published in 
each regular and entire issue of said newspaper and not in 
any supplement thereof on the following dates, to wit: 

01/16/2019 

I declare under the penalty of perjury that the foregoing is 
true and correct. 

Executed at Monrovia, LA Co. California 
On this 17th day of January, 2019. 

Signature 

(Space below for use of County Clerk Only) 

Legal No. 0011223489 

Notice oi Publi:c Scoping Work.sno:p 
Bw.i H·tf.?e "Holl vwood B·urb(rnk" Airport 
.Proposed Replacement TerminaI Projed 

Environmental Impact S-t,ate.ment 
Burbank, C~lifornill 

The Federal Avimio11 Aclmi11lst rcrtior1 is preparing a11 
Envfronmerita l Impact Statement (EIS} for the 
Prooosed Repl1;1cement Termi:n1;1I Proiect at 'Bob Hope 
"Hollywood Burrbank" Ai rport The Burba111<-Gllend'ale­
Pasadena Air1Port Authority (Authority), the owner of 
the Airport, ProP<lses the followlrig elements of the 
proposed rep lacement ter mina l i:>roie<:t (co ll octively, 
the Provosed ActiOll) : a replacement oossenger 
termfrw l, an aircraft parking apron, an employee 
automobi le parking lot, a public automobi le parlking 
st ructure, OJ new passe-11ger terminal access rood, a 
replaceme.l'l't airline cargo bu11dirlg, o replacement 
Aircraft Resove and !Firefighting station, o grot1nd• 
service e,quipmrmt (GS E) and passenger t,erminal 
maintenance bui lding, a c;entraI uti lity plarit, ground 
access v-e:hicle storage and staging; the extension of 
Taxiway A and Taxiway C; the real i•gnmeni of the 
Airport servioo road attd Avenue- A; and the­
demolition of 1ihe• existing passenger terminal, the 
commercial o•urcraft ramp arid ad iacent tax ilanes, t he 
parking boot h, the emp-loyee parking lot, Pa rkin9 Lots 
A, B, and E, the existing publ ic porl<ing structure, the 
tenant lease ,area, the alrl,ine cargo and GSE 
rnaintenarice bu ilding and associated po,v-ennent, and 
t he- shIurttle- bus dispatch office ancl staging oreo. 

Pursuant to the ret11.Jirements o,f the National 
Envfronmental Policy Act (NEPA) and FAA. Order 
1050.1F, on EIS will be pref)Ored for 1his F'rop,osed 
Action. The EIS wi ll descr ibe- ffle Proposed Action and 
1he impacts associated with the implementation o the 
ProPOsed Actiofl. Th.-e: FAA is holding1(l Public scoping 
workshop for the public to provide inplJ!t rego-rding the 
issues disc,ussed in the EIS. This public Scoping 
workshop w·11not describe the Potential design of the 
replaceme:nt passenger terminal arid associated 
proiects; b\lt rather, the EIS will focus on t he gimeral 
charact-eristics of t he Proposed Actlon and its 
potential env· ron mental eUects. 

Together wi1h a scopi1ng meet ing for regulatory 
a9encies, these meetings wil l constitute- the scopi11g 
process fo-r the E IS. Thie public scoping workshOP wil I 
beheldlotthe fol lowing t ime on.d place : 

Tuesday, January 29, 207 9, 6:00 PM - 8:O0 PM PST 
Buena Vista Libroiry, 300 N. BLl'e:na Vlst,a St reet, 
Burbank, Ca lifornia 91505 

Written comments must be i,ostmoirl<ed by Friday, 
March l, 2019, and sent to: 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angelles Airports Distr·ct Office, LAX· 
600 
777 S. Aviation Boulevord, Su ite 150 

r.LP15-0S/17/17 1 



El Segundo, Ca I ifomio 902:45 
Publ ished: Jani,ary16, 2019 
Pasadena Star News: Ad#l12234S9 

r.LP15-0S/17/17 2 



   
 

      
 

      
          

      
 

  
  
  
     
  
  
  
  

    
    

      
  
  
     
  
  
    
    
  
     
    
  
  

        

 
        

  
       

        

 

        

 

 

 

      
 

 

 

 

     
       

  
     

     
   

    
  

       
      

       
       

       
         

       
  

      
      

      
        

   
       

      



A P P E N D I X  B  –  S C O P I N G  R E P O R T  

Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport B-8 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project Draft EIS 

B. AGENCY SCOPING  

 Agency Scoping Letter  

The letter on the following page was sent to the following agencies: 

Burbank Water and Power 

Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority 

California Air Resources Board 

California Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment 

California Department of Transportation 

California High Speed Rail Authority 

California Native American Heritage Commission 

California Office of Historic Preservation 

California State Water Resources Control Board 

City of Burbank Planning Division 

City of Burbank Public Works 

City of Burbank Traffic Division 

City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation 

City of Los Angeles Planning and Zoning 

Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians – Kizh Nation 

Gabrieleno-Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians 

Gabrielino-Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council 

Gabrielino-Tongva Nation 

Gabrielino-Tongva Tribe 

Los Angeles County Airport Land Use Commission 

Los Angeles County Flood Control District 

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board 

South Coast Air Quality Management District 

Southern California Association of Governments 

South California Regional Rail Authority 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 



B O B  H O P E  “ H O L L Y W O O D  B U R B A N K ”  A I R P O R T

E N V I R O N M E N T A L  I M P A C T  S T A T E M E N T

 
 
 

Western-Pacific Region 
Los Angeles Airports District Office 

777 S. Aviation Blvd., Suite #150 
El Segundo, CA  90245 

Agency Address 

January 9, 2019 

Re:  Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope “Hollywood 

Burbank” Airport, Burbank, Los Angeles County, California 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Scoping Meeting 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) intends to prepare an Environmental 

Impact Statement (EIS) to identify potential environmental impacts associated with 
the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” 

Airport (BUR). A Notice of Intent to prepare the EIS appeared in the December 18, 

2018 issue of the Federal Register. 

The EIS will investigate actions proposed by the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport 
Authority (Authority), the sponsor of BUR, including the construction of the following: 

a replacement passenger terminal, an aircraft parking apron, an employee 
automobile parking lot, a public automobile parking structure, a new passenger 

terminal access road, a replacement airline cargo building, a replacement Aircraft 
Rescue and Firefighting station, a ground-service equipment (GSE) and passenger 

terminal maintenance building, a central utility plant, ground access vehicle storage 

and staging; the extension of Taxiway A and Taxiway C; the realignment of the 
Airport service road and Avenue A; and the demolition of the existing passenger 

terminal, the commercial aircraft ramp and adjacent taxilanes, the parking booth, 
the employee parking lot, Parking Lots A, B, and E, the existing public parking 

structure, the tenant lease area, the airline cargo and GSE maintenance building and 
associated pavement, and the shuttle bus dispatch office and staging area.  

The FAA formally invites your agency to participate in an agency scoping meeting to 
be held January 29, 2019 at 1:00pm PST at the Buena Vista Branch Library at 300 

North Buena Vista Street, Burbank, California 91505. If you are unable to attend the 
scoping meeting, please submit written comments not later than 5:00pm PST on 

Friday, March 1, 2019 to:  
Mr. David F. Cushing 

Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150 

El Segundo, California 90245 

Should you have any questions regarding the EIS scoping process, please call me at 

602.792.1066. 

Sincerely, 

Dee Phan 

Environmental Protection Specialist



A P P E N D I X  B  –  S C O P I N G  R E P O R T

Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport B-10

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project Draft EIS 

 Agency Scoping Meeting  

The agency scoping meeting occurred on Tuesday, January 29, 2019, from 

1:00pm PST to 2:00pm PST at the Buena Vista Library (300 North Buena 

Vista Street, Burbank CA 91505).  The format of the agency scoping meeting 

was a presentation followed by an opportunity for agencies to ask questions 

and provide comments.  An agency scoping meeting package was provided 

to each agency that attended.  The sign-in sheet from the agency scoping 

meeting, the agency scoping meeting package, and the agency scoping 

meeting presentation are provided on the following pages.  



Project: 

Meeting: 
Date: 

1 

2 

3 

4 
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7 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 
Proposed Replacement Terminal Project EIS 
Governmental Agency Scoping Meeting 
January 29, 2019 

Attendee Phone Email Address 
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10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 



Phone: [18) 238-5202 
. Cell: 951) 534-5131 

email: smcfarland@ rbankca.gov 

SIMONE McFARLAND 
ASSISTANT COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DRECTOR 

BUSINESS AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 

CITY OF BURBANK 
150 N. THIRD STREET - P.O. BOX 6459 

BURBANK, CALIFORNIA 91510-6459 
www.burbankca.gov 

IIAIME:. R. 
Guzman 
Supervising Environmental Manager 1 

uaime.Gvzman@wsp.com 

Mobile:+1 323-605-1691 
Moin:+1 213-362-9470 

WSPUSA 

444 S. Flower Street 

Suite 800 

Los Angeles , CA 90071 

wsp.com 

Formerly 
WSP I Parsons Brinckerhoff 

~,Jiiiii••~jr""'·:i,_f\ 

BRADMBUCKLIN@LIVE.COM 
www.woRDK1NC3.COM 

BRAD M. BUCKLIN 
EDITOR • WORDS AND MEDIA 

265 EAST ORANGE 

GROVE, #C 
BURBANK, CA 91 502 

1 2 1 3 - 6 1 □ ·2 7 9 7 

t-lTTP://BRADMBUCKLIN.WIX.COM/ PF'ALA 

CONGRESSMAN ADAM B. SCHIFF 
28TH DISTRICT, CALIFORNIA 

MIKE AGUILERA 
DISTRICT REPRESENTATIVE 

245 EAST OLIVE A VENUE, SUITE 200 5500 HOLLYWOOD BLVD., STE. 416 
BURBANK, CA 91502 Los ANGELES, CA 90028 
(818) 450-2900 (323) 315-5555 
(818) 450-2928 FAX (BY APPOINTMENT ONLY) 
MICHAEL.AGUILERA@MAU.HOUSE.GOV ~" 

CONGRESSMAN TONY CAl!DENAS 

29111 DISTRICT, CALIFORNIA 

,.,,,,,~~ .vLEA GONZALEZ ~ 
FIBLD REPRESENTATIVE f ~ 

1510 LONGWORTH BUilDING 9612 VAN NuYS BLVD., SUITE 201 
W ASmNGTON, DC 20515 PANORAMA CITY, CA 91402 
PHONE: (202) 225-6131 PHONE: (818) 221-3718 

LBA.GONZALBZ@MAIL.HOUSB.OOV 

~" 

mailto:LBA.GONZALBZ@MAIL.HOUSB.OOV
mailto:MICHAEL.AGUILERA@MAU.HOUSE.GOV
https://t-lTTP://BRADMBUCKLIN.WIX.COM
www.woRDK1NC3.COM
mailto:BRADMBUCKLIN@LIVE.COM
mailto:uaime.Gvzman@wsp.com
www.burbankca.gov
https://rbankca.gov


Hollywood 
Burbank Patrick J. Lammerding
Airport 

Deputy Executive Director, 
Planning and Development 

2627 N. Hollywood Way 0: 818.729.2250 

Burbank, CA 91505 C: 818.683.2501 

hollywoodburbankairport.com plammerding@bur.org 

Hollywood 
Burbank Alisa V. DeHoyosAirport 

Manager, Procurement 

2627 N. Hollywood Way 

Burbank, CA 91505 0: 818.565.1359 
hollywoodburbankairport.com adehoyos@bur.org 

Michelle Boehm 

I 
Southern California 
Regional Director 
Ofc: (213) 628-8024 
Cell : (213) 308-4507 
Michelle.Boehm@hsr.ca.gov 

www.hsr.ca.gov 
355 S. Grand Avenue, Suite 2050 
Los Angeles, CA 90071 

HIGH-SPEED RAIL: (213) 457-8420 
CONNECTING AND 
TRANSFORMING CALIFORNIA a00@(@ 

Hollywood 
Burbank Lanna Aguilera 
Airport 

Senior Procurement Specialist 

2627 N. Hollywood Way 

Burbank, CA 91505 0: 818.729.2219 

hollywoodburbankairport.com laguilera@bur.org 

Hollywood 
Burbank
Airport Mark D. Hardyment 

Director, Transportation & 
Environmental Services 

2627 N. Hollywood Way 0: 818.840.8840 
Burbank, CA 91505 Noise Line: 800.441.0409 
hollywoodburbankairport.com mhardyment@bur.org 

I 
Diane Ricard 
Project Manager 
California High-Speed Rail Program 
Direct: (213)700-2476 
Diane.Ricard@hsr.ca.gov 

www.hsr.ca .gov 
355 S. Grand Ave, Ste. 2050 
Los Angeles, CA 90071 

HIGH-SPEED RAIL: (213) 457-8420 
CONNECTING AND 
TRANSFORMING CALIFORNIA 00@® 

www.hsr.ca
mailto:Diane.Ricard@hsr.ca.gov
mailto:mhardyment@bur.org
https://hollywoodburbankairport.com
mailto:laguilera@bur.org
https://hollywoodburbankairport.com
www.hsr.ca.gov
mailto:Michelle.Boehm@hsr.ca.gov
mailto:adehoyos@bur.org
https://hollywoodburbankairport.com
mailto:plammerding@bur.org
https://hollywoodburbankairport.com
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (EIS) 

FOR THE 

PROPOSED REPLACEMENT TERMINAL PROJECT 

AT 

BOB HOPE “HOLLYWOOD BURBANK” AIRPORT 

Government Agency Scoping Meeting Information Package 

January 29, 2019 

Buena Vista Branch Library 

300 North Buena Vista Street 

Burbank, California 91505 
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B O B H O P E “ H O L L Y W O O D B U R B A N K ” A I R P O R T 
E N V I R O N M E N T A L I M P A C T S T A T E M E N T 

1.1 INTRODUCTION 

The purpose of this agency scoping meeting package is to provide information to 

and solicit early comments from federal, state, and local agencies regarding the 

Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). As 

a requirement of Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Orders 1050.1F, 

Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures, and 5050.4B, National 

Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions, a 

scoping process must be conducted to provide the opportunity for public and 

agency participation during the preparation of an EIS. Guidelines for conducting 

such scoping processes are contained with the CEQ Regulations, 40 C.F.R. § 

1501.7, which states that “there shall be an early and open process for determining 

the scope of issues to be addressed and for identifying the significant issues related 

to the proposed action. This process shall be termed scoping.” In an effort to aid 
participation in the scoping process this agency scoping package has been prepared 

to help all scoping participants to understand the Proposed Action and the NEPA 

process. 

1.1.1 Project Background 

The Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority (Authority or Airport Sponsor) 

owns and operates the Airport. The FAA and the Authority have discussed the need 

for a replacement passenger terminal building since January 1980 because its 

location did not comply with FAA standards. Since 1981, the FAA and the Authority 

have prepared several planning and environmental documents to determine the 

specific location for a replacement passenger terminal that would meet those 

standards. These documents include a 1981 Draft Airport Master Plan Update 

prepared by the Authority, a 1984 Final EIS/Environmental Impact Report 

(EIS/EIR) jointly prepared by the FAA and the Authority, a 1987 Draft EIS/EIR 

jointly prepared by the FAA and the Authority, a 1993 Final EIR prepared by the 

Authority, and a 1995 Final EIS prepared by the FAA. Although these documents 

were completed, development of the replacement passenger terminal was not 

pursued for various reasons. 

In 2001, City of Burbank Ordinance No. 3541 was adopted to include a provision 

stating that any City approval or discretionary act, or agreement between the City 

and Authority related to the relocation or expansion of the Airport passenger 

terminal would require voter approval at a City election.1 This change in the 

Burbank Municipal Code is commonly referred to as Measure B. 

City. (2001). Municipal Code, 2-3-112: Airport Agreements. Retrieved, October 2018, from City of Burbank: 

https://www.codepublishing.com/CA/Burbank/?burbankcr.html&?f. 

RS&H Team Agency Scoping Package 

January 2019 

1 

1 

https://www.codepublishing.com/CA/Burbank/?burbankcr.html&?f
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B O B H O P E “ H O L L Y W O O D B U R B A N K ” A I R P O R T 
E N V I R O N M E N T A L I M P A C T S T A T E M E N T 

In 2015, the Authority and the City of Burbank developed a Conceptual Term 

Sheet2 for a replacement passenger terminal that stipulated the following: 

The Authority would receive a vested right to build a replacement passenger 

terminal on an airport-zoned property, including the proposed former 

Lockheed B-6 Plant site. 

The City of Burbank would receive certain governance protections to be 

created and documented in a Joint Power Agreement (JPA) governing the 

Authority. 

A California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) analysis must be completed by 

the Authority for the replacement passenger terminal. 

The Authority prepared an EIR for the replacement terminal project to comply with 

the requirements of CEQA and the JPA and issued a Notice of Determination 

certifying the EIR in July 2016. City of Burbank citizens then voted on the 

replacement passenger terminal, as required by Measure B, in the November 2016 

election.3 Measure B passed in favor of the replacement passenger terminal by 

roughly 70 percent. 

With the passage of Measure B, the provisions contained in the JPA between the 

Authority and the City of Burbank became effective. However, Measure B’s passage 

in favor replacing the passenger terminal building will not become effective until the 

completion of this EIS and a positive decision made by the FAA. 

1.1.2 Purpose and Need 

CEQ regulations for implementing the procedural provisions of NEPA state that the 

purpose and need for a proposed action “shall briefly specify the underlying purpose 

and need to which the agency is responding in proposing the alternatives including 

the proposed action.”4 FAA Order 1050.1F, Paragraph 7-1.1(d) states that the 

purpose and need statement briefly describes the underlying purpose and need for 

the Federal action. It presents the problem being addressed and describes what 

the FAA is trying to achieve with the proposed action. It provides the parameters 

for defining a reasonable range of alternatives to be considered. The FAA 

developed this Purpose and Need statement to address FAA regulatory statutes and 

its mission, as well as the Airport Sponsor’s goals and objectives.5 

2 City and Authority. (2015). City of Burbank and Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority, Bob Hope Airport 

Replacement Terminal Conceptual Term Sheet, December 16, 2015. 
3 The text for this measure is as follows: “Shall Ordinance No. 16-3,882 be approved allowing no more than a 14-

gate, 355,000 square foot replacement terminal and ancillary improvements to be built at the Bob Hope Airport 
meeting current safety, seismic standards and improving disabled access; demolishing the existing terminal; and 
modifying Adjacent Property easement and authorizing future agreements necessary to implement the project; 
in exchange for governance changes that provide Burbank a greater voice in the future of the airport?” 

4 40 C.F.R. § 1502.13. 
5 FAA. (2006). Federal Aviation Administration Order 5050.4B, National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 

Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions, Section 502, April 28, 2006. 
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The existing passenger terminal does not meet current FAA separation standards 

between a runway/taxiway centerline and a building. The existing passenger 

terminal is located within the airport’s designated object free areas and penetrates 

the 14 C.F.R. Part 77 primary surfaces. The purpose of the Proposed Action is to 

provide a passenger terminal serving the Burbank market segment that meets all 

current FAA standards as well as the California Building Code (CBC) 

requirements. The Proposed Action, as described below, would further enhance 

airport safety at the Airport by meeting FAA standards consistent with the FAA 

Advisory Circular 150/5300-13A, Change 1, Airport Design, and the FAA’s 

regulations on the Safe, Efficient Use and Preservation of the Navigable Airspace, 

described in, 14 C.F.R. Part 77. The proposed replacement passenger terminal 

would be properly separated from the runways and maintain adequate Runway 

Object Free Area (ROFA), Taxiway Object Free Area (TOFA) and Building Restriction 

Line (BRL) standards. 

Table 1 and Exhibit 1 show how the existing passenger terminal does not meet 

current FAA ROFA, TOFA, and BRL design standards. 

TABLE 0 
FAA STANDARDS 

FAA Standard Standard 

Existing 

Passenger 

Terminal from 

Runway 08-26 

Centerline 

Existing 

Passenger 

Terminal from 

Runway 15-33 

Centerline 

Runway Object Free Area 

(ROFA) 
400 feet/a/ 

About 255 

feet/a/ 

About 375 

feet/a/ 

Building Restriction Line 

(BRL) 
750 feet/a/ 

About 255 

feet/a/ 

About 375 

feet/a/ 

Taxilane Object Free Area 

(TOFA) 
112.5 feet/b/ About 85 feet/b/ 

About 110 

feet/b/ 

Notes: /a/ - Distance from runway centerline. 

/b/ - Distance from taxilane centerline. 

Source: FAA, 2014. 

Title 14, C.F.R. Part 77 protects the navigable airspace by requiring the FAA to 

receive “notice of any proposed construction or alteration of existing structures” at 

an airport. The FAA conducts airspace studies of proposed development and 

determines if temporary and/or permanent structures (i.e., obstructions) pose a 

hazard to navigable airspace. Imaginary surfaces are established at each airport in 

relation to that airport’s runway approach category to protect the navigable 

airspace. There are five types of imaginary surfaces as defined further in Title 14, 

C.F.R. Part 77; horizontal surface, conical surface, primary surface, approach 
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Runway 08-26 Centerline 

Taxilane Centerline 

Runway Safety Area (RSA) 

Runway Object Free Area (ROFA) 

Taxilane Object Free Area {TOFA) 

Build ing Restriction Line (BRL) 

■ Existing Passenger Terminal Building 

Environmental Impact Statement 
Bob Hope " Hollywood Burbank" Airport FAA Standards 
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EXHIBIT 0 
FAA STANDARDS 

Sources: Authority, 2016; RS&H, 2018. 
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HORIZONTAL SURFACE ELV. 925' 

Runway Protection Zone 

Legend 
TYPE PENETRATION 11,1 SURFACE 

0 Concou rse A 50 Primary Surface 

6 Existing Parking Ga rage 49 Prima ry Surface 

E) Exi sting Te rminal Tower 77 Primary Surface 

NOTE: See Exh ibit 3 fo r Sections () and 0 

Environmental Impact Statement 
Bob Hope " Hollywood Burbank" Airport 14 C.F.R. Part 77 Imaginary Surfaces 
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surface, and transitional surface. The existing passenger terminal building and 

parking structure penetrate the primary and transition surfaces of 14 C.F.R. Part 77 

(see Exhibits 2 and 3). 

EXHIBIT 2 
14 C.F.R. PART 77 IMAGINARY SURFACES 

Source: FAA, 1995; RS&H, 2018. 
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SECTION A - RUNWAY 8-26 {LOOKING EAST) 
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Vary Along Runway Profiles . 

Environmental Impact Statement 
Bob Hope " Hollywood Burbank" Airport 14 C.F.R. Part 77 Obstructions 

B O B H O P E “ H O L L Y W O O D B U R B A N K ” A I R P O R T 
E N V I R O N M E N T A L I M P A C T S T A T E M E N T 

EXHIBIT 3 
14 C.F.R. PART 77 OBSTRUCTIONS 

Source: FAA, 1995; RS&H, 2018. 

RS&H Team Government Agency Scoping Meeting Information Package 

January 2019 6 



     

      

      

 

B O B H O P E “ H O L L Y W O O D B U R B A N K ” A I R P O R T 
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An additional safety concern is the amount of runway crossings an aircraft must 

make when taxiing to take-off on a runway or taxiing after landing to the passenger 

terminal at an airport. FAA standard practice is to reduce or limit the amount of 

runway crossings a taxiing aircraft must make because this reduces the opportunity 

for incursions on the airfield and maintains operational airfield capacity.6 To do so, 

the FAA recommends avoiding intersections in the middle third of runways, known 

as “high energy” intersections, keeping runway crossings to the outer third of 
runways. The location of the existing passenger terminal at the Airport limits the 

number of runway crossings for taxiing aircraft, in accordance with FAA practice. 

Therefore, a replacement passenger terminal’s location must also limit the number 

of runway crossings. 

While the FAA has determined the existing passenger terminal is safe to use, the 

existing passenger terminal is obsolete in terms of contemporary passenger 

terminal design and efficient utilization standards. The L-shaped, narrow 

configuration of the passenger terminal and its close proximity to the two runway 

systems at the Airport was developed as an expedient, temporary measure and not 

as part of a long-range master plan prepared to satisfy FAA requirements.7 The 

FAA recommends four terminal configuration options, as described in Advisory 

Circular 150/5360-13A, Airport Terminal Planning; linear, pier, satellite, and remote 

hardstand, or a hybrid option.8 These four terminal configuration options, or the 

hybrid option, are recommended by the FAA because they allow for the most 

operational efficiency. Moreover, the 1966-rebuilding of the passenger terminal 

does not meet the subsequent 1990 Americans with Disabilities Act standards or 

current seismic (earthquake) design requirements of the California Building Code 

(CBC).9 The existing passenger terminal contains non-ductile concrete and 

unreinforced masonry and although part the existing passenger terminal was 

subject to retrofit efforts to satisfy the City of Burbank Unreinforced Masonry 

Ordinance, the overall passenger terminal building does not meet the CBC 

requirements for seismic design. 

Moreover, the proposed replacement passenger terminal and associated facilities 

would provide adequate space and facilities to meet the current passenger demand 

at the airport and the future anticipated increases in passengers. The Authority’s 
specific objectives to meet the goal of modernizing the passenger terminal and to 

meet the expectations of the current and future travelling public are to: 

6 FAA. (2014). Federal Aviation Administration Advisory Circular (AC) 150/5300-13A, Change 1, Airport Design. 

February 26, 2014. 
7 FAA. (1995). Land Acquisition and Replacement Terminal Project Final Environmental Impact Statement, Volume 

1, Section 2.2.1. September 1995. 
8 FAA. (2018). Federal Aviation Administration Advisory Circular (AC) 150/5360-13A, Airport Terminal Planning. 

July 13, 2018. 
9 ICC. (2016). 2016 California Building Code, § 2, Volume 2, Chapter 16, Structural Design, Section 1613, 

Earthquake Loads. Retrieved November 2018, from International Code Council: 
https://codes.iccsafe.org/content/chapter/1832/?site_type=public. 
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» Build a replacement passenger terminal that meets Americans with 

Disabilities Act standards, as well as the latest seismic (earthquake) design 

requirements of California Building Code 

» Build a replacement passenger terminal that consolidates air facilities 

(including passenger, tenant, and Authority facilities) into a single passenger 

terminal building 

» Provide an energy-efficient passenger terminal with the same number of 

aircraft gates and the same number of public parking spaces for commercial 

passengers 

» Maintain intermodal connectivity between the replacement passenger 

terminal and the various fixed-rail and bus options located near the Airport 

1.1.3 Proposed Action 

The Proposed Action shown on Exhibits 4 and 5 includes the following project 

components: 

» Construction of a replacement passenger terminal 

» Construction of a 413,000-square-foot aircraft ramp 

» Construction of replacement employee automobile parking 

» Construction of a public automobile parking structure 

» Construction of a new passenger terminal access road 

» Realignment of Avenue A 

» Construction of replacement airline cargo building 

» Construction of replacement Aircraft Rescue and Firefighting (ARFF) station 

» Construction of a ground-service equipment (GSE) and passenger terminal 

maintenance building 

» Construction of a central utility plant 

» Construction of ground access vehicle storage and staging 

» Extension of Taxiway A and Taxiway C 

» Realignment of the Airport service road 

» Demolition of passenger terminal 

» Removal of commercial aircraft ramp and adjacent taxilanes 

» Removal of parking booth 

» Removal of employee parking lot 

» Removal of Parking Lot A 

» Removal of Parking Lot B 

» Removal of Parking Lot E 

» Removal of public parking structure 

» Removal of tenant lease area 

» Demolition of airline cargo and GSE maintenance building and associated 

pavement 

» Demolition of shuttle bus dispatch office and staging area 
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Aircraft Ramp 

Replacement Employee Parking 

0 Replacement Structured Public Parking 
& Valet Drop-off/Pick-up 

0 Terminal Access Road 

© Realignment of Avenue A 

0 Replacement Airl ine Cargo Building 

0 Replacement ARFF 

G) GSE Maintenance Build ing 

@ Electric Substation 

@ Ground Access Veh icle Storage 

@ Ta xiway Extensions 

Environmental Impact Statement 
Bob Hope " Hollywood Burbank" Airport Proposed Action (Construction} 
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EXHIBIT 4 
PROPOSED ACTION CONSTRUCTION 

Sources: Authority, 2016; RS&H, 2018. 
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Existing Commercial Aircraft Ramp & 
Adjacent Taxi lanes to be Removed 

Existing Parking Lot A 

Existing Employee Parking 
to be Removed 

Parking Booth to be Removed 

Existing Parking Lot B to be Removed 

Existing Parking Lot E to be Removed 

Existing Public Parking St ructu re 
to be Demolished 

@ Tenant Lease Area to be Removed 

Existing Air Cargo Facility to 
be Demolished 

Shuttle Bus Staging Area 

Environmental Impact Statement 
Bob Hope " Hollywood Bu r bank " Airport Proposed Action (Demolition} 

B O B H O P E “ H O L L Y W O O D B U R B A N K ” A I R P O R T 
E N V I R O N M E N T A L I M P A C T S T A T E M E N T 

EXHIBIT 5 
PROPOSED ACTION DEMOLITION 

Sources: Authority, 2016; RS&H, 2018. 
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1.2 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

The FAA is the Lead Federal Agency for the preparation of this EIS and will do so in 

compliance with NEPA, as amended, Council of Environmental Quality (CEQ) 

Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of NEPA,10 The preparation 

of the EIS will follow FAA regulations and policies for implementing NEPA published 

in FAA Order 1050.1F and FAA Order 5050.4B. 

1.2.1 Range Of Alternatives 

In addition to the Proposed Action, the EIS will evaluate a comprehensive range of 

alternatives. This is necessary to ensure that other alternatives that satisfy the 

purpose and need, while having a less detrimental effect on the environment, have 

not been prematurely dismissed from consideration. 

The following potential alternatives were identified: 

» New Airport. Construction of a new airport on a different site.

» Remote Landside Facility. Construction of a remote “landside” facility and

an on-Airport “airside” facility. Ground access, public parking, and terminal

building facilities would be located off-Airport and connected to the aircraft

parking positions and passenger holdrooms on-Airport by a ground

transportation link.

» Transfer Activity to Other Airports. Transfer of aviation activity to

another existing public airport (or airports) in Southern California.

» Other Modes of Transportation. Use of other modes of transportation,

including automobiles, buses, existing passenger trains, or proposed high-

speed rail facilities.

» Airfield Reconfiguration. Relocation of Runways 8-26 and 15-33 away

from the existing passenger terminal in accordance with FAA airport design

standards.

» Replacement Passenger Terminal in Southeast Quadrant. Construction

of a replacement passenger terminal in the Southeast Quadrant of the

Airport.

» Replacement Passenger Terminal in Southwest Quadrant.

Construction of a replacement passenger terminal in the Southwest Quadrant

of the Airport.

» Replacement Passenger Terminal in Northwest Quadrant.

Construction of a replacement passenger terminal in the Northwest Quadrant

of the Airport.

10 40 C.F.R. Parts 1500-1508. 
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» Replacement Passenger Terminal in Northeast Quadrant. Construction 

of a replacement passenger terminal in the Northeast Quadrant of the 

Airport. 

» No Action Alternative. The Authority would take no action to develop a 

replacement passenger terminal. 

1.2.2 Assessing Environmental Impacts 

In accordance with FAA Order 1050.1F and FAA Order 5050.4B, the EIS shall assess 

the environmental impacts of the following resource categories: 

» Air Quality 

» Biological Resources (Fish, Wildlife, and Plants) 

» Climate 

» Coastal Resources 

» Department of Transportation Act, Section 4(f) 

» Farmlands 

» Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste, and Pollution Prevention 

» Historic, Architectural, Archaeological, and Cultural Resources 

» Land Use 

» Natural Resources and Energy Supply 

» Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use 

» Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and Children’s Environmental Health 
and Safety 

» Visual Effects (including light emissions) 

» Water Resources (including wetlands, floodplains, surface waters, 

groundwater, and wild and scenic rivers) 

» Cumulative Impacts 

1.2.3 EIS Process 

The EIS process, as shown on Exhibit 7, is expected to be completed in less than 

24 months from issuance of the Notice of Intent until a final decision is reached. 

Permits and other mitigation requirements, if necessary, are likely to extend 

beyond that timeframe. The schedule will be monitored throughout the study and 

coordinated with appropriate parties. 

The milestone for the EIS is to finalize the alternatives and the initiation of the 

preparation of the Draft EIS, which will lead up to the public release of the Draft 

EIS. Your agency will receive a copy of the Draft EIS with instructions for the 

submission of comments. 
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EXHIBIT 7 

EIS PROCESS 

1.3 AGENCY COORDINATION AND PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 

The role of the FAA as the Lead Agency on the EIS is to ensure that the Proposed 

Action meets NEPA goals and policies. The FAA also will be responsible for 

conducting a process that provides for an independent review of the Proposed 

Action and other reasonable and feasible alternatives and that achieve the purpose 

and need. The FAA has selected a team of consulting firms to assist with the 

preparation of the EIS and to prepare technical work. The FAA is responsible for 

directing the work performed by these consultants. 

The role of Federal, state, local agencies and Native American Tribes in the EIS 

process is to: 

» Assist FAA by providing environmental resources data, technical assistance, 

and review in their areas of expertise 

» Review and comment on the Draft EIS 

To ensure all significant issues related to the Proposed Action are identified, an 

agency scoping meeting and a public scoping workshop will be held. An agency 

scoping meeting for all Federal, state, and local agencies that have jurisdiction by 

law or have special interest or expertise with respect to any potential environmental 

impacts associated with the Proposed Action will be held at 1:00pm PST on 

Tuesday, January 29, 2019. The public scoping workshop will take place from 

6:00pm to 8:00pm PST on Tuesday, January 29, 2019. Both meetings will be held 

at the Buena Vista Branch Library, 300 North Buena Vista Street, Burbank, 

California 91505. 
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As an initial step in the preparation of the EIS, the agency and public scoping 

process is an early and open process for determining the scope of issues to be 

addressed and for identifying the significant issues related to the Proposed Action. 

Additional agency coordination will formally occur with the Federal, state, and local 

agencies at key milestones in the EIS process. Additional public coordination will 

occur throughout the EIS process. An informational website has been created for 

the Proposed Action, which will be updated throughout the EIS process 

(https://www.bobhopeairporteis.com/).11 

Agencies will be informed as to the findings of biological, hazardous materials, 

wetland, and cultural resource surveys, air quality and noise modeling 

methodologies, and results. Any mitigation necessary for the Proposed Action 

would be coordinated with the appropriate agencies to comply with Federal, state, 

and local regulations and to identify suitable mitigation strategies. 

1.4 OPPORTUNITY TO COMMENT ON THE EIS SCOPE OF WORK 

Comments and suggestions are invited from all interested parties to ensure that the 

full range of issues related to the Proposed Action are addressed, and that all 

concerns are identified. The FAA has not made a final decision on the EIS’s 

content. Please submit any written comments not later than 5:00pm PST, Friday, 

March 1, 2019 to: 

Mr. David F. Cushing 

Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office – LAX 600 

777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150 

El Segundo, California 90245 

11 Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport Replacement Terminal Project Environmental Impact Statement. 

https://www.bobhopeairporteis.com/. 
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way 08· 26 Centerli ne 

Tuilane Centertlne: 

Runway Safety Area {RSA) 

Runway Obj ect Free Area (ROFA) 

Taxi lane Object Free Area {TOFA) 

Bu lldlno Restriction Line (BRL) 

■ E1dstino Pusenoer Terminal Building 

DRAFT PURPOSE 
AND NEED 

FAA Standard Standard 

Existing Passenger 

Terminal from 

Runway 08 26 

Centerline 

Existing Passenger 

Terminal from 

Runway 15 33 

Centerline 

Runway Object Free Area 400 feet About 255 feet About 375 feet 

Building Restriction Line 750 feet About 255 feet About 375 feet 

Taxilane Object Free Area 112.5 feet About 85 feet About 110 feet 



HORIZONTAL SURFACE ELY. 925' 

Legend 
TYPE PENETRATION(ft} SURFACE 

0 Concourse A so Primary Surface 

0 Exist ing Parking Garage 49 Primary Surface 

0 Existing Terminal Tower 77 Primary Surface 

NOTE: See next uh1bit for Sections Q and 0 

14 C.F.R. Part 77 Imaginary Surfaces 
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AND NEED 



A - RUNWAY 8-26 ( LOOKING EAST) 

SECTION B - RUNWAY l S- 33 ( LOOKING NORTH) 
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A P P E N D I X  B  –  S C O P I N G  R E P O R T  

Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport B-53 

 Agency Comments  

The following government agencies submitted written comments (a copy of 

each agency comment letter is provided on the following pages): 

California Department of Transportation February 28, 2019 

California High-Speed Rail Authority February 27, 2019 

City of Los Angeles February 28, 2019 

Paul Krekorian (Los Angeles City Council Member) March 1, 2019 

Los Angeles Co. Metropolitan Transportation Authority February 28, 2019 

South Coast Air Quality Management District March 1, 2019 

Southern California Regional Rail Authority February 15, 2019 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency March 1, 2019 

 



 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA-CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
DISTRICT 7 Office of Regional Planning 
100 S. MAIN STREET, MS 16 . 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 
PHONE (213) 897-9140 
FAX (213) 897-1337 
TTY 711 
www.dot.ca.gov 

February 28, 2019 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear Mr. Cushing: 

Gavin Newsom. Governor 

Making Conservation 
a California Way of Life. 

RE: Replacement Terminal Project: Bob Hope 
Airport - Notice of Intent to prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement (NOi/EiS) 
GTS # 07-LA-2019-02220 
Vic. LA-5/PM: 31.731 

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the environmental review 
process for the above referenced project's NOi/EiS. The proposed project would include construction of 
the following: a replacement passenger terminal, an aircraft parking apron, an employee automobile 
parking lot, a public automobile parking structure, a new passenger terminal access road, a replacement 
airline cargo building, a replacement Aircraft Rescue and Firefighting station, a ground-service equipment 
(GSE) and passenger terminal maintenance building, a central utility plant, ground access vehicle storage 
and staging; the extension of Taxiway A and Taxiway C; the realignment of the Airport service road and 
Avenue A; and the demolition of the existing passenger terminal, the commercial aircraft ramp and 
adjacent taxilanes, the parking booth, the employee parking lot, Parking Lots A, B, and E, the existing 
public parking structure, the tenant lease area, the airline cargo and GSE maintenance building and 
associate pavement, and the shuttle bus dispatch office and staging area. 

Caltrans has reviewed the NOi/EiS and has the following comments: 

• To determine if the project will have a significant impact at the intersection of SIB (Southbound) 
Interstate 5 (1-5) Freeway on/off-ramps toward Hollywood Way, it is recommended that a Traffic 
Impact Study {TIS) be prepared to include the following: 

o Please include the current and projected airport generated traffic volumes using the S/B 1-
5 Freeway off-ramp, the airport generated traffic volumes using the S/B 1-5 Freeway on­
ramp, and the general existing ramp volumes. 

o Please provide a traffic control solution at the intersections of the S/B 1-5 Freeway off­
ramp, Hollywood Way, existing driveways, and the S/B 1-5 Freeway on-ramp. The solution 
should enhance safety at this intersection by addressing and reducing conflict points. 

o Additionally, this study should include queuing and delay analysis for the S/B 1-5 Freeway 
on-ramp and off-ramp. If queuing is occurring, please consider either widening the ramp 
or creating an auxiliary lane to reduce the conflict do to speed differentials. 

o It is recommended that the project provide a fair share mitigation towards the interim 
improvement of a traffic signal installation. 

• To determine if the project will have a significant impact at the intersection of Northbound (NIB) I-

'"Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system 
to enhance California's economy and livability" 

Comments 497, 498, 499, 
500, 501, 502, 503, 522 



Mr. Cushing 
February 28, 2019 
Page 2 of 3 

5 Freeway on/off-ramps towards Hollywood Way it is recommended that a Traffic Impact Study 
(TIS) be prepared to include the following: 

o Please include the current and projected airport generated traffic volumes using the N/B 1-
5 Freeway off-ramp, the airport generated traffic volumes using the NIB t-5 Freeway on­
ramp, and the general existing ramp volumes. 

o Please provide a traffic control solution at the intersections of the N/B 1-5 Freeway off­
ramp, Hollywood Way and the NIB 1-5 Freeway on-ramp. The solution should enhance 
safety at this intersection by addressing and reducing conflict points. 

o Additionally, this study should include queuing and delay analysis for the N/B 1-5 Freeway 
on-ramp and off-ramp. If queuing is occurring, please consider either widening the ramp or 
creating an auxiliary lane to reduce the conflict do to speed differentials 

• Caltrans recommends a TIS be prepared to include State Route 134 and 170 and their ramps that 
may be affected by the proposed project. 

o This study needs to include the cumulative impacts of other projects in planning or in 
construction. 

o Potentially effected on/off-ramps will require queuing analysis based on Highway Capacity 
Manual (HCM) queuing methodology 

Further information included for your consideration: 

Caltrans recommends the Lead Agency develop a verifiable performance-based Vehicle Miles Travelled 
(VMT) criteria as this is required by SB 743. 

If VMT methodology is being used the lead agency should refer to the traffic study consultant of the 
Developer to OPR's website guidelines In the evaluation of traffic impact: 

http://opr.ca.gov/docs/Revised_VMT_CEQA_Guidelines_Proposal_January_20_2016.pdf 

Caltrans emphasizes that safety and mobility are the most important criteria. This needs to be the main 
consideration. Increased congestion on local arterial and freeways contributes to an increase in the 
number of accidents 

If this project intends to use Level of Service (LOS) and HCM methodology for the Traffic Impact Study 
{TIS), we recommend the use of "Caltrans Guide for the Preparation of Traffic Impact Studies" for traffic 
impact on the State highways and freeways and the appurtenant facilities. Please note that these 
guidelines are different than those applied in the Los Angeles County Congestion Management Program 
(CMP). For State thresholds and guidance on preparation of acceptable traffic studies, please refer to 
Caltrans (State) Guide for Traffic Impact Studies: 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/offlces/ocpngr_ceqa_files/tlsguide.pdf 

Caltrans seeks to promote safe, accessible multimodal transportation. Methods to reduce pedestrian and 
bicyclist exposure to vehicles improve safety by lessening the time that the user is in the likely path of a 
motor vehicle. These methods include the construction of physically separated facilities such as 
sidewalks, raised medians, refuge islands, and off-road paths and trails, or a reduction in crossing 

"Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system 
to enhance California's economy and livability" 
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distances through roadway narrowing. 

Caltrans recommends the project to consider the use of methods such as, but not limited to, pedestrian 
and bicyclist warning signage, flashing beacons, crosswalks, signage and striping, be used to indicate to 
motorists that they should expect to see and yield to pedestrians and bicyclists. Visual indication from 
signage can be reinforced by road design features such as lane widths, landscaping, street furniture, and 
other design elements. 

Storm water run-off is a sensitive issue for Los Angeles County. Please be mindful that projects should be 
designed to discharge clean run-off water. Discharge of storm water run-off is not permitted onto State 
Highway facilities without a storm water management plan. 

As a reminder, any transportation of heavy construction equipment and/or materials which requires use 
of oversized-transport vehicles on State highways will need a Caltrans transportation permit. We 
recommend large size truck trips be limited to off-peak commute periods 

If you have any questions regarding these comments, please contact project coordinator Reece Allen, at 
reece.allen@dot.ca.gov and refer to GTS# 07-LA-2019-02220 

MIYAE ONSON 
IGR/CEQA Branch Chief 

"Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system 
to enhance California's economy and livability " 

mailto:reece.allen@dot.ca.gov
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Comment 1 

February 27, 2019 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager. Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
Federal Aviation Administration, Western-Pacific Region 
777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

RE: Comment Letter for Notice oflntcnt to Prepare an Environmental Impact 
Statement for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope 
"Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Dear Mr. Cushing: 

The California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) is responsible for planning. 
designing, building and operating the first high-speed rail system in the nation. The 
Authority is submitting this comment letter in response to the Notice of Intent (NOi) 
issued on December 18, 2018 by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) to prepare 
an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) under the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood 
Burbank" Airport. The Authority requests FAA consideration of the High-Speed Rail 
Project and the proposed Burbank Airport Station as a future condition during the 
planning and environmental processes for the Replacement Terminal Project at 
Hollywood Burbank Airport. 

In 2007, scoping was first conducted for the Palmdale to Los Angeles Project Section of 
the high-speed rail project. In 2014. scoping was amended to identify the Palmdale to 
Burbank and Burbank to Los Angeles Project Sections as two separate project sections. 
The sections were advanced for further study by the Authority, resulting in the release of 
Supplemental Alternative Analysis (SAA) documents for both project sections. The 
SAA documents identified Burbank Airport as the proposed high-speed rail station 
location in the San Fernando Valley, to be carried forward for further evaluation in a 
project-level environmental document of the Authority project alignment and facilities 
that include the station. Throughout this process the Authority has worked collaboratively 
with the City of Burbank and the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority to 
identify possible station locations based on these actions. 

The Authority Board of Directors most recently identified the State's Preferred 
Alternative (SPA) for the Palmdale to Burbank and Burbank to Los Angeles Project 
Sections. for purposes of the Authority's forthcoming EIR/EIS documents for those 
Project Sections. That SPA includes a Burbank Airport Station located east of the 

770 L Street, Suite 620, Sacramento, CA 95814 • T: (916) 324-1541 • F: (916) 322-0B27 • www.hsr.ca.gov 

www.hsr.ca.gov
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proposed Hollywood Burbank Airport replacement tenninal location, in the area bounded by 
Cohasset Street to the north, Hollywood Way to the east, and Winona Avenue to the south. This 
location provides air-rail connectivity to the Hollywood Burbank Airport, proximity to Metrolink 
and Amtrak passenger rail stations on both the Ventura and Antelope Valley Lines, and potential 
for transit-oriented development within the Golden State Specific Plan area currently being 
studied by the City of Burbank. 

If you have any questions on this letter, please contact me or Michelle Boehm, Southern 
California Regional Director, at (213) 308-4507 or michelle.boehm@hsr.ca.gov. We look 
forward to future coordination with the FAA on our respective projects. 

Lough in 
Director of Environmental Services 
California High-Speed Rail Authority 
(916) 403-6934 
mark.mcloughlin@hsr.ca.gov 

cc: Michelle Boehm, Southern California Regional Director 

mailto:mark.mcloughlin@hsr.ca.gov
mailto:michelle.boehm@hsr.ca.gov


  

 

PAUL KREKORIAN 
LOS ANGELES CITY COUNCILMEMBER 

Comments 2-10 

March 1, 2019 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

RE: BUR Replacement Terminal EIS Comment 

Dear Mr. Cushing: 

Hollywood Burbank Airport is a vital economic asset for our region and an 
extraordinarily important part of Southern California’s transportation future. At the 
same time, the operation of the Airport has had significant adverse impacts on the 
surrounding communities, including the neighborhoods of the City of Los Angeles 
that I represent. This environmental review process regarding the proposed 
replacement terminal presents another opportunity to engage the public in that 
discussion, and in that spirit I offer the following comments. 

Establishing a modern, safe, efficient and attractive terminal for the Airport, with 
increased amenities and improved airside facilities will increase efficiency, 
potentially allowing for more passengers and flights. At the same time, minimizing 
and mitigating for the impacts of the Airport has proven to be a tremendous 
challenge for many years. The increased frequency of flights in the same airspace 
will most certainly lead to increased noise levels and have impacts on air quality. To 
ensure that all significant issues are identified, this process must guarantee that all 
cumulative impacts of the proposed terminal relocation are thoroughly considered 
and reviewed. 

The residents of the City of Los Angeles, and especially those in the East San 
Fernando Valley, have been largely left out of the dialogue about the future of the 
Airport. Residents of Van Nuys, North Hollywood, Toluca Lake, Valley Village, Valley 
Glen, Sun Valley and Studio City already must bear the brunt of the burden of noise 
from departing and arriving aircraft. I urge that the Agency thoroughly identify and 
analyze all impacts upon the communities of Los Angeles. 

Enplanements at Hollywood Burbank Airport have increased 31% over the last 
three years, but the Agency only projects a 1.2% to 2.2% annual growth between the 
2019 through 2029 period. I strongly advise the Agency to reevaluate growth 
projections for enplanements and air carrier operations. I believe that the projected 
growth numbers are inadequate to understand the full impacts of this project. I 
request that all analysis as part of the EIS process for the Proposed Replacement 
Terminal Project at Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport use accurate and 
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increased airside operations projections when determining environmental impacts 
of this new terminal. 

I further remind the Agency that FAA Order 5050.4B directs the Agency “to involve 
other Federal agencies, State and local agencies, agencies and officials having 
expertise on environmental resources and the affected or interested public in this 
process.” To that end, I request that you consult with and update the Los Angeles 
City Attorney’s Office on this cumulative analysis and pursuant to FAA Order 
1050.1F, which requires that the Agency consult with local units of government 
early in the NEPA process. 

The City Attorney staff for contact is as follows: 

David Michaelson 
Deputy City Attorney, City Hall East 
200 N. Main Street, 8th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90012. 

Finally, I again ask you to include my constituents in all public outreach efforts 
relating to this proposal. Although the existing terminal and the proposed 
replacement are located in the City of Burbank, I urge the Agency to keep in mind 
that the impacts of the Airport are experienced at least as significantly in Los 
Angeles. It is therefore incumbent upon the management of the Airport and all of the 
members of the Agency to show due respect to the people of Los Angeles who must 
daily deal with the adverse impacts of the Airport’s operations. I hope that you will 
carefully consider and fully respond to these and all public comments from the 
residents of Los Angeles who are deeply impacted by the proposed project. 

If you have any questions about my comments, please contact my Transportation 
Director Doug Mensman at (213) 473-7002. 

Very truly yours, 

PAUL KREKORIAN 
Los Angeles City Councilmember 
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Seleta J, Reynolds 
GENERAL MANAGER 

February 28, 2019 

Mr. David F. Cushing 

CITY OF LOS ANGELES 

ERIC GARCETTI 
MAYOR 

Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd., Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

6262 Van Nuys Bl.. Suite 320 
Van Nuys, CA 91401 

(818) 374-4699 
FAX (818) 374-4696 

Subject: Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at BOB HOPE "HOLLYWOOD BARBANK" 
Airport 

The City of Los Angeles, Department of Transportation (LADOT) has reviewed the Transportation Portion of 
Replacement of Airline Passenger Terminal at Bob Hop "Hollywood Burbank" Airport and we have the 
following comments: · 

The proposed new 355,000 square-foot passenger terminal will replace the existing 232,000 square-foot 
passenger terminal, and will keep the number of gates unchanged. Although the number of the gates (14) will 
remain the same, the expansion of passenger terminal will accommodate more passengers. 

Subsequently, the expansion of the passenger terminal will increase the vehicle trips. Also the traffic ambient 
growth and other related new projects surrounding the airport will result in additional vehicle trips on the 
adjacent road network, including streets that are located in the City of Los Angeles. LADOT recommends that 
the new traffic study include City of Los Angeles' s intersections close to airport. The traffic study to be 
submitted to LADOT, Valley Developn,ient Review Section, 6262 Van Nuys, CA 91202 for review and 
comments. 

Please include us in any response or additional information you may have available. If you have any questions 
regarding this project contact Vicente Cordero by e:-mail at VICENTE.CORDERO@LACITY.ORG. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Jesus Serrano, P.E. 
Senior Transportation Engineer 

c: Doug Mensman, Council District 2 

Comment 517 
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February 28, 2019 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX -600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

RE: Proposed Replacement Terminal, Bob Hope Airport, Burbank - EIS Scoping Meeting 

Dear Mr. Cushing; 

Thank you for coordinating with the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
(Metro) regarding the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project (Project) at Bob Hope Hollywood 

Burbank Airport (Airport) in the City of Burbank (City). Metro is committed to working with local 

municipalities, property owners, developers, and other stakeholders across Los Angeles County on 

transit-supportive planning and development projects to grow ridership, reduce driving, and promote 

walkable neighborhoods. 

The purpose of this letter is to outline recommendations from Metro concerning issues that are 

germane to our agency's statutory responsibility in relation to Metro transit facilities and future service 

plans. The proposed Project is adjacent to Metrolink right-of-way (ROW), owned by Metro, two 

Metrolink Stations (Burbank Airport South and Burbank Airport North), bus stops, and a planned bus 

rapid transit (BRT) line that will run from North Hollywood to Pasadena. Due to the Project's 

adjacency to these transit facilities, Metro hopes to meet with the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport 

Authority (Airport Authority) in the coming months to ensure coordination on our shared interests 

and to support the development of transit oriented communities (TOCs) while maintaining 

consistency with the airport's land use compatibility planning. Transit Oriented Communities are 

places (such as corridors or neighborhoods) that, by their design, allow people to drive less and 

access transit more. TOCs maximize equitable access to a multi-modal transit network as a key 
organizing principle ofland use planning and holistic community development. 

In addition to the specific recommendations outlined below, Metro would like to provide the Airport 

Authority with two resources: 1) the Metro Adjacent Development Handbook (attached), which 
provides an overview of common concerns for development adjacent to Metro-owned right-of-way 

(ROW) and 2) the Adjacent Construction Manual with technical information (also attached). These 

documents and additional resources are available at www.metro.net/projects/devreview. 
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Proposed Replacement Terminal, Bob Hope Airport, Burbank 
Notice of EIS Scoping Meeting- Metro Comments 
February 28, 2019 

Project Description 

The Replacement Terminal Project consists of several elements, including: 
1. construction of a replacement passenger terminal , an aircraft parking apron, an employee 

automobile parking lot, a public building, a replacement Aircraft Rescue and Firefighting 
station, a group-service equipment (GSE) and a passenger terminal maintenance building, a 
central utility plant, ground access vehicle storage, and staging 

2. the extension of Taxiway A and C; 
3. the realignment of the Airport service road and Avenue A; and 
4. the demolition of the existing passenger terminal, the commercial aircraft ramp and adjacent 

taxi lanes, the parking booth, the employee parking lot, Parking Lots A, B, and E, the existing 
public parking structure, the tenant leas areas, the airline cargo and GSE a maintenance 
building and associated pavement, and the shuttle bus dispatch office and staging area. 

Transit Service Considerations 

1. Bus Operations: Metro bus lines operate along W Empire, San Fernando Blvd, and N 
Hollywood Way, which wrap around the Project area. To provide safe and convenient bus 
service, Metro recommends that the Airport Authority work closely with Metro and other 
operators on service planning and potential bus stop relocations during construction. The 
Adjacent Development Handbook provides recommendations for bus stop design and 
coordination needs. For streets where Metro provides bus service, Metro recommends that 
the City require outside right lanes to be 12 foot wide (or at minimum 11 foot wide) for bus 
travel. 

2. Future BRT: The Metro Orange Line Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) Improvement Project is currently 
preparing designs for $320 million in upgrades to the existing line that operates between the 
North Hollywood Metro Red Line Station and the West San Fernando 
Valley (www.metro.net/projects/orangeline/) . A planning/environmental study is also 
underway to extend BRT service eastward from the North Hol lywood Red Line Station to 
potential ly connect to the Burbank Media District, Downtown Burbank, Downtown Glendale 
and Downtown Pasadena (www.metro.net/projects/noho-pasadena/corridor). Metro 
recommends that airport traffic and circulation studies include connectivity options to these 
existing and planned projects to better facilitate transit access to the airport. For further 
information on these projects, please contact Cory Zelmer, at 213-922-1079 or 
zelmerc@metro.net. 

3. Rail Operations: The Project is adjacent to Metro-owned ROW operated and maintained by the 
Southern California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA) to run the Metrolink commuter rail 
service, including the Antelope Valley Line AVL to the north, and the Ventura County Line to 
the south. Amtrak Pacific Surfliner intercity passenger trains also operate on this ROW. The 
Airport Authority is advised that rail service operates in both directions and that trains may 
operate, in and out of revenue service, 24 hours a day, seven days a week, in the ROW adjacent 
to the proposed Project. 
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Proposed Replacement Terminal, Bob Hope Airport, Burbank 
Notice of EIS Scoping Meeting - Metro Comments 
February 28, 2019 

4. Rail Crossings:There are at-grade rail crossings in close proximity to the Project along North 
San Fernando Blvd and Vanowen Street. The Project is likely to increase traffic volumes across 
these crossings, which could potentially impact the safety of the crossing. As such, these 
traffic and safety impacts should be analyzed. This rail crossing is regulated by the California 
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) and maintained by Metro. CPUC may have additional 
comments and requ irements regarding this Project and should be contacted in outreach 

efforts. 

5. Connectivity: Considering the Project's proximity to the Metrolink Stations and Airport Transit 
Center, Metro wou ld like to identify the potential synergies associated with transit access to 

the Airport: 

• Connectivity to the Burbank Airport-North (AVL) Metrolink station: The proposed 
replacement terminal location is about a block from the Burbank Airport-North 
Metrolink station on the Antelope Valley Line without a direct accessible path between 
the Metrolink station and the proposed terminal location. Therefore, the Replacement 
Terminal project should provide direct passenger connectivity including but not 
limited to pedestrian improvements that will facilitate transfers between the Burbank 
Airport-North station and the new termina l location. The Burbank Airport-North 
station is an important train-to plane station funded in partnership between Metro and 
the Airport Authority to enhance train-to-plane connectivity between the Metrolink 
system and the Airport. The Airport currently operates an on-demand shuttle service 
between the Burbank Airport-North station and the Airport terminals. 

• Connectivity to the Burbank Airport-South (VCL) Metrolink station: The Burbank 
Airport-South (VC L) Metrolink station serves the Metrolink Ventura County Li ne and 
the Amtrak Pacific Surfliner trains. The station is currently less than 2,000 feet from the 
current terminal location; however the proposed location of the new terminal will be 
nearly a mile from the existing Metrolink station. Therefore, shuttle service wi ll be 
required to connect the existing Metrolink station to the new Airport terminals. 

• Transfers Guide: The Project should include design treatments to accommodate 
transfer activity between bus and rail customers that wi ll occur along the sidewalks 
and public spaces. Metro recently completed the Metro Transfers Design Guide, a best 
practice document on transit improvements. This can be accessed online at 
https://www.metro.net/pro jects/systemwidedesign. 

6. Access: The Terminal Project should address first-last mile connections to transit, encouraging 
development that is transit accessible with bicycle and pedestrian-oriented street design 
connecting transportation with housing and employment centers. For reference, please view 
the First Last Mi le Strategic Plan, authored by Metro and the Southern California Association 
of Governments (SCAG) , available on-line at: 
http://media.metro.net/docs/sustainability path des ign guidelines .pdf. 

7. Walkability: Metro strongly encourages the installation of wide sidewalks, pedestrian lighting, a 
continuous canopy of shade trees, enhanced crosswalks with ADA-compliant curb ramps, and 
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other amenities along all public street frontages of the development site to improve pedestrian 
safety and comfort to access the nearby bus stops and rail stations. The City should consider 
requiring the installation of such amenities as part of the conditions ofapproval. 

8. Active Transportation: Metro encourages the Airport Authority to promote bicycle use through 
adequate short-term bicycle parking, such as ground-level bicycle racks, as well as secure and 
enclosed long-term bicycle parking, such as bike lockers or a secured bike room, for guests, 
employees, and residents. Bicycle parking facilities should be designed with best practices in 
mind, including: highly visible siting, effective surveil lance, easy to locate, and equipment 
installed with preferred spacing dimensions, so they can be conveniently accessed. 
Additionally, the Project should help facilitate safe and convenient connections for 
pedestrians, people riding bikes, and transit users to/from the Airport. 

9. Wayfinding: Metrolink/Amtrak stations wayfinding signage and real-time train arrival 
information should be prominently displayed at the new terminal. Wayfinding signage should 
be considered as part of the Project to help people navigate through the Airport to all modes 
of transportation. Any temporary or permanent wayfinding sign age with content referencing 
Metro services, or featuring the Metro brand and/or associated graphics (such as bus or rail 
pictograms) requires review and approval by Metro Art & Design. Please contact Lance Glover, 
Senior Manager of Sign age and Environmental Graphic Design, at 213-922-2360 or 
Gloverl@metro.net. 

l 0. Public Art: Metro Arts & Design encourages the thoughtful integration of art and culture into 

public spaces. Any proposals for temporary or permanent public art and/or placemaking facing 

Metro ROW requires review and approval by Metro Art & Design. Please contact Susan Gray, 

Director of Arts & Design, at 213-922-2729 or GrayS@metro.net. 

11. Transit Pass: Metro would like to inform the Airport Authority of Metro's employer transit pass 
programs including the Annual Transit Access Pass (A-TAP) and Business Transit Access Pass 
(B-TAP) programs which offer efficiencies and group rates that businesses can offer 
employees as an incentive to utilize public transit. For more information on these programs, 
contact Devon Deming at 213-922-7957 or DemingD@metro.net. 

Technical Review &Construction Coordination 

1. Technical Review: Prior to permit approval, Metro and Metrolink need to review engineering 
drawings and calculations, as well as construction plans, including any crane placement and 
radius, to evaluate any impacts to rail structures in relationship to the proposed Project. 
Please refer to the Adjacent Construction Design Manual for more deta ils regarding 
submitting drawings and calculations to Metro. Note that Metro requires an Engineering 
Review Fee for staff review time. 

2. ROW Access: There shall be no encroachment onto the railroad ROW. Any future work 
performed on the proposed Project's structures or property requiring access to the railroad 
ROW, shall be covered by specific Right-of-Entry temporary access permits with specific 
requirements. SCRRA should be contacted for these Right-of Entry requirements. Information 
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Notice ofEIS Scoping Meeting- Metro Comments 
February 28, 2019 

can be found on their website at www.metrol inktrains.com. Other requ irements may include 
permits for construction of buildings, and any future repairs, painting, graffiti removal, etc., 
including the use of overhead cranes or any other equipment that could potentially impact 
railroad operations and safety. Frequent access for maintenance tasks such as graffiti removal, 
will necessitate an active license agreement. This agreement will include an annual license fee, 
and other requirements that meet safety standards for access to a ROW with active rail 
operations. 

3. Construction Monitoring: Metro and/or SCRRA staff shall be permitted to monitor 
construction activity to ascertain any impact to the ROW. During construction, a protection 
barrier shall be constructed to prevent objects, material, or debris from falling onto the ROW. 
The Airport Authority will be required to notify Metro and SCRRA of any changes to the 
construction/building plans that may or may not impact the ROW. 

Metro looks forward to continuing to collaborate with the City of Burbank and the Burbank-Glendale­
Pasadena Airport Authority to effectuate policies and implementation activities that promote transit 
oriented communities. If you have any questions regarding this response, please contact Eddi Zepeda 
at 213-418-3484 or by email at DevReview@metro.net, or by mail at the following address: 

Metro Development Review 
One Gateway Plaza MS 99-23-4 

Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Sincerely, 

Oe--Y"- Manjeet Ranu, AICP 
Senior Executive Officer 
Countywide Planning & Development 

Cc: Stephanie Wiggins, CEO SCRRA/Metrolink 

Attachments and links: 

• Adjacent Construction Design Manual 
• Adjacent Development Handbook: https://www.metro.net/projects/devreview/ 
• Metrolink Resources and Standards: 

https://www.metrolinktrains.com/about/agency/engineering--construction/ 
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Introduction 

The Metro Adjacent Development Handbook provides guidance to local jurisdictions and developers constructing on, 

adjacent, over, or under Metro right of way, non-revenue property, or transit facilities to support transit-oriented 

communities, reduce potential conflicts, and facilitate clearance for building permits. The Handbook should be used 

for guidance purposes only. The Metro Adjacent Construction Design Manual and Metro Rail Design Criteria are 

documents that shall be strictly adhered to for obtaining approval for any construction adjacent to Metro facilities. 

Who is Metro? 

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) plans, funds, builds, and operates rail and bus 

service throughout Los Angeles County. Metro moves close to 1.3 million riders on buses and trains daily, traversing 

many jurisdictions in Los Angeles County. With funding from the passage of Measure R (2008) and Measure M 
(2016), the Metro system will expand significantly, adding over 100 miles of new transit corridors and up to 60 new 

stations. New and expanded transit lines will improve mobility across Los Angeles County, connecting riders to more 

destinations and expanding opportunities for adjacent construction and Transit Oriented Communities (TOCs). 
Metro’s bus and rail service spans over 1,433 square miles and includes the following transit service: 

Metro Rail connects close to 100 stations along 98.5 miles of track and operates underground in 

tunnels, at grade within roadways and dedicated rights-of-way (ROW), and above grade on aerial 

guideways. The Metro Rail fleet includes heavy rail and light rail vehicles. Heavy rail vehicles are 

powered by a third rail through a conductor along the tracks and light rail vehicles are powered 

by an overhead catenary system (OCS). To operate rail service, Metro owns traction power 

substations, maintenance yards and shops, and supporting infrastructure. 

Metro Bus-Rapid-Transit (BRT) operates accelerated bus transit, which serves as a hybrid 

between rail and traditional bus service. BRT operates along a dedicated ROW, separated from 

vehicular traffic to provide rapid service. Metro BRT may run within the center of a freeway or 

may be separated from traffic in its own corridor. BRT station footprints vary from integrated, 

more spacious stations to compact boarding areas along streets. 

Metro Bus serves 15,967 bus stops, operates 170 routes and covers 1,433 square miles with a 

fleet of 2,228 buses. Metro “Local” and “Rapid” bus service runs within the street, typically 

alongside vehicular traffic, though occasionally in “bus-only” lanes. Metro bus stops are typically 
located on sidewalks within the public right-of-way, which is owned and maintained by local 

jurisdictions. 

Metrolink/Regional Rail: Metro owns much of the ROW within Los Angeles County on which the 

Southern California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA) operates Metrolink service. Metrolink is a 

commuter rail system with seven lines that span 388 miles throughout Los Angeles, Orange, 

Riverside, San Bernardino, Ventura, and North San Diego counties. As a SCRRA member agency 

and property owner, Metro reviews development activity adjacent to Metrolink ROW. 

Metro Adjacent Development Handbook 2 
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Introduction 

Metro and Regional Rail Map 

Metro is currently undertaking the largest rail infrastructure expansion effort in the United States. A growing fixed 

guideway system presents new adjacency challenges, but also new opportunities to catalyze land use investment and 

shape livable communities along routes and around stations. 
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Metro Bus and Rail System Map (Excerpt) 

As a street-running transit service, Metro’s “Rapid” and “Local” buses share the public ROW with other vehicles, 

cyclists, and pedestrians, and travel through the diverse landscapes of Los Angeles County’s 88 cities and 
unincorporated areas. 
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Introduction 

Why is Metro Interested in Adjacent Development? 

Metro Supports Transit Oriented Communities 

Metro is redefining the role of the transit agency by expanding mobility options, promoting sustainable urban design, 

and helping transform communities throughout Los Angeles County. Leading in this effort is Metro’s vision to create 
TOCs, a mobility and development approach that is community-focused and context-responsive at its core. The TOC 

approach goes beyond the traditional transit oriented development (TOD) model to focus on shaping vibrant places 

that are compact, walkable, and bikeable community spaces, and acknowledge mobility as an integral part of the urban 

fabric. 

Adjacent Development Leads to Transit Oriented Communities 

Metro supports private development adjacent to transit as this presents a mutually beneficial opportunity to enrich the 

built environment and expand mobility options for users of developments. By connecting communities, destinations, 

and amenities through improved access to public transit, adjacent developments have the potential to reduce car 

dependency and greenhouse gas emissions; promote walkable and bikeable communities that accommodate more 

healthy and active lifestyles; improve access to jobs and economic opportunities; and create more opportunities for 

mobility – highly desirable features in an increasingly urbanized environment. 

Metro is committed to working with stakeholders across the County to support the development of a sustainable, 

welcoming, and well-designed environment around its transit services and facilities. Acknowledging an unprecedented 

opportunity to influence how the built environment throughout Los Angeles County develops along and around transit 

and its facilities, Metro has created this Handbook – a resource for municipalities, developers, architects, and 

engineers to use in their land use planning, design, and development efforts. This Handbook presents a crucial first 

step in active collaboration with local stakeholders; finding partnerships that leverage Metro initiatives and support 

TOCs across Los Angeles County; and ensuring compatibility with transit infrastructure to minimize operational, 

safety, and maintenance issues. 

5 Metro Adjacent Development Handbook 



  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Metro Adjacent Development Handbook 

What are the Goals of the Handbook? 

Metro is committed to partnering with local jurisdictions and providing information to developers early in project 

planning to identify potential synergies associated with building next to transit and reduce potential conflicts with 

transit infrastructure and services. Specifically, the Handbook is intended to guide the design, engineering, 

construction, and maintenance of structures within 100 feet of Metro ROW, including underground easements, on 

which Metro operates or plans to operate service, as well as in close proximity to or on Metro-owned non-revenue 

property and transit facilities. 

Metro is interested in reviewing projects within 100 feet of its ROW – measured from the edge of the ROW outward – 
both to maximize integration opportunities with adjacent development and to ensure the structural safety of existing 

or planned transit infrastructure. As such, the Handbook seeks to: 

• Improve communication, coordination, and understanding between developers, municipalities, and Metro. 

• Streamline the development review process by coordinating a seamless, comprehensive agency review of all 

proposed developments near Metro facilities and properties. 

• Highlight Metro operational needs and requirements to ensure safe, continuous service. 

• Identify common concerns associated with developments adjacent to Metro ROW. 

• Prevent potential impacts to Metro transit service or infrastructure. 

• Maintain access to Metro facilities for patrons and operational staff. 

• Avoid preventable conflicts resulting in increased development costs, construction delays, and safety impacts. 

• Make project review transparent, clear, and more efficient. 

• Assist in the creation of overall marketable and desirable developments. 

Who Should Use the Handbook? 

The Handbook is intended to be used by: 

• Local jurisdictions who review, entitle, and permit development projects and/or develop policies related to 

land use, development standards, and mobility 

• Developers, Project sponsors, architects, and engineers 

• Entitlement consultants 

• Property owners 

• Builders/contractors 

• Real estate agents 

• Utility owners 

• Environmental consultants 

Metro Adjacent Development Handbook 6 
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How Should the Handbook be Used? 

The Handbook complements requirements housed in the Metro Adjacent Construction Design Manual, which 

accompanies the Metro Rail Design Criteria (MRDC) and other governing documents that make up the Metro Design 
Criteria and Standards. This Handbook provides an overview and guide related to opportunities, common concerns, 

and issues for adjacent development and is organized into three categories to respond to different stages of the 

development process: 

Site Planning & 
Design 1 Engineering 2 Construction Safety 

& Monitoring 3

Each page of the Handbook focuses on a specific issue and provides best practices to avoid potential conflicts and/or 

create compatibility with the Metro transit system. Links to additional resources listed at the bottom of each page may 

be found under Resources at the end of the Handbook. Definitions for words listed in italics may also be found at the 

end of this Handbook in the Glossary. 

Metro will continue to revise the Handbook, as needed, to capture input from all parties and reflect evolving Best 

Practices in safety, operations, and transit-supportive development. 
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Types of Metro ROW & Transit Assets 

Conditions Description 
Common Concerns for Metro with 

Adjacent Development 

• Excavation support/tiebacks 

• Underground utilities 

• Shoring and structures 

• Ventilation shafts and street/sidewalk surface 
UNDERGROUND Transit operates below ground in 

penetrations 
ROW tunnels. 

• Appendages (emergency exits, vents, etc.) 

• Surcharge loading of adjacent construction 

• Explosions 

• Noise and vibration/ground movement 

• Upper level setbacks 

Transit operates on elevated • Excavation support/tiebacks 
ELEVATED ROW structures, typically supported by • Clearance from the OCS 

columns. • Crane swings & overhead protection 

• Column foundations 

• Building setbacks from ROW 

• Travel sight distance/cone of visibility 
Transit operates in dedicated ROW 

• Clearance from OCS 
at street level, typically separated 

OFF-STREET ROW • Crane swings & overhead protection 
from private property or roadway by 

• Storm water drainage for low impact development a fence or wall. 
• Noise/vibration 

• Trackbed stability 

• Setbacks from ROW 

• Travel sight distance/cone of visibility impeded by 
structures near ROW 

Transit operates within roadway at 
• Clearance from OCS 

ON-STREET ROW street level and is separated by 
• Crane swings & overhead protection 

fencing or a mountable curb. 
• Driveways near ROW crossings 

• Noise/vibration 

• Trackbed stability 

Metro buses operate on city 
• Lane closures and re-routing 

ON-STREET BUSES streets. Bus stops are located on 
• Bus stop access and temporary relocation public sidewalks. 

NON-REVENUE/ 
OPERATIONAL 
ASSETS 

Metro owns and maintains non-
operational ROW and property 
used to support the existing and 
planned transit system (e.g. bus 
and rail maintenance facilities, 
transit plazas, traction power 
substations, park-and-ride lots). 

• Adjacent structure setbacks 

• Adjacent excavation support/tiebacks 

• Ground movement 

• Underground utilities 

• Drainage 

• Metro access 

Metro Adjacent Development Handbook 8 
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Metro Review Phases 

To facilitate early and continuous coordination with development teams and municipalities, and to maximize 

opportunities for project-transit synergy, Metro employs a four-phase development review process for projects within 

100 feet of its ROW and properties: 

PRELIMINARY CONSULTATION 

Project sponsor submits Metro In-Take Form and conceptual plans. Metro reviews and 
responds with preliminary considerations. 

1. Project information is routed to impacted Metro departments for review and 
comment. 

2. Metro coordinates a meeting at the request of the project sponsor or if Metro 
determines it necessary following preliminary review. 

3. Metro submits comment letter with preliminary considerations for municipality 
and/or project sponsor. Metro recorded drawings and standards are provided as 
necessary. 

2 W
eeks 

ENTITLEMENT 

Metro receives CEQA notice from local municipality and responds with comments and 
considerations. 

1. If project has not previously been reviewed, Metro routes project information to 
stakeholder departments for review and comment. If Project has been reviewed, 
Metro transmits the correspondence to departments to determine if additional 
comments are warranted. Municipality and project sponsor are contacted if 
additional information is required. 

2. Metro coordinates design review meetings at the request of the project sponsor 
or if Metro determines them necessary following drawings review. 

3. Metro prepares comment letter in response to CEQA notice and submits to 
municipality. Metro Engineering coordinates with project sponsor as necessary to 
approve project drawings. 

2 4 W
eeks 
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ENGINEERING & REFINEMENT 

Dependent on the nature of the adjacent development, project sponsor submits 
architectural plans and engineering calculations for Metro review and approval. 

1. Metro Engineering reviews project plans, calculations, and other materials. 

Review fees are paid as required. 

2. Metro Engineering provides additional comments for further consideration or 

approves project drawings. 

3. If required, Metro and project sponsor host additional meetings and maintain 
on-going coordination to ensure project design does not adversely impact Metro 
operations and facilities. 

V
aries 

CONSTRUCTION SAFETY & MONITORING 

Dependent on the nature of the adjacent development, Metro coordinates with project 
sponsor to facilitate and monitor construction near transit services and structures. 

1. As requested by Metro, project sponsor submits a Construction Work Plan for 
review and approval. 

2. Project sponsor coordinates with Metro to temporarily relocate bus stops, reroute 
bus service, allocate track, and/or complete safety procedures in preparation for 
construction. 

3. Metro representative monitors construction and maintains communication with 
project sponsor to administer the highest degree of construction safety 
provisions near Metro facilities. 

Metro Adjacent Development Handbook 10 



    
 

     

Metro Coordination 

Best Practices for Municipality Coordination 

Metro suggests that local jurisdictions take the following steps to streamline the coordination process: 

1. Update GIS instruments with Metro ROW: Integrate Metro ROW files into City GIS and/or Google Earth Files for 

all planning and development review staff. 

2. Flag Parcels: Create an overlay zone through Specific Plans and/or Zoning Ordinance that “tags” parcels within 
100’ from Metro ROW to require coordination with Metro early during the development process [e.g. City of Los 

Angeles Zone Information and Map Access System (ZIMAS)]. 

3. Provide Resources: Direct all property owners and developers interested in parcels within 100’ from Metro ROW 

to Metro resources (e.g. website, Handbook, In-Take Form, etc.). 

Best Practices for Developer Coordination 

Metro suggests that developers of projects adjacent to Metro ROW take the following steps to facilitate Metro project 

review and approval: 

1. Review Metro resources and policies: The Metro Adjacent Development Review webpage and Handbook provide 

important resources for those interested in constructing on, adjacent, over, or under Metro right of way, non-

revenue property, or transit facilities. Developers should familiarize themselves with these resources and keep in 

mind common adjacency concerns when planning a project. 

2. Contact Metro early during design process: Metro welcomes the opportunity to provide feedback early in project 

design, allowing for detection and resolution of important adjacency issues, identification of urban design and 

system integration opportunities, and facilitation of permit approval. 

3. Maintain communication: Frequent communication with stakeholder Metro departments during project design 

and construction will reinforce relationships and allow for timely project completion. 

11 Metro Adjacent Development Handbook 
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Site Planning & Design 1 
1.1 Supporting Transit Oriented 

Communities 

Adjacent development plays a crucial role in shaping TOCs along and 

around Metro transit services and facilities. TOCs require an 

intentional orchestration of physical, aesthetic, and operational 

elements, and close coordination by all stakeholders, including Metro, 

developers, and municipalities. 

Recommendation: Conceive projects as an integrated system that 

acknowledges context, builds on user needs and desires, and 

implements elements of placemaking. Metro is interested in 

collaborating with projects and teams that, in part or wholly: 

• Integrate a mix of uses to create lively, vibrant places that 

are active day and night. 

• Include a combination of buildings and public spaces to 

define unique and memorable places. 

• Explore a range of densities and massing to optimize 

building functionality while acknowledging context-sensitive 

scale and architectural form. 

• Activate ground floor with retail and outdoor 

seating/activities to bring life to the public environment. 

• Prioritize pedestrian scaled elements to create spaces that 

are comfortable, safe, and enjoyable. 

• Provide seamless transitions between uses to encourage 

non-motorized mobility, improve public fitness and health, 

and reduce road congestion. 

• Reduce and hide parking to focus on pedestrian activity. 

• Prevent crime through environmental design. 

• Leverage regulatory TOD incentives to design a more 

compelling project that capitalizes on transit adjacency and 

economy of scales. 

• Utilize Metro policies and programs supporting a healthy, 

sustainable, and welcoming environment around transit 

service and facilities. 

The Wilshire/Vermont Metro Joint Development 
project leveraged existing transit infrastructure 
to catalyze a dynamic and accessible urban 
environment. The project accommodates portal 
access into the Metro Rail system and on-street 
bus facilities. 

Links to Metro policies and programs may be found in the 

Resources Section of this Handbook. 
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Site Planning & Design 1 
1.2 Enhancing Access to Transit 

Metro seeks to create a comprehensive, integrated transportation 

network and supports infrastructure and design that allows safe and 

convenient access to its multimodal services. Projects in close 

proximity to Metro’s services and facilities present an opportunity to 

enhance the public realm and connections to/from these services for 

transit patrons as well as users of the developments. 

Recommendation: Design projects with transit access in mind. 

Project teams should capitalize on the opportunity to improve the 

built environment and enhance the public realm for pedestrians, 

bicyclists, persons with disabilities, seniors, children, and users of 

green modes. Metro recommends that projects: 

• Orient major entrances to transit service, making access 

and travel intuitive and convenient. 

• Plan for a continuous canopy of shade trees along all public 

right-of-way frontages to improve pedestrian comfort to 

transit facilities. 

• Add pedestrian lighting along paths to transit facilities and 

nearby destinations. 

• Integrate wayfinding and signage into project design. 

• Enhance nearby crosswalks and ramps. 

• Ensure new walkways and sidewalks are clear of any 

obstructions, including utilities, traffic control devices, 

trees, and furniture. 

• Design for seamless, multi-modal pedestrian connections, 

making access easy, direct, and comfortable. 

Additional Resources: 

Metro Active Transportation Strategic Plan 

Metro Complete Streets Policy 

Metro First/Last Mile Strategic Plan 

Metro Transit Supportive Planning Toolkit 

The City of Santa Monica leveraged investments 
in rail transit and reconfigured Colorado Avenue 
to form a multi-modal first/last mile gateway to 
the waterfront from the Expo Line Station. 
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Site Planning & Design 1 
1.3 Building Setback 

Buildings and structures with a zero lot setback abutting Metro ROW 

are of prime concern to Metro. Encroachment onto Metro property to 

construct or maintain buildings is strongly discouraged as this 

presents safety hazards and may disrupt transit service and/or 

damage Metro infrastructure. 

Recommendation: Metro strongly encourages development plans 

include a minimum setback of five (5) feet to buildings from the 

Metro ROW property line to accommodate the construction and 

maintenance of structures without the need to encroach upon Metro 

property. As local jurisdictions also have building setback 

requirements, new developments should comply with the greater of 

the two requirements. 

Entry into the ROW by parties other than Metro and its affiliated 

partners requires written approval. Should construction or 

maintenance of a development necessitate temporary or ongoing 

access to Metro ROW, a Metro Right of Entry Permit must be 

requested and obtained from Metro Real Estate for every instance 

access is required. Permission to enter the ROW is granted solely at 

Metro’s discretion. 

Refer to Section 3.2 –Track Access and Safety for additional 

information pertaining to ROW access in preparation for construction 

activities. 

A minimum setback of five (5) feet between an 
adjacent structure and Metro ROW is strongly 
encouraged. 

Additional Resources: 

Metro Adjacent Construction Design Manual 
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Site Planning & Design 1 
1.4 Shared Barrier Construction & 

Maintenance 

In areas where Metro ROW abuts private property, barrier 

construction and maintenance responsibilities can rise to be a 

point of contention with property owners. When double barriers 

are constructed, the gap created between the Metro-constructed 

fence and a private property owner’s fence can accumulate trash 
and make regular maintenance challenging without accessing the 

other party’s property. 

Recommendation: Metro strongly prefers a single barrier condition 

along its ROW property line. With an understanding that existing 

conditions along ROW boundaries vary throughout Los Angeles 

County, Metro recommends the following, in order of preference: 

1. Enhance existing Metro barrier: if structural capacity allows, 

private property owners and developers should consider 

physically affixing improvements onto and building upon 

Metro’s existing barrier. Metro is amenable to barrier 

enhancements such as increasing barrier height and allowing 

private property owners to apply architectural finishes to their 

side of Metro’s barrier. 

2. Replace existing barrier(s): if conditions are not desirable, 

remove and replace any existing barrier(s), including Metro’s, 
with a new single barrier built on the property line. 

Metro is amenable to sharing costs for certain improvements that 

allow for clarity in responsibilities and adequate ongoing maintenance 

from adjacent property owners without entering Metro’s property. 

Metro Real Estate should be contacted with case-specific questions 

and will need to approve shared barrier design, shared-financing, and 

construction. 

Double barrier conditions allow trash 
accumulation and create maintenance 
challenges for Metro and adjacent property 
owners. 

Metro prefers a single barrier condition along its 
ROW property line. 
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Site Planning & Design 1 
1.5 Project Orientation & Noise Mitigation 

Metro may operate in and out of revenue service 24 hours per day, 

every day of the year, and can create noise and vibration (i.e. horns, 

power washing). Transit service and maintenance schedules cannot 

be altered to avoid noise for adjacent developments. However, noise 

and vibration impacts can be reduced through building design and 

orientation. 

Recommendations: Use building orientation, programming, and 

design techniques to reduce noise and vibration for buildings along 

Metro ROW: 

• Locate “back of house” rooms (e.g. bathrooms, stairways, 

laundry rooms) along ROW, rather than noise sensitive rooms 

(e.g. bedrooms and family rooms) 

• Use upper level setbacks and locate living spaces away from 

ROW. 

• Enclose balconies. 

• Install double-pane windows. 

• Include language disclosing potential for noise, vibration, and 

other impacts due to transit proximity in terms and conditions 

for building lease/sale agreements to protect building 

owners/sellers from tenant/buyer complaints. 

Developers are responsible for any noise mitigation required, which 

may include engineering designs for mitigation recommended by 

Metro or otherwise required by local municipalities. A recorded Noise 
Easement Deed in favor of Metro may be required for projects within 

100’ of Metro ROW to ensure notification to tenants and owners of 

any proximity issues. 

Building orientation can be designed to face 
away from tracks, reducing the noise and 
vibration impacts. 

Strategic placement of podiums and upper-
level setbacks on developments near Metro 
ROW can reduce noise and vibration impacts. Additional Resources: 

Noise Easement Deed 

MRDC, Section 2 – Environmental Considerations 
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Site Planning & Design 1 
1.6 Sightlines at Crossings 

Developments adjacent to Metro ROW can present visual barriers to 

transit operators approaching vehicular and pedestrian crossings. 

Buildings and structures in close proximity to transit corridors can 

reduce sightlines and create blind corners where operators cannot see 

pedestrians. This requires operations to reduce train speeds, which 

decreases the efficiency of transit service. 

Recommendation: Design buildings to maximize transit service 

sightlines at crossings, leaving a clear cone of visibility to oncoming 

vehicles and pedestrians. Metro Operations will review, provide 

guidance, and determine the extent of operator visibility for safe 

operations. If the building envelope overlaps with the visibility cone 

near pedestrian and vehicular crossings, a building setback may be 

needed to ensure safe transit service. The cone of visibility at 

crossings and required setback will be determined based on vehicle 

approach speed. 

Limited sightlines for trains approaching street 
crossings create unsafe conditions. 

Visibility cones allow train operators to respond 
to safety hazards. 

Additional Resources: 

MRDC, Section 4 – Guideway and Trackwork 

MRDC, Section 12 – Safety, Security, & System Assurance 
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Site Planning & Design 1 
1.7 Transit Envelope Clearance 

Metro encourages density along and around transit service as well as 

greening of the urban environment through the addition of street 

trees and landscaping. However, building appurtenances, such as 

balconies, facing rail ROW may pose threats to Metro service as 

clothing or other décor could blow into the OCS. Untended 

landscaping and trees can also grow into the OCS above light rail 

lines, creating electrical safety hazards as well as visual and physical 

impediments for trains. 

Recommendation: Project elements facing or located adjacent to the 

ROW should be designed to avoid potential conflicts with Metro 

transit vehicles and infrastructure. Metro recommends that projects: 

• Maintain building appurtenances and landscaping at a 

minimum distance of ten (10) feet from the OCS and support 

structures. 
Adjacent structures and landscaping should be sited 

• Plan for landscape maintenance from private property and not 
to avoid conflicts with the rail OCS. 

allow growth into the Metro ROW. Property owners will not be 

permitted to access Metro property to maintain private 

development. 

• Design buildings such that balconies do not provide direct 

access to ROW access. 

Additional Resources: 

MRDC, Section 4 – Guideway and Trackwork 

MRDC, Section 6 – Architectural 

MRDC, Section 12 – Safety, Security, & System Assurance 
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Site Planning & Design 1 
1.8 Bus Stops & Zones Design 

Metro Bus serves 15,967 bus stops throughout the diverse 

landscape that is Los Angeles County. Typically located on 

sidewalks within the public right-of-way owned and maintained by 

local jurisdictions, existing bus stop conditions vary from well-lit 

and sheltered spaces to uncomfortable and unwelcoming zones. 

Metro is interested in working with developers and local 

jurisdiction to create a vibrant public realm around new 

developments by strengthening multi-modal access to/from 

Metro transit stops and enhancing the pedestrian experience. 

Recommendation: When designing around existing or proposed bus 

stops, Metro recommends project teams: 

• Review Metro’s Transit Service Policy: Appendix D, which 

provides standards for design and operation of bus stops and 

zones for near-side, far-side, and mid-block stops. In particular, 

adjacent projects should: 

o Accommodate 6’ x 8’ landing pads at bus doors. 

o Install a concrete bus pad within each bus stop zone to 

avoid asphalt damage. 

• Replace stand-alone bus stop signs with bus shelters that 

include benches and adequate lighting. 

• Design wide sidewalks (15’ preferred) that accommodate bus 

landing pads as well as street furniture, landscape, and user 

travel space. 

• Ensure final design of stops and surrounding sidewalk allows 

passengers with disabilities a clear path of travel. 

• Place species of trees in quantities and spacing that will provide 

a continuous shade canopy in paths of travel to access transit 

stops. These must be placed far enough away from the curb and 

adequately maintained to prevent visual and physical 

impediments for buses when trees reach maturity. 

• Locate and design driveways to avoid conflicts with on-street 

services and pedestrian traffic. 

Bus sign located per city and 

bus operation requirements 

Minimum overhead 

clearance 

8’ clear sidewalk to accommodate 

8’ x 5’ pad at bus doors 

4’ minimum at 
shelter structure 

Sidewalk finish at stop 

Well-designed and accessible bus stops are 
beneficial amenities for both transit riders and users 
of adjacent developments. 

Additional Resources: 

Metro Transit Service Policy 
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Site Planning & Design 1 
1.9 Driveways/Access Management 

Driveways adjacent to on-street bus stops can create conflict for 

pedestrians walking to/from or waiting for transit. Additionally, 

driveways accessing parking and loading at project sites near 

Metro Rail and BRT crossings can create queuing issues along city 

streets and put vehicles in close proximity with fast moving trains 

and buses. 

Recommendation: Metro encourages new developments to promote a 

lively public space mutually beneficial to the project and Metro by 

providing safe, comfortable, convenient, and direct connections to 

transit. Metro recommends that projects: 

• Place driveways along side streets and alleys, away from on-

street bus stops and transit crossings to minimize safety 

conflicts between active tracks, transit vehicles, and people, as 

well as queuing on streets. 

• Locate vehicular driveways away from transit crossings or 

areas that are likely to be used as waiting areas for transit 

services. 

• Program loading docks away from sidewalks where transit bus 

stop activity is/will be present. 

• Consolidate vehicular entrances and reduce width of 

driveways. 

• Raise driveway crossings to be flush with the sidewalk, 

slowing automobiles entering and prioritizing pedestrians. 

• Separate pedestrian walkways to minimize conflict with 

vehicles and encourage safe non-motorized travel. 

Driveways in close proximity to each other 
compromise safety for those walking to/from 
transit and increase the potential for vehicle-
pedestrian conflicts. 

A consolidated vehicular entrance greatly 
reduces the possibility for vehicle-pedestrian 
conflicts. 

Additional Resources: 

Metro First/Last Mile Strategic Plan 

MRDC, Section 3 – Civil 
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Adjacent 
Building 

Parking 

Tiebacks 

Engineering 2 
2.1 Excavation Support System Design 

Excavation near Metro ROW has the potential to disturb adjoining 

soils and jeopardize the support of existing Metro infrastructure. Any 

excavation which occurs within the geotechnical foul zone is subject 

to Metro review and approval. The geotechnical zone of influence 

shall be defined as the area below the track-way as measured from a 

45-degree angle from the edge of the rail track ballast. Construction 

within this vulnerable area poses a potential risk to Metro service and 

safety and triggers additional safety regulations. 

Recommendation: Coordinate with Metro Engineering staff for review 

and approval of structural and support of excavation drawings prior to 

the start of excavation or construction. Tie backs encroaching into 

Metro ROW may require a tie back easement or license, at Metro’s 
discretion. 

Any excavation/shoring within Metrolink operated and maintained 

ROW would require compliance with Metrolink Engineering standards 

and guidelines. 

An underground structure located within the 
ROW foul zone would require additional review 
by Metro. 

Additional Resources: 

Metrolink Engineering & Construction Requirements 

MRDC, Section 3 – Civil 

MRDC, Section 5 – Structural/Geotechnical 
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Building 
Above Tunnel 

Foundation 
' ------------------- -----· 

Adjacent 
Building 

Basement 

Engineering 2 
2.2 Proximity to Stations & Tunnels 

Metro supports development of commercial and residential 

properties near transit services and understands that increasing 

development near stations represents a mutually beneficial 

opportunity to increase ridership and enhance transportation 

options for the users of the developments. However, construction 

adjacent to, over, or under underground Metro facilities (tunnels, 

stations and appendages) is of great concern and should be 

coordinated closely with Metro Engineering. 

Recommendation: Dependent on the nature of the adjacent 

construction, Metro will need to review the geotechnical report, 

structural foundation plans, sections, shoring plan sections and 

calculations. Metro typically seeks to maintain a minimum eight 

(8) foot clearance from existing Metro facilities to new 

construction (shoring or tiebacks). It will be incumbent upon the 

developer to demonstrate, to Metro’s satisfaction, that both the 
temporary support of construction and the permanent works do 

not adversely affect the structural integrity, safety or continued 

efficient operation of Metro facilities. 

Metro may require monitoring where such work will either 

increase or decrease the existing overburden (i.e. weight) to which 

the tunnels or facilities are subjected. When required, the 

monitoring will serve as an early indication of excessive structural 

strain or movement. Additional information regarding monitoring 

requirements, which will be determined on a case-by-case basis, 

may be found in Section 3.4, Excavation Drilling/Monitoring. 

Underground tunnels in close proximity to 
adjacent basement structure. 

Additional Resources: 

MRDC, Section 3 – Civil 

MRDC, Section 5 – Structural/Geotechnical 
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Parking 

Adjacent 
Building 

Engineering 2 
2.3 Protection from Explosion/Blast 

Metro is obligated to ensure the safety of public transit infrastructure 

from potential explosive sources which could originate from adjacent 

underground structures or from at grade locations, situated below 

elevated guideways or stations. Blast protection setbacks or 

mitigation may be required for large projects constructed near critical 

Metro facilities. 

Recommendation: Avoid locating underground parking or basement 

structures within twenty (20) feet from an existing Metro tunnel or 

facility (exterior face of wall to exterior face of wall). Adjacent 

developments which are within this 20-foot envelope may be required 

to undergo a Threat Assessment and Blast/Explosion Study subject to 

Metro review and approval. 

An underground structure proposed within 
twenty (20) feet of a Metro structure may 
require a threat assessment and blast/explosion 
study. 

Additional Resources: 

Metro Adjacent Construction Design Manual 

MRDC, Section 3 – Civil 

MRDC, Section 5 – Structural/Geotechnical 
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Construction Safety & Monitoring 3 
3.1 Pre-Construction Coordination 

Metro is concerned with impacts on service requiring single tracking, 

line closures, speed restrictions, and bus bridging occurring as a 

result of adjacent project construction. Projects that will require work 

over, under, adjacent, or on Metro property or ROW and include 

operation of machinery, scaffolding, or any other potentially 

hazardous work are subject to evaluation in preparation for and 

during construction to maintain safe operations and passenger 

wellbeing. 

Recommendation: Following an initial screening of the project, 

additional coordination may be determined to be necessary. 

Dependent on the nature of the adjacent construction, developers 

may be requested to perform the following as determined on a case-

by-case basis: 

• Submit a construction work plan and related project drawings 

and specifications for Metro review. 

• Submit a contingency plan, show proof of insurance coverage, 

and issue current certificates. 

• Provide documentation of contractor qualifications. 

• Complete pre-construction surveys, perform baseline readings, 

and install movement instrumentation. 

• Complete readiness review and perform practice run of 

shutdown per contingency plan. 

• Confirm a ROW observer or other safety personnel and an 

inspector from the parties. 

• Establish a coordination process for access and work in or 

adjacent to ROW for the duration of construction. 

Project teams will be responsible for the costs of adverse impacts 

on Metro transit operations caused by work on adjacent 

developments, including remedial work to repair damage to 

Metro property, facilities, or systems. Additionally, a review fee 

may be assed based on an estimate of required level of effort 

provided by Metro. 

All projects adjacent to Metrolink infrastructure will require 

compliance with SCRRA Engineering Standards and Guidelines. 
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Metro staff oversees construction for the Purple 
Line extension. 

Additional Resources: 

Metrolink Engineering & Construction 

Requirements 
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Manual 



  

 

 

 

 

Construction Safety & Monitoring 3 
3.2 Track Access and Safety 

Permission is needed from Metro to enter Metro property for 

construction and maintenance along, above, or under Metro ROW as 

these activities can interfere with Metro utilities and service and pose 

a safety hazard to construction teams and transit riders. Track access 

is solely at Metro’s discretion and is discouraged to prevent 

electrocution and collisions with construction workers or machines. 

Recommendation: To work in or adjacent to Metro ROW, the 

following must be obtained and/or completed: 

• Right-of-Entry Permit/Temporary Construction Easement: All 

access to and activity on Metro property, including easements 

necessary for construction of adjacent projects, must be 

approved through a Right-of-Entry Permit and/or a Temporary 

Construction Easement obtained from Metro Real Estate and 

may require a fee. 

• Track Allocation: All work on Metro Rail ROW must receive prior 

approval from Metro Rail Operations Control. Track Allocation 

identifies, reserves, and requests changes to normal operations 

for a specific track section, line, station, location, or piece of 

equipment to allow for safe use by a non-Metro entity. 

• Safety Training: All members of the project construction team 

will be required to attend Metro Safety Training in advance of 

work activity. 

• Construction Work Plan: Dependent on the nature of adjacent 

construction, Metro may request a construction work plan, 

which describes means and methods and other construction 

plan details, to ensure the safety of transit operators and 

patrons. 

Additional Resources: 

Metro Adjacent Construction Design Manual 

Safety Training 

Track Allocation 

Trained flaggers ensure the safe crossing of 
pedestrians and workers of an adjacent 
development. 
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Construction Safety & Monitoring 3 
3.3 Construction Hours 

To maintain public safety and access for Metro riders, construction 

should be planned, scheduled, and carried out in a way to avoid 

impacts to Metro service and maintenance. Metro may limit hours of 

construction which impact Metro ROW to night or off-peak hours so 

as not to interfere with Metro revenue service. 

Recommendations: In addition to receiving necessary construction 

approvals from the local municipality, all construction work on or in 

close proximity to Metro ROW must be scheduled through the Track 

Allocation Process, detailed in Section 3.2. 

Metro prefers that adjacent construction that has the potential to 

impact normal, continuous Metro operations take place during non-

revenue hours (approximately 1:00a.m.-4:00a.m.) or during non-peak 

hours to minimize impacts to service. The project sponsor may be 

responsible for additional operating costs resulting from disruption to 

normal Metro service. 

Construction during approved hours ensures the 
steady progress of adjacent development 
construction as well as performance of Metro’s 
transit service. 

Additional Resources: 

Metro Adjacent Construction Design Manual 

MRDC, Section 10 – Operations 

Track Allocation 
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Construction Safety & Monitoring 3 
3.4 Excavation/Drilling Monitoring 

Excavation is among the most hazardous construction activities and 

can pose threats to the structural integrity of Metro’s transit 

infrastructure. 

Recommendation: Excavation and shoring plans adjacent to the 

Metro ROW shall be reviewed and approved by Metro Engineering 

prior to commencing construction. 

Geotechnical instrumentation and monitoring will be required for all 

excavations occurring within Metro’s geotechnical zone of influence, 
where there is potential for adversely affecting the safe and efficient 

operation of transit vehicles. Monitoring of Metro facilities due to 

adjacent construction may include the following as determined on a 

case-by-case basis: 

• Pre- and post-construction condition surveys 

• Extensometers 

• Inclinometers 

• Settlement reference points 

• Tilt-meters 

• Groundwater observation wells 

• Movement arrays 

• Vibration monitoring 

Rakers and tiebacks provide temporary support 
during construction. 

A soldier pile wall supports adjacent land during 
construction. 

Additional Resources: 

Metro Adjacent Construction Design Manual 

MRDC, Section 3 – Civil 

MRDC, Section 5 – Structural/Geotechnical 
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Construction Safety & Monitoring 3 
3.5 Crane Operations 

Construction activities adjacent to Metro ROW will often require 

moving large, heavy loads of building materials and machinery by 

cranes. Cranes referred to in this section include all power operated 

equipment that can hoist, lower, and horizontally move a suspended 

load. There are significant safety issues to be considered for the 

operators of crane devices as well as Metro patrons and operators. 

Recommendations: Per California Occupational Safety and Health 

Administration (Cal/OSHA) standards, cranes operated near the OCS 

must maintain a twenty (20) foot clearance from the OCS. In the 

event that a crane or its load needs to enter the 20-foot envelope, OCS 

lines must be de-energized. 

Construction activities which involve swinging a crane and suspended 

loads over Metro facilities or bus passenger areas shall not be 

performed during revenue hours. The placement and swing of this 

equipment are subject to Metro review and possible work plan. 

Construction adjacent to the Pico Rail Station in 
Downtown Los Angeles. 

Construction adjacent to the Chinatown Rail 
Station. 

Additional Resources: 

Metro Adjacent Construction Design Manual 

Cal/OSHA 
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Construction Safety & Monitoring 3 
3.6 Construction Barriers & Overhead 

Protection 

During construction, falling objects can damage Metro facilities, and 

pose a safety concern to the patrons accessing them. 

Recommendations: Vertical construction barriers and overhead 

protection compliant with Metro and Cal OSHA requirements shall be 

constructed to prevent objects from falling into the Metro ROW or 

areas designed for public access to Metro facilities. A protection 

barrier shall be constructed to cover the full height of an adjacent 

project and overhead protection from falling objects shall be provided 

over Metro ROW as necessary. Erection of the construction barriers 

and overhead protection for these areas shall be done during Metro 

non-revenue hours. 

A construction barrier is built at the edge of the 
site to protect tracks from adjacent work. 

Additional Resources: 

Metro Adjacent Construction Design Manual 
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Construction Safety & Monitoring 3 
3.7 Pedestrian & Emergency Access 

Metro’s ridership relies on the consistency and reliability of access 

and wayfinding to/from stations, stops, and facilities. Construction on 

adjacent developments must not obstruct fire department access, 

emergency egress, or otherwise present a safety hazard to Metro 

operations, its employees, patrons, and the general public. Fire access 

and safe escape routes within all Metro stations, stops, and facilities 

must be maintained. 

Recommendations: The developer shall ensure pedestrian access to 

Metro stations, stops, and transit facilities is compliant with the 

Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and maintained during 

construction: 

• Temporary fences, barricades, and lighting should be installed 

and watchmen provided for the protection of public travel, the 

construction site, adjacent public spaces, and existing Metro 

facilities. 

• Temporary signage should be installed where necessary and in 

compliance with the latest California Manual on Uniform Traffic 

Control Devices and in coordination with Metro Art and Design 

Standards. 

• Emergency exists shall be provided and be clear of obstructions 

at all times. 

• Access shall be maintained for utilities such as fire hydrants, 

stand pipes/connections, and fire alarm boxes as well as Metro-

specific infrastructure such as fan and vent shafts. 

Sidewalk access is blocked for construction 
project, forcing pedestrians into street or to use 
less direct paths to the Metro facility. 

Additional Resources: 

California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices 

Metro Adjacent Construction Design Manual 

Metro Signage Standards 
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Construction Safety & Monitoring 3 
3.8 Impacts to Bus Routes & Stops 

During construction, bus stops and routes may need to be 

temporarily relocated. Metro needs to be informed of activities that 

require removal and/or relocation in order to ensure uninterrupted 

service. 

Recommendations: During construction, existing bus stops must be 

maintained or relocated consistent with the needs of Metro Bus 

Operations. Design of temporary and permanent bus stops and 

surrounding sidewalk area must be ADA-compliant and allow 

passengers with disabilities a clear path of travel to the transit service. 

Metro Bus Operations Control Special Events and Metro Stops & 

Zones Department should be contacted at least 30 days in advance of 

initiating construction activities 
Temporary and permanent relocation of bus 
stops and layover zones will require 
coordination between developers, Metro, and 
other municipal bus operators, and local 
jurisdictions. 

Additional Resources: 

Metro Transit Service Policy 

MRDC, Section 3 – Civil 
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Construction Safety & Monitoring 3 
3.9 Utility Coordination 

Construction has the potential to interrupt utilities that Metro relies 

on for safe operations and maintenance. Utilities of concern to Metro 

include but are not limited to: condenser water piping, potable/fire 

water, and storm and sanitary sewer lines, as well as 

electrical/telecommunication services. 

Recommendations: Temporary and permanent utility impacts and 

relocation near Metro facilities should be addressed during project 

design and engineering to avoid conflicts during construction. 

The contractor shall protect existing aboveground and underground 

Metro utilities during construction and coordinate with Metro to 

receive written approval for any utilities pertinent to Metro facilities 

that may be verified, used, interrupted, or disturbed. 

When electrical power outages or support functions are required, the 

approval must be obtained through Metro Track Allocation. 

Coordination of underground utilities is critical. 

Additional Resources: 

Metro Adjacent Construction Design Manual 
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Construction Safety & Monitoring 3 
3.10 Air Quality & Ventilation Protection 

Hot or foul air, fumes, smoke, steam, and dust from adjacent 

construction activities can negatively impact Metro facilities, service, 

and users. 

Recommendation: Hot or foul air, fumes, smoke, and steam from 

adjacent facilities must not be discharged within 40 feet of existing 

Metro facilities, including but not limited to: ventilation system intake 

shafts or station entrances. Should fumes be discharged within 40 

feet of Metro intake shafts, a protection panel around each shaft shall 

be required. 

A worker breaks up concrete creating a cloud of 
silica dust. 

Additional Resources: 

Metro Adjacent Construction Design Manual 

MRDC, Section 8 – Mechanical 
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Resources 

Metro encourages developers and 

municipalities to leverage digital resources and 

data sets to maximize opportunities inherent in 

transit adjacency. 

The following provides Metro contact information and a list of programs, 

policies, and online resources that should be considered when planning 

projects within 100 feet of Metro ROW – including underground easements 

– and in close proximity to non-revenue transit facilities and property: 

Metro Adjacent Development 

Contact Information & Resources 

Please direct any questions to the Metro Adjacent Development team at: 

• 213-418-3484 

• DevReview@metro.net 

Metro Adjacent Development Review Webpage: 

https://www.metro.net/projects/devreview/ 

Metro Right-of-Way GIS Data 

Metro maintains a technical resource website housing downloadable data 

sets and web services. Developers and municipalities should utilize 

available Metro right-of-way GIS data to appropriately plan and coordinate 

with Metro when proposing projects within 100’ of Metro right-of-way: 

https://developer.metro.net/portfolio-item/metro-right-of-way-gis-data/ 

Metro Design Criteria & Standards 

Metro standard documents are periodically updated and are available upon 

request: 

• Metro Adjacent Construction Design Manual 

• Metro Rail Design Criteria (MRDC) 

• Metro Rail Directive Drawings 

• Metro Rail Standard Drawings 

• Metro Signage Standards 
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©Metro 

Metrolink Standards & Procedures 

Engineering & Construction 

https://www.metrolinktrains.com/about/agency/engineering--

construction/ 

Metro Policies & Plans 

Active Transportation Strategic Plan, 2016 

https://www.metro.net/projects/active-transportation-strategic-plan/ 

Complete Streets Policy, 2014 

https://www.metro.net/projects/countywide-planning/metros-complete-

streets-policy-requirements/ 

Countywide Sustainability Planning Policy & Implementation Plan, 2012 

https://media.metro.net/projects_studies/sustainability/images/countywid 

e_sustainability_planning_policy.pdf 

First/Last Mile Strategic Plan, 2014 

https://media.metro.net/docs/First_Last_Mile_Strategic_Plan.pdf 

Transit Service Policy, 2015 

https://media.metro.net/images/service_changes_transit_service_policy.p 

df 

Major construction at the Metrolink San 

Bernardino Station. 

Metro Complete Streets Policy 
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Resources 

Metro Bike Hub at Los Angeles Union Station 

Metro Programs & Toolkits 

Bike Hub 

https://bikehub.com/metro/ 

Bike Share for Business 

https://bikeshare.metro.net/for-business/ 

Green Places Toolkit 

https://www.metro.net/interactives/greenplaces/index.html 

Transit Oriented Communities 

https://www.metro.net/projects/transit-oriented-communities/ 

Transit Passes 

Annual and Business Access Passes 

https://www.metro.net/riding/eapp/ 

College/Vocational Monthly Pass 
https://www.metro.net/riding/fares/collegevocational/ 

Transit Supportive Planning Toolkit 

https://www.metro.net/projects/tod-toolkit/ 

Useful Policies & Resources 

ADA Standards for Accessible Design, 2010 

U.S. Department of Justice. 

https://www.ada.gov/2010ADAstandards_index.htm 

California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices. 

State of California Department of Transportation 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/trafficops/tcd/signcharts.html 

California Occupational Safety and Health Administration (Cal/OSHA) 

State of California Department of Industrial Relations 

http://www.dir.ca.gov/dosh/ 
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Glossary 

Cone of Visibility – a conical space at the front of moving 

transit vehicles allowing for clear visibility of travel way 

and/or conflicts. 

Construction Work Plan (CWP) – project management 

document outlining the definition of work tasks, choice of 

technology, estimation of required resources and 

duration of individual tasks, and identification of 

interactions among the different work tasks. 

Flagger/Flagman – person who controls traffic on and 

through a construction project. Flaggers must be trained 

and certified by Metro Rail Operations prior to any work 

commencing in or adjacent to Metro ROW. 

Geotechnical Foul Zone – area below a track-way as 

measured from a 45-degree angle from the edge of the 

rail track ballast. 

Guideway – a channel, track, or structure along which a 

transit vehicle moves. 

Heavy Rail Transit (HRT) – Metro HRT systems include 

exclusive ROW (mostly subway) trains up to six (6) cars 

long (450’) and utilize a contact rail for traction power 

distribution (e.g. Metro Red Line). 

Light Rail Transit (LRT) – Metro LRT systems include 

exclusive, semi-exclusive, or street ROW trains up to 

three (3) cars long (270’) and utilize OCS for traction 

power distribution (e.g. Metro Blue Line). 

Measure R – half-cent sales tax for Los Angeles County 

approved in November 2008 to finance new 

transportation projects and programs. The tax expires in 

2039. 

Measure M – half-cent sales tax for LA County approved 

in November 2016 to fund transportation improvements, 

operations and programs, and accelerate projects already 

in the pipeline. The tax will increase to one percent in 

2039 when Measure R expires. 

Metrolink – a commuter rail system with seven lines 

throughout Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San 

Bernardino, Ventura, and North San Diego counties 

governed by the Southern California Regional Rail 

Authority. 

Metro Adjacent Construction Design Manual – Volume III 

of the Metro Design Criteria & Standards which outlines 

the Metro adjacent development review procedure as well 

as operational requirements when constructing over, 

under, or adjacent to Metro facilities, structures, and 

property. 

Metro Bus – Metro “Local” and “Rapid” bus service runs 

within the street, typically alongside vehicular traffic, 

though occasionally in “bus-only” lanes. 

Metro Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) – high quality bus service 

that provides faster and convenient service through the 

use of dedicated ROW, branded vehicles and stations, 

high frequency and intelligent transportation systems, all 

door boarding, and intersection crossing priority. Metro 

BRT generally runs within the center of freeways and/or 

within dedicated corridors. 

Metro Design Criteria and Standards – a compilation of 

documents that govern how Metro transit service and 

facilities are designed, constructed, operated, and 

maintained. 

Metro Rail – urban rail system serving Los Angeles 

County consisting of six lines, including two subway lines 

(Red and Purple Lines) and four light rail lines (Blue, 

Green, Gold, and Expo Lines). 

Metro Rail Design Criteria (MRDC) – Volume IV of the 

Metro Design Criteria & Standards which establishes 

design criteria for preliminary engineering and final 

design of a Metro Project. 

Metro Transit Oriented Communities – land use planning 

and community development program that seeks to 
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maximize access to transportation as a key organizing 

principle and promote equity and sustainable living by 

offering a mix of uses close to transit to support 

households at all income levels, as well as building 

densities, parking policies, urban design elements and 

first/last mile facilities that support ridership and reduce 

auto dependency. 

Noise Easement Deed – easement completed by property 

owners abutting Metro ROW acknowledging use and 

possible results of transit vehicle operation on the ROW. 

Overhead Catenary System (OCS) – one or more 

electrified wires (or rails, particularly in tunnels) situated 

over a transit ROW that transmit power to light rail trains 

via pantograph, a current collector mounted on the roof 

of an electric vehicle. Metro OCS is supported by hollow 

poles placed between tracks or on the outer edge of 

parallel tracks. 

Right of Entry Permit – written approval granted by Metro 

Real Estate to enter Metro ROW and property. 

Right of Way (ROW) –the composite total requirement of 

all interests and uses of real property needed to 

construct, maintain, protect, and operate the transit 

system. 

Southern California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA) – a 

joint powers authority made up of an 11-member board 

representing the transportation commissions of Los 

Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino and Ventura 

counties. SCRRA governs and operates Metrolink service. 

Threat Assessment and Blast/Explosion Study – analysis 

performed when adjacent developments are proposed 

within twenty (20) feet from an existing Metro tunnel or 

facility. 

Track Allocation/Work Permit – permit granted by Metro 

Rail Operations Control to allocate a section of track and 

perform work on Metro Rail ROW. This permit should be 

submitted for any work that could potentially foul the 

envelope of a train. 

Wayfinding – signs, maps, and other graphic or audible 

methods used to convey location and directions to 

travelers. 
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MTA DESIGN CRITERIA ADJACENT CONSTRUCTION DESIGN MANUAL 

ADJACENT CONSTRUCTION DESIGN MANUAL 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Parties planning construction over, under or adjacent to a Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
(MTA) facilitiesy or structures are advised to submit for review seven (7)two (2) hard copies 
and one (1) electronic copy of their design drawings and four (4) copies of their calculations 
showing the relationship between their project and the MTA facilities, for MTA review. The 
purpose of the MTA review is to reduce the chance of conflict, damage, and unnecessary 
remedial measures for both MTA and the parties. Parties are defined as developers, agencies, 
municipalities, property owners or similar organizations proposing to perform or sponsor 
construction work near MTA facilities. 

1.2 Sufficient drawings and details shall be submitted at each level of completion such as 
Preliminary, In-Progress, Pre-final and Final, etc. to facilitate the review of the effects that the 
proposed project may or may not have on the MTA facilities. An MTA review requires internal 
circulation of the construction drawings to concerned departments (usually includes 
Construction, Operations, Maintenance, and Real Estate)for MTA departments review. 
Parties shall be responsible for all costs related to MTAdrawing reviews by MTA. MTA costs 
shall be based upon the actual hours taken for review at the hourly rate of pay plus overhead 
charges. Drawings normally required for review are: 

A. Site Plan 

B. Drainage Area Maps and Drainage Calculations 

C. Architectural drawings 

D. Structural drawings and calculations 

E. Civil Drawings 

F. Utility Drawings 

G. Sections showing Foundations and MTA Structures 

H. Column Load Tables 

I. Pertinent Drawings and calculations detailing an impact on MTA facilities 

J. A copy of the Geotechnical Report. 

K. Construction zone traffic safety and detour plans: Provide and regulate positive traffic 
guidance and definition for vehicular and pedestrian traffic adjacent to the construction 
site to ensure traffic safety and reduce adverse traffic circulation impact. 

L. Drawings and calculations should be sent to: 

MTA Third Party Administration (Permits Administration) 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza 

Los Angeles, California 90012 
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1.3 If uncertainty exists on the possible impacts a project may have on the MTA facilities, and 
before submitting a formal letter requesting a review of a construction project adjacent to the 
Metro System, the party or his agent may contact the MTA Third Party Administrator (Permits 
). The Party shall review the complexity of the project, and contact MTA to receive an 
informal evaluation of the amount of detail required for the MTA review. In those cases, 
whereby it appears the project will present no risk to MTA, the Third Party Administrator 
(Permits) shall immediately route the design documents to Engineering, Construction, 
Operations, Maintenance, and Real Estate departments for a preliminary evaluation. If it is 
then confirmed that MTA risk is not present, the Administrator shall process an approval letter 
to the party. 

1.4 A period of 30 working days should be allowed for review of the drawings and calculations. 
Thirty (30) work days should be allowed for each successive review as required. It is noted that 
preliminary evaluations are usually produced within 5 working days. 

1.5 The party shall reimburse the MTA for any technical review or support services costs incurred 
that are associated with his/her request for access to the Metro TransitRail System 

1.6 The following items must be completed before starting any construction: 

A. Each part of the project's design may be reviewed and approved by the MTA. The 
prime concern of the MTA is to determine the effect of the project on the MTA structure 
and its transit operations. A few of the other parts of a project to be considered are 
overhead protection, dust protection, dewatering, and temporary use of public space 
for construction activities. 

B. Once the Party has received written acceptance of the design of a given project then 
the Party must notify MTA prior to the start of construction, in accordance with the 
terms of acceptance. 

1.7 Qualified Seismic, Structural and Geotechnical Oversight 

The design documents shall note the name of the responsible Structural Engineer and 
Geotechnical Engineer, licensed in the State of California. 

2.0 REVIEW PROCEDURE 

2.1 All portions of any proposed design that will have a direct impact on an MTA facility or structure 
will be reviewed to assure that the MTA facility or structure is not placed in risk at any time, and 
that the design meets all applicable codes and criteria. Any portion of the proposed design that 
is to form part of an MTA controlled area shall be designed to meet the MTA Design Criteria 
and Standards. 

2.2 Permits, where required by the local jurisdiction, shall be the responsibility of the party. City of 
L.A. Dept. of Bldg. and Safety and the Bureau of Engineering permit review shall remain in 
effect. Party shall refer to MTA Third Party Administration policies and procedures, THD5 for 
additional information. 

2.3 Monitoring of the temporary support of excavation structures for adjacent construction shall be 
required in all cases for excavations within the geotechnical zone of influence of MTA 
structures. The extent of the monitoring will vary from case to case. 
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2.4 Monitoring of the inside of MTA tunnels and structures shall be required when the adjacent 
excavation will unload or load the MTA structure or tunnel. Monitoring of vertical and 
horizontal distortions will include use of extensometers, inclinometers, settlement reference 
points, tiltmeters, groundwater observation wells, tape extensometer anchor points and load 
cells, as appropriately required. Acceptable limits of movement will depend on groundwater 
conditions, soil types and also the length of service the stations and tunnels have gone through. 
Escorts will be required for the survey parties entering the Metro operating system in 

accordance with MTA Operating Rules and Procedures. An MTA account number will be 
established and the costs for the escort monitoring and surveying service will be billed directly 
to the party or his agent as in section 1.2. 

2.5 The calculations submitted for review shall include the following: 

A. A concise statement of the problem and the purpose of the calculation. 

B. Input data, applicable criteria, clearly stated assumptions and justifying rationale. 

C. References to articles, manuals and source material shall be furnished with the 
calculations. 

D. Reference to pertinent codes and standards. 

E. Sufficient sketches or drawing references for the work to be easily understood by an in-
dependent reviewer. Diagrams indicating data (such as loads and dimensions) shall be 
included along with adequate sketches of all details not considered standard by MTA. 

F. The source or derivation of all equations shall be shown where they are introduced into 
the calculations. 

G. Numerical calculations shall clearly indicate type of measurement unit used. 

H. Identify results and conclusions. 

I. Calculations shall be neat, orderly, and legible. 

2.6 When computer programs are used to perform calculations, the following information shall 
accompany the calculation, including the following: 

A. Program Name. 

B. Program Abstract. 

C. Program Purpose and Applications. 

D. Complete descriptions of assumptions, capabilities and limitations. 

E. Instructions for preparing problem data. 

F. Instructions for problem execution. 

G. List (and explanation) of program acronyms and error messages. 

H. Description of deficiencies or uncorrected errors. 

I. Description of output options and interpretations. 

J. Sample problem(s), illustrating all input and output options and hardware execution 
statements. Typically, these problems shall be verified problems. 

K. Computer printout of all supporting calculations. 
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L. The "User's Manual" shall also include a certification section. The certification section 
shall describe the methods and how they cover the permitted options and uses of the 
program. 

2.7 Drawings shall be drawn, to scale, showing the location and relationship of proposed adjacent 
construction to existing MTA structures at various stages of construction along the entire 
adjacent alignment. The stresses and deflections induced in the existing MTA structures 
should be provided. 

2.8 The short-term and long-term effects of the new loading due to the adjacent construction on the 
MTA structures shall be provided. The soil parameters and other pertinent geotechnical criteria 
contained in existing contract documents for the affected structure, plus any additional 
conditions shall be used to analyze the existing MTA structures. 

2.9 MTA structures shall be analyzed for differential pressure loadings transferred from the 
adjacent construction site. 

3.0 MECHANICAL CRITERIA 

3.1 Existing services to MTA facilities, including chilled water and condenser water piping, potable 

and fire water, storm and sanitary sewer, piping, are not to be used, interrupted nor disturbed 

without written approval of MTA. 

3.2 Surface openings of ventilation shafts, emergency exits serving MTA underground facilities, 

and ventilation system openings of surface and elevated facilities are not to be blocked or 

restricted in any manner. Construction dust shall be prevented from entering MTA facilities. 

3.3 Hot or foul air, fumes, smoke, steam, etc., from adjacent new or temporary facilities are not to 

be discharged within 40 feet of existing MTA ventilation system intake shafts, station entrances 

or portals. Tunnel ventilation shafts are both intake and discharge structures. 

3.4 Clear access for the fire department to the MTA fire department connections shall be 

maintained at all times. Construction signs shall be provided to identify the location of MTA 

fire department connections. No interruption to fire protection water service will be permitted at 

any time. 

3.5 Modifications to existing MTA mechanical systems and equipment, including ventilation shafts, 

required by new connections into the MTA System, shall only be permitted with prior review 

and approval by MTA. If changes are made to MTA property as built drawings shall be 

provided reflecting these changes. 

At the option of MTA, the adjacent construction party shall be required to perform the field tests 

necessary to verify the adequacy of the modified system and the equipment performance. This 

verification shall be performed within an agreed time period jointly determined by MTA and the 

Party on a case by case basis. Where a modification is approved, the party shall be held 

responsible to maintain original operating capacity of the equipment and the system impacted 

by the modification. 
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4.0 OPERATIONAL REQUIREMENTS 

4.1 GENERAL 

A. Normal construction practices must be augmented to insure adequate safety for the 

general public entering Metro Stations and riding on Metro Trains and Buses. Design 

of a building, structure, or facility shall take into account the special safety 

considerations required for the construction of the facility next to or around an 

operating transit system. 

B. Projects which require working over or adjacent to MTA station entrances shall develop 

their construction procedures and sequences of work to meet the following minimum 

requirements: 

1. Construction operations shall be planned, scheduled and carried out in a way 

that will afford the Metro patrons and the general public a clean, safe and 

orderly access and egress to the station entrance during revenue hours. 

2. Construction activities which involve swinging a crane and suspended loads 

over pedestrian areas, MTA station entrances and escalators, tracks or Metro 

bus passenger areas shall not be performed during revenue hours. Specific 

periods or hours shall be granted on a case-by-case basis, with the approval 
of Construction Work Plan by MTA Construction Safety Department. 

3. All cranes must be stored and secured facing away from energized tracks, 

when appropriate. 

4. All activity must be coordinated through the MTA Track Allocation process in 

advance of work activity. All members of the work crew will be required to 
attend MTA Safety Training. 

5. In order to provide a safe zone to maintain adjacent developments. All 
developments adjacent to Metro At‐Grade Stations, Aerial Stations or 
Track Guideways shall provide a minimum 5 foot setback from the Metro 
and developer’s shared property line to the outside face of the proposed 
structure at Metro or the developer’s property for maintenance to be 
performed or installed from within the zone created by this setbacks. 

4.2 OVERHEAD PROTECTION - Station Entrances 

A. Overhead protection from falling objects shall be provided over MTA facilities 

whenever there is possibility, due to the nature of a construction operation, that an 

object could fall in or around MTA station entrances, bus stops, elevators, or areas 

designed for public access to MTA facilities. Erection of the overhead protection for 

these areas shall be done during MTA non-revenue hours. 

1. The design live load for all overhead protection shall be 150 pounds per square 

foot minimum. The design wind load on the temporary structures shall be 20 

pounds per square foot, on the windward and leeward sides of the structure. 

2. The overhead protection shall be constructed of fire rated materials. Materials 

and equipment shall not be stored on the completed shield. The roof of the 
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shield shall be constructed and maintained watertight. 

B. Lighting in public areas and around affected MTA facilities shall be provided under the 

overhead protection to maintain a minimum level of twenty-five (25) footcandles at the 

escalator treads or at the walking surface. The temporary lighting shall be maintained 

by the Party. 

C. Wooden construction fencing shall be installed at the boundary of the areas with public 

access. The fencing shall be at least eight-feet high, and shall meet all applicable 

code requirements. 

D. An unrestricted public access path shall be provided at the upper landing of the 

entrance escalator-way in accordance with the following: 

1. A vertical clearance between the walking surface and the lowest projection of 

the shield shall be 8'-0". 

2. A clear pedestrian runoff area extending beyond the escalator newel shall be 

provided, the least dimension of which shall be twenty (20) feet. 

3. A fifteen (15) foot wide strip (other than the sidewalk) shall be maintained on 

the side of the escalator for circulation when the escalator is pointed away from 

a street corner. 

4. A clear path from any MTA emergency exit to the public street shall be 

maintained at all times. 

E. Temporary sidewalks or pedestrian ways, which will be in use more than 10 days, shall 

be constructed of four (4") inch thick Portland cement concrete or four (4") inches of 

asphaltic concrete placed over a minimum four (4”) inches of untreated base 
material, and finished by a machine. 

4.3 OVERHEAD PROTECTION - Operating Right-of-Way Trackage 

A. MTA Rail Operations Control Center shall be informed of any intent to work above, on, 

or under the MTA right-of-way. Crews shall be trained and special flagging operations 

shall be directed by MTA Rail Operations Control Center. The party shall provide 

competent persons to serve as Flaggers. These Flaggers shall be trained and certified 

by MTA Rail Operations prior to any work commencing. All costs incurred by MTA 

shall be paid by the party. 

B. A construction project that will require work over, under or adjacent to the at grade and 

aerial MTA right-of-way should be aware that the operation of machinery, construction 

of scaffolding or any operation hazardous to the operation of the MTA facility shall 

require that the work be done during non-revenue hours and authorized through the 

MTA Track Allocation process. 

C. MTA flagmen or inspectors from MTA Operations shall observe all augering, pile 

driving or other work that is judged to be hazardous. Costs associated with the 

flagman or inspector shall be borne by the Party. 
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D. The party shall request access rights or track rights to perform work during non-

revenue hours. The request shall be made through the MTA Track Allocation process. 

4.4 OTHER METRO FACILITIES 

A. Access and egress from the public streets to fan shafts, vent shafts and emergency 

exits must be maintained at all times. The shafts shall be protected from dust and 

debris. See Exhibit A for details. 

B. Any excavation in the vicinity of MTA power lines feeding the Metro System shall be 

through hand excavation and only after authorization has been obtained through the 

MTA Track Allocation process. MTA Rail Operations Control Center shall be informed 

before any operations commences near the MTA power system. 

C. Flammable liquids shall not to be stored over or within 25 feet horizontally of MTA 

underground facilities. If installed within 25 to 100 feet horizontally of the structure, 

protective encasement of the tanks shall be required in accordance with NFPA STD 

130. Existing underground tanks located within 100 feet horizontally of MTA facilities 

and scheduled to be abandoned are to be disposed of in accordance with Appendix C 

of NFPA STD 130. NFPA STD 130 shall also be applied to the construction of new 

fuel tanks. 

D. Isolation of MTA Facilities from Blast 

Subsurface areas of new adjacent private buildings where the public has access or that 

cannot be guaranteed as a secure area, such as parking garages and commercial 

storage and warehousing, will be treated as areas of potential explosion. NFPA 130, 

Standard for Fixed Guideway Transit Systems, life safety separation criteria will be 

applied that assumes such spaces contain Class I flammable, or Class II or Class III 

Combustible liquids. For structural and other considerations, isolation for blast will be 

treated the same as seismic separation, and the more restrictive shall be applied. 

E. Any proposed facility that is located within 20 feet radius of an existing Metro facility 

will require a blast and explosion study and recommendations to be conducted by a 

specialist who is specialized in the area of blast force attenuation. This study must 

assess the effect that an explosion in the proposed non-Metro facility will have on the 

adjacent Metro facility and provide recommendations to prevent any catastrophic 

damage to the existing Metro facility. Metro must approve the qualifications of the 

proposed specialist prior to commencement of any work on this specialized study. 

4.5 SAFETY REGULATIONS 

A. Comply with Cal/OSHA Compressed Air Safety Orders Title 8, Division 1, Chapter 4, 

Subchapter 3. Comply with California Code of Regulations Title 8, Title 29 Code of 

Federal Regulations; and/or the Construction Safety and Health Manual ( Part F ) of 

the contract whichever is most stringent in regulating the safety conditions to be 

maintained in the work environment as determined by the Authority. The Party 

recognizes that government promulgated safety regulations are minimum standards 

and that additional safeguards may be required 
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B. Comply with the requirements of Chemical Hazards Safety and Health Plan, (per 29 

CFR 1910.120 entitled, ( Hazardous Waste Operations and Emergency Response) with 

respect to the handling of hazardous or contaminated wastes and mandated specialty 

raining and health screening. 

C. Party and contractor personnel while within the operating MTA right-of-way shall 

coordinate all safety rules and procedures with MTA Rail Operations Control Center. 

D. When support functions and electrical power outages are required, the approval MUST 

be obtained through the MTA Track Allocation procedure. Approval of the support 

functions and power outages must be obtained in writing prior to shutdown. 

5.0 CORROSION 

5.1 STRAY CURRENT PROTECTION 

A. Because stray currents may be present in the area of the project, the Party shall 

investigate the site for stray currents and provide the means for mitigation when 

warranted. 

B. Installers of facilities that will require a Cathodic Protection (CP) system must 

coordinate their CP proposals with MTA. Inquiries shall be routed to the Manager, 

Third Party Administration. 

C. The Party is responsible for damage caused by its contractors to MTA corrosion test 

facilities in public right-of-way. 

End of Section 

8 

R92-DE303-3.00 Revision 1: 02/05/14 2: 12/16/15 
Adjacent Construction Design Manual Baseline: 03.03.99 

https://03.03.99
https://R92-DE303-3.00


 

 

J1Bt South Coast 
~ Air Quality Management District 
-6!-i~-~-121865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91 765-41 78 
r4.•.!m_!~ (909) 396-2000 • www.aqmd.gov 

Comment 29 

SENT VIA E-MAIL AND USPS: March 1, 2019 

Dave.Cushing@faa.gov 

David F. Cushing, Manager 

U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Aviation Administration 

Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 

777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150 

El Segundo, CA 90245 

Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Proposed 

Bob Hope Airport Replacement Terminal Project 

South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) staff appreciates the opportunity to comment 

on the above-mentioned document. The following comments are meant as guidance for the Lead Agency 

and should be incorporated into the EIS. 

SCAQMD Staff’s Summary of Project Description 

The Proposed Project consists of demolition of existing passenger terminal and construction of a 14-gate 

passenger terminal with ancillary and roadway improvements, including a 413,000-square-foot aircraft 

ramp, replacement airline cargo building, replacement Aircraft Rescue and Firefighting (ARFF) station, a 

ground-service equipment (GSE) and passenger terminal maintenance building, a central utility plant, and 

ground access vehicle storage and staging. The Proposed Project will also include extensions to two 

taxiways.  The Proposed Project is located in the southeast quadrant of the Bob Hope Burbank Airport. 

General Conformity Review Request and Determination 

The Clean Air Act requires that federal agencies undergo a General Conformity review and determination 

process in order to demonstrate that emissions from a proposed federal action will not interfere with a 

state or tribal implementation plan (SIP/TIP) for an area that has been designated by the United Sates 

Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) as a nonattainment or maintenance area for a National 

Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS). The conformity determination process is intended to 

demonstrate that a proposed Federal action will not: (1) cause or contribute to new violations of a 

NAAQS; (2) interfere with provisions in the applicable SIP for maintenance of any NAAQS; (3) increase 

the frequency or severity of existing violations of any standard; or (4) delay the timely attainment of any 

standard1. 

The South Coast Air Basin (Basin) is designated as extreme non-attainment for ozone and serious non-

attainment for PM2.5. To streamline the review process and to facilitate conformity determinations for 

projects in the Basin, two separate VOC and NOx general conformity budgets were established in the 

Final 2012 Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP): 1 tons per day (tpd) of NOx and 0.2 tpd of VOC were 

set aside for this purpose every year, starting in 2013 until 2030. SCAQMD has set up a tracking system 

for projects requiring conformity determinations on a first-come-first-serve basis, whereby the project 

emissions are debited from the applicable set aside accounts until they are depleted. Any questions 

related to the SCAQMD General Conformity review process and determination can be directed to Dr. 

Sang-Mi Lee, Program Supervisor, at slee@aqmd.gov. 

1 United States Environmental Protection Agency. General Conformity. Accessed at: https://www.epa.gov/general-

conformity/what-general-conformity. 

mailto:Dave.Cushing@faa.gov
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https://www.epa.gov/general-conformity/what-general-conformity
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David F. Cushing March 1, 2019 

SCAQMD staff is available to work with the Lead Agency to address any air quality questions that may 

arise from this comment letter. Please contact me at lsun@aqmd.gov, should you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Lijin Sun 
Lijin Sun, J.D. 

Program Supervisor, CEQA IGR 

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources 

LS/SL 

LAC190205-01 

Control Number 

cc: Zorik Pirveysian, Planning and Rules Manager

      Sang-Mi Lee, Program Supervisor 
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Comments 30-31 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA REGIONAL RAIL AUTHORITY 

METRO LI NI<. 900 Wilshire Blvd. Suite 1500 Los Angeles, CA 90017 metrollnktrains.com 

· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · • · ·  ------------------------

February 15, 2019 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX - 600 
777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

RE: Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for Proposed Replacement Terminal 
At Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport Scoping Meeting 

Dear Mr. Cushing: 

The Southern California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA) has received the notice for a 
Scoping Meeting for an EIS on the proposed replacement terminal at the current Bob 
Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport. Thank you for the opportunity to provide written 
comments on key issues relative to SCRRA and operations of the railroad that operates 
adjacent to your project limits. As background information, SCRRA is a five-county 
Joint Powers Authority (JPA) that operates the regional commuter rail system known as 
Metrolink. The JPA consists of the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation 
Authority (METRO), San Bernardino County Transportation Authority (SBCTA), Orange 
County Transportation Authority (OCTA), Riverside County Transportation Commission 
(RCTC) and Ventura County Transportation Commission (VCTC). 

General comments for consideration in the EIS Transportation Impact section include 
the following: 

1. The project is adjacent to two rail lines owned all in or part by the Los Angeles 
County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) and maintained by SCRRA 
to operate the Metrolink commuter rail system. There are also two rail stations 
that currently serve the Hollywood Burbank Airport. The first, known as Burbank 
Airport - South Station, is on the Metrolink Ventura Line. This station serves 
both Metrolink and Amtrak passenger trains. The Burbank Airport - North Station 
is along the Metrolink Antelope Valley Line. 

2. Having rail to air connections is very important for all commuters in the region. 
This airport is also planned to have a high speed rail station stop in the future. It 
is very crucial that the project includes adequate parking and proper pedestrian 
pathways and shuttles to and from the rail stations and bus facilities for seamless 
connections to other modes of travel. This consideration will be especially 
relevant for the Burbank Airport - North Station as it will be within walking 
distance to the new terminal facility. 

https://metrollnktrains.com


EIS Scoping for Proposed Replacement Terminal at Hollywood Burbank Airport 
Page 2 

·· ····· · ···· ······· ·· ·•· ·· ··· · ··· ·· -------------------------

Thanks again for providing us with the opportunity to comment on this important 
transportation project. We look forward to our continued participation with the Burbank­
Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority on this important transportation project that will 
provide many benefits to the commuting public. 

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at (213) 452-0456 or via 
e-mail at mathieur@scrra.net. 

Planning Manager II 

Cc: Jeanet Owens, Metro 

mailto:mathieur@scrra.net


  Comments 32-41 
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION IX 

75 Hawthorne Street 

San Francisco, CA 94105 

March 1, 2019 
David F. Cushing Federal Aviation Administration Western-Pacific Region (LAX-600) Airports Division 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150 El Segundo, CA 90245 
Subject: Scoping Comments for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Bob Hope Hollywood Burbank Airport Proposed Replacement Terminal Project, Los Angeles County, California 
Dear Mr. Cushing: 
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the Notice ofintent by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) in the Federal Register on December 18, 2018, requesting scoping comments to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport Replacement Terminal project. EPA understands that the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority prepared an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for this project in June 2016, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). EPA provides these scoping comments pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508) and Section 309 of the Clean Air Act. Our attached scoping comments provide recommendations for Aquatic Resources, Air Quality, Sustainability, Climate Effects, Noise Impacts, Cumulative Impacts, and Hazardous Waste. 
We appreciate the opportunity to offer scoping comments for the Environmental Impact Statement. When the EIS is ready, please send one hardcopy to the address above (specify Mail Code ENF 4-2) at the same time that you upload the electronic file through eNEPA. If you have any questions, please 

Since jLf'Y, 

cc: Dee Phan, Federal Aviation AdminiZon Frank R. Miller, Bob H9pe Airport Samuel Unger, Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board Zorik Pirveysian, South Coast Air Quality Management District 

contact me, the lead reviewer for this project, at 415-972-3321 or appleton.zac@epa.gov. 

/ 
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EPA SCOPING COMMENTS ON BOB HOPE HOLLYWOOD BURBANK TERMINAL REPLACEMENT 
PROJECT, LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CALIFORNIA, MARCH 1, 2019 

Aquatic Resources 
The proposed airport terminal project is adjacent to constructed stormwater drainage that empties into 
the Los Angeles River. We recommend the Draft EIS disclose the existing National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) permit to the municipal entity covering stormwater discharges from the 
Hollywood Burbank Airport. Analyze and disclose any potential impacts to stormwater discharges by 
the Airport project, from construction, demolition, and operations phases of the Airport project. Identify 
mitigation measures, including low-impact development (LID) practices, for the stormwater discharge 
impacts. EPA further recommends that FAA coordinate with the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality 
Control Board regarding Clean Water Act Section 401 certification determination and disclose any 
water quality impacts and associated mitigation in the Draft EIS. 

Air Quality 
EPA's General Conformity Rule, established under Section 176(c)(4) of the Clean Air Act, provides a 
specific process for ensuring that federal actions do not interfere with a state's plans to attain or maintain 
national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS). For any criteria pollutants in the air basin of the 
project area where the air quality status is in nonattainment or attainment - maintenance, 1 the Draft EIS 
should complete a general conformity applicability analysis (i.e. a comparison of direct and indirect 
emissions for each alternative with the de minimis thresholds of 40 CFR 93.153). For any years where a 
federal action is expected to exceed a de minimis threshold, the FAA is required to complete a general 
conformity determination meeting the requirements of 40 CFR 93.155 through 93.160 and 93.162 
through 93.165. If a general conformity determination may be necessary, we suggest the Draft EIS 
include a draft general conformity determination to fulfill the public participation requirements of 40 
CFR 93.156. 

In addition to conformity considerations, construction and demolition of structures for the proposed 
project may produce fugitive dust that may adversely impact nearby communities. We further 
recommend the Draft EIS discuss and adopt construction phase emissions mitigation measures for 
fugitive dust, in coordination with South Coast Air Quality Management District. 

Sustainability Efforts 
EPA notes that the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority has adopted numerous measures over 
the years to improve sustainable operations. The proposed project provides an opportunity to design new 
facilities with sustainability considerations, and the Airport Authority's EIR describes many of them. 
Please describe project design features for the construction and the operation of the proposed project that 
will facilitate commitments to sustainable operations into the future. For example, EPA recommends 
that the Draft EIS describe proposed green building, water conservation, energy conservation, waste 
reduction, and other sustainability measures Burbank Airport will continue to adopt during construction 
and operations for this project. EPA recommends fully describing these, and other airport sustainability 
measures, in the Draft EIS, and how such measures will reduce environmental impacts. 

1'Maintenance areas redesignated to attainment more than twenty years in the past are no longer required to comply with 
general conformity. 



Climate Effects 
The scoping package states that FAA will commit to assessing the climate impacts of the proposed 
project in the Draft EIS, in accordance with FAA Order 1050.lF and FAA Order 5050.4B. When 
characterizing the national affected environment, EPA recommends that the Draft EIS use the latest 
Greenhouse Gas Inventory2 and National Climate Assessment3. As the FAA Order 1050.lF Desk 
Reference acknowledges that "climate change is a global phenomenon that can have local impacts," we 
recommend the Draft EIS use the California climate change assessment for the Los Angeles Region4 to 
assess relevant local impacts. EPA further recommends that the Draft EIS discuss how the airport and 
operations may be adversely affected by extreme weather events, and how the proposed project may 
mitigate some of these risks. We note that Hollywood Burbank Airport is located between two hill 
ranges and relies on constructed channels for stonnwater drainage. The state's 4th climate assessment for 
the LA Region expects little change in average precipitation but does expect increases in extremely dry 
and wet days in the typical year, including a 25%-30% increase in precipitation on the wettest day of the 
year. We recommend the Draft EIS analyze and disclose the capacity of the Airport's drainage to handle 
an increase in short duration high precipitation events described in the state's climate assessment for the 
LA Region, and any planned stormwater control upgrades to address these precipitation events. 

Noise Impacts 
We recommend the Draft EIS evaluate impacts of the project on noise for both the construction and 
operations phases. The noise impact assessment should identify the significance thresholds utilized in 
the impact assessment methodology. For the operations phase, we recommend that FAA consider 
referring to the levels in the Guidelines for Considering Noise in Land Use Planning and Control by the 
Federal Interagency Committee on Urban Noise (FICUN) when preparing the Draft EIS. These 
guidelines are appropriate for use in noise impact assessments and identify noise levels up to 65 decibels 
Day-Night Average (dB DNL) as compatible with residential land use, and those above 65 dB DNL as 
incompatible. 

We recommend that the Draft EIS indicate whether the proposed action would be expected to result in a 
change in the number and/or type of aircraft that utilize the airport and whether this would affect the 
noise levels experienced by nearby populations. Update noise contours as appropriate. Please also 
identify whether nearby schools (such as Glenwood Elementary and Roscoe Elementary north of the 
airport) could experience increases in noise levels and discuss potential effects of noise on school 
learning and academic achievement in children, as applicable and consistent with Executive Order 
13045 - Protection of Children from Environmental Health Risks and Safety Risks. For learning 
environments, the critical effects of noise are on speech interference, disturbance of information 
extraction (e.g. comprehension and reading acquisition), message communication and annoyance. 

Cumulative Impacts and Coordination With Other Projects 
EPA notes that note that the proposed replacement terminal for Hollywood Burbank Airport is near the 
proposed future California High Speed Rail Burbank Station on San Fernando Boulevard. Please discuss 

2 https ://www.epa.gov/ ghgemissions/in ventory-us-greenhouse-gas-emiss ions-and-sinks 
3 https:/ /nca2018. globalchange. gov/ 
4 http://www.climateassessment.ca.2:ov/regions/docs/20180827-LosAngeles.pdf 
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in the Draft EIS any measures proposed to reduce the cumulative impacts of both projects being 
proposed in the same area. Describe what measures are proposed to insure connectivity between the 
proposed Burbank Station, Hollywood Way Metrolink station, and proposed Regional Intermodal 
Transit Center to the Hollywood Burbank Airport Terminal Replacement project and identify measures 
to reduce environmental and community impacts. 

Hazardous Waste and Demolition Waste Management 
Due to the history of lead in aviation fuels and the history of aviation activity in the project area dating 
back to 1930, elevated soluble lead levels through the project limits may be reasonably anticipated. We 
acknowledge an extensive Human Health Risk Assessment, for soil contamination and soil vapor, was 
completed for the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority in 2017 and was later approved by the 
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board, in February 2018. We recommend the Draft EIS 
disclose the site assessment information and cleanup plan, including c_ontaminated soils, contaminated 
demolition debris, and any underground storage tanks. 

The proposed project would result in high volumes of demolition debris, and significant volumes may be 
nonhazardous solid waste. Please describe efforts to divert nonhazardous demolition debris from 
landfills, and recovery of recyclable materials such as concrete, asphalt, and rebar from this project, and 
their possible reuse as material for new construction at this airport project. 

3 
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Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport B-135 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project Draft EIS 

C. PUBLIC SCOPING  

 Public Scoping Workshop  

The public scoping meeting occurred on Tuesday, January 29, 2019, from 

6:00pm PST to 8:00pm PST at the Buena Vista Library (300 North Buena 

Vista Street, Burbank CA 91505).  The format of the public scoping workshop 

was an open house.  Display boards were presented, and members of the 

public had an opportunity to review the display boards and talk to FAA staff 

and the EIS consultant team.  In addition, members of the public were given 

the opportunity to provide oral comments to a stenographer and comment 

forms were available for attendees to submit written comments.  The sign-in 

sheets from the public scoping workshop and the display boards presented at 

the public scoping workshop are provided on the following pages.  
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Northwest Quadrant 

Northeast Quadrant 

[1J Southwest Quadrant 

Southeast Quadrant 

Detailed Study Area 
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15-33 Centerline 

Runway 08-26 Centerl ine 

Ta xi la ne Center line 

Runway Safety Area (RSA) 

Runway Object Free Area (ROFA) 

Taxilane Object Free Area (TOFA) 

Building Restriction Line (BRL) 

■ Existing Passenger Terminal Bu ild ing 

Deta iled Study Area 

Environmental Impact Statement 
Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport FAA Standards 

FAA STANDARDS 

FAA Standard Standard 

Existing 

Passenger 

Terminal 

from Runway 

08-26 

Centerline 

Existing 

Passenger 

Terminal 

from Runway 

15-33 

Centerline 

Runway Object Free 

Area (ROFA) 
400 feet/a/ 

About 255 

feet/a/ 

About 375 

feet/a/ 

Building Restriction 

Line (BRL) 
750 feet/a/ 

About 255 

feet/a/ 

About 375 

feet/a/ 

Taxilane Object Free 

Area (TOFA) 
112.5 feet/b/ 

About 85 

feet/b/ 

About 110 

feet/b/ 

Notes: /a/ - Distance from runway centerline. 
/b/ - Distance from taxilane centerline. 



1 Transitional Surface 

' 

Runway Protection Zone 

---- ========-\ 

-50: 1 Approach Surface -- ---

Legend 
TYPE PENETRATION (ft) SURFACE 

0 Concourse A 50 
49 

Primary Surface 

Primary Surface 8 
e 

Existing Parking Garage 

Existing Terminal Tower 77 Primary Surface 

NOTE: See next exhibit for Sections () and 0 

Environmental Impact Statement 
Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

HORIZONTAL SURFACE ELV. 925' 

7: 1 Transitional Surface 

20: 1 Approach Surface 

14 C.F.R. Part 77 Imaginary Surfaces 

14 C.F.R. PART 77 IMAGINARY SURFACES 



A - RUNWAY 8-26 (LOOKING EAST) 

\D 
N 

I 
CX) 
0 

>­
ro 
3: 
c:: 
::::, 

a::: 
Q) 
c:: 
L 
Q) 
.µ 
c:: 
Q) 

u 
· - - - _ _ ELEV. 699' ---------------------------------------------------------------

Primary Surface: 1000' 

SECTION B - RUNWAY 15-33 (LOOKING NORTH) 

(V') 
(V') 

I 

LO .... 
>­
ro 
3: 
c:: 
::::, 

a::: 
Q) 
c:: 
L 
Q) 
.µ 
c:: 
Q) 

Apron/Taxilane Area 

Control Tower 
Floor Elev. 757' 

ELEV. 724' 

Control Tower 
Floor Elev. 757' 

ELEV. 724' 

. . 1 surface 
7 · 1 Trans1t10~~ - - - - - -

part 77 · _ - - - - -
14 c.f.R:. __ - - -. - -.-v surface) 

_ - - - - - (lrna91na, , 

u 
ELEV. 699' ~ 

7 · 1 Transitio_n~I-~u_:f _?':.e. 
p rt 77 · - - - -

Existing Term; ..... i 
14 c .f.R.:. - a_ - - --: - -...,_; surface) ...._Iii" __ - - - (lrnag1na, , ----------------- --

Apron/Taxi lane Area 

Primary Surface: 1000' 

Legend 

Objects Penetrating 14 C.F.R. Part 77 Surface 
NOTE: Elevations of Primary Surfaces 
Vary Along Runway Profiles. 

Environmental Impact Statement 
Bob Hope ''Hollywood Burbank'' Airport 14 C.F.R. Part 77 Obstructions 

14 C.F.R. PART 77 OBSTRUCTIONS 



0 
0 
0 
0 

Replacement Passenger Terminal Building 

Aircraft Ramp 

Rep lacement Employee Parking 

Replacement Structured Public Parking 
& Valet Drop-off/Pick-up 

0 Terminal Access Road 

© Realignment of Avenue A 

0 Replacement Ai rl ine Cargo Building 

© Replacement ARFF 

0 GSE Maintenance Building 

@ Elect ric Substation 

@ Ground Access Vehicle Storage 

@ Taxiway Extensions 

@ Realignment of Avenue A 

Environmental Impact Statement 
Bob Hope ''Hollywood Burbank'' Airport Proposed Action (Construction) 

l 

PROPOSED ACTION (CONSTRUCTION) 



Exist ing Passenger Termina l Bu ilding 
to be Demol ished 

@) Existing Commercia l Aircraft Ramp & 
Adjacent Tax ilanes to be Removed 

@ Exist ing Park ing Lot A 

@ Existing Employee Parking 
to be Removed 

@ Parking Booth to be Removed 
1 

@) Exist ing Parking Lot B to be Removed 

@ Exist ing Park ing Lot E to be Removed 

@ Existing Pub lic Pa rking Structure 
to be Demol ished 

@ Tenant Lease Area to be Removed 

@ Exist ing Air Cargo Fac ility to 
be Demol ished 

@ Shuttle Bus Staging Area 

En vironmen tal Impact Statement 
Bob Hope '' H ollywood B u r bank'' Ai r por t Proposed Action (Demolition) 

PROPOSED ACTION (DEMOLITION) 



the Alternative achieve the objectives of the Purpose and 
Need for the Proposed Actio to meet FAA standards? 

Eliminated from further consideration. 

Is the Alternative practical or feasible to implement a d 
meets the requ·reme ts of November 2016 voter-approved 
Measu e B? 

Eliminated from further consideration. 

Retain for detailed ana ysis of environmental impacts 
in the Draft EIS. 

· Environmental Impact Statement 
. Bob Hope ''Hollywood Burbank'' Airport Alternatives Screening Process 

ALTERNATIVES SCREENING PROCESS 



          

L
I
S

T
 O

F
 P

O
T
E
N

T
I
A

L
 A

L
T
E
R

N
A

T
I
V

E
S

 

• 
N

e
w

 A
ir
p
o
rt

 

• 
R
e
m

o
te

 L
a
n
d
s
id

e
 F

a
c
il
it
y
 

• 
T
ra

n
s
fe

r 
A
c
ti
v
it
y
 t

o
 O

th
e
r 

A
ir
p
o
rt

s
 

• 
O

th
e
r 

M
o
d
e
s
 o

f 
T
ra

n
s
p
o
rt

a
ti
o
n
 

• 
A
ir
fi
e
ld

 R
e
c
o
n
fi
g
u
ra

ti
o
n
 

• 
R
e
p
la

c
e
m

e
n
t 

P
a
s
s
e
n
g
e
r 

T
e
rm

in
a
l 
in

 S
o
u
th

e
a
s
t 

Q
u
a
d
ra

n
t 

• 
R
e
p
la

c
e
m

e
n
t 

P
a
s
s
e
n
g
e
r 

T
e
rm

in
a
l 
in

 S
o
u
th

w
e
s
t 

Q
u
a
d
ra

n
t 

• 
R
e
p
la

c
e
m

e
n
t 

P
a
s
s
e
n
g
e
r 

T
e
rm

in
a
l 
in

 N
o
rt

h
w

e
s
t 

Q
u
a
d
ra

n
t 

• 
R
e
p
la

c
e
m

e
n
t 

P
a
s
s
e
n
g
e
r 

T
e
rm

in
a
l 
in

 N
o
rt

h
e
a
s
t 

Q
u
a
d
ra

n
t 

• 
N

o
 A

c
ti
o
n
 A

lt
e
rn

a
ti
v
e
 



          
 

   

E
N

V
I
R

O
N

M
E
N

T
A

L
 R

E
S

O
U

R
C

E
 C

A
T
E
G

O
R

I
E
S

 

• 
A
ir
 Q

u
a
li
ty

 

• 
B
io

lo
g
ic

a
l 
R
e
s
o
u
rc

e
s
 

• 
C
li
m

a
te

 

• 
D

e
p
a
rt

m
e
n
t 

o
f 
T
ra

n
s
p
o
rt

a
ti
o
n
 A

c
t,

 S
e
c
ti
o
n
 4

(f
) 

• 
H

a
z
a
rd

o
u
s
 M

a
te

ri
a
ls

, 
S
o
li
d
 W

a
s
te

, 
a
n
d
 P

o
ll
u
ti
o
n
 P

re
v
e
n
ti
o
n
 

• 
H

is
to

ri
c
a
l,
 A

rc
h
it
e
c
tu

ra
l,
 A

rc
h
a
e
o
lo

g
ic

a
l,
 a

n
d
 C

u
lt
u
ra

l 
R
e
s
o
u
rc

e
s
 

• 
L
a
n
d
 U

s
e
 

• 
N

a
tu

ra
l 
R
e
s
o
u
rc

e
s
 a

n
d
 E

n
e
rg

y
 S

u
p
p
ly

 

• 
N

o
is

e
 a

n
d
 N

o
is

e
 C

o
m

p
a
ti
b
le

 L
a
n
d
 U

s
e
 

• 
S
o
c
io

e
c
o
n
o
m

ic
s
, 

E
n
v
ir
o
n
m

e
n
ta

l 
Ju

s
ti
c
e
, 

a
n
d
 C

h
il
d
re

n
’s

 E
n
v
ir
o
n
m

e
n
ta

l 
H

e
a
lt
h

 
a
n
d
 S

a
fe

ty
 

• 
V
is

u
a
l 
E
ff
e
c
ts

 

• 
W

a
te

r 
R
e
s
o
u
rc

e
s
 (

in
c
lu

d
in

g
 w

e
tl
a
n
d
s
, 

fl
o
o
d
p
la

in
s
, 

s
u
rf

a
c
e
 w

a
te

rs
, 

g
ro

u
n
d
w

a
te

r,
 a

n
d
 w

il
d
 a

n
d
 s

c
e
n
ic

 r
iv

e
rs

) 

• 
C
u
m

u
la

ti
v
e
 I

m
p
a
c
ts

 



8. 
a. 
0 ..., 
C 
a, 
e 
E 
0 u 
u ·­-.c 
::I 

CL 
I 

E
I
S

 P
R

O
C

E
S

S
 O

V
E
R

V
I
E
W

 



 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

P
R

E
L
I
M

I
N

A
R

Y
 S

C
H

E
D

U
L
E
 

• 
N

o
ti
c
e
 o

f 
In

te
n
t 

–
 D

e
c
e
m

b
e
r 

1
8
, 

2
0
1
8
 

• 
A
g
e
n
c
y
 a

n
d
 P

u
b
li
c
 S

c
o
p
in

g
 –

 J
a
n
u
a
ry

 2
9
, 

2
0
1
9
 

• 
F
A
A
 p

re
p
a
re

s
 D

ra
ft

 E
IS

 d
o
c
u
m

e
n
t 

–
 S

p
ri
n
g
 /

 S
u
m

m
e
r 

2
0
1
9
 

• 
P
u
b
li
c
 H

e
a
ri
n
g
 a

n
d
 W

o
rk

s
h
o
p
 o

n
 D

ra
ft

 E
IS

 –
 F

a
ll
 2

0
1
9
 

• 
F
in

a
l 
E
IS

 –
 2

0
2
0
 

• 
F
A
A
 i
s
s
u
e
s
 i
ts

 f
in

d
in

g
 i
n
 a

 R
e
c
o
rd

 o
f 
D

e
c
is

io
n
 –

 2
0
2
0
 



 
 

H
O

W
 T

O
 P

R
O

V
I
D

E
 C

O
M

M
E
N

T
S

 

M
E
T
H

O
D

 #
1
 

F
il
l 
o
u
t 

a
 c

o
m

m
e
n
t 

c
a
rd

 t
h
is

 e
v
e
n
in

g
 

M
E
T
H

O
D

 #
2
 

P
ro

v
id

e
 o

ra
l 
c
o
m

m
e
n
ts

 t
o
 t

h
e
 s

te
n
o
g
ra

p
h
e
r 

M
E
T
H

O
D

 #
3
 

S
e
n
d
 w

ri
tt

e
n
 c

o
m

m
e
n
ts

 v
ia

 U
.S

. 
m

a
il
 

(m
u
s
t 

b
e
 p

o
s
tm

a
rk

e
d
 b

y
 F

ri
d
a
y
, 

M
a
rc

h
 1

, 
2
0
1
9
) 

to
: 

M
r.
 D

a
v
id

 F
. 

C
u
s
h
in

g
 

F
A
A
 –

 L
o
s
 A

n
g
e
le

s
 A

ir
p
o
rt

s
 D

is
tr

ic
t 

O
ff
ic

e
 –

 L
A
X
 6

0
0
 

7
7
7
 S

. 
A
v
ia

ti
o
n
 B

o
u
le

v
a
rd

, 
S
u
it
e
 1

5
0
 

E
l 
S
e
g
u
n
d
o
, 

C
a
li
fo

rn
ia

 9
0
2
4
5
 



A P P E N D I X  B  –  S C O P I N G  R E P O R T  

Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport B-165 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project Draft EIS 

 Public Scoping Meeting Transcript  

The public scoping workshop held on January 29, 2019, had a stenographer 

who transcribed oral comments.  Nineteen people provided oral comments at 
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at the public scoping workshop (a copy of the public scoping workshop 
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·1 · · ·Burbank, California, Tuesday, January 29, 2019 

·2 · · · · · · · · · · · · 6:00 p.m. 

·3 

·4 

· · · · · · · · · · · ·PUBLIC COMMENTS 

·6 · · · · ·MS. ROSE KAUPER:· So, I want to say my life has 

·7 changed tremendously since they changed the new flight 

·8 pattern. 

·9 · · · · ·I live in Sherman Oaks on the border of Studio 

City.· I have between 250 to 300 flights a day going over 

11 my home.· I once lived in a quiet canyon that had 

12 wildlife.· Red-tailed hawk, deer, bobcats, all gone. 

13 Period. 

14 · · · · ·Because we live in a canyon, it's a cul-de-sac 

and the flights echo through the canyon, and it keeps me 

16 awake.· I can't go to sleep, and when I do fall asleep, 

17 I'm awakened at 3:00, 4:00, 5:00 o'clock in the morning by 

18 a variety of flights.· I can only wear ear plugs for so 

19 long a period. 

· · · · ·I have a large garden that I will no longer be 

21 planting because of the particulates from the jets that 

22 come down.· There have been many environmental studies on 

23 other areas that show how damaging and hazardous it is to 

24 our health.· I have asthma, and I walk in the 

neighborhood.· I can't walk in my neighborhood anymore 

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc. 4 
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·1 because there has been such an increase in my inhaler use 

·2 in order to exercise. 

·3 · · · · ·I want them to go back to the original flight 

·4 pattern.· It worked.· I think that if I wanted to live in 

· Burbank, I would have moved to Burbank.· There are less 

·6 flights in Burbank than Sherman Oaks.· I would move, but 

·7 the value of my home has decreased significantly since 

·8 this has happened. 

·9 · · · · ·I am concerned about my health mostly, just 

because of the studies that have been done, and I don't 

11 understand why they chose this flight route.· It has 

12 completely changed the whole community, and I ask for 

13 their support. 

14 · · · · ·That's all. 

· · · · ·MR. TOM MATERNA:· I strongly oppose the new 

16 terminal expansion and the new flight paths. 

17 · · · · ·The new, more permanent terminal will further 

18 degrade our public parkland.· Our quiet refuge from noisy 

19 city life. 

· · · · ·It will negatively impact the already dwindling 

21 wildlife and increase fire risk in an area where ingress 

22 and egress by emergency vehicles is severely limited. 

23 · · · · ·If Burbank wants to build a new terminal, other 

24 alternates must be considered such as: 

· · · · ·- Stopping the export of noise and negative 

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc. 5 
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·1 impacts of Los Angeles.· Reroute the flights over Burbank, 

·2 Glendale, and Pasadena.· They are reaping the profits from 

·3 the airport but are not sharing in any of the air noise 

·4 and pollution.· Los Angeles receives all the negative 

· impacts with no reward or profit. 

·6 · · · · ·- Restore the historical six-mile-wide flight 

·7 path, proven safe for decades. 

·8 · · · · ·- Consider multiple tracks and alternate tracks 

·9 in all directions.· We have witnessed successful northern 

departures by all jets as well as eastern departures. 

11 · · · · ·- Consider relocation of airport to a less 

12 populated area. 

13 · · · · ·Thank you. 

14 · · · · ·MS. PATRICIA MANN:· I'm a long-time resident of 

Studio City.· I have lived in the neighborhood for 

16 20 years, and I have never been subjected to so many 

17 flights over my home. 

18 · · · · ·I talked to the Burbank Airport.· The noise 

19 person, I think his name is Mark Hardiman, and he tells me 

that the planes have not shifted routes, that nothing has 

21 changed, and I can tell you anecdotally that that's not 

22 true. 

23 · · · · ·There is probably 50 planes over my house per 

24 day, and Burbank Airport and the FAA do nothing.· They 

don't care.· Burbank Airport used to be a wonderful 

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc. 6 
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·1 neighbor.· They aren't and if they don't change these 

·2 flights and take into effect the impact that it has on us, 

·3 then I will never support this Burbank Airport.· This 

·4 neighborhood is so resistant to it unless they do the 

· right thing and they haven't. 

·6 · · · · ·That's it. 

·7 · · · · ·MS. SANDRA LEVIN:· I'm very upset.· I have 

·8 attended all the meetings and each time to no 

·9 satisfaction.· There aren't any environmental studies that 

are being performed to research the effect of the 

11 increased air traffic on children and adults in this 

12 community. 

13 · · · · ·I purchased a house in Studio City because it was 

14 far enough away from the airport that I wouldn't 

experience many planes, and since I have lived here over 

16 the last ten months it has, like, tripled the air traffic. 

17 Every few minutes, all night, starting early in the 

18 morning, it doesn't end. 

19 · · · · ·I mean, I've lived in other communities of the 

other states and there were rules about flying in the 

21 middle of the night and starting too early in the morning, 

22 and here it seems like it's a free-for-all.· The flights 

23 are both business and private ones and commercial because 

24 they are so low I can see the planes, and also, I have the 

little device where I can clock it and I send in my noise 

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc. 7 
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·1 complaints, and I want to know what is being done because 

·2 nothing has changed in ten months. 

·3 · · · · ·We keep having these meetings.· It goes in 

·4 circles.· Nothing happens.· Now they're thinking of 

· expanding the gates in Burbank Airport, and I guess they 

·6 wanted more gates, but now they're back to the original 

·7 numbers of gates.· But I realize it's a business, but it's 

·8 affecting the community.· It's affecting our quality of 

·9 life and our children.· There's a school within a block of 

me, and it's right on the flight path. 

11 · · · · ·Kids in the playground are getting the 

12 particulates and the fumes from the planes, and I can only 

13 imagine what it's doing to them.· I have had a cough since 

14 I moved here, and I don't know what the cause of it is. I 

now have allergies.· My plants have a three-inch gray 

16 substance on it, and I'm guessing it's from the planes. I 

17 mean, first from the fires, but there aren't fires anymore 

18 and they still have a gray dust. 

19 · · · · ·So I'm wondering but I don't understand how an 

airport can increase the number of flights and not have 

21 done a study first before they just increased them, and I 

22 know it's about business and making money but someone 

23 needs to hear about the people and the names that live 

24 there.· People's pets too. 

· · · · ·I don't know how else to be effective, what else 
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·1 to say.· I have given comments.· I have written letters. 

·2 I have never gotten a call back from the airport.· I send 

·3 in my noise complaint.· They say you're only allowed a 

·4 certain amount of complaints and I reached the maximum, 

· and I keep repeating it every month. 

·6 · · · · ·Someone help please. 

·7 · · · · ·Thanks so much. 

·8 · · · · ·MR. DORON KAUPER:· Hi.· So I have one issue 

·9 regarding the airports and airplanes and that's the flight 

pattern that now puts every plane that takes off from both 

11 Burbank and Van Nuys directly over my house.· That's 

12 changed in the last, roughly, six months, and it puts me 

13 at, essentially, the end of a runway. 

14 · · · · ·Planes -- because we're in the Hills, the planes 

taking off are far closer to the ground and those Hills 

16 than they are on the flats or the valley, so we're getting 

17 not just the noise of the acceleration of takeoff but the 

18 reverberation in the canyon where I live. 

19 · · · · ·It seems to me extremely unfair to subject a 

single community of people to the entirety of the noise 

21 coming from both airports, and that is not to speak of the 

22 air pollution and the effect on the value of our homes 

23 because of the noise.· It is really an untenable situation 

24 that shouldn't have happened in the first place. 

· · · · ·I'm hoping something can be done about that very 
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·1 soon because otherwise I have to move. 

·2 · · · · ·Thank you. 

·3 · · · · ·MS. ALISON MARTIN:· I am completely against any 

·4 expansion, and the way they have changed the flight path 

· has completely impacted me and my family. 

·6 · · · · ·I'm a voiceover artist.· My husband and I do our 

·7 living by doing voiceover recordings, and we have a booth 

·8 in our home, and the sound has increased so much.· Every 

·9 few minutes there is another airplane coming, and we can't 

work.· So we're pushing our time to do our auditions and 

11 our work until midnight, and it's totally affecting my 

12 health.· It's too much because in the morning I have wake 

13 up and go to work, so it has been horrible. 

14 · · · · ·The sound has increased and the echo off the 

Hills and the mountain seems to make the planes even 

16 louder.· My children have reactive airway syndrome, and in 

17 the past six months they have had to increase their 

18 treatments for their lungs, and I think that's because of 

19 the air pollution now because it's going right -- the 

planes are going right over our house. 

21 · · · · ·And if this expansion happens, it's going to be 

22 detrimental to my kids' health and even more so to my 

23 work.· I'm completely against it.· I think it's totally 

24 unfair to make this large a change, especially in a 

valley. 

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc. 10 
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·1 · · · · ·We live in a valley.· The air gets trapped.· The 

·2 sound gets trapped.· It's completely wrong to do this to 

·3 us at this point.· My friend who is here who is a realtor 

·4 has said that our property values will be down now. 

· People are already asking, "I'm not so sure because of the 

·6 airport reconstruction." 

·7 · · · · ·So I'm against it, and please, please, please, we 

·8 need help to fight this. 

·9 · · · · ·Thank you so much. 

· · · · ·MR. N. DE WOLFF:· Two points I would like to 

11 make. 

12 · · · · ·The first is logistical, which is that this 

13 evening's meeting was sadly misrepresented and has made 

14 more schisms in the community.· Approximately, because 

50 percent of the attendees incorrectly thought today's 

16 meeting was about flight plans. 

17 · · · · ·Another large constituency thought this would be 

18 an opportunity to get answers from various authorities. 

19 So the communication was in fact misrepresented in that it 

would be very easy to say tonight is about us getting your 

21 input.· This is not an opportunity to get answers from us. 

22 You would have had half of the attendees and a much better 

23 cooperation and a much better complaint base. 

24 · · · · ·I urge the various authorities think about that 

before the next meeting, to properly communicate what the 

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc. 11 
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·1 intent of the meeting and what the hopeful outcomes from 

·2 the parties are.· Point one. 

·3 · · · · ·Point 2, is that of the representatives that are 

·4 here, I was consistently redirected to various different 

· representatives.· None of whom had answers to very simple 

·6 questions such as:· Where were the points of entry and 

·7 exit to the airport?· What were the traffic flow plans? 

·8 The people who were supposed to be the experts admitted 

·9 they had no answers, thus this was not for answers but for 

input. 

11 · · · · ·So, my input would be, with respect to terminal 

12 design, the authorities need to make very conscientious 

13 efforts to clarify what the impacts on traveling flow will 

14 be.· Not just directly adjacent to the airport but also 

relating to how people move through the city of Burbank to 

16 access the 5, the 134 and the 101 freeways because those 

17 will be definitely impacted by the change of design of the 

18 airport terminal. 

19 · · · · ·And also, how this new layout will positively 

impact the living and business infrastructure that's 

21 planned for the Golden State project that surrounds the 

22 airplane. 

23 · · · · ·We would like to see clear and comprehensive 

24 proposals for what the expectations are in that way. 

· · · · ·I'm done.· Thank you. 
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·1 · · · · ·MS. BARBARA TRANCHITO:· My problem is the noise. 

·2 Pretty much the noise.· I live up in the Hills in Studio 

·3 City, and I can see planes coming from Burbank toward my 

·4 house and over my house to land. 

· · · · · ·It seems to me that they're being more frequent. 

·6 They have added new flights and all that, so the noise is 

·7 almost every hour.· It does stop at midnight.· I will give 

·8 them that, but otherwise -- and they also seem to be 

·9 getting lower so the windows shake.· Yeah.· So the windows 

shake.· That's not good.· That's not good. 

11 · · · · ·I want them to go back to what it used to be. 

12 · · · · ·Thank you. 

13 · · · · ·MS. ELLEN BYRON:· The last two years we have 

14 heard the noise above our house -- we live in the Hills --

go up a hundred percent, and we were like, "Why is that? 

16 Is it our imaginations?"· No, it's a super skyway. 

17 There's no reason for it. 

18 · · · · ·Any increase or enlargement of this airport is 

19 only going to encourage more of it.· I'm tired of the 

airlines getting preference over the residents and then 

21 being able to fly wherever they want to save fuel so they 

22 can give their investors more of more return, while we 

23 still there worrying if a plane will fall in our backyard. 

24 · · · · ·I shouldn't have to look.· I shouldn't be able to 

look up in the sky and say, "Hey, that's a Southwest 
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·1 plane.· That's United or that's Alaska Airlines," because 

·2 they're flying so close I can identify the airline logo on 

·3 their tail.· That's unacceptable. 

·4 · · · · ·We have paid money.· Our children -- they should 

· be using schools as vectors.· There's a wide range.· They 

·6 should go back to the original flight plan of this 

·7 superhighway that's just endangering residents, and fly 

·8 planes in two cities, Burbank and Los Angeles. 

·9 · · · · ·Thank you. 

· · · · ·MR. GEORGE MOORADIAN:· My name is as on the 

11 paper.· I have lived in Studio City since 1980.· Raised 

12 and raising four kids there, and we have used Burbank 

13 Airport for different flights, smaller flights, and we 

14 love the convenience of it. 

· · · · ·But a year or two ago, we noticed that the flight 

16 pattern changed, and we really noticed a difference and it 

17 impacts our quality of life.· I'm not saying anything new. 

18 A lot of us are experiencing this and it's intolerable. 

19 · · · · ·The flights and planes are lower, noisier, more 

frequent, and I know there is a way to rectify this and 

21 address it and reroute planes coming in and leaving over 

22 more industrial parts of the city because it was better. 

23 · · · · ·I know there are some safety issues, perhaps with 

24 a runway being more and more of an incline, but if this 

remodel of the terminal happens -- which they say it has 
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·1 to because it didn't meet code -- that it somehow has to 

·2 work the runways in to comply with the different and more 

·3 industrial takeoff and landing.· I think that has to be 

·4 done. 

· · · · · ·Again, where I live in Studio City, the schools 

·6 we go to -- the noise, the pollution is intolerable, and 

·7 from very early morning to late in the night. 

·8 · · · · ·We live in Colfax Meadows, and the planes now 

·9 come lower and right over us, more frequent, and again I 

have a feeling that if this terminal goes through that 

11 they need to be able to make the runways more for the 

12 neighborhood and the community and for the quality of 

13 life.· For the health of our children, the health all of 

14 us.· I'm becoming a grandpa, so I need -- just a more 

civilized life, and I know it can be done. 

16 · · · · ·I know this is going to be a multiple-million-, 

17 even billion-dollar renovation, and I don't think it's 

18 going to take much.· I understand the runways aren't 

19 increasing, they are just putting an access, so for me to 

be leveling a runway to make the airplanes again come 

21 different, there has to be a way.· I really, strongly urge 

22 the FAA and the City of Burbank to do this.· Go well. 

23 Take care of the Burbank community. 

24 · · · · ·Thank you. 

· · · · ·MR. LESTER BASS:· I'm a disabled veteran, and I 
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·1 have an injury where I have thermal headaches, and the VA 

·2 gives me medicines for that, but here the last couple of 

·3 years has been getting worse and worse and the sounds of 

·4 those planes are getting worse and worse. 

· · · · · ·The medicines didn't help.· The stuff is too 

·6 drastic, and the VA is try taking to give me some 

·7 additional help, but I don't want to take any more.· I'm 

·8 88 years old.· Too much of that stuff in your system is no 

·9 good, so I'll probably have to move.· I've lived in my 

house 75 years.· My kids grew up there, my family, and I 

11 think the problem is they have to help us. 

12 · · · · ·No other people we can go to, so we really need 

13 their help.· Now. 

14 · · · · ·That's it.· Okay.· Thank you. 

· · · · ·MS. LAVERNE THOMAS:· First of all, "While you can 

16 ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your 

17 personal identifying information, we cannot guarantee that 

18 we will be able to do so."· That's baloney.· If you say --

19 I can write to any bank.· I can write to anybody to 

withhold information; okay?· That's baloney.· That's a 

21 farce; okay? 

22 · · · · ·Number one, the format of the meeting.· I don't 

23 like the format of meetings like this.· I expected to walk 

24 into a room and have all the chairs down, sit, and listen 

to somebody.· This reminds me of that stupid, brown train 
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·1 going up north; okay?· For seven years, I was involved in 

·2 that and then they started this kind of thing, and I don't 

·3 care for that. 

·4 · · · · ·Okay.· So, helicopters.· Well, first of all, 

· let's go back. 

·6 · · · · ·I am concerned with Burbank Airport.· Burbank was 

·7 a nice little airport, all right, and people flew out of 

·8 it.· Local people around the area, whatever, came to it. 

·9 Now we're going to get that high-speed rail over here. 

Santa Monica is closing down in 2028.· I'm concerned about 

11 what's going to happen with all the aircraft from 

12 Santa Monica airport and wherever else. 

13 · · · · ·I have always been concerned.· I live over here 

14 by Disney; okay?· I have lived there for 45 years. 

When I bought my home here -- 45-and-a-half years. 

16 Forty-five years, September 1 of this year.· When I bought 

17 my home there, I lived where the majority of these people 

18 are from over the North Hollywood/Studio City area. 

19 · · · · ·When I bought over near Burbank, I went and I 

found out what flight came in this direction.· San Diego, 

21 Reno, Phoenix, whatever.· I would sit 200 feet from the 

22 house I was going to buy and listen for the aircraft; all 

23 right?· And that was the day when they didn't have 

24 aircraft takeoff up like this.· They went over, and 

propellers went like this, that, and the other.· I was 
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·1 concerned about it. 

·2 · · · · ·Now, today they have that NexGen thing.· I can 

·3 sit in my house over there.· I can see planes and they are 

·4 not low, low, but nonetheless I can see them flying over 

· our houses here, over this area over here, over Burbank, 

·6 and I believe they're probably going over to LAX. 

·7 · · · · ·Number one, I'm concerned about is that I'm 

·8 concerned that this airport is going to grow out.· All 

·9 right?· It's going become an international airport. 

It's going to be a -- what do you call it?· From LAX? 

11 Whatever they call it.· "Hey, go over to Burbank from 

12 LAX," and a lot of different things. 

13 · · · · ·I don't like the NexGen.· I don't like what they 

14 have done, but I'm really, really concerned about the 

airport and what's happening to it.· The growth of it.· We 

16 never ever had flights years back that went to here, 

17 there, and everywhere.· All right? 

18 · · · · ·So that's all that I have to say. 

19 · · · · ·I can't be prepared for this.· I was prepared to 

sit and listen and then if I had an opportunity to ask 

21 questions from what I heard.· I don't like dog and pony 

22 shows like this. 

23 · · · · ·And the other thing is, our city council has an 

24 annual calendar.· It gets approved by them.· It's 

submitted to them by our city manager, I believe in May --
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·1 no, the end of our fiscal year is June, so May they 

·2 approve it. 

·3 · · · · ·I want to know why we had this meeting today at 

·4 the same time that we're having our council meeting; all 

· right?· It has been published, they should know what it is 

·6 and we shouldn't have a meeting like that. 

·7 · · · · ·Anyway, that's all I have to say.· It's short and 

·8 sweet.· I'm concerned about the airport.· I don't want to 

·9 see a ton of traffic in there, and I can't stand -- and 

I'm sure you have heard it from other people -- all of 

11 these damn helicopters.· These helicopters are flown --

12 and I live by Disney.· They have the tourist ones, and 

13 they're flying lower than they should be flying.· I was 

14 told they had to fly with the freeways.· They don't. 

· · · · ·Thanks. 

16 · · · · ·MS. YOLI POROPAT:· I'm very concerned about the 

17 flight increases.· My son goes to Carpenter Community 

18 Charter Elementary.· We noticed an increase.· It's 

19 disrupted classes. 

· · · · ·I have noted that this building and his breathing 

21 -- he seems to be having more colds.· It's loud.· It's 

22 disruptive, and it's increasing tremendously, and I don't 

23 know why it's allowed to go over a school, the flight 

24 path.· I thought they were taken away from schools. 

· · · · ·My seven-year-old son, Joaquin Poropat, his 
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·1 health is being compromised, and a lot of the parents at 

·2 Carpenter are very concerned, and, I guess, you know, 

·3 we're very disappointed. 

·4 · · · · ·Everybody thought this was going to be an open 

· forum tonight not just a dog and pony show for the 

·6 airport.· People are really annoyed.· This is not the way 

·7 it was advertised. 

·8 · · · · ·Thank you. 

·9 · · · · ·MS. JAYNE McKAY:· All right.· So, I have lived in 

Burbank for 30 years, and I have been fighting the airport 

11 expansion since we moved in. 

12 · · · · ·In those 30 years, we have seen the amount of 

13 aircraft going over our house clearly double, at least. 

14 We used to have FedEx and UPS about 7:00 o'clock every 

night, we could count on it, and now we get two, three 

16 flights in the morning.· Three commercial flights in the 

17 morning, three at night.· We now have -- there used to be 

18 a voluntary curfew that people respected, now we have 

19 charter planes throughout the night, every night. 

· · · · ·Our house, thankfully, was soundproofed by the 

21 FAA, but we no longer can dine outside because of the 

22 amount of the air traffic.· That is the truth.· We don't 

23 dine outside.· I no longer garden.· I can't walk in our 

24 neighborhood. 

· · · · ·And my biggest concern are the 26 schools and 

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc. 20 
800.231.2682 



5

10

15

20

25

·1 parks that are underneath this flight path, and the flight 

·2 path is getting wider since the NexGen technology.· It's 

·3 gotten much wider, so there are more and more schools 

·4 affected by this, and the pollution that's raining down 

· from the exhaust. 

·6 · · · · ·I seriously think that the terminal needs to be 

·7 reconsidered.· We know if you build it they will come, and 

·8 we know more planes means more pollution, so clearly this 

·9 is something that we all would like to see made smaller. 

· · · · ·It really needs to be scaled down smaller, and 

11 that's what I wanted to say. 

12 · · · · ·MS. LISA CAHAN DAVIS:· I would like to see a 

13 master plan, five years, ten years out. 

14 · · · · ·I would like to have the original scope of work 

request for RFP or RFQ presented by the Burbank Airport or 

16 whomever, so that we as citizens know what was the 

17 original intent for development. 

18 · · · · ·I would like to make sure that the footprint for 

19 the Environmental Impact Report is scoped out further than 

what they intend.· For example, the traffic on the 101, 

21 depending on where you're coming from, exits and enters 

22 off of the 101 at Universal/Lankershim, so that's how far 

23 I would like the Environmental Impact Report for traffic, 

24 traffic mitigation, noise, transportation, things like 

that. 
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·1 · · · · ·I would like to find out for the terminal that 

·2 they were proposing based on the development and the 

·3 logistics, what is the maximum capacities of additional 

·4 airplanes that they can bring to life?· My concern is this 

· is a logistics plan to allow maximum capacities for 

·6 flights in and out, and it is disguised, or presented, as 

·7 an FAA fix to being compliant. 

·8 · · · · ·The data collection used to assess based on the 

·9 FAA's EIR or EIS, I would like to know what the -- it 

should be as close to reality as to the alternates for 

11 moving of soil and land so that their measurement and 

12 quality of that relates a hundred percent to what the 

13 projection of dirt and soil movement would be. 

14 · · · · ·They need more public notice.· They alerted 

people in December during the holidays, and here we are 

16 now.· Their communications should be far beyond just a 

17 Burbank footprint.· You have the Hills, you have the whole 

18 San Fernando that's being impacted. 

19 · · · · ·The other thing I have to say is the Burbank 

Airport was originally intended to be a local airport, not 

21 a high-traffic, high-density airport.· The San Fernando 

22 Valley currently has the Burbank and Van Nuys airports in 

23 the small footprint it has. 

24 · · · · ·We're surrounded by mountains.· In addition to 

that, we have been in a ten-year crisis for water.· We 
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·1 have lost our trees from the drought.· There is no quality 

·2 of -- there's no mitigation plan that I know of for 

·3 improving of air quality.· There's a heating island, in 

·4 fact, right now because of climate change, lessening of 

· our urban forces, more cars on the street. 

·6 · · · · ·We have the 170 highway, the 101, the 405, and 

·7 all of these throughways that the City of L.A. is looking 

·8 to also bring up to date in the master plan for all of its 

·9 communities.· These all have to overlay within how the 

San Fernando Valley is going to be designed for the future. 

11 · · · · ·Burbank does not sit isolated.· Glendale did not 

12 sit isolated.· L.A. does not sit isolated.· We are one 

13 community, and you have to look at how the San Fernando 

14 Valley's original intention for a suburban environment is 

going to be changing for the worst to be urbanized and 

16 congested.· Where do people go from here? 

17 · · · · ·What is this 30-day scoping period?· Are you 

18 having another meeting?· You should have one in different 

19 parts of the valley.· There should have been one in 

Studio City, Cahuenga Pass, Sherman Oaks, Valley Village. 

21 The communication should be lifted faster and higher to 

22 the voices of your elected officials for them to get the 

23 word out as well. 

24 · · · · ·And when it comes time for the draft EIS, I 

expect as many community outreach efforts, including 
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·1 media, social media, and put money behind it regarding 

·2 advertising. 

·3 · · · · ·The community is greatly concerned with projects 

·4 being disclosed independently from one another.· The first 

· one was the November meeting related to the FAA's flight 

·6 change partners, which greatly impact the quality of life 

·7 for those of us in the East San Fernando Valley.· There 

·8 was not any warning on that and then there is this.· So, 

·9 the FAA and/or the Burbank Airport needs to work 

cohesively with the communities impacted that are on the 

11 quote unquote "fix of the Burbank footprint." 

12 · · · · ·We may not be privy to receiving all of the added 

13 benefits for noise mitigation, such as new roofing 

14 insulation, double-paned windows, but we are impacted 

greatly by the noise pollution and the air pollution. 

16 This has to be looked at as a environmental and quality of 

17 life decision, not just commercial prospect. 

18 · · · · ·Happy to answer any questions and have you over 

19 for a cup of tea so you can hear the flights.· Although, 

you may have to show up at 12:30 in the morning to hear 

21 the other flights that come, which are unrelated to 

22 commercial, but certainly related to your cargo. 

23 · · · · ·Which brings me to this question, which is the 

24 capacities for your cargo and the increase in flights 

related to FedEx and UPS, U.S. Postal Service, and others? 
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·1 Those flights are running at all times of the night, 

·2 morning, and cause many nights of waking up to hearing the 

·3 engineers roar.· Please look at this as you scope out your 

·4 plans.· It's not just commercial, but it is those 

· industries as well.· Thank you. 

·6 · · · · ·Please pay attention to how we in the east San 

·7 Fernando Valley -- we who have chosen this area to call 

·8 our home, and we are looking to support you but on 

·9 decisions that don't disintegrate our quality of life. 

· · · · ·MR. ROY WIEGAND:· So concerns about the new, 

11 coming terminal, from the get-go is we're very unsure as 

12 neighbors who live in the area of what's coming. 

13 · · · · ·We're very concerned about the area at the 

14 airport.· The land itself is highly polluted from decades 

and decades of toxic materials being dumped directly into 

16 the ground and the filters.· This is the ancient history 

17 but that's what they did in the old days. 

18 · · · · ·A lot of it is in the parking lot now, so when 

19 they break in the parking lot, we don't know what's going 

to come out of there.· There are many schools, parks, 

21 homes near the airport. 

22 · · · · ·The EIR that we were given we were to vote on 

23 Measure B, which is the ballot here in Burbank to either 

24 okay or not okay the new terminal said the EIR, said that 

they are predicting hazardous days during construction and 
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·1 there is no mitigation during the EIR. 

·2 · · · · ·We don't know what "hazard" is.· Do we have to go 

·3 around in scuba outfits with masks on?· And what about the 

·4 school kids nearby?· So there are a lot of unanswered 

· questions with this. 

·6 · · · · ·We're very concerned about the potential 

·7 capacities that the new, larger, more efficient terminal 

·8 will be able to pump out many more planes per hour.· We 

·9 know it's the same amount of the gates.· Fourteen gates, 

which we have now, but the footprint of the building and 

11 the new modern facilities will, upon demand, meet much 

12 greater capacities and be able to turn flights in and out 

13 a lot quicker. 

14 · · · · ·So those are some of our concerns as a group.· We 

have already noticed in the last two years a definite 

16 increase in the number of flights and how low they are to 

17 the ground to save fuel.· So it is definitely affecting 

18 people and their quality of life.· Not just Burbank, but 

19 North Hollywood, in Toluca Lake, Studio City, 

Sherman Oaks, so this is a way bigger than in Burbank. 

21 · · · · ·It's easy to say, "I have this is going on my in 

22 backyard and I hate it," but this a whole region being 

23 affected by this.· So those concerns have yet to be 

24 addressed. 

· · · · ·Most of the time when we have been able to speak 
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·1 to somebody from the airport or the FAA we're told, as far 

·2 as the noise goes, well you got to talk to the pilots. 

·3 The pilots say to talk to the air traffic controllers. 

·4 The air traffic controllers say talk to the FAA, and on 

· and on, and they all said talk to the stenographer. 

·6 That's a joke. 

·7 · · · · ·So anyway, we know that busier airports bring two 

·8 things.· The chief of the police, as he stated in the 

·9 1990s, says a larger expanding airport will be guaranteed 

to bring two things, decreased property value and 

11 increased crime.· It goes with the territory.· We have a 

12 bigger thing. 

13 · · · · ·So anyway, we're hoping to get some answers and 

14 that the airport will become a good neighbor because right 

now that's being severely tested.· They always say they 

16 want to be a good neighbor but that has gotten worse the 

17 last couple of years. 

18 · · · · ·MS. JANET EDMUNDS COHEN:· My concern is I would 

19 like to find out how, if they are increasing the cargo 

flights in size.· Because, according to the plans over 

21 there, they're tearing the old one down and building a new 

22 one, but there's no data to show if they're increasing the 

23 square footage. 

24 · · · · ·And also if they are, would there then be an 

increasing of the cargo planes in and out of the airport 
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·1 because of the decrease in the passenger planes at the 

·2 terminal, and how that would change? 

·3 · · · · ·But they don't really address the cargo planes. 

·4 We have them until the middle of the night 3:00, 4:00 in 

· the morning, and the planes are bigger, louder, and 

·6 heavier.· So that's my question and concern.· I would 

·7 really like to know if that's going to increase or if the 

·8 cargo planes are at the least there and that's going to 

·9 change and/or will they not and will that change? 

· · · · ·MS. JENNIFER PARKER:· So my comment is that I 

11 don't believe that any of these should be approved until 

12 the flight pattern situation is decreased. 

13 · · · · ·As a resident in the Hills, nearby I have noticed 

14 that, my daughter's school in Studio City, is that a there 

are a lot more big planes flying both in and out, and all 

16 the other parents and neighbors I have talked to, we 

17 weren't informed or told about this, and I'm very 

18 concerned about air quality already over there. 

19 · · · · ·I'm concerned about safety.· If one of these 

planes has to land, it's a very densely populated area of 

21 residential homes, and we already get -- where I live in 

22 the Hills, we already get planes coming from LAX, and now 

23 we're having planes coming in from Burbank, and now we're 

24 getting planes flying over our homes from both sides. 

· · · · ·And so, the flight pattern to me needs to be 
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·1 addressed.· Needs to be part of this.· I don't think 

·2 anybody should be approving to do this with the runway or 

·3 that with the terminal until we can talk about the 

·4 underlying flight pattern.· Because if the runway is going 

· to go one away, it might be like we have to have the 

·6 planes to go this way because you approved their one-way 

·7 change. 

·8 · · · · ·So it all has to be done together and openly, and 

·9 the citizens should have a say.· I have lived in this 

neighborhood for almost 30 years, and I have never seen 

11 this plane traffic, and I know that Santa Monica Airport 

12 is going to close soon and there are going to be more 

13 planes to Van Nuys Airport and Burbank Airport, and unlike 

14 LAX it has ocean breezes and things that can clear the 

air.· This part of L.A. is between two mountain ranges and 

16 the air sits there, especially with global warming the air 

17 sits there, and it's hot, dangerous and cancerous. 

18 · · · · ·So before anything expands or gets better or 

19 whatever I just feel that somebody needs to get community 

buy in for the how these plans are going to come in, 

21 takeoff, and understand that and look at the terminals. 

22 · · · · ·That would be my comment. 

23 · · · · ·MS. BECKY ARNTZEN:· So, I don't know what I as a 

24 citizen or a resident of Los Angeles can do about an 

airport that's in Burbank; however, the flight activity 
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·1 out of this airport affects us in Los Angeles.· So, my 

·2 initial instinct is to say I don't want to support any 

·3 construction at Burbank Airport until and when Burbank 

·4 Airport vigorously starts to defend -- advocate on behalf 

· of the citizens of Studio City, Toluca Lake, Sherman Oaks, 

·6 and the people who are really truly are affected by the 

·7 activities at Burbank Airport. 

·8 · · · · ·We can't even vote on this expansion or anything 

·9 that occurs here, yet we're now the ones affected by this 

here, and I guess one of the things that I'm concerned 

11 about the is the new terminal will undoubtedly look nicer. 

12 It's going to be able to accommodate more people, so it 

13 will be much more attractive to the airlines as they ramp 

14 up the number of flights they can do, so combine the 

capacities and the increased flights taking off, and we're 

16 going to be even more negatively impacted. 

17 · · · · ·So until, and when, Burbank -- I know that they 

18 have made some comments in support of our cause, but I 

19 need them to really, really get behind us.· The FAA says 

that NexGen is safer, because it's easier for the air 

21 traffic controllers.· Well, you know what, they're paid a 

22 lot of money.· Number one. 

23 · · · · ·Number two, I have lived in Los Angeles for 

24 25 years.· As far as I know, no jets have crashed into 

each other in the valley.· The old flight paths worked 
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·1 well, and sometimes what appears to be improved industrial 

·2 process doesn't necessarily mean improved living standards 

·3 or living for the people affected by it.· Just because 

·4 they can do it, doesn't mean to do it. 

· · · · · ·Just because they can take all the flights down 

·6 one little superhighway and increase and increase it and 

·7 make it easier and easier just because they can do it 

·8 doesn't mean they should or have to. 

·9 · · · · ·That's all I'm saying.· I'm going to write this 

out. 

11 · · · · ·I do feel the FAA -- these guys have been very 

12 nice.· I'm truly impressed, but I do feel like the FAA has 

13 almost been, "Why?· Because we said so." It's as if what 

14 we think doesn't matter at all.· They say that the new 

flight path hasn't been implemented yet, but, in fact, we 

16 have evidence from our ears and eyes that they started 

17 implementing it slowly.· A little flight here in the 

18 spring, and several more in the summer, and then several 

19 more September and October, and then November, bang on. 

Just like every minute and a half there's a flight going 

21 over my house or by my house, and they're flying low and 

22 they're noisy. 

23 · · · · ·And I have aircraft from Van Nuys Airport and 

24 Burbank Airport, and they never really told us about it, 

it just sort of happened, and their whole attitude is 
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·1 because we said so.· It's better for us.· It's better to 

·2 the airlines.· They're going to save gas, so it's green. 

·3 · · · · ·I don't care if they get money.· It's not green. 

·4 It's money-saving.· The same people who put money in the 

· overhead compartments, so I don't care about that and I 

·6 know that they're -- the what are they called?· The air 

·7 traffic controllers have a tough, stressful job, but I 

·8 believe they can use the satellite system effectively and 

·9 disperse the flights over the whole valley without 

affecting the quality of life. 

11 · · · · ·I'm about to sell my house.· I'm a widow.· I'm 

12 retired, and what am I going to do, have an open house 

13 with the planes going past every minute and a half? I 

14 can't even imagine what this is going to do to the 

property values.· Not to mention they go over the houses, 

16 they go over the schools, they fly low, in the summer they 

17 fly even lower.· It's ridiculous. 

18 · · · · ·We just burned -- we just had a fire, and the 100 

19 acres of the Santa Monica mountains burned, and now 

they're going to degrade what little is left on the 

21 eastern side of it?· No. 

22 · · · · ·I'll tell you what it's like.· You can write this 

23 down.· Every once in a while -- I live in the Hills of 

24 Laurel Canyon, and every once in a while somebody has a 

sweet sixteen or a bat mitzvah, and the kids play music 
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·1 loud.· That's fine.· They don't do it very often, and I 

·2 try to figure out where the party is, and I never, never 

·3 can figure it out because the sound is bouncing around 

·4 because the canyon, and the same thing happens with the 

· planes. 

·6 · · · · ·Sometimes I cannot tell which direction the plane 

·7 is coming from because the sound seems to bounce around. 

·8 Boom.· It just spreads out, and it's loud, and it's awful, 

·9 and that's what I think. 

· · · · ·Thank you. 

11 · · · · ·(End of the public comments) 

12 

13 

14 

16 

17 

18 

19 

21 

22 

23 

24 
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·1 · · · · · · · · ·REPORTER'S CERTIFICATION 

·2 

·3 · · · · ·I, the undersigned, a Hearing Reporter for 

·4 the State of California, do hereby certify: 

· · · · · ·That the foregoing proceedings were taken before 

·6 me at the time and place herein set forth; that any 

·7 witnesses in the foregoing proceedings, prior to 

·8 testifying, were duly sworn; that a record of the 

·9 proceedings was made by me using machine shorthand, which 

was thereafter transcribed under my direction; that the 

11 foregoing transcript is a true record of the testimony 

12 given. 

13 · · · · ·Further, that if the foregoing pertains to the 

14 original transcript of a deposition in a federal case, 

before completion of the proceedings, review of the 

16 transcript [] was [] was not requested. 

17 · · · · ·I further certify I am neither financially 

18 interested in the action nor a relative or employee of any 

19 attorney or party to this action. 

· · · · ·IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have this date subscribed 

21 my name. 
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A P P E N D I X  B  –  S C O P I N G  R E P O R T  

Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport B-200 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project Draft EIS 

 Written Comments Received at Public Scoping 

Workshop  

A total of 103 written comments were given at the public scoping workshop 

held on January 29, 2019.  The following is a list of the individuals who 

provided written comments at the public scoping workshop: 

Anonymous comments (7) 

Michelle Allen  

Kathy Arnos 

Susan Ashley 

Natalie Bloxham 

Linda Branca 

Linda Branca (separate comment) 

Terry Bruse  

Edita Brychta 

Bonnie Burrow 

Ellen Byron 

Lynette Carl 

Lisa Carloss 

Amy Carpinello 

Sue Cleereman 

Lucille Clippinger 

Clay Collier  

Karen Collier 

Paul Da Silva 

Kathryn Danielle 

Sherri Elkaim 

Carol Elkind and Michael Elkind (Combined on one comment form) 

Tracey Feder 

Federico Figus 

Audrey Ford 

Sandy Fox 

Jennifer Franchina 

David Gaines 
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Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport B-201 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project Draft EIS 

Peter Generales 

Jane Goe 

J. Gordon 

Bill Gottlieb  

Denise Gruska 

Denise Gruska (separate comment) 

Jay Gruska 

DC Hager 

Sheryl Harmon 

Marykate Harris 

Marykate Harris (separate comment) 

Chris Harwood 

Jennifer Herrera 

G. Hogan 

Richard Hull  

B. Hupp 

B. Hupp (separate comment) 

C. Innis  

JG 

JG (separate comment) 

Bill Jones 

Rose Kauper 

David A. Kimball 

David Kimball (separate comment) 

Evi Kosciow 

Magda Krachmalnick 

David Ladd 

Jeremy Lake 

Reggie Lundin 

Jennifer Lazarus 

Betty Linville  

Andrew Maganian 

Stan Magnus 



A P P E N D I X  B  –  S C O P I N G  R E P O R T  

Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport B-202 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project Draft EIS 

Shannon Mast 

Tom and Donna Materna 

Tom and Donna Materna (separate comment) 

Jayne McKay 

Luisa Megret 

Alden Melbourne 

Jon Molin 

Wilhelm and Eva Osterman 

Penelope 

Matthew Pyken 

Jerry Remilling 

Adam Rimer 

Heather Robb 

Sharon Rombeau 

Sean 

Karen Spagenberg 

Dennis Sullivan 

Selina Thomasian 

Selina Thomasian (separate comment) 

Shant Thomasian  

Shant Thomasian (separate comment) 

Regi Toscano 

Tessa Treadway  

Bart Trinchero 

Ursula and Joe Turk 

John Van Tongeren 

Rudy Van Zyl 

Chris Weber 

Renee Weber  

Angela Wiegand 

Angela and Roy Wiegand 

Roy and Angela Wiegand 

Stacy Weiss 
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Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport B-203 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project Draft EIS 

Matthew Yedlin 

Katrina Youdin 

Katrina Youdin (separate comment) 

Mary Zakrasek 

A copy of these comments is provided on the following pages. 

 



  

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: ~-
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Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 

ANONYMOUS1  Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENT 158 



  

 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

ublic Scoping Workshop - Comment FormP  
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

 

Comments: 

COMMENT 98 

ANONYMOUS2 



 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 

ANONYMOUS3  
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 140, 158 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 
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Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 50, 64, 98, 99, 159 

ANONYMOUS4 



 

 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Co~ents: 
/ VV\ 

' Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 65, 66, 153 
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Comment 65 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 

(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 

Airport. 

Comments: 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 

necessary. 

ANONYMOUS6Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 

March 1, 2019. 

Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 

information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 

personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 

can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 

information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 

Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 

District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 

90245. 



 

 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 
Comments: 

On -4e1&, 

necessary. 
Name: 

'Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

t limited to this form. lease attach any additional sheets as 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM ·PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports ~~si:~:-~~r ~~;;~~:~d; it~ ;¼I Segundo, California 

COMMENT 109 

ANONYMOUS7 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

L rKt?t 

{). 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 66, 110 





 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 

 COMMENTS 65, 67, 98 

Dear FAA, 

I have lived in the valley for over 30 years and when I first moved here there were maybe 
4-6 planes landing a day through the corridor that runs west to east between V anowen 
and Sherman Way. Today sometimes there are 4-6 planes every ten minutes. They used 
to stop by 8:00 p.m. and start again at 6:00 a.m. Today there are planes still landing well 
into the midnight hour, and the massive freight planes (UPS & FedEx) usually start 
between 4:00-4:30 a.m. This is unacceptable! When they changed the shared flight route 
for the landing, I went and expressed my concerns and felt very alone because not too 
many people knew about the change that was coming. The last sounds I hear as I am 
trying to go to sleep is airplane noise and it's the first thing in the morning . . .  usually 
waking me up at 4:30. 

With the new proposed takeoff route my house is now not only affected by the landing 
noise and pollution but now I am directly under the takeoff pattern. I (my neighborhood) 
am getting a double dose of both. My nervous system is on overwhelm from both the 
landing and taking off of planes now. 

So when I heard that the Bob Hope Burbank airport is now also working on expanding 
the airport, I am horrified at the prospect of there being even more air traffic flying 
overhead and landing throughout the day and night. This is unhealthy for all of us - both 
emotionally, as well as physically. Whether people are aware of it or not, this constant 
(usually tuned out) noise chips away at our nervous systems, our quality of sleep, and 
impacts our lungs and heart health. This puts especially our youth at higher risk for health 
problems as there are many schools now being impacted as well. The exhaust from jet 
fuel has been linked to many health-related issues. Our property values are being strongly 
affected by the airport's flight traffic as well as the environmental impact on the wildlife 
and animals over the Santa Monica mountain range. 

I also realized that since they changed the landing flight pattern I have developed a 
tremor in my body, which may or may not be related to my exposure to jet fuel exhaust, 
or impaired sleep patterns? Who knows? However, as an investigative health and 
environmental writer, based on several of the studies I found, I believe there could be a 
link because I did develop it with the increase of air traffic over my house. In any event, I 
am really upset and have been for years that the FAA flew under the radar in making 
these unacceptable changes without extensive transparency to those who would be 
impacted by the changes. The residents of the San Fernando Valley deserve better - the 
quality of life we signed up for when we purchased our homes: a safe place that offered 
us a QUIET, healthful and sustainable environment for our families and wildlife. Enough 
is enough! 

Respectfully, 
Kathy Amos . -
VanNuys,CA 9/tfO.:!JM'.· 818� 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 
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Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 

Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

'4 D)-S \ J., t-S\ \ kJ As¼J 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENT 111 



  

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: , 

... ' 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 

Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the 
March 1, 2019. 

e EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 

Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 90, 160 
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COMMENTS 65, 69, 70, 71, 112 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 

(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 

Airport. 

Comments: 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 

necessary. 

Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 

March 1, 2019. 

Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 

information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 

personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 

can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 

information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 

Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 

District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 

90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 
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Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

L/t.5 3 S·tcotS6~ ~ 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 65, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 112 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

I I • 
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Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 

Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENT 42 



 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: ., 
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Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 

Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 67, 71, 72, 73 



 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

A 1RP0R.i Fvt1/'b,; ? 
5 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 161, 162, 163 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments. 
,....-,r 

V 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 71, 113 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: I) 
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Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 

Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through S·:OO PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

 COMMENTS 65, 114 



   

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 

Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 
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;Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5':00 PM PST on , 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, add e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 43, 60, 95, 101, 115, 148 



1. lmpnci Analysis 

a. NEPA rcguil'cs fodei-al agencies to account l'or all 11::asonahly forcsccahlc direct~ indirect, and 

cumulative impacts of a proposed project. Here-' the impact analysis must account for the 

reasonably fo-re~eeable poss1 biHty that the replacement ienninaJ ·- W1 th its expanded an1enities 

and increased efficienc:y -will result in increased depa1tures and anivals at BUR even ifthe 

11umber or terminal g8.LeS rem aim'.i cons lant. 

b. The impact analysis must use mt appropriate haseline. In developing the baseline, the FAA 
should account fol' the foct that (i) the Metroplex NEPA mm1ysis did not c1ddress Lhe actual 

depurh.uie routes currenUy flown at RUK and (ii) the number and routing ol'BUR dep8.ttures 

remains irl flux. Pre-Mdroplex c:onditions the:re fcwe provide the most appropli~e und e<J.UHab]e 

haseline againsl whi c.:: h to measure projeel itnpads. 

c. To acc~l'aLely 8.ddreS8 the signHkanl noise issues at BUR- which wiJl be h, lensi:fied hy tl,e 

new terr:njnal and supporting infra.'1.ttuctme - the EIS must in6orporate and address the 

following: 

• Impacts ou all noise-sensitive land uses, iucluding schools, parks~open space~ preserves. 

historic resources~ and others. 

• Unique topography, includin& in particular_, the hiUs and canyons soul.h or the airport 
• Single-event noise measurements. 

• Cali ro1nia and federa1 TlOtse metrics. 

• The likelihood that aircraft will not adhere to published departure and arrival routes 

d. N.EPA requires federal agencies to address the cumulative impacts of Lhe.i.r proposed projects 

together with other past~ present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions. Here, the impacn; o C 

the terminal replucemi;.nt projec:t musl be con.<:.ic:lered cumulatively with at least the following: 

• The ::Metroplex project 

• Changes to, and eventual closure of, SMO. including relocation of some 8MO operations 

to other area facilities. 

• Changes in operations and mutes at VNY 

• Propo8ed open SIDs for OROSZ 3 and SUPP 2 al BlJR 

https://replucemi;.nt


2. Alternatives and Mitigation 

a. NEPA's implementing regulations require lhe FAA to ''!igorously explore and objectively 
evaluate all reasonable alternatives," and state that this analysis must be "the heart'' ofthe EIS. 
The regulwons fmther provide that the alternatives evaluated should be based on the affected 
environment and the environmental consequences of the proposed action. Because noise is one 
ofthe most signilkant impacl~ at BUR, the FAA must muke a good-faith effort to identify 
allematives that would decrease noise impacts in sumiunding communities. Those alternatives 
should include, but muy not be limited In, the following: 

• Alte111atives involving lime-of-day restrictions 
• Alternatives involving changes to departure and/or arrival routes, including changes that 

would keep departures over the Highway 101 corridor 
• Additional procedures allowing different take-off and landing collfigurations under 

ccitain meteorological circumstances 
., Alternatives restoring pre-Metroplex mutes 

b. We unde1·stand thal some ulternatives may be outside the sole jtu-isdiction ofthe FAA. But 
!hat fact does not preclude their consideration in the Rl8. On the contrary, NEPA requires the 
FAA to fully consider alternatives lhat mayrequire planning and approval hy otl1er agencies, 

c. An EIS mu.~! folly evaluate measures to help mitigate the potential impacts ofa proposed 
pmject. Noise mitigation is especially important here. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

Comments are no h / 1te to ti1 orm. ease attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

). 

COMMENTS 71, 74, 95, 102 



 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 

Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: s: / /:'I 1 
C e e l'e tnew tH..!:::. lM(ac,p , ca Pl. 

Comments on the scope of the EIS ke accepted through 5:;00 PM PST on , 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 141, 149 



 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. /_;J , /}) J , . · ·"\ 

Name: rf!J, Cd;: /C,1_} 
Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

, Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepteH through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 98, 103 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 
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lo~ k . ,.,.__.,\- ~ ~ , J_¼- ;s )-~~ 
¼\.,_.~ \,No'< .:.. <-- 0-. Y': cA ~ fl l ~ ::---C. "' , W c, ,_.,.__ \._ ~ v'\ t-..r e_,,... s -, 

\.J...J\ · · - 1...... '. v"c___\· u.- '-> <- , 1,, o.J r ~ ..., e,___ t ~ 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 75, 150, 158 



 

• 
. 
. 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 
hJ. ·To/uu~ ta/ee C± 9/~tJ'L 
1<7 e.- 1DZ- X S(e @__ ;_t) I. C ~ 07 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENT 98 



 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 

necessary. · ~ j f Cl <(J L. 
Name: '- ( fy 'J),\' ~ CJ, f, 
Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENT 98 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

~ 

Comments a e not limited to this form. Please attach any1d 
necessary. 

Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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COMMENTS 60, 101 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 

(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 

Airport. 

Comments: 

-� ............ / s--��_.,..._.....____""""'-----'--.........._��-----�-____._--'--...,....__.......___ / 
�\(\{t{w t ;>\(] ce, 

cf--.U ( � � \ nvov-U- Py VlP l J-e O ("' v\ / \ --Sens i-b' vr,, � � set-, O O l.J ) 

p0 ✓ le: _5 �t!]k:, locJY ko lfk WI \ cl U :fv 1 � 1 s--l-7n c., Ye � o tAC 069'.,. 
� \Avi1 1,\A.Q 

7 
+o \?09,0::ph� '1c 6--h'1�o {},=¼-=' W 1-+h -+he h, \U � c?,\/\j'0/IJ

1C(ef\ k� 01 h 0:;pe u, Ot \ l t5 QW J; h Vt. C:Ve,� S0\/\+h ?)< dtY- 01 t vrw-f . 

�<, �·avv p(o)_eu-- 0t I ov10 VvHl, tY\e_fro � LR')(_ - �e1c_,+- c¥0 � ch7v--g&:: 
1 

__ \;..:.V'_��=..;.,..,.L-:0 0 _4 O ¼::..:.--l-0-_,......;...i.,;,.,,;;..:Yr..:..;.,. _:..J,1,,,�--a.-- V�f\J ..;..· _4--_..:..t...l......--+'-=-Yb�...;;o�J�:;:;__-,4,- h:..:.v". _.:;;;.._ .:.,_Yi:.......; ..:.;...;. --= ...,;,,,,..i. 
5 l J> -t« 6 ecSZ. '.3 ,-.j..- 0\..A Pf'Z. e bV-ef2... 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 

necessary. 

Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5':00 PM PST on 
I 

March 1, 2019. 

Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 

information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 

personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 

can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 

information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 

Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 

District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 

90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comm~ s: 

f . 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENT 112 



 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 65, 73 



 

WHAT TO DO ABOUT BURBANK AIRPORT 

REAL AND ACHIEVABLE SOLUTIONS TO THE NOISE 
AND POLLUTION AFFECTING THE SAN FERNANDO 

VALLEY 

SOLUTION # 1: HAVE PLANES TAKE OFF NORTH ON 
RUNWAY33 

SOLUTION # 2: HAVE PLANES TAKE OFF WEST ON 
RUNWAY26 

II 

UUtl(?i :,f- A:f~i TO R\JN'.'lAY UOS.::tN('; Cl.fAU~4<'.f!i. 

1 RfAf~CK Cf AH a..uNwA·flt:)l~NG -~51ll:1JC1J:JNS ti; c£Gu,if1' 

FROM: FEDERICO FIGUS, FIGUSF@YAHOO.COM 

COMMENT 77 



PREMISE 
Going back to pre next-gen departure routes will not solve our problem with noise and 
pollution out of Burbank airport (KBUR) - the time from takeoff to when aircraft meet up 
with OROSZ and SLAPP waypoints will continue to adversely impact our communities 

DEPARTURE PROCEDURES 
More dispersed departure procedures rather than the concentrated, funnel like ones of­
fered by next-gen would be offset by up to 300 departures from runway 15 South when 
a planned new terminal is built 

This is a vast increase from the current 160/180 jets taking off from runway 15 and 
over the east valley 

Runway 15 has a max capacity of 960 takeoffs per 24 hr period (average of 1.5 
min./Aircraft to clear runway 15). This is if no other operations but takeoffs were allowed 
at the airport. 

Currently jets make up 32% of total operations. This number could easily reach 45/50% 
with the planned expansion 

Plans for the new terminal have stalled; the cities of Glendale and Pasadena want a 23 
gate terminal while Burbank wants to limit it to 14 gates and have the power to veto any 
future expansion; but it's only a matter of time before the expansion becomes a reality 

SOLUTION# 1 
Insist on departures north on runway 33, heading 270 degrees as per FAA RNAV de­
parture bulletin 

SAFER 

It's a known fact that the current terminal is dangerously close to runway 15 South, at 
200 feet, with jets taking off at 200 mph 

Aircraft taking off north on 33 would clear the terminal early at lower and consequently 
safer speeds · 

Runway 33 is in full compliance with all FAA departure procedures 

• long enough at 6880 feet, 

• A300's and 737's can easily takeoff from 33 

• runway slope is 1.2 % , well below the 2 % recommended maximum slope 
allowance for runways 

• no major obstacles north of runway 33 - safer route in case of a catastrophic 
event such as the loss of an engine 



• The 5 freeway offers a natural noise corridor 

• Historically, winds at KBUR are between 5 and 7 mph (3/5 knots) well below the 
max tail winds of 10 knots recommended by the FAA 

MORE EFFICIENT 

80 to 90% of departures from KBUR head north to meet up with waypoints OROSZ and 
SLAPP, which are 23 to 28 miles north of KBUR 

Departing from 33 would allow aircraft to join up with the above waypoints sooner, thus 
saving fuel 

Arrivals on runway 08 would land more safely 

SOLUTION# 2 

Departures from runway 26 and arrivals on runway 15 

This is a viable alternative, but only after completion of the new terminal as the current 
terminal is parallel to runway 08/26 at less than 200 feet 

ISSUES 

The airport authority says that runway 08, which runs east as opposed to 26 that runs 
west, is the only one with a precision landing system, so it's ideally suited for arrivals. 
Next-gen will make the system obsolete, so that would pave the way for potentially using 
26 for takeoffs west and then north 

Further studies would need to be done to make sure runway 08/26 is long enough for 
takeoffs. 

Under the FAA's AIP (airport improvement program), KBUR could request funding for the 
extension of the runway 

CONCLUSION 

If most flights are heading north, then they should take off north. Further more, the Bur­
bank Glendale Pasadena airport authority should not be allowed to put people's lives in 
danger for another 5 to 7 years while a new terminal is being built 



 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 
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Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 

Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5':00 PM PST on , 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: .. 

\Vl\~ \ ~ etLA obvious vcolc:uhox af uUr-

Comments are not limited to this form. 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

se attach any additio 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

I .... 

W. 
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The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: , 
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 COMMENTS 52, 65, 73, 98 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
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I C:. 

necessary. 

Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 

March 1, 2019. 

Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 

information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 

personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 

can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 

information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 

Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 

District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 

90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 
Comments: 
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Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 
Comments: 
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Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

i 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5':00 PM PST on , 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address1 e-mail address1 or other personal identifying 
information in your comment1 be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information 1 we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing 1 Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600 1 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo 1 California 
90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 
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Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENT 118 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 
. Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 

(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 

Airport. 

Comments: 

, 
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Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 

necessary. 

Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS Will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 

March 1, 2019. 

Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 

information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 

personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 

can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 

information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 

Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 

District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 

90245. 
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ORAL COMMENT SIGN-UP FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

To provide a comment to the stenographer this evening, please complete this form and 
provide to staff at the meeting. 

Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 

COMMENT 120 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets a~ V)~ 

• ~ ~ ~~N~ necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 
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City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on f 
March 1, 2019. -rz> ("" 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying ·\ \ sJen:1 \/1'i'. 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your J 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENT 112, 115 



  

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 
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Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 

0('. 

necessary. 

Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

~c;lt\k_ -
)!ov1 ) 

, 

Email: fl,,\~ So C . rr. 
Comments on the scope the EIS will be accepted through 51:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 43, 60, 65, 78, 95, 101, 112, 115, 148 
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Notes/ Talking Points for .S,6{;/. ff,CE>W\�\A.�Janu�\9, l<d9 BUR Terminal Replacement Scoping Meeting C BW\ 

1. Impact Analysis 

a. NEPA requires federal agencies to account for all reasonably foreseeable direct, indirect, and 
cumulative impacts of a proposed project. Here, the impact analysis must account for the 
reasonably foreseeable possibility that the replacement terminal - with its expanded amenities 
and increased efficiency -will result in increased departures and anivals at BUR even if the 
number of terminal gates remains constant. 

b. The impact analysis must use an appropriate baseline. In developing the baseline, the FAA 
should account for the fact that (i) the Metroplex NEPA analysis did not address the actual 
depmture routes currently flown at BUR; and (ii) the number and routing of BUR departures 
remains in flux. Pre-Metroplex conditions therefore provide the most appropriate and equitable 
baseline against which to measure project impacts. 

c. To accurately address the significant noise issues at BUR- which will be intensified by the 
new terminal and supporting infrastructure - the EIS must incorporate and address the 
following: 

• Impacts on all noise-sensitive land uses, including schools, parks, open space, preserves, 
historic resources, and others. 

• Unique topography, including, in particular, the hills and canyons south of the airport. 
• Single-event noise measurements. 
• California and federal noise metrics. 
• The likelihood that aircraft will not adhere to published depmture and mTival routes 

d. NEPA requires federal agencies to address the cumulative impacts of their proposed projects 
together with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions. Here, the impacts of 
the terminal replacement project must be considered cumulatively with at least the following: 

• The Metroplex project 
• Changes to, and eventual closure of, SMO, including relocation of some SMO operations 

to other area facilities. 
• Changes in operations and routes at VNY 
• Proposed open SIDs for OROSZ 3 and SLAPP 2 at BUR 



l&vvi ~ . ~ V21/\1 
2. Alf,emativ«audMiliga~m, Oe1\~5~~~ff· 
a. NEPA' s imp lementiog ,·egulations require the FAA l<> "rigorouslylxplore and objective1y C6v\ll 
evaluate all reasonab1e altemativest and state lhal this unalys1s must be .. the heart" of the EIS. 

The rngu1ations further provide that the alterim:tives evaluated shou1d be based on the affected 

environment and the environmental consequences Mthe proposed actio11. Hecause noise is one 
or the most sign_i ficanl impa~l~ at BUR. the FA A must make a good-faith effor~ W ide:nli fy 
alternatives that would dec11::.ise noise impad'i in surrounding communities. TI1ose alternatives 

should include, hut may nol be limi led to, the [hllowing: 

• Alternatives involving time~of-day restrictions 

• Alternatives involving cJmnges to depruturc and/or arrival routes~includjng'changes that 

would keep depruturcs over the Highway 101 corridor 

• Additional procedures allowing different taJce~off and landing configurations under 

certain meteorological circumstances 

• A lten1ative~ resto,ing pre-Metroplex mule~ 

b. We understand that .some altemati ve.s. may lie outside the so le jwisdiction of the FAA. Rut 
that foct doe.:j not precludf their consideml.ion in U1e EIS. On the. qmtrary, NEPA requires the 

FAA to fully consider alternatives Ulai may require phmning Md approval by other agende:,. 

c. An EJS nrnst fuHy evaluate measures Co help mitigate the potential impaLis ofa proposed 
project Noise mitigation is espedaliy important here , 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 31/e.,l{(Y')ferJ o(t/J.5 1 /crl j'( 4"2-3 
Email: 0 IJ:J G-8, \J@ .S c:z,;':i9: (, 1 R fl , tC OIY) 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENT 75 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

' 
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5
:n~ are n~ed ~- Please attach any additional shee~ .at­

~~~~:~te, Zip: ~~f ~ ~ ,,,o" i',;L 
Email:~tF~~~\\. ('ct...-, /, 
Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 66, 79, 98 



 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 
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Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

; 
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Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 53, 82, 142 



  

  
 

 
 

  
 

 
 

 

  
 

  
 

 
 

 
 

 

  
 

 
 

  
 

 

  
 

 
 

COMMENTS 51, 54, 61, 73, 75, 80 

Current Issues Related to Flight Path Changes From Burbank 
Airport: 

* The new flight path now flies directly over our house, at all times of day 
and night. We have logged 180 flights per day (and counting), even at 
2:30am, 3:30am, 4:30am, 5:30 and 6:30am. From roughly 6:45am 
onward, flights are frequently less than 1 minute apart. 

* As I sit and type at this moment, the overhead flights are actually 
overlapping one another. There have been times when I've gone outside 
to look and seen a jetliner flying directly overhead, with a helicopter 
flying beneath it in the opposite direction. The safety factor alone in that 
visual is incredibly anxiety-provoking. 

* We have clocked some flights flying as low as 600 feet!! We can clearly 
read the airline name and trademark along the side of the aircraft. 

* An avid recreational and commuting cyclist, I have had to curtail my 
cycling time outdoors due to the development of severe asthma resulting 
from the high volume of jet fuel particulates both immediately over and 
around our home, as well as throughout the affected areas where we 
previously enjoyed cycling (Griffith Park, LA River Bike Path, Glendale 
Narrows, Studio City, Cahuenga Pass, Mulholland Drive, Sherman 
Oaks, etc.). 

* The constant, intense noise pollution makes being at home, which 
should always be one's safe haven, at times nearly unbearable because 
there is no way to escape it (even wearing noise cancelling 
headphones.) 

* Home prices will be/are being adversely affected and could ultimately 
result in either literally being unable to sell, or having to sell our home for 
far less than its value and worth due to this issue. 

* The very fact that this plan was implemented with Zero involvement of 
the affected communities, let alone any advance warning that it was 
about to happen, speaks loud and clear to a complete disregard for a 
community and its residents and the resulting effects are destroying the 

1 



unauthorized procedurest proposed procedures, and nearby flight paths 
from Van N uys Ajrport and other SoCal Metroplex Airports. 

* BUR proposed procedures SL.APP TWO and OROSZ THREE would 
make permanent the current, path that FANBUR began vectoring in 
March 2017, without notice or environmental study l over the affected 
areas. 

* Van Nuys Airport (VNY) has increased the number of departures by 
35% since 2016 and has moved their path HARYS TWO south and east 
(with institution of waypoint PRRRY) to traverse the same portion of the 
Santa Monica Mountains that BUR currentty impacts by vector and that 
the proposed procedures SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE will 
continue to impact. 

* Both BUR and VNY estimate a projected 15% increase per year jn air 
traffict which will contribute significantly to the current air noise over the 
affected areas. 

* Santa Monica Airport (SMO) shortened it's runway in 2017 significantly 
reducing the air traffic out of that airport and causing more traffic to be 
routed to both VNY and BUR, thereby contributing to the cumulative 
impacts in the affected areas. SMO's complete closure is scheduled to 
occur in 2028 and wiU further increase the traffic! along wrth air and 
noise poHution, in the affected areas. 

Health and Safety Impacts: 

• The new, more efficient terminal witl increase the already burdensome 
negative health and safety impacts from constant low-flying jets over 
elevated terrain that degrade air quarity and cause serious health 
problems including heart disease. It will also increase disruption to our 
schools. 

3 



* Consider relocation of airport to less populated area. 

,a&t/ZL !Jg,jf_ 'Jtt~~ 
Marykar~rris 
Homeowner and 21-Year Studio City Resident 
4227A Colfax Avenue 
Studio City, CA 91604 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Commen1:iw> µ pu1u2__ Caululb/c E 

Comments are not l"mited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENT 144 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 
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Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 

Name: -

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENT 75 
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COMMENT 55 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 
Comments: 

J I 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 

necessary. 

Name: 
Address: 
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Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 

March 1, 2019. 

Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

\ 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the sco e of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 65, 97 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 
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Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 65, 112 



   

 

COMMENTS 65, 112 

We are categorically NOT in favor of Burbank's replacement terminal unless the airport permanently 

reverts its take-off and landing flight patterns to the pre-Next Gen paths. 

We live in Sherman Oaks right next to a school. So much about Burbank Airport's new Next Gen flights 

paths defy common sense - perhaps, most importantly, the safety and quality of these school children's 

experience. Further, the FAA and Burbank Airport appear to be denying that these flights are actually 

flying so low over our homes and schools. We invite them to our house to experience the loud noise 

and disruption. 

Moreover, our 2-year old now refuses to play in her own backyard because of the low-flying, loud planes 

that fly directly over our home literally every 3 minutes. How sad is it that a child who is just learning to 

communicate actually knows how to point to the backyard and say "Too loud! Too loud!"? 

If we had wanted to trade lower property values for constant low-flying plane disturbances, we would 

have purchased a home by the airport. But we didn't. We specifically sought the solace of our 

neighborhood, and now it's like we live next door to an airport. This has caused a major disturbance to 

our lives at all hours of the day and night, and has made our daily lives virtually untenable. We can't 

even watch television or sleep in our home with the doors and windows closed without being constantly 

disturbed by low-flying planes. 

Do not let Burbank Airport expand or replace its terminal until the pre-Next Gen flight paths for take-off 

and landing have been restored. 

Richard Hull 

Sherman Oaks, CA 91423 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 
J:,_i ( 
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Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

l~Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 98, 121, 122, 168 



 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 

Airport. , l( 
Commentf / '( J_. 4 
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Comments are not limited to .. · th·: fo. rm. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. ,,. 1 

Name: !) : ,~! , 

Address: 

City I State, Zip: 

Email: 

. 
Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5':00 PM PST on , 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name 1 address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information 1 we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing 1 Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank 11 

Airport. 

Comments: 
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Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as ~-f ~t .. 
necessary. Clo(,,,(_ 
Name: C -IN~ b,,(b/~L 
Address: Po d_ Ba,,c I S-3 7._ µ 
City, State, Zip: s+; l\O uT:j 0 qt & 14- {?S-'32- ~~l'l~ 
Email: I'}. c{Q5M/ 
Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on (JY'CA-. 

March 1, 2019. · flc,0-il .. ~ 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying o-1r p~ 
information in your comment, be qdvised that your entire comment - including your ~ 

personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you ~I, 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying C 1st. 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. O 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports . Also 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California J
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Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport -( 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project ~ t{ \l+5 
Environmental Impact Statement l • 

~ 

COMMENT FORw-1 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Com~nts: . 

'1/Lf ~ !~ /j'J~~ f 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 

Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

~ ~ 
Comments are not limited to 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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Current Issues Related to Flight Path Changes From Burbank 
Airport: 

* The new flight path now flies directly over our house, at all times of day 
and night. We have logged 180 flights per day (and counting), even at 
2:30am, 3:30am, 4:30am, 5:30 and 6:30am. From roughly 6:45am 
onward, flights are frequently less than 1 minute apart. 

* It is virtually impossible to fall asleep before midnight without being 
awakened by aircraft flying overhead, we are regularly awakened 
throughout the night, and our mornings begin by being awakened 
between 5:30am and 6:30am as flights steadily increase in frequency 
throughout the day and into the evening. I begin every day angry at the 
disruption of sleep and of our lives. We can no longer enjoy sitting 
outside on our patio due to the unrelenting noise and pollution of aircraft 
passing above us. We cannot leave our windows open. If we 
experience 20 minutes of quiet between the hours of 6:30am and 
10:30pm we count ourselves lucky. 

* We have clocked some flights flying as low as 600 feet!! We can clearly 
read the airline name and trademark along the side of the aircraft. 

* The constant, intense noise pollution makes being at home, which 
should always be one's safe haven, often nearly unbearable because 
the noise is constant and there is no way to escape it (even wearing 
noise cancelling headphones and/or earplugs.) Nor can we escape by 
leaving the house: go for a hike or a bicycle ride anywhere in the 
neighborhood or nearby parks, the planes are still constantly there, and 
even louder because there are no walls, roofs or windows to even 
partially mute the noise;· go to a restaurant, coffee shop, bar, grocery 
store, the constant aircraft noise is still there as you bike, walk or drive to 
your destination and while you are in the establishment. Hell hath no 
escape. 

* Home prices will be/are being adversely affected and could ultimately 
result in either literally being unable to sell, or having to sell our home for 
far less than its value and worth due to this issue. We are facing the 
very real threat of being forced to move to maintain our physical and 

1 
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will allow for improved operation efficiency and larger aircraft, thereby 
increasing cumulative impacts on the affected areas. 

Other Cumulative Future Impacts: 

• The expansion must not be considered in a vacuum. It must be 
considered along with all other cumulative impacts such as the current, 
unauthorized procedures, proposed procedures, and nearby flight paths 
from Van Nuys Airport and other SoCal Metroplex Airparts. 

* BUR proposed procedures SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE would 
make permanent the current, path that FAA/BUR began vectoring in 
March 2017, without notice or environmental study, over the affected 
areas. 

* Van Nuys Airport (VNY) has increased the number of departures by 
35% since 2016 and has moved their path HARYS TWO south and east 
(with institution of waypoint PRRRY) to traverse the same portion of the 
Santa Monica Mountains that BUR currently impacts by vector and that 
the proposed procedures SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE will 
continue to impact. 

* Both BUR and VNY estimate a projected 15% increase per year in air 
traffic, which will contribute significantly to the current air noise over the 
affected areas. 

* Santa Monica Airport (SMO) shortened it's runway in 2017 significantly 
reducing the air traffic out of that airport and causing more traffic to be 
routed to both VNY and BUR, thereby contributing to the cumulative 
impacts in the affected areas. SMO's complete closure is scheduled to 
occur in 2028 and will further increase the traffic, along with air and 
noise pollution, in the affected areas. 

3 



noise and pollution. Los Angeles receives all the negative impacts with 
no reward or profit. 

* Restore the historical 6-mile wide flight path, proven safe for decades. 

* Consider multiple tracks and alternate tracks in ALL directions. We 
have witnessed successful northern departures by all jets, as well as 
eastern departures. 

* Consider relocation of airport to less populated area . 

• /- . ; ,;;7· /' . . 0/"' 
. / -~ / . . / . 

r/· //~-~>:;;~.//__--. ---------
L.. 1.~ ~ (.....---- ~ 

David A. Kimball 
Homeowner and 21-Year Studio City Resident 
4227 A Colfax Avenue 
Studio City, CA 91604 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 
Comments: 

r111 :> 
I 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

I , 

I ' l I . 
(v. /1/,:; JC711zl;zc-C /I 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be maii'ed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENT 145 



 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. . (I 
Comments: . ~i,'{Jv\Y'\S\O 

J. know. Tut Na+ C-eh ~rogrq,n ~ 1hr, bu~t'l~ firpoc1: A.ar.e two 
d,ffireAt ,~S\AR,\)~ut as :±ht ocw a,v-oort :termio0IC \?ecom-e tAp&oAe__d 
CM~ O)D'f< '. . . ' . \ ½e. :\Yaf6'c' ~\() \\s;Uf, 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: ~~r,l~p q·E 
Email: {t ·~ Sex,(~ OU,t \oo\c. com 
Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

ou( ( 

f-

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time . While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 

necessary. ~ /1. 
Name: 'JI.Vt/) /-.111/J b .zfLe 
Address: ~,if!-~ 
City, State, Zip: ~~ 
Email: MidPa.J~tW/, ~ 
Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

.......... ~~u.i...i..-;~u....:..........,:i~...i......;;;;;...__~~~=--.1..1,,1..1,,~~~ ...... ""'-'-l,j:......l,.___,..~~~b~o(f~cds 
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Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 

Name: ~exe'{Y\'"'I L-.. )~ 
Address: \YL\S L/ li/ol'1Etjc, Jr, 
City,State,Zip: Sb?sro11 Y) [JoJ:,c;; CA Q}~Z3? 
Ema ii : Je.:e@.::i:bW, \ l, ~,. W;, \ • Lf/1'.\') 

Comments on the scope of the EIS wil~e accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

~ 
Comments: 

~ 
() 

md th ~,. ii cYwfZod Ji., I;. 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 
'~Ju t\_J -v h u,, 1 I'\ , (./J A,,r e,, abl c'..- -tD Ck __.yh tS -r I ( 5t~ 

~ 'ff\OJ\.J lt /tf(,1'--:t ~ :hf? .- h '--.,--f -+-v ~(_ l--es..S \N'.A-\ B c~ (p '\ 
Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 
5-hA 1 u ~ c::;,,,-&j I <Dcj 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 

Name: 

Address: 

City, State 1 Zip: 

Email: 
{ 

,Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5':00 PM PST on 
' March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name 1 address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office LAX-600 1 777 S. Aviation Boulevard 1 Suite 150, El Segundo 1 California 
90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

---_-,I-. 

Comments a e not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 'Y,~<?~ , Q57v/ 

Comments on the scope of: e EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

cm CQ IL--f ra--Jecl O...(J;?ct..S 
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Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 

Name: ~S ha.Jt,].O)'\._ 11 as+ 
Address: i L-f y;Ljl-( Q,· cJc.e.,ns §>~. (J__rLLJ 2.D{e 
City, State, Zip: 0Y\_Q(ffi(L(\ C)a..__/cs) Cit ?Llf-03 
Ema ii: @]&\),:;(?@ ~ Aa.AJI... l if ~ cw rma cY I (?_ O(Yl, 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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January 29, 2019 BUR Terminal Replacement Scoping Meeting 

1. Impact Analysis 

a. NEPA requires federal agencies to account for all reasonably foreseeable direct, indirect, and 
cumulative impacts of a proposed project. Here, the impact analysis must account for the 
reasonably foreseeable possibility that the replacement terminal - with its expanded amenities 
and increased efficiency -will result in increased departures and arrivals at BUR even if the 
number of terminal gates remains constant. 

b. The impact analysis must use an appropriate baseline. In developing the baseline, the FAA 
should account for the fact that (i) the Metroplex NEPA analysis did not address the actual 
departure routes cunently flown at BUR; and (ii) the number and routing of BUR departures 
remains in flux. Pre-Metroplex conditions therefore provide tl1e most appropriate and equitable 
baseline against which to measure project impacts. 

c. To accurately address the significant noise issues at BUR-which will be intensified by the 
new terminal and suppmting infrastructure - the EIS must incorporate and address the 
following: 

• Impacts on all noise-sensitive land uses, including schools, parks, open space, preserves, 
historic resources, and others. : 

• Unique topography, including, in particular, the hills and canyons south of the airp01t. 

• Single-event noise measurements. 

• California and federal noise metrics. 

• The likelihood that aircraft will not adhere to published depaiture and arrival routes 

d. NEPA requires federal agencies to address the cumulative impacts of their proposed projects 
together with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions. Here, the impacts of 
the terminal replacement project must be considered cumulatively with at least the following: 

• The Metroplex project 

• Changes to, and eventual closure of, SMO, including relocation of some SMO operations 
to other ai·ea facilities. 

• Changes in operations and routes at VNY 

• Proposed open SIDs for OROSZ 3 and SLAPP 2 at BUR 

COMMENTS 
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2. Alternatives and Mitigfltion 

a. NEPA's implementing regulations require the FAAto "rigorously explore and objectively 

evaluate fillreasonable alternatives/' and state that this analysis must be ulhe hca1f' of the EIS. 
The regulations fi.uthcr provide that the alternatives evaluated shoul<l be based on the affected 

environment and the cnvimn.tncntal consequences of the proposed action. 1Jcca11sc noise is one 

of the most significant impacts at BUR, the FAA must make a good-faith eff01t to identify 

alternatives that would decrease noise impacts in srn:rotmding communities. Those alternatives 

should include, but may not be limited to, the following: 

• Afte.rnativcs involving ti.me-of-day restrictions 

• Alternatives involving changes to departure and/ot· an-i.val routes~ including changes that 

would keep departures over the Highway 101 corridor 

• Additional procedures aUow:ing different cake-off and landing configurations under 

CeHuin tnettoTOlogicaJ drcurnstunces. 

• Alternatives resiodng pre-Metmplex rouLes 

b. We understand lhat some alternatives may be outside the sole jurisdiction oflhc FAA. But 

that fa ct does not preclude their consideration 1n the ElS. On the contrary. NEPA requires the 

FAA Lo fully consider alternatives that may require planning and approval by other agencies. 

c_ An EIS mu.-;l l'ully evaluate measure,., to help mitig1:1te the potential imp1:1c.ts of .a proposed 

project. Noise mitigation is especial1y important here. 

-

https://imp1:1c.ts
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. () orJ vU //-

Name: 'Tep I¾ /h /'9- T k"/? /41# 

Address: s o/ ~ / .c-·,,,, ;;( y /J r'. 
' City, State, Zip: 5 1-r~ /2 /'fl µjr,J 011- l= .. 5 

Email: I a:> e:z Cl2 >< L s I X , C '-"'/f11 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 47, 70, 71, 75, 129 



 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope .. Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Co 

..,.._.....__._,.........,-s=-,,.........-,,... ......... .,,-1:.,.,_ ........ ...__ ____________ - __ __,..____ f 
:> 
,, 

m1!:1f}i~I mcru Jedi diitn . A{; ;f/t;tcfff[/! 11 W/li(j 
Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 

Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

i 

Comments on the ope of the EIS will be accepted through 5':00 PM PST on , 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 48, 130, 154 



 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

~5~~~~~ ~ ::;s!worJ ~~-
. --r¼ 4 

--~=-=-.;;,~___,l,,:i;,:_..;;_....,..-+--~.--~--;..._.;:,,,......:..;..;.,.;..,¥;,-,;;.:....,..;;;;;....i....___,:~..;..:;.;~;_,......:1:;;;..,...;;..__...; '?r~ 

~o 
~~;..,..;...:....;;;.--1-___.,.;..._......1.,......,._.,__:.,.,...~~....;....--=:,_-=~...:..;::;;;:;...:,.,...._~-__,;;;;,~;,...;....~-...... _ (~ 

u.,~' WI ~~"~ ~ 
\ 0,1 ~ •. o--:>" L•~~ ) ~V\~ 

Comments c\re n~hmited to this ~m. ~l~!!se attach.,..a~y ac!4iti~nal sheets e 
necessary. ~ C~Y'<'0\~{\"·~5~- +"-' f--{\D ~ ~ ~ ~ \I'°') e--v--

~O\,J ~d-'( .I.~~--!-
Na me: \) L, b :-)9> ~ • 

Address: J\ 2.-o\ f::-~ s'\-· 
City, State, Zip: 4' \ \o O -z__ . 
Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 65, 131 



 

Alden Melbourne 

12225 Laurel Terrace Dr 

Studio City, CA 91604 

Cumulative Future Impacts Directly Resulting From New Terminal: 

* It has already been determined by an independent analysis conducted 
by Landrum & Brown that the flight paths out of Burbank Airport (BUR) 
shifted south in a concentrated path over the hillside communities of 
Studio City, Sherman Oaks, and Encino, and the protected 4(f) Santa 
Monica Mountains (Affected Areas). This change in flight track occurred 
without notice or environmental study. 

* The new Terminal will increase efficiency, leading to a greater number 
of flights and larger jets. The proposed "Replacement Terminal" at BUR 
will contribute significantly to increased cumulative impacts on the 
affected areas. 

* In their operations meeting on November 5, 2018, BUR estimated that 
the new terminal would cost $1.24 billion, significantly increased from the 
originally estimated $400 million. They proposed that they would be in 
"lockstep" with the airlines they serve in order to increase revenue to pay 
for the new heightened cost of the terminal. To increase revenue, they 
must increase capacity by bringing in more passengers on larger jets. 
Larger, heavier jets will make slower turns driving the aircraft even 
further south, thereby contributing to increased future cumulative 
impacts and danger to the affected_ areas. 

* The expansion of airside facilities such as the construction of a new 
413,000 square foot aircraft ramp and the extension of Taxiway A and C 
will allow for improved operation efficiency and larger aircraft, thereby 
increasing cumulative impacts on the affected areas. 

Other Cumulative Future Impacts: 

* The expansion must not be considered in a vacuum. It must be 
considered along with all other cumulative impacts such as the current, 

COMMENTS 45, 51, 61, 63, 85, 87, 132, 155, 158, 164, 165 



unauthorized procedures~ proposed procedures, and nearby flight paths 
from Van Nuys Airport and other SoCal Metroplex Airports. 

( 

* BUR proposed procedures SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE would 
make permane~t the current, path that FANBUR began vectoring in 
March 2017 1 without notice or environ men ta I study! over the affected 
2'reas. ( 

* Van N uys Airport (VNY) has increased the number of departures by 
35% si nee 2016 and has moved therr path HA RYS TWO south and east 
(with institution of waypoint PRRRY) to traverse the same portion of the 
Santa Monica Mountains that BUR currently impacts by vectorand that 
the proposed procedures S LAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE will 
continue to impact. 

* Both BUR and VNY estimate a projected 15% increase per year in air 
traffic 1 which wil I contribute significantly to the current air noise over the 
affected areas. 

* Santa Monica Airport (SMO) shortened it's runway tn 2017 significantly 
reducing the air traffic out of that airport and causing more traffic to be 
routed to both VNY and BUR, thereby contributing to the cumulative 
impacts in the affected areas. SMO's complete closure is scheduled to 
occur in 2028 and will further increase the traffic, along with air and 
noise pollution, in the affected areas. · 

Health and Safety Impacts~ 

* The new l more efficient terminal wil I increase the al ready burdensome 
negative health and safety impacts from constant low-flying jets over 
elevated terrain that degrade air qua I ity and cause serious hea Ith 
problems including heart disease. It will also increase disruption to our 
schools. 

Economic Im pacts: 



* The new, more efficient terminal wil I increase the economic loss 
already suffered by our local businesses and fi Im industry. Home values 
have also been impacted and are on the decline. 

Impacts to Protected 4(f) Parkland: 

* The new, more efficient term inal will further degrade our pubJic 
parklands - our quiet refuge from noisy city I ife. It wil I negatively impact 
the already dwindling wildlife and increase fire risk in an area where 
ingress and egress by emergency vehicles is severely limited. 

Construction Environmental Im pacts: 

* Residents near the airport and along the soi I export route have grave 
concerns about vast amounts of contaminated soils traversing their 
neighborhoods, potentially exposing them to dangerous materials. 
Resjdents near the airport have concerns about the growth of the airport 
as wel I as increased traffic, and air pollution from traffic. 

Alternatives: 

If BUR wants to build a new terminal, other alternatives must be 
considered such as: 

* Stopping the export of noise and negative impacts to Los Angeles . 
Reroute the flights over Burbank, Glendale. and Pasadena. They are 
reaping the profits from the airport but are not sharing in ANY of the air 
noise and pollution. Los Angeles receives all the negative impacts with 
no reward or profit. 

* Restore the historical 6-m ile wide flight path, proven safe for decades. 

* Consider multiple tracks and alternate tracks in ALL directions. We 
have witnessed successful northern departures by au jets, as well as 
eastern departures. 

* Consider re~c~!i9'1.,,of airport to less po~ulated area. 
s;1,,.t : 11«.{JV 1 / z. 'f ; Zo If'! 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

~k\ ~ V21& ~II 
s;, tp 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

~/)/V¼ l/~J 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 65, 75, 82, 146 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

I see Ir rr/✓<::/tcr 1 ~ 11/o 
_, 
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Comrflents are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

/dd4 6 6?✓"4 GJ~vcrih-1✓ 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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ORAL COMMENT SIGN-UP FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

To provide a comment to the stenographer this evening, please complete this form and 
~ provide to staff at the meeting. / _ ~ 

0 \ \r-0L A-\ ~ f'.-0~ c:>v1. ~ 
Name: ~\;.SL 

O 
\- 1/ -1-_ :£1::'£ 6 Y2- , £) -~ 

~V---._~1-...);__y__ _ ~ (X.. ~~, w ~ r;Ta Address: 

City,State,Zip: 9re~V'v-(;:___ · ;~ c.· -\-<...,e...A. C2 c u 'tc·ct,<-,.CQ ~-+\ 
S-A\/'E.\)t='o~'J\/l-[__@- ~ &{e_, c__o~ ,\Je._c..~) "30 Email: 

~ \: 
Before ind 1ding your name, address-, e-mail address, or other personal identifying \ /\;1~~ 

information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your -v 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 

COMMENT 91 



 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: -~---~~~......--; -1-+ 
--~-...,:...-...:..,..i....:...:.;.i.;....i~"--,U,..1/-~-;;..i;;...;:.,w-.,_;;...~ - f') ! 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

Fi.,- J f ~ A J C 1v, ah Q.._>.ec.,,AI VO. J. CJ wi 

-.J.--

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 

Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 
Co ents: 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 

Name: H--e~ l<()bb 
Address: ~2-0Q ~ ~ ~ 
City, State, Zip: .. '1"Rb; ~ ,~w 
Email: V1 e,~+i4 of'. {QJ,,k @ J dVJt>O · ( om 
Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Commentsi 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 

Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment including your 
personal identifying information may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard 1 Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENT 65 



 

   

  

 

  
  

 

 

{cn1J 

COMMENTS 57, 59, 88, 98, 158, 166, 169 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

.. Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 
Comments: 
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Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 

necessary. 

Name: 
Address: ( p 32z .S-Wf c:Ld� 4 P'n :S:t--
City, State, Zip: ,I..) , fr 9/ (qoI 
Email: -el::Ave1,,1 >p @ryma,-I. C<2klc 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 

March 1, 2019. 

Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 



 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(~IS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood BurbankJ 

Airport. /L. /J , ;) ll 0 ~ _!\ ~-' X _s- /f C-DAJ c£ f-, rJ I 
Com~nts: /1 1 IM ro \J {IU'fV rJ 
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Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any a 1t1ona shee 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 
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Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire c6mment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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FAA comments 

1/29/19 

I strongly oppose the new terminal expansion and the new flight paths. 

The new, more efficient terminal will further degrade our public parklands- our quiet refuge from noisy 
city life. It will negatively impact the already dwindling wildlife and increase fire risk in an area where 
ingress and egress by emergency vehicles is severely limited. 

If BUR wants to build a new terminal, other alternatives must be considered such as: 

* Stopping the export of noise and negative impacts to Los Angeles. Reroute the flights over Burbank, 
Glendale, and Pasadena. They are reaping the profits from the airport but are not sharing in ANY of the 
air noise and pollution. Los Angeles receives all the negative impacts with no reward or profit. 

* Restore the historical 6-mile wide flight path, proven safe for decades. 

* Consider multiple tracks and alternate tracks in ALL directions. We have witnessed successful northern 
departures by all jets, as well as eastern departures. 

* Consider relocation of airport to less populated area. 

Thank you, 

Name: Selina Thomasian 
Address: 4312 Rhodes Avenue, Studio City, CA 91604 
Telephone: 818-421-6139 
Email: shartonians@gmail.com 

COMMENTS 45, 47, 63, 112 



  

FAA comments 

1/29/19 

I strongly oppose the new terminal expansion and the new flight paths. 

It has already been determined by an independent analysis conducted by Landrum & Brown that the 
flight paths out of Burbank Airport (BUR) shifted south in a concentrated path over the hillside 
communities of Studio City, Sherman Oaks, and Encino, and the protected 4(f) Santa Monica Mountains 
(Affected Areas). This change in flight track occurred without notice or environmental study. 

In their operations meeting on November 5, 2018, BUR estimated that the new terminal would cost 
$1.24 billion, significantly increased from the originally estimated $400 million. They proposed that they 
would be in "lockstep" with the airlines they serve in order to increase revenue to pay for the new 
heightened cost of the terminal. To increase revenue, they must increase capacity by bringing in more 
passengers on larger jets. Larger, heavier jets will make slower turns driving the aircraft even further 
s~uth, thereby contributing to increased future cumulative impacts and danger to the affected areas. 

The community, including its residents and businesses, has suffered tremendous economic and 
environmental losses, which will only be further exacerbated by this expansion. This situation is a true 
crisis and needs to be STOPPED. 

Thank you, 

Name: Selina Thomasian 
Address: 4312 Rhodes Avenue, Studio City, CA 91604 
Telephone: 818-421-6139 
Email: shartonians@gmail.com 

COMMENTS 85, 132, 164 



  

FAA comments 

1/29/19 

I strongly oppose the new terminal expansion and the new flight paths. 

It has already been determined by an independent analysis conducted by Landrum & Brown that the 
flight paths out of Burbank Airport (BUR) shifted south in a concentrated path over the hillside 
communities of Studio City, Sherman Oaks, and Encino, and the protected 4(f) Santa Monica Mountains 
(Affected Areas). This change in flight track occurred without notice or environmental study. 

In their operations meeting on November 5, 2018, BUR estimated that the new terminal would cost 
$1.24 billion, significantly increased from the originally estimated $400 million. They proposed that they 
would be in "lockstep" with the airlines they serve in order to increase revenue to pay for the new 
heightened cost of the terminal. To increase revenue, they must increase capacity by bringing in more 
passengers on larger jets. Larger, heavier jets will make slower turns driving the aircraft even further 
south, thereby contributing to increased future cumulative impacts and danger to the affected areas. 

The community, including its residents and businesses, has suffered tremendous economic and 
environmental losses, which will only be further exacerbated by this expansion. This situation is a true 
crisis and needs to be STOPPED. 

Thank you, 

Name: Shant Thomasian 
Address: 4312 Rhodes Avenue, Studio City, CA 91604 
Telephone: 818-744-9530 
Ema ii: sthomasian@gmail.com 

COMMENTS 85, 132, 164 



 

FAA comments 

1/29/19 

I strongly oppose the new terminal expansion and the new flight paths. 

The new, more efficient terminal will further degrade our public parklands - our quiet refuge from noisy 
city life. It will negatively impact the already dwindling wildlife and increase fire risk in an area where 
ingress and egress by emergency vehicles is severely limited. 

If BUR wants to build a new terminal, other alternatives must be considered such as: 

* Stopping the export of noise and negative impacts to Los Angeles. Reroute the flights over Burbank, 
Glendale, and Pasadena. They are reaping the profits from the airport but are not sharing in ANY of the 
air noise and pollution. Los Angeles receives all the negative impacts with no reward or profit 

* Restore the historical 6-mile wide flight path, proven safe for decades. 

* Consider multiple tracks and alternate tracks in ALL directions. We have witnessed successful northern 
departures by all jets, as well as eastern departures. 

* Consider relocation of airport to less populated area. 

Thank you, 

Name: Shant Thomasian 
Address: 4312 Rhodes Avenue, Studio City, CA 91604 
Telephone: 818-744-9530 
Email: sthomasian@gmail.com 

COMMENTS 45, 47, 63, 112 



 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

· Comments: . . 

Y- f?.arwil hm rct'i-'10 /IS of .//l(!,{i) ~~ s{w,,d-wt.L[>J k,:;,s 
170 ~~~ :to ~ 0<U oaJ S, . . 
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Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 65, 73, 107, 137 



 

• 
COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 
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Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 73, 75, 138, 153 
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COMMENTS 62, 108 

• 
COMMENT FORM 

. 
Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

. 
. 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 

(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 

Airport. 

Comments: 
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Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 

necessary. 

Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 

March 1, 2019. 

Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 

information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 

personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 

can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 

information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 

Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 

District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 

90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 
Comments: 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENT 147 



 

Burbank Airport Expansion Comment 01/29/2019 

Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager 
Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

I live in Studio City, underneath the narrowed flightpath the jets from Burbank Airport 
have been using for over the past year and a half. There is absolutely no way that I can 
support any modification of Burbank Airport (Bur) without the Airport Authority first 
dealing with the FAA regarding sharing the noise over our communities, effectively 
rolling back the NextGen approach to a more broad flight path plan. 

It has already been determined by an independent analysis conducted by Landrum & 
Brown that the flight paths out of Burbank Airport (BUR) shifted south in a concentrated 
path over the hillside communities of Studio City, Sherman Oaks, and Encino, and the 
protected 4(f) Santa Monica Mountains (Affected Areas). This change in flight track 
occurred without notice or environmental study. 

The new Terminal will increase efficiency, leading to a greater number of flights and 
larger jets. The proposed "Replacement Terminal" at BUR will contribute significantly 
to increased cumulative impacts on the affected areas. 

In their operations meeting on November 5, 2018, BUR estimated that the new 
terminal would cost $1.24 billion, significantly increased from the originally estimated 
$400 million. They proposed that they would be in "lockstep" with the airlines they serve 
in order to increase revenue to pay for the new heightened cost of the terminal. To 
increase revenue, they must increase capacity by bringing in more passengers on larger 
jets. Larger, heavier jets will make slower turns driving the aircraft even further south, 
thereby contributing to increased future cumulative impacts and danger to the affected 
areas. 

The expansion of airside facilities such as the construction of a new 413,000 square 
foot aircraft ramp and the extension of Taxiway A and C will allow for improved operation 
efficiency and larger aircraft, thereby increasing cumulative impacts on the affected 
areas. 

This all points to our communities under the current flightpaths to be victims of all of 
this increased activity and without a change in approach by the FAA regarding 
flightpaths, you will be destroying our children's and our quality of life. 

John Van Tongeren 
12248 Viewcrest Rd 

. Studio City, Ca. 91604 

li;C ~02 Vi@ '-<A\400. ~ 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope 11 Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

cofh";~ S\!\,cw l J -b &oJ 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 

Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

r 

i 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will• be accepted through 51:00 PM PST on , 
March 1r 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 
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Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: Gu, bht (4- '1h-o I 
> 

Email: ( i,Jlb7 /..,I31-(?/'1'Ph.6c, •co----.. 
2 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 

..........,a_f"./.s 

Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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� 

-

> � 

-
+-' 

� 
� 

-� 

� � 

� � 

� � 

� 

Vl "'O 
c tl.O 

C 

ro 
tl.O 

E � Vl 

QJ I.... 

C C 

+-' :J 

:J "'O 

S 0 

� "'O C 

ro ro 

I.... 

Vl 
QJ>I.... 
QJ -1--'Vl I ,._ Vl ro "'O,._ -1,,,.J ro +--> 

!ii- :J ro aJ ro 
tl.O ..c +-' s0 C +-' ro ,._ 
Vl tl.() 0 0 

C +-' c.. 
tl.O �·­!ii-·-

ro 

+-'
Vl 

:J ·;:: ..c <( 
ro 

..0 a.. >- +-' Vl +-' I.... 
*ro QJ>� tl.O I.... 0 

C 0 a.. "'O C * ..c I.... CC > I.... 

cu � "'O ro 
C 

ro :J -o ro >­
+-' V, u <( Vl ro 

C QJ '"_§:-�- ..t+-->· ·c 
C 

QJ 
...Q ro 

-· -aJ-�-
C 

-
"�!i,._ o E

I.... 
Vl 

-

0. ro 
::::s +-' +-' +-' C I....::::s 

a..
V) QJ

+-' cc QJ ro 

co "'O C <(
ro SE QJ 

II +-' QJ ..c C QJ
C""O 

..c Vl C +-' QJ 
> "'O cu =, a.. C +-' 

0 
"'O 

QJ u +-' ro I....E ..c ro CC CVl 

0 
ro 

0 a.. QJ
E 

ro +-' ro ,._ 
tl.O u u ..0 C 9-C

$ !,,,_ aJ ro ro ro QJ 
+-' +-' 0::: CI.... 

*
..c+-' Vl 

C 

-

+-->
u

C ro 
0 +-'4-

ro 
"'O QJ

E � 
:J QJ a.. u ..c I.... u QJ +-'
Vl 

Cro
$ QJ CI.... I.... 

u ro
0 

ro -oa:: I.... 2 
\,9 QJ..c CaJ I� 0..c 

z ro 

I 
ro ·;; +-' =, a.. 

co uua.. · Ca.. "'O ro 0ro +-' !,,,_ QJ QJ ..0
I.... t0 Vl >-

C 
CC >-Vl C:J +-' +-' 

a:;�
0 0

E- 0
QJ CO CC Vl e- 0ro 

t 
uI 

CI.... a.. 
0 "'O E�

0 ·;; "'O 
·-QJ QJ Ero 

!ii- ro oC +-'-1-,J C4- :J u QJ C

l9 
s a.. 

a.. u 0 ro a:: C ro QJ
Vl C:J +-' 0 - +-' ..0

I.... 
=, O �co 0 QJ C >­!,,,_ ro C ..0

I.... <( 
!..,;,., 

:J a.. 00I.... ..0 -1-,J QJ
+-' - co U) 4-

;_c 
ro ro

E0ro
> 

uQJI.... 1U -o
0w ·;; 0 -2 "'O ·;:: w ..c 

+-' 0 
0ro QJ

+-' a.. _J 

QJ +-' t; QJ ro ..c Vl ..c rl >-..o 
+-' +-' QJ QJ I.... - tl.O C tl.O QJ tl.O I 0

Cl/) 0 I.... ..c C C :r: ·-
ro +-' Vl0 tl.O C C ·u :J tl.O

QJ QJ ro +-' C 
4-QJ ..c �C Vl 

I.... :J 
QJ -+-' QJ N
·-

..0 u 0tl.O Vl :J tl.O QI.... C U Vl C

·-

ro 
-1,,,.J C Vl +-'

Vl QJ ..c Vl C E 
QJ u 

� :J C 
tiI.... 

0 0C .;; ro :r: u 
..c u QJ

Vl..0
I.... 

C:J 4-
aJ ro Qa.. QJ..c+-->co Q 0 ro 

) 

- -





Recycled 
mate ria Is used 
durTng 
con st ruction 

MaxTmized 
natural light 

Dedicated 
recycling areas 

■ Electric 
charging 
stations 

■ LEED 
Certification 

• Solar shading • Low-fl,ow 

areas/ roofs infrastructure 

• Alternative • Porous 
energy sources pavements 
tor vehicles 
and alrline • N on-p ota ble 
equipment water for 

1nigation/ 
• LED ltghth1g vehicle 

wash es/ toBets 
• Mandatory 

appliance .. Storm water 
efficiencies catch basin 

filters 

■ Hydration 
stations 

• Blo- • Green roofs • 
degradable/ denial design 
compostable • Drought 
food service resistant crops ■ Zero/low 
materials volatile organic 

compounds in 
■ Waste cleaning 

recycling and materfals/ 
composting paints 
including 
source • Eliminate or 
separation minimize 

refrigerant gas 
• Waste leakage 

reduction 
policies ■ Avoid ozone 

depleting HCFC 

• Sound barriers 





J 





J 







 

• 
COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 

Name: 

Address: L\'l.b:JS Q;,--:\(2("" fo'-0k 
City,State,Zip: JcA\ (A C\~loOL 
Email: [ e.,uee,J4 xi:oZ--:SL<S @> 'F~oo .. ( Qt'-'\ 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 65, 67, 75, 156 



 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 
Comments: 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 

Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

i 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5':00 PM PST on , 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing 1 Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 1501 El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

(\:; 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 

Name: 

Address: 

City1 State 1 Zip: 

Email: 

i 

,Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5':00 PM PST on , 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address1 e-mail address1 or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENT 167 
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COMMENTS 89, 92 

. 
Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 
Proposed Replacement Terminal Project • 

COMMENT FORM 

. 

Environmental Impact Statement 
Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

vJl ar,e__ o;-nce-v::Ni a1ho ctf 'f-ha D-ii.er 2 0 

('G{IVLOf/iV) I
Comments are not I- - to t h-_1s form. Please attach any add" - I h1m1ted 1t1ona s. eets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Bouleva�d, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 



 

 

 

COMMENTS 139, 153 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 
Comments: . _- ��), 'ti C/9f)(1!,J�J M � 

�· 

Med e/'/11�;,, 

= ;;: 1�1\ D= (&> � (= czf.lovJ :£ r g ·t vJc/ea Re 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 

necessary. 

Name: 
Address: 
City, State, Zip: 
Email: s f"""'-Gi Q a a.. h0o. c; OM ' 
Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 51:00 PM PST on 
, 
March 1, 2019. 

Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 



 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: .. 
Ju_ 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

MIJ-TT/1-ElU YE_])J.. I~ 
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Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Pu~lic Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

~ •~ (um,~ 1--- ~I '£ 1,J, cZ,,~ hr 4{r, ~ 

_,,,---- /VC.tA'-' ✓~e;..,,I<½ 18~--{t'.\t;.., 
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Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENT 67 



  

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 
Comments: 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 

Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

' 
Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 51:00 PM PST on , 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

COMMENTS 43, 60, 95, 101, 115, 148 



Notes I Talking Points for 

January 29, 2019 BUR Terminal Replacen1ent Scoping Meeting 

1. Irup~ ct Analysis 

a. NEPA requires federal agencies to account for all reasonab]y foresceuble direct. indirect. and 

curnulatJve imp,acts of a propo~ed project. Here. the impact analysis must account for the 

reasotllfbly foreseeable possibility that the replacement tem1inal -with its expanded amenities 

and increased efficiency ~will result 1n increased dcpa1tures and arrivals at BUR evm /{the 

number of terminal gates remains constant. 

b. The jrnpacl artaly!iis mu.st use ,m appropriate baseline. Tn deveJoping the baseline, the FM 

should account for the fact that (i) the Mctropkx NEPA analysis did not addres~ the acmal 

departure routes currently :flown at BUR; and (ii) the number and routing ofBUR departures 

r~mains in flux . Pre-Metroplcx conditions therefore provide the most appropriate and equitable 

haseJine Ub'1linst which to meusure project impacts. 

c, To accurately address the significant noise issues at B UR· - which wil1 be inicnsific.d by U1e 

new te1minal and suppmting inftastrncture - the EIS must incoiporate and address the 

following: 

• Impacts on al11toise~sensitive land uses} incl udi11g sc.:hool s, paTl<s~open space. pTeserves, 

hi sl01~c reso urre~, and others, 

• Unique topography. incJuding, jn particular, the hills and canyons south of the airpo11. 

• Single-event Hoise meusujsements. 

• California and federal noise metrics. 

• The likeHhood that aircraft will not adhere to published departure and arrival routes 

d. NEPA requires federal agcndcs to address the cumulative impacts or· their proposed projet:ts 

together with other past~ present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions. Here> the im pacts of 

the te.111u.nal replacement project must be considered cumulatively with at least the follovl-'ing: 

• The Metroplcx project 

• Cha11ges to~ and tWentual closure of) SMO~ in duding relocation of some SMO operations 

to oiher area lacilfties. 

• Change~ in opera.lions andmutes at VNY 

• Proposed open SIDs for OROSZ 3 and SLAPP 2 at llUR 



2. Alternatives and Mitigation 

a. NEPA 's implementing regulations regu.ire the FA.A to nrigorously explore ,cind objectively 

evaluate ,a/Lreasonablc alternatives:,, and state that this analysis must be ,ithe heart'I of the EIS. 

The regulations further provide that the alternatives evaluated should be based on the affected 

environment and the environmental consequences of the proposed action. Because noitie i-s one 

of the 111osl significant impacts at BUR, the FAA must make a good-faith effort to identify 

allernaLives that would decrease noise impacts in .surrounding communities. TI1ose alternatives 

.should includeJbut may not be 1imited to, the foJlowing : 

• Alternatives involv ing time~of-day restrictions 

• Alternatives involving changes to departure ~11d/or tmival routes, induding c:hanges (hat 

wou]d keep departutes over the Highway 101 coni<lo1· 

• Additional procedures allowing different take"off and landing configurations u11der 
ce11ain meteorological circumstances 

• A]tcrnative.s restoring prc-Metroplex routes 

b. We undet.stan<l that some aJteniatives. may be outside tl1e .so1e jurisdiction of the FAA. .But 

that fact do cs not prcc1ude theil' consi drmtion in the ElS. Oit the contrary , NEPA requires the 

FAA to fuUy consider a1ternatives that may require planning and approval by other agencies. 

c. Atl EIS must fully evaluate tncasutes to help mitigate the potential impacts of a pi"oposed 

project Noise mitigation i.s especially impo1tant here. 



 

Cumulative Future Impacts Directly Resulting From New Terminal: 

* It has already been determined by an independent analysis conducted by Landrum & Brown 
that the flight paths out of Burbank Airport (BUR) shifted south in a concentrated path over the 
hillside communities of Studio City, Sherman Oaks, and Encino, and the protected 4(f) Santa 
Monica Mountains {Affected Areas). This change in flight track occurred without notice or 
environmental study. 

* The new Terminal will increase efficiency, leading to a greater number of flights and larger jets. 
The proposed "Replacement Terminal" at BUR will contribute significantly to increased cumulative 
impacts on the affected areas. 

* In their operations meeting on November 5, 2018, BUR estimated that the new terminal would 
cost $1.24 billion, significantly increased from the originally estimated $400 million. They 
proposed that they would be in "lockstep" with the airlines they serve in order to increase revenue 
to pay for the new heightened cost of the terminal. To increase revenue, they must increase 
capacity by bringing in more passengers on larger jets. Larger, heavier jets will make slower turns 
driving the aircraft even further south, thereby contributing to increased future cumulative impacts 
and danger to the affected areas. 

* The expansion of airside facilities such as the construction of a new 413,000 square foot aircraft 
ramp and the extension of Taxiway A and C will allow for improved operation efficiency and larger 
aircraft, thereby increasing cumulative impacts on the affected areas. 

Other Cumulative Future Impacts: 

* The expansion must not be considered in a vacuum. It must be considered along with all other 
cumulative impacts such as the current, unauthorized procedures, proposed procedures, and 
nearby flight paths from Van Nuys Airport and other SoCal Metroplex Airports. 

* BUR proposed procedures SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE would make permanent the 
current, path that FAA/BUR began vectoring in March 2017, without notice or environmental 
study, over the affected areas. 

* Van Nuys Airport (VNY) has increased the number of departures by 35% since 2016 and has 
moved their path HA RYS TWO south and east (with institution of waypoint PARRY) to traverse 
the same portion of the Santa Monica Mountains that BUR currently impacts by vectorand that 
the proposed procedures SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE will continue to impact. 

* Both BUR and VNY estimate a projected 15% increase per year in air traffic, which will 
contribute significantly to the current air noise over the affected areas. 

* Santa Monica Airport (SMO) shortened it's runway in 2017 significantly reducing the air traffic 
out of that airport and causing more traffic to be routed to both VNY and BUR, thereby 
contributing to the cumulative impacts in the affected areas. SMO's complete closure is 
scheduled to occur in 2028 and will further increase the traffic, along with air and noise pollution, 
in the affected areas. 

COMMENTS 45, 51, 61, 63, 85, 87, 132, 153, 155, 158, 164, 165 



  
 

 
 

  
 

  
 

 

  
 

 
 

  
 

 
 

  

  
 

  

Health and Safety Impacts: 

* The new, more efficient tenninal will increase the already burdensome negative health and
safety impacts from constant, low-flying jets over elevated terrain that degrade air quality and
cause serious health problems including heart disease. It will also increase disruption to our
schools.

Economic Impacts: 

* The new, more efficient tenninal will increase the economic loss already suffered by our local
businesses and film industry. Home values have also been impacted and are on the decline.

Impacts to Protected 4(f) Parkland: 

* The new, more efficient terminal will further degrade our public parklands - our quiet refuge
from noisy city life. It will negatively impact the already dwindling wildlife and increase fire risk in
an area where ingress and egress by emergency vehicles is severely limited.

Construction Environmental Impacts: 

* Residents near the airport and along the soil export route have grave concerns about vast
amounts of contaminated soils traversing their neighborhoods, potentially exposing them to
dangerous materials. Residents near the airport have concerns about the growth of the airport, as
well as increased traffic, and air pollution from traffic.

Alternatives: 

If BUR wants to build a new terminal, other alternatives must be considered such as: 

* Stopping the export of noise and negative impacts to Los Angeles. Reroute the flights over
Burbank, Glendale, and Pasadena. They are reaping the profits from the airport but are not
sharing in ANY of the air noise and pollution. Los Angeles receives all the negative impacts with
no reward or profit

* Restore the historical 6-mile wide flight path, proven safe for decades.

* Consider multiple tracks and alternate tracks in ALL directions. We have witnessed successful
northern departures by all jets, as well as eastern departures.

* Consider relocation of airport to less populated area.

Sincerely, 

4 
Mary Zakrasek 
3729 Ventura Canyon Avenue 
Sherman Oaks, CA 



A P P E N D I X  B  –  S C O P I N G  R E P O R T  

Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport B-338 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project Draft EIS 

 Public Comments from Individuals 

The following individuals submitted written comments during the 30-day 

scoping comment period, excluding the comments from the workshops. 

Heidi Abra 

Natalie Adomian 

Karen Ahearn 

Michelle Allen 

Michael Alti 

Andros 

Kathy Arnos 

Rodolfo Artavia 

Lucie & Chris Ayres 

Craig B. 

Robert Baer 

Stephanie Baio 

Steven Baio 

Eden Banas 

Ratziel Bander 

William Beauter 

Susan Schwartz Berton 

Kimberly Biddle 

Darin Birchler 

Joelle Birnberg and Alexander Braunstein 

Charles Boyd 

Charles Boyd (separate letter) 

Dana Boyd 

Dana Boyd (separate letter) 

Linda Branca 

Jon Brouse 

Patty Burnsle 



A P P E N D I X  B  –  S C O P I N G  R E P O R T  

Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport B-339 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project Draft EIS 

Troy Carter 

Linda Clarke 

Linda Clarke (separate letter) 

Daniel Cohen 

Meredith Collier 

Lynn Crosswaite 

Roslyn Dahl 

Daniel DeVincentis 

William DeWitt III 

Julia Doty 

Kevin Doty 

Max Eisenberg 

Sherri Elkaim 

Ayelet Feig 

Rachel Feser 

Michael Fields 

Michele Florman and Steven Florman 

Michele Florman 

Andrea Francola 

Alex Gary 

Philip Gerson 

Jean-Pierre Geuens 

Catherine A. Gibbons  

Jane Goe 

Lisa Goldberg 

Jon Gordon 

Judy Gordon 

Susan Graber 

R. Greene 

Clarisse and Doug Hamblin 



A P P E N D I X  B  –  S C O P I N G  R E P O R T  

Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport B-340 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project Draft EIS 

Samantha and Colin Hanks 

Melissa Hanson 

Shelby Huston Haro 

Diane Hart 

Debra and Craig Harwin 

Vicky Herman 

James P. Higgins 

Jim Houghton 

Richard Hull 

Richard Hull (separate letter) 

Alex Intelligator 

Seth Joel 

Lorraine Johnson 

Josh Justman 

Francie Kaplan 

Linda Chaman Katiraei 

Doron Kauper  

Doron Kauper (separate letter) 

Rosemarie Thomas Kauper 

Rose Kauper 

Kevin Keegan, Julie Keegan, Olivia Keegan, Jessica Keegan 

Kathy Kelada 

David A. Kimball 

David A. Kimball (separate letter) 

Matt Labate 

Diane Laney 

Ken and Michelene Laski 

Oliver Latsch and Paul Latsch 

Elinor and Thomas Lenehen 

Deirdre Lenihan 



A P P E N D I X  B  –  S C O P I N G  R E P O R T  

Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport B-341 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project Draft EIS 

Gary Lewis 

J.D. Lobue 

Janet S. Loeb 

Marla London 

Deborah Lorenz 

Phyllis Lovit 

Roy S. Lyons 

Roy S. Lyons (separate letter) 

Eric McConnell 

Heidi MacKay 

Benjamin Marsh 

Donna Materna 

Tom Materna 

Tom Materna (separate letter) 

Jeanne McConnell 

Susan McGuire and Nicholas Stein 

Susan McGuire and Nicholas Stein (separate letter) 

Eric McLeod 

Eric McLeod (separate letter 1) 

Eric McLeod (separate letter 2) 

Eric McLeod (separate letter 3) 

Eric McLeod (separate letter 4) 

Eric McLeod (separate letter 5) 

Eric McLeod (separate letter 6) 

Eric McLeod (separate letter 7) 

Eric McLeod (separate letter 8) 

Jennifer Messer 

Stephanie Michels 

Louis Milito 

Jonathan, Hanna & Henry Milgrom 



A P P E N D I X  B  –  S C O P I N G  R E P O R T  

Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport B-342 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project Draft EIS 

Sean Miller 

Ray Neapolitan 

Jessica Neyer 

Mark Ormandy 

Bud Ovrum 

Renee Palyo 

Todd Peart 

Del Persinger 

Leslie Poliak 

Caroline Rankin 

Charles Reed 

Catherine Reisinger 

L. Rittenberg 

Eric Robinson 

Jeff Rohde 

Larry Rybacki 

Dr. Dennis Saffro 

Pamela Scharlach 

Brent Schenk 

Monique Schenk 

Catherine Schick 

Laura Scuticchio 

Andrea and Michael Sher 

Barbara Shore 

Barbara Shore (separate letter) 

Helene Shoval 

Ron Shulem 

Dennis & Annette Skinner 

Jay Sonbolian 

Leon Sturman 



A P P E N D I X  B  –  S C O P I N G  R E P O R T  

Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport B-343 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project Draft EIS 

Jennifer Sunderland 

Julie Sweeney 

Geraldine Symon 

Kristen Tarnol 

Talin Tenley 

Eric Theiss 

Rosemarie Thomas 

Shant & Selina Thomasian 

Melish Thompson 

Leah Tighe 

Rachel Tobias 

John Van Tongeren  

John Van Tongeren (separate letter 1) 

John Van Tongeren (separate letter 2) 

Cindy Ware 

Kenneth Weatherwax 

Renee Weber 

Matthew Yedlin 

Guido Zwicker 

 

Copies of these comments are provided on the following pages. 

 



 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

To the FAA/Burbank Airport, 

By 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Studio City and am one of many people 
suffering under the flight paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental study. The 
flight paths have seriously disrupted my life and my work. 

It's difficult to describe just how devastating these new flight paths have been to our lives. The jets fly directly 
over my home at very low altitudes, a home that is in no way built to withstand the noise and thunderous 
shaking from the constant barrage of jets. There is never a day off from the noise. Last Thanksgiving, 
Christmas, New Years Day, all lovely holidays that were nightmares for our family_ Jets arriving directly over 
our home into Burbank Airport every couple of minutes apart at 1,600 feet altitude. We live in the hills, so 
that places the jets 1 ,000 feet above our heads. 

We now cannot sleep through the night, the jets start by 6am and don't end until past 11 pm, and there are 
still jets throughout the night. We can't open our windows or sit outside to enjoy the nice weather on our 
patio. The anxiety and stress we are feeling is affecting every area of our lives and health. My 76-year-old 
mother lives next door to me and is devastated that her quiet beautiful yard she has cultivated to enjoy in her 
retirement is now a living hell of jet noise. 

Let me be clear, we are not talking about the occasional jet over head; we are talking about a barrage of jets 
every 2 minutes directly over our home. 17 hours a day, 365 days a year. No holiday breaks, no weekend 
breaks, its NEVER ENDING. I have attached a small sample of Arrivals over my home so you can see how 
long and how close these jets are. Try to imagine this happening over your home, over the home of your 
loved ones. It's DEVESATING. WE DID NOT MOVE NEAR THE AIRPORT, THE AIRPORT MOVED OVER 
US! NOT ACCEPATBLE! 

When I invested in my neighborhood 10 years ago, we had only occasional, insignificant air traffic. Now, the 
noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night 
from BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with the higher elevation ef our hmside, and canyon 
acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 
seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal 
expansion because that will further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to 
the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa Monica Mountains National 
Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis 
of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is endangering our protected parkland 
and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, 
more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our protected 
parkland! 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of our local economy. The current 
unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of 
people who work in the film industry. Home values are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by 

Comments 289, 299, 300, 338, 339, 340, 390, 
391, 392, 393, 478, 479, 481 



hundretJs of millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the 
monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City of Los Angeles. 

The FAA must move the paths before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the 
replacement terminal at BUR. 

::;:;::~ 1 \ J 
11365 Sunshine Terrace ~ ~--"-c.~--
Studio City, CA 91604 
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Complaints (5 most recent) 

Stall.ls Detemme Airport Type Operator Flight A/CType Operation Dist (mij I Alt {ft) 

Februa,y 06, 2019 20:2!; -

Februaty 06, 2019 20:23 -

February06.201920:l6 -

Februa,y 06. 2019 20'.lO -

Februaty Oli, 2019 19:5S 

KBUA 

KBUR 

KBUA 

KBUA 

KBUR 

Commercial 

Commercial 

Commercial 

Commercial 

Commercial 

Southwest Airline• 

Alaska Alrtines 

Southwest Airlines 

Southwest Alrtines 

SWA1460 

SKW'J349 

SWA790 

SWA1396 

SWA1363 

8738 

E170 

8738 

B737 

B737 

Arrival -0.3/ 1925 

Arrival 0.19/ 1800 

Arrival 0.27 / 1875 

Arrival 0.65 12000 

Arrival 4.11/1000 

}/e1r;1; A-b,z0i 
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- ....-.~·•·-"""' ---- -----~w.-....... 
Februa!y06, 2019 20:16 KBUR Commercial SWA790 N8689C Arrival 0.27 / 1875 

February 06, 2019 20:10 · KBUR Commercial SWA1396 Arrival 0.65 / 2000 

'.:I February 06, 2019 19:55 KBUR Commercial SWA1363 N498WN Arrival 4.11/1000 

February 06. 201919:45 KBUA Helicopter N661PD N661PD Unknown 4.77 / 1050 

.. February 06, 2018 19:40 KBUR Commercial SWA498 N770SA Arrival 0.16 / 1850 

February 06, 2019 19:31 KBUR Commercial 

February 06, 201919:30 KBUR Commercial N661FE Departure 4.88 / 925 

February 06, 2019 19:26 KBUR Commercial SKW5233 N915SW Arrival 0.29/2000-
Febn.1111y 06, 2019 19:21 KBUR Commercial 

. February 06. 2019 19:09 . KBUR General Aviation N73262 N73282 Unknown 1.98 / 1625 

~ ~ February 06, 201919:06 KBUR General Aviation N811FS Arrival 0.7 / 1700 

February 06, 2019 19:03 KBUR Commercial SWA626 Arrival 0.34/2000 

February 06, 2019 19:01 KBUR Business Aviation N100ES NlOOES Arrival 0.14 / 2200 

February 06. 2019 18:58 KBUR Commercial JBU2358 N607JB Departure 0.81 13350 

February 06, 2019 18:48 KBUR Commercial SKW5318 N465SW Arrival 0.27 / 1900 

February 06, 2019 17:52 KBUR Commercial JSX174 N253JX Arrival 0.35 / 1600 

February 06, 2019 17:50 KBUR Commercial CFSS7693 N919FX Unknown 3.52 /6800 

February 06, 2019 17:47 KBUR General Aviation PCM7694 N744FX Arrival 3.28/6700 

February 06, 2019 17:45 KBUR Helicopter N221LA N221LA Unknown 0.24 / 1200 



February 06, 2019 17:12 KBUR Business Aviation N76RP N76RP Arrival 0.39 / 1900 

El February 06, 2019 17:1 0 KBUR Commercial SWA2143 N7827A Arrival 0.25 / 1875 

February 06, 2019 17:06 KBUR Commercial SWA483 N929WN Arrival 0.23 / 1850 

February 06, 2019 16:34 KBUR Commercial FDX3154 N657FE Arrival 0.14 1 1925 

February 06, 2019 16:30 KBUR Business Aviation N2N N2N Arrival 0.42 / 2000 

February 06. 2019 16:15 KBUR Commercial SKW5342 N466SW Arrival 0.25 / 2125 

February 06, 2019 16:12 KBUR Commercial SWA509 N244WN Arrival 0.19 / 1950 

February 06, 2019 16:10 KBUR General Aviation N739YZ N739YZ Unknown 4.34 / 1800 

February 06, 2019 16:07 KBUR Commercial SWA2056 N714CB Arrival 0.19 / 1925 

Febr\Jary 06, 201916:02 KBUR Commercial SKW4167 N258SY Arrival 0.22 / 1975-
February 06, 2019 15:56 KBUR Business Aviation N156XL N156XL Arrival 0.34 /2325 

KBUR Commercial ASH5972 N925FJ Arrival 0.14 / 2050 

February 06, 201915:51 KBUR Commercial SWA1817 N227WN Arrival 0.98 /2300-
February 06, 2019 15:36 KBUR Business Aviation EJA372P N372QS Arrival 0.1 712400 

February 06, 2019 15:22 KBUR Commercial SWA801 N769SW Arrival 0.18 11 875 -
February 06, 201915:02 KBUR Commercial JSX178 N254JX Arrival 0.25 / 1925 

February 06, 201914:58 KBUR Commercial SWA1971 N968WN Arrival 0.21 / 2125-::,. February 06, 2019 14:51 KBUA Helicopter 01 172167 10-72167 Unknown 3.~ / 1100 

11ps://Www.airnolse.l0/aimoise_complalnts/1437021?user_id=1799• in a new tab 
Helicopter N913WB N913WB Unknown 1.16/900 



. . 

February 06, 201914:39 KVNY Business Aviat ion NSH605 Arrival 1.38 / 3600 

February 06, 2019 14:33 KBUR Commercial ASA1148 N283VA Arrival 0.18 / 1875 

February 06, 2019 14:23 KVNY Unknown N433AK Departure 0.83 / 1900 

February 06, 2019 12:22 KBUR Commercial SWA2233 N8517F Arrival 0.17 /2150 

February 06, 2019 12:16 KBUA Commercial SWA1987 N7728D Arrival 1.01/1375 

February 06, 2019 12:12 KBUR Commercial SWA663 N443WN Arrival 0.27 / 1975--
February 06, 201912:00 KBUR Helicopter N556SH N556SH Arrival 4.52 /775 

February 06, 201911 :54 KBUR Commercial SKW3442 N193SY Arrival 0.2 / 1600 

February 06, 2019 11 :30 KBUR Commercial SWA756 N400WN Arrival 0.29/ 1900 

February 06, 2019 11 :27 KBUR Commercial SWA4510 N928WN Arrival 0.25 / 1850 

February 06, 2019 10:56 KBUR Commercial SWA1912 N293WN Arrival 0.06/ 1925 

February 06, 2019 10:41 KBUR Commercial ASA1578 N642VA Arrival 0.19 / 1825 

February 06, 201910:27 KBUR Commercial SWA153 N555LV Arrival 0.21 / 1950 

, February 06, 201910:14 KBUR Commercial N701GS Arrival 0.08/ 1900 

February 06, 2019 10:12 KBUA Helicopter N704WP N704WP Departure 2.15/1400 

February 06, 2019 10:09 KBUR Business Aviation EJA111 N111QS Arrival 1.27/2300 

February 06, 2019 10:06 KBUR Commercial JSX180 N735TS Arrival 0.61 /2275 

February 06, 2019 09:48 KBUR Business Aviation N65U N65U Unknown 1.7515200 

February 06, 2019 09:43 KBUR Commercial SKW4164 N251SY Arrival 0.22 / 1875 



February 06, 2019 09:36 KBUR Commercial QXE2857 N629QX Arrival 0.34/ 2000 

February 06, 2019 09:25 KBUR Commercial SWA1504 N8705Q Arrival 0.19 I 1875 

February 05, 2019 23: 11 KBUR Helicopter N267LA N267LA Departure 0.12 I 1400 

Februa,y os, 2019 22:2& KBUR Any Aircraft 

February 05, 2019 22:15 KBUR Commercial SKW4155 N256SY Arrival 0.18 / 2050 

February 05, 2019 22:01 KBUR Commercial JBU358 N712JB Departure 0.83 I 3875 

February 05, 2019 21:51 KBUR Helicopter N29HD Unknown 1.22/1800 

February 05, 2019 21 :48 KBUR Commercial SWA2277 N567WN Arrival 0.26 / 1925 

February 05, 2019 21:46 KBUR Commercial UAL 1510 N895UA Arrival 0.2 / 1900 

February 05, 2019 21 :42 KBUR Any Aircraft 

February 05, 2019 21:34 KBUR Commercial SWA2111 N925WN Arrival 4.99 /3500 

February 05, 2019 21 :33 KBUR Commercial 

February 05, 2019 21:31 KBUR Commercial SWA1480 N7728D Arrival 0.17 /2025 

February 05, 2019 21:30 KBUR Commercial N437WN Arrival 0,23 /2025 

February 05, 2019 21 :27 KBUR General Aviation N2740T N2740T Unknown 4.13 I 9000 

February 05, 2019 21 :11 KBUR Helicopter N29HD N29HD Unknown 4.31 /700 

February 05. 2019 20:57 KBUR Helicopter N267LA N267LA Unknown 0.51 / 1500 

February 05, 2019 20:50 KBUR Commercial SWA2224 N956WN Arrival 0.21 / 2050 

February 05, 2019 20:47 KBUR Commercial SKW3349 N197SY Arrival 0.18 / 2125 
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1. Fold the first printed page in half and use as the shipping label. 
2. Place the label in a waybill pouch and affix it to your shipment so that the barcode portion 

of the label can be read and scanned. 
3. Keep the second page as a receipt for your records. The receipt contains the terms and 

conditions of shipping and information useful for tracking your package. 

Legal Terms and Conditions 
Tendering packages by using this system constitutes your agreement to the service conditions for the transportation of your 
shipments as found in the applicable FedEx Service Guide, available upon request. FedEx will not be responsible for any claim 
in excess of the applicable declared value, whether the result of loss, damage, delay, non-delivery, misdelivery, or 
misinformation, unless you declare a higher value, pay an additional charge, document your actual loss and file a timely cla im. 
Limitations found in the applicable FedEx Service Guide apply. Your right to recover from FedEx for any loss, including intrinsic 
value of the package, loss of sales, income interest, profit , attorney's fees, costs , and other forms of damage whether direct, 
incidental, consequential, or special is limited to the greater of 100 USD or the authorized declared value. Recovery cannot 
exceed actual documented loss. Maximum for items of extraordinary value is 500 USD, e.g. jewelry, precious metals, negotiable 
instruments and other items listed in our Service Guide. Written claims must be filed within strict time limits, see applicable 
FedEx Service Guide. FedEx will not be liable for loss or damage to prohibited items in any event or for your acts or omissions, 
including, without limitation, improper or insufficient packaging , securing , marking or addressing , or the acts or omissions of the 
recipient or anyone else with an interest in the package. See the applicable FedEx Service Guide for complete terms and 
conditions. To obtain information regarding how to file a claim or to obtain a Service Guide, please call 1-800-GO-FEDEX\']":!) 
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To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

To whom it may concern: 

I oppose the expansion/increase of flights and change of flight pattern of the 
Burbank airport. At some point the quality of our lives and health needs to be 
considered. Pollution from the planes is hazardous. Unless you require alternative 
forms of fuel for planes there should be no expansion. There is no point in CA 
increasing restrictions on gas powered vehicles, lawnmowers and blowers and 
industrial businesses but then allowing increased pollutions to fall from the skies 
right on top of us. What game is being played here? Clearly you don't care about 
our health or this increase in flights and change of flight pattern would not even be a 
consideration. Sometimes you just have to do the right thing and object to 
something that may result in more money for the city or more convenience for 
travel. It's a balancing test that in this instance tips in favor of human health. Please 
stop the growth and flight patterns. 

Thank you for your consideration to this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Natalie Adomian 

Comments 235, 260, 
301, 391, 480 



 

January 28, 2019 

Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager 
Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Submitted via Uproarla.org 

Dear Mr. Cushing: 

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on Burbank Airport's proposed expansion. Any expansion of 
Burbank Airport would be grossly inappropriate at this time. 

As you are certainly aware, within the past year, Burbank Airport has implemented two amendments to the 
departure routes out of its airport: SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE. These two departure routes, as 
amended, send flights at extremely low altitudes (less than one mile above land) far to the south of the 
airport. These departure routes were recklessly implemented without a full environmental assessment and 
without any investigation into Burbank Airport's noise impact area. 

By utilizing these arbitrary and capricious new departure routes, Burbank Airport places children, protected 
lands and residents in harm's way no less than 185 times per day. Astonishingly, Burbank Airport sends 
approximately 185 flights per day at extremely low altitudes over Bridges Academy, Carpenter Community 
Charter, Harvard-Westlake School, Walter Reed Middle School and The Buckley School. 

Burbank Airport vectors these same 185 flights over the protected Santa Monica Mountains Recreation 
Area, the largest urban national park in the United States. The Santa Monica Mountains Recreation Area 
preserves one of the best examples of a Mediterranean climate ecosystem in the world and protects one 
of the highest densities of archaeological resources in any mountain range in the world. Yet, Burbank 
Airport aims to destroy this precious resource by effectively using it as an extended runway. 

As if that were not enough, Burbank Airport is also devastating communities. I live more than six miles 
southwest of Burbank Airport. After enduring the relentless sound of over 200 planes yesterday, I was 
awakened from a sound sleep at 12:03 this morning. Merely six hours later, the commercial planes roared 
overhead, and I logged complaints this morning at 6:31, 6:56, 7:09, 7: 12, 7:14, 7: 17, 7:20, 7:22, 7:23, 7:24, 
7:28, 7:29, 7:30, 7:31, 7:37, 7:46, 8:02, 8:06, 8:21, 8:33, 8:37, 8:53, 9:01, 9:02, 9:04, 9:05, 9:07, 9:08, 9:12, 
9:17, 9:22, 9:23, 9:26, and 9:28. At that point, and in order to avoid a panic attack from the unrelenting 
plane noise, I was forced to leave my home to escape the sound. I have not been able to sleep through 
the night in months due to the steady stream of low flying planes from Burbank Airport despite having an 
insulated home with dual pane windows and sleeping with two fans running and using earplugs. 

Burbank Airport is surrounded by industrial areas and highways to the north, south, east and west. Burbank 
Airport could easily maximize its proximity to natural noise corridors and mitigate air noise by directing 
planes over the highway system as it did for decades. It chooses, instead, to harass children in schools so 
that they cannot learn, bombard protected lands until they are destroyed and plague its neighbors with the 
transmission of cancer and asthma. Burbank Airport is actively damaging communities by decreasing 
property value and retail/commercial revenues. 

It is incumbent upon Burbank Airport to actively assess the numerous adverse impacts of SLAPP TWO and 
OROSZ THREE and take corrective actions. Only after these corrective actions are implemented can 
members of the public make an informed assessment of the impact of Burbank Airport's proposed 
expansion. Until that time, Burbank Airport should be treated like a cancer upon the San Fernando Valley, 
and the growth of the Burbank Airport must be treated like the growth of a disease. 

Sincerely, 
Karen Ahearn 

Comments 302, 303, 341, 342, 
343, 394, 482, 483 



 

Michelle Allen 
3620 Goodland Drive 
Studio City, CA 91604 

February 21, 2019 

Mr. David Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airport District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear Mr. Cushing 

The NextGen noise is out of control and awful for this valley community. The new proposed procedures 
(waypoints) have not been instituted yet and l beg you, l beg you Mr. Cushing to please look over these 
proposed procedures that are affecting my life and my family and this community in the most negative 
way. The proposed NEW Expanded Terminal will make everything worse! The Tenninal should not be 
approved until the current flight path is changed and the proposed procedures and waypoints are moved 
away from the Santa Monica Mountains. 

This new "vectored path" that shifted over my home and the community of Studio City and Shennan Oaks 
in March of2017 was done without notice or environmental study. The air traffic has been mounting with 
almost two hundred aircraft flying directly over my home daily from Burbank Airport (not including the 60 
more from Van Nuys Airport). They fly so low now that often l can see the numbers on the tail of the 
aircraft. This community is SUFFERING. We are suffering as the airport terminal departures and arrivals 
have moved over our heads 24 hours a day. We do not live in Burbank. We live away from the airports -
but the air traffic was moved. The new, expanded terminal, adding new flights and more operations cannot 
be approved. It just can't. I beg you to oppose this Burbank terminal. 

I live in the hills of Studio City backed up into the Santa Monica Mountains at 880-foot elevation. I live 
eight miles from Burbank Airport and seven miles from Van Nuys Airport When we bought this home 17 
years ago there was an occasional airplane flying near our home, now I log over 480 complaints per week 
(2,487 last month). My husband works part time out of the home and l work part time out ofmy home. The 
onslaught is driving us both mad. The superhighway over our heads is relentless - we don't even get to 
sleep through the night thanks to the departures during cw.few, lately I am luc/9, to sleep in until a 5:30 
departure. This is torture to not be able to sleep in your own home. 

During the day the flights take off every two minutes. They are loud. Sometimes the aircraft fly so low 
over my home that my 12-year-old son watches the pictures on his wall shake. Please, please find 
alternatives to this New Terminal and do not make these proposed procedures permanent on April 25. 
Please, please. I cannot afford to move. 

We did not buy our home near an ailport. The abport moved over our heads. 

If this were an occasional flyover l wouldn't be writing you (I have called and emailed thousands of times 
and get the same enraging form letter). There is no break from the noise. There are aircraft going over my 
house after midnight, and before the sun comes up. There's no break to recover from the onslaught. I do 
not have time during the day to make up for lost sleep (and couldn't because the onslaught continues all 
day long), therefore my work suffers, my parenting suffers, my sleep suffers, my life suffers and I'm under 
extra stress due to my lack of sleep. The unauthorized flight path that shifted over the Santa Monica 
Mountains are taking years off my life and are actually killing me and my family - we have more noise and 
cannot sleep, there is exhaust l can see falling from the tail of the relentless jets every two minutes during 

Comments 236, 300, 338, 340, 
344, 345, 346, 391, 392, 484 



the day. If the waypoints are approved, it will make this flight path pennanent. The New Tenninal, with 
its increased efficiency and operations, will make it worse and I can't even imagine it getting worse than it 
is now. 

Please make this stop. 

The NEXTGEN is not working. For myself. For this community. For the children who have to stop 
learning because they cannot hear their teachers over the roar of the aircraft every TWO MINUTES. 

Why did the wide departure and arrival pattem change? Why are you flying lower and louder and 
concentrated over canyons that echo? The old pattern of departure and arrivals were working for the 16 
years I have lived and paid taxes in Studio City? Why divert flights over a mountain range that is a tinder 
box for 10 months out of the year - I have video of aircraft that look like they are about to fly into my 
home (I am happy to email you this footage if you would like). It is just a matter of time until one of your 
low flying commercial jets or private jets flies into the hillside and bums most of Los Angeles to the 
ground. 

How are jligl1ts even allowed during curfew? WJ,y are they notfined? 

Here is a random sampling of my morning disruptions during the past few weeks. Why don't you fine 
them? At 880-foot elevation, the planes are even terrifyingly closer. 

Here is a typical morning/or me before cur.few ••. 

06:00 
am 

Business 
Aviation 

••V'• ~~•--•~•••••-•• 

1990 CESSNA 560 
LALOS FLIGHT LC -
MCALLEN,TX 

NSI0BE 1.07 5375 

06:28 
am 

Commercial 
FAIRCHILD SA227-
AC 

UAS TRANSERVICES 
INC-BOCA... 

AMF1935 5.0 500 

06:29 Business 
2008 CESSNA 680 NetJets EJA306 4.8 1500 

am Aviation 

06:35 General 
N811FS 1.57 4600 

am Aviation 

06:44 Business KALITTA CHARTERS
LEARJET INC 25 USC24 0.3 5400 

am Aviation LLC - YPSI... 

06:49 Business 1998 CANAD AIR LTD SSC ENTERPRISES LLC 
N80DX 2.43 6225 

am Aviation CL-600-2B 16 -CAMAR... 

06:51 Business Gulfstream Aerospace 
Air Kaitar LLC Nl3MS 0.4 8550 

am Aviation G650 

06:56 Business 1991 CANADAIR LTD JASMINE AVIATION 
WWI61 0.64 4900 

am Aviation CL-600-2B 16 LLC-LEWE... 

Here is a typical mornillg over my head and the lteads ofcltildren at Carpenter Ele111e11tary Schoo/•• 

11:13 Embraer EMB-175 
Commercial Alaska Airlines QXE2856 I.79 3825 

am 200LR 

11:17 Commercial 2000 BOEING 737-7H4 Southwest Airlines SWA2163 0.58 3425 



am 

11 :18 
Commercial Embraer ERJ-135 LR JetSuiteX JSX105 0.36 4425 

am 

11:19 2004 BOMBARDIER WELLS FARGO BANK 
Commercial SKW325X 2.93 2900 

am INC CL-600-2Bl9 NORTHWEST ... 

I 1 :24 
Commercial 2004 BOEING 737-7H4 Southwest Airlines SWA757 2.33 4325 

am 

l 1:39 
Commercial 2004 BOEING 737-7H4 Southwest Airlines SWA471 0.17 3800 am 

11:41 
Commercial 2006 BOEING 737-7H4 Southwest Airlines SWAl53 0.17 3500 

am 

11:45 Business Textron Aviation 
NctJets EJA567 0.15 7200 am Aviation Citation Latitude 

He1·e are some examples ofairplanes flying over my head and my new alarm clock called he FAA -
WHY ARE DEPARTURES BEING ALLOWED IN THE MIDDLE OF THE NIGHT?!?!? 

03:35 Business 1999 GULFSTREAM CANAL AIR LLC -
N767FL 1.49 4475 

am Aviation AEROSPACE G-V DANBURY,CT 

2014 EMBRAER 

05:43 am 
Business 
Aviation 

EXECUTIVE 
AIRCRAFT INC 

FLIGHT OPTIONS LLC 
SUMMITM... 

OPT358 0.33 5125 

EMB-505 

04:06 
am 

Business 
Aviation 

KBUR 

2000 
GULFSTREAM 
AEROSPACE G­
V 

IRONGATE 
AIRLLC­
LOS ANGE ... 

1.52 5200 

I am more than happy to supply the dates for you, happy to show you video and pictures of aircraft flying 
directly over my home or flying just over the Santa Monica Mountain in which I live. 

I am begging you to stop the New Terminal 1111til the flight paths are mo1•e1l out ofthe Santa Monica 
M01mtai11s. 

These flight paths, the proposed procedures and the New Terminal are not supported in this community. 

Very Truly Yours, 

Michelle Allen 
Michelle.Allen@me.com 

mailto:Michelle.Allen@me.com


Cv•. ..• iUNITY LEGAL ADVISORS !NC. 
509 N. COAST HIGHWAY 
OCEANSIDE, CA 92054 

7018 □ b8 □ □ 0 □□ 339 4 4652 

lu-hlhlnnh lp1l•1 1 nl 1 ■ 1r1111U[ 1 1 11 1 i1m1t•111flf1h11,n 
Federal AviaUon Administration 
c/o Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager 
Los Angeles Airports District Office, LA 
777 S. Aviation Blvd., Suite 150 
El Segundo CA 90245-4806 

.. ,,, ~ - ....._ .............. ··· - -

■ . - ' - O']$4001-: 
IJ.S.Pc0$~E - . .:-

°'FIRST-CLAS • - ~ 
FROM 92054 .. &,:Ill 

~ 

f EB]~-~~ .:i ~ 
~fa , ,, - -



Mark T. Guithues, Esq. 
Edward W. Burns, Esq. 
Michael J. Alti, Esq. 
Mark Allen Wilson, Esq. 
www. attorneyforhoa .COITJ. 

COMMUNITY LEGAL ADVISORS INC. 
COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION ATTORNEYS 

Please Respond To: Oceanside Office 

February 26, 2019 

Federal Aviation Administration 
c/o Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager 
Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd., Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Re: Burbank Airport Commerce Center Owners Association 
Comments on Notice of Intent to Prepare an EIS for the Burbank Airport Terminal 
Replacement Project 
File No. 4324 

Dear Mr. Cushing: 

Community Legal Advisors Inc. represents the Burbank Airport Commerce Center Owners 
Association (the "Association"). We appreciate the opportunity to comment as part of the 
scoping process for the Environmental Impact Statement ("EIS") for the proposed Replacement 
Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport ("Proposed Action"). To the extent 
possible based on the information contained on the bobhopeairporteis.com website maintained 
by the lead agency Federal Aviation Administration ("FAA"), our concerns about the Proposed 
Action and the scope of the EIS are discussed below. 

Description of the Association. The Association is a commercial common interest development 
comprising property located immediately north of Bob Hope Airport ("Airport"), just east of the 
existing runway, northwest 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 the California economy. The Association 
and these businesses have been located in this area for many years, and play a vital role. 

Description of the Project. According to the FAA's website, the Proposed Action includes 
replacement of the existing 14-gate passenger terminal in the southeast quadrant of the Airport 
with a new 14-gate terminal in the northeast quadrant of the Airport, just south of the 
Association. The Proposed Action includes improvements that would be located directly across 
the street from the Association including (1) a replacement airline cargo building, (2) a new 
ground service equipment maintenance building, and (3) a new electric substation. The 
Proposed Action also includes a new employee parking structure and a new structured public 
parking building, both of which would be located very close to the Association. 

Further, the Proposed Action includes construction of a new passenger terminal access road, 
with a proposed extension of Cohasset Street to provide a secondary point of access to the 
Airport. As noted above, the Association is located northwest of the intersection of Lockheed 
Drive and Cohasset Street. Thus, the extension of Cohasset Street, in addition to the other 
proposed structures, will clearly impact the Association and its member businesses. 

74710 Hwy 111, Suite 102 
Palm Desert, California 92260 
I 760.529.5211 f 760.453.2194 

509 N. Coast Highway 
Oceanside, California 92054 

t 760.529.5211 f 760.453.2194 

3111 Camino Del Rio N., Suite 400 
San Diego, California 92108 

t 619.327,9026 f 760.453.2194 

6 Orchard, Suite 200 
Lake Forest, California 92630 

1949.379.6888 f 949.916.3805 

Comments 261, 331, 335, 347, 398, 
453, 485, 486, 487, 488, 489, 490 



Potehtial Environmental Impacts. The Association is concerned about numerous potential 
impacts from the Proposed Action. The EIS must fully address and evaluate impacts from the 
Proposed Action on the Association (and other properties) including, without limitation: 

• Traffic impacts (including construction traffic and traffic resulting from the proposed 
extension of Cohasset Street and the operation of the new terminal and new structures); 

• Noise and vibration impacts (both from construction activities and from the occupancy 
and use of the replacement terminal and other structures, as well as from traffic arising 
from the extension of Cohasset Street and secondary Airport access); 

• Short-term and long-term air quality impacts, including, without limitation, impacts from 
construction activities, dust emissions, toxic air contaminants, objectionable odors, and 
cancer-causing materials; 

• The presence of hazardous materials as well as airport operation hazards; 
• Land use (including whether the Proposed Action will disturb or divide the property in the 

Association); and 
• Visual effects on the Association (from construction activities as well as the proposed 

structures and proposed secondary Airport access road). 

In particular, with respect to traffic, the EIS must address and evaluate the following issues and 
impacts: 

(1) Direct parking and traffic impacts on the Association from the construction and operation 
of the secondary terminal access road and the extension of Cohasset Street, and how 
those impacts will be mitigated through specific, effective measures (beyond simple 
signage) without imposing any financial burden on the Association (a particular concern 
is whether Airport users will try to park along Lockheed Drive, Cohasset Street, and the 
Association's private parking areas, thereby impairing the Association's parking 
resources), 

(2) Analysis of traffic impacts on the intersection of Cohasset Street and Lockheed Drive, 
along with impacts on the level of service of both of those roads, 

(3) Analysis of traffic impacts on the intersection of San Fernando Boulevard and Cohasset 
Street in light of the proposed secondary access road from Cohasset Street, 

(4) Analysis of the impacts on the intersection of Lockheed Drive with San Fernando Road 
in light of the proposed secondary access road for the Airport (a particular concern is 
whether visitors to the airport will use Lockheed Drive to access the Airport, not just 
Cohasset Street), and 

(5) Whether Airport construction workers will be prohibited from parking on Cohasset Street, 
Lockheed Drive, and the Association's private parking areas. 

Conclusion. The Association's location across the street from the Airport positions it to be 
uniquely impacted by the Proposed Action, particularly because of the long-term construction 
activities and the proposed secondary terminal access road. In case you are not aware, when 
the City Council of Burbank considered the replacement terminal project on July 26, 2016, it 
specifically added a new condition of approval that the Construction Management Plan for the 
project "shall include reasonable provisions for the protection of the Burbank Airport Commerce 
Center Owners Association." The EIS must thoroughly evaluate and mitigate the impacts of the 
Proposed Action on the Association and its member businesses. 

Please keep us on your notification list with respect to the EIS and any upcoming meetings. For 
notification purposes, my email is michael@attorneyforhoa.com. 

Very truly yours, 

COMMUNITY LEGAL ADVISORS INC. 

Michael 
Michael J. Alti, Esq. 

mailto:michael@attorneyforhoa.com
mailto:michael@attorneyforhoa.com


 

COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
By 

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

5'6'1&- A frA 4\1?:j) 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 
Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 
; 

5 O:Y:l V)clvos@g O t M1:Y 

Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we c:annot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

Comments 304, 348, 349, 395, 396, 397 



We have lived in the San Fernando Valley for over 40 
years. We consider the Bob Hope "Hollywood 
Burbank" airport, on the whole, an asset although it 
has undergone some important changes that has 
made it a better neighbor. 

Notably, the noise of the planes has become less 
intrusive thanks to quieter engines. Once upon a time, 
conversation was impossible when a plane was 
passing overhead. We also appreciate the rotating 
flight patterns that "share" the noise throughout the 
area. We cannot speak for the areas that are closer to 
the terminal runways and are exposed to flights with 
far greater takeoff and landing noise levels. 

We certainly hope that the curfew will continue to 
guarantee no 24/7 flights and that the current 7am to 
10 pm schedule will prevail. We are also wondering if 
any more carriers will be welcome at the airport. 
Would that increase the demand and frequency of 
flights? As you suggest in your talking points, if more 
carriers are added, there could be conflicts with 
departure and arrival routes. Will the closure of SMO 
add to this density? 

Everyone's worst nightmare is a collision over this 
densely populated area. With the introduction of 
drones, this possibility has increased even though 
flying them near an airport is illegal. Bad things 
happen and there is no shortage of bad people to 
make that a certainty. What sort of security will be 
installed to safe guard the airport skies? We also 
worry about the small planes that are based at the 
Van Nuys airport some of which are prop planes and 
generally fly lower (they also tend to be noisier). Will 



Santa Monica be sending some of its planes in our 
direction to add to the mix? 

Will the take off and landings still be primarily over 
the SFV due to the Verdugo mountains east/south of 
the airport? That has been a festering wound with the 
areas of Glendale and Pasadena being opted out of the 
overhead traffic due to topography. 

We rarely use the airport ourselves. We have family 
who live in the Bay area...notably Oakland and San 
Carlos and they fly via Burbank to visit us on a 
monthly basis. This is a convenience we all appreciate. 
We hope that we will not live to regret it if greed gets 
in the way of sensible growth. 



 

From: Kathy Arnos <wholeplanetproductions@yahoo.com> 
Date: Sun, Jan 27, 2019 at 9:32 PM 
Subject: Complaint of Air Traffic Noise - health and environmental impact 
To: UproarLA@gmail.com <UproarLA@gmail.com> 

Dear FAA, 

I have lived in the valley for over 30 years and when I first moved here there were maybe 4-6 planes landing a 
day through the corridor that runs west to east between Vanowen and Sherman Way. Today sometimes there are 
4-6 planes every ten minutes. They used to stop by 8:00 p.m. and start again at 6:00 a.m. Today there are planes 
still landing well into the midnight hour, and the massive freight planes (UPS & FedEx) usually start between 
4:00-4:30 a.m. This is unacceptable! When they changed the shared flight route for the landing, I went and 
expressed my concerns and felt very alone because not too many people knew about the change that was 
coming. The last sounds I hear as I am trying to go to sleep is airplane noise and it's the first thing in the 
morning ... usually waking me up at 4:30. 

With the new proposed takeoff route my house is now not only affected by the landing noise and pollution but 
now I am directly under the takeoff pattern. I (my neighborhood) am getting a double dose of both. My nervous 
system is on ove1whelm from both the landing and taking off of planes now. 

So when I heard that the Bob Hope Burbank airport is now also working on expanding the airp01t, I am 
horrified at the prospect of there being even more air traffic flying overhead and landing throughout the day and 
night. This is unhealthy for all of us - both emotionally, as well as physically. Whether people are aware of it or 
not, this constant (usually tuned out) noise chips away at our nervous systems, our quality of sleep, and impacts 
our lungs and heart health. This puts especially our youth at higher risk for health problems as there are many 
schools now being impacted as well. The exhaust from jet fuel has been linked to many health-related issues. 
Our property values are being strongly affected by the airp01t's flight traffic as well as the environmental impact 
on the wildlife and animals over the Santa Monica mountain range. 

I also realized that since they changed the landing flight pattern I have developed a tremor in my body, which 
may or may not be related to my exposure to jet fuel exhaust, or impaired sleep patterns? Who knows? 
However, as an investigative health and environmental writer, based on several of the studies I found, I believe 
there could be a link because I only developed it with the increase of air traffic over my house. In any event, I 
am really upset and have been for years. The residents of the San Fernando Valley deserve the quality oflife we 
signed up for when we purchased our homes: a safe place that offered us a QUIET, healthful and sustainable 
environment for our families and wildlife. Enough is enough! 

Respectfully, 

Comments 260, 266, 301, 350, 483, 484, 491 



Kathy Amos 
Van Nuys, CA 

Kathy Amos 
Editor/Host/Producer 
Eco FamJly News 
Whole Planet Productions, Inc. 
Marketing/Public Relations/Special Events 
http://ecofamilynews.blogspot.com 
www.wholeplanetproductions.com 
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Cell 323-540-8339 

February 28, 2019 
Mr David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office, LAX 600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/ Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Sherman Oaks 

and am one of many people suffering under the flight paths that were changed in 

early 2017 without notice or environmental study. The flight paths have seriously 

disrupted my life and my work. It is horrible for our health and our children's 

health. It is destroying our wildlife and polluting our environment. I practice medi­

tation and the noise alone makes it impossible to focus with all those planes eve­

ry 2 minutes. Help us stop this insanity. When I invested in my neighborhood, we 

had only occasional, insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable 

with a barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and 

night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft com­

bined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the 

noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 

seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA 

must not allow the terminal expansion because that will further increase the 

health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa 

Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that 

FROM THE DESI( OF 

RODOLFO AR TA VIA 

5231 NORWICH AVE 
SHrnM1\N OAl<S C1\ 91411 

Comments 260, 266, 289, 290, 300, 
342, 345, 390, 391, 478, 479, 481 
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RODOLFO ARTAVIA 

remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The 

FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is endangering our protected park­

land and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without conducting any Environmental 

Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal must not pro­

ceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our protected parkland! 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of our local 

economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local 

filming and threaten the studios and thousands of people who work in the film 

industry. Home values are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by hun­

dreds of millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded 

terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the 

noise and pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths 

before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies 

groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely yours, 

Rodolfo Artavia 

5231 Norwich ave. 

Sherman oaks Ca , 91411 
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February 19, 2019 

Mr. David F. Cushing 

Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 

777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 

El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport Officials 

We strongly oppose the proposed expanded terminal project at Burbank Airport. 

We live in Studio City and are one of many families suffering under the flight paths that 

were changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental study. 

The flight paths have seriously disrupted our lives and our work; our children are 

exposed to unnecessary amounts of fumes from airplanes flying low over their school 

and we have yet to work from our office, also in Studio City where we don't feel like at 

least one plane is going to crash next door. 

The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and 

canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect 

that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are 

severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that will further 

increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the ground. 

Ayres Family 
3684 Buena Park Drive 

Studio City, CA 91604 

~lErrJlEDWlEfm 
lJll FEB 2 5 2019 ~ 
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Comments 260, 266, 289, 299, 
300, 345, 391, 478, 479, 481 



Ayres Family 
3684 Buena Park Drive 
Studio City, CA 91604 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa Monica 

Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that remain for 

residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA. under the 

guise of safety and efficiency, is endangering our protected parkland and wildlife 

habitat, and admittedly without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. 

The new, more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves the 

flight paths out of our protected parkland! 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of our local 

economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local filming 

and threaten the studios and thousands of people who work in the film industry. Home 

values are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax 

revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the 

monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the 

City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding with the 

replacement terminal. 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies 

groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Lucie & Chris Ayres 

3684 Buena Park Drive 

Studio City CA 91604 



 

From: <afil Os@aol.com> 
Date: Monday, January 28, 2019 
Subject: I am OPPOSED to the Burbank flight expansion! Please submit! 
To: UproarLA@gmail.com 
Cc: afi10s@aol.com 

Dear UproarLA, 
Please submit on my behalf. 

Dear FAA and Burbank Airport, 

' I am OPPOSED to the Burbank Airport expansion unless the current flight paths CHANGE. 

You have DESTROYED our once quiet and peaceful Studio City/ Sherman Oaks and Encino neighborhoods with the new 
take off flight patterns! 
The noise level is unacceptable and our HEAL TH is compromised from the constant low flying jet emissions! 

PLEASE CHANGE THE FLIGHT PATTERNS IMMEDIATELY OR NO EXPANSION! 

Thank you, 
Craig B. 

Comments 260, 300, 342 



 
February 28; 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 

Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 

777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 

El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Studio City and am one of 

many people suffering under the flight paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice 

or environmental study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted my life and my work. 

The recent uptick in the plane traffic has made living and working in my home UNBEARABLE. 

used to be able to work in my back yard and now my clients ask me if I am at the airport. It 

has NEVER been this bad. I can't even take calls in my home anymore. There are also many 

public and private schools I'm sure these jets negatively impact. 

We live over 6 miles from the airport and yet feel that we are right next door! An occasional 

jet overhead is fine . BUT SHARE THE BURDEN WITH OTHER VALLEY RESIDENTS - WE DON'T 

NEED A SUPERHIGHWAY OVER OUR HEADS - I'm sure the planes can take off and turn in a 

more scattered manner. 

I am a Realtor and these new routes DEFINITELY WILL HAVE A NEGATIVE IMPACT ON 

PROPERTY VALUES. I CERTAINLY WOULD NOT HAVE PURCHASED MY HOME IF THE AIR 

TRAFFIC WAS AS BAD AS IT IS NOW - ENOUGH! 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air traffic. Now, the 

noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the 

day and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined 

with the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely 

amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health effects of 

being so close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion 

Comments 260, 289, 290, 299, 300, 301, 305, 
306, 345, 390, 391, 478, 479, 481, 483, 484 



" because that will further increase the hea Ith risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall 

to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa Monica 

Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that remain for residents, 

visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and 

efficiency, is endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without 

conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded 

terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our protected parkland! 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of our local economy. 

The current unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local filming and threaten the 

studios and thousands of people who work in the film industry. Home values are dropping 

which in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the City of Los 

Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of Burbank 

and export all the noise and pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the 

paths before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies groups, I 

oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

~~c::::::....--
Robert Baer 

4652 Laurelgrove Ave. 

Studio City, CA 91604 



 

February 26, 2019 

Mr. David Cushing 

Manager, Los Angeles Airport District Office, LAX-600 

777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 

El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear Mr. Cushing, 

Many years ago I lived near the Burbank airport. Because I lived so close I was very 
aware of the noise factor but because at the time this was my only affordable option 
I endured the noise. When I purchased the Burbank home I had to sign a disclosure 
which clearly stated that my new house was in the flight path of the Burbank 
airport. Life was fine until the number of flights that flew overhead increased so I 
chose to leave Burbank. 

My husband and I searched for many months and we finally found a home in a quiet 
neighborhood in the hills Studio City south of Ventura Boulevard with no air 
traffic. We found peace and quiet in beautiful Studio City. All this changed when 
NextGen shifted a flight path over our neighborhood. 

In early 2017 our quiet haven was bombarded with low flying jets making it 
impossible to enjoy the outdoors. We experienced so many planes that we cannot 
hear ourselves think let alone watch TV without having to increase the 
volume. Because of these low flying loud jets our front porch constantly has a film 
of dirt on it. Our patio furniture needs cleaning daily. Our cars are always dirty 
causing us to clean them more frequently. Currently, almost 200 planes including 
FedEx and commercial fly over our home daily. My nerves are shot!! The voluntary 
curfew of flights from 10 pm to 7 am is rarely followed. At times we hear planes 
overhead at 5 am. These planes should be fined! These 200 planes fly so low I can at 
times see the windows and numbers on the tail of the plane. This once quiet 
community is under siege and we are all SUFFERING!!!! 

We do not live in Burbank. We are eight miles from the Burbank and Van Nuys 
airports. - but the air traffic was moved. The new, expanded terminal, adding new 
flights and more operations cannot be approved. I beg you to oppose this 
Burbank terminal unless they move the flight path. 

Comments 262, 300, 301, 307, 
308, 342, 345, 351, 399, 484 



I live in the hills of Studio City backed up into the Santa Monica Mountains at 880-
foot elevation. I live eight miles from Burbank Airport and seven miles from Van 
Nuys Airport - When we bought this home 17 years ago there was an occasional 
airplane flying near our home, now I log over 200 complaints per week and and that 
is just mornings and evenings since I work full-time outside my home. 

During the day the flights take off every two minutes, sometimes sooner. They are 
loud and very low. We at times cannot sleep through the night because of planes 
flying after the proposed curfew. Weekend flights overhead start as early as 5 am. 
Please find alternatives to this New Terminal and do not make these proposed 
procedures permanent on April 25. 

The proposed expanded terminal at Burbank airport will make the traffic overhead 
even more unbearable. The terminal should not be approved until the current flight 
path is changed back to its original path and moved away from the Santa Monica 
Mountains. 

The NEXTGEN program of focused flight paths is not working for anyone. Not for 
myself or my community, and certainly not for the children who have to stop 
learning because they cannot hear their teachers in the classrooms over the roar of 
the aircraft, at times, every 90 seconds. 

Why did the wide departure and arrival pattern change? Why are you flying lower 
and louder and concentrated over canyons that echo? The old pattern of departure 
and arrivals were working for the 18 years I have lived and paid taxes in Studio 
City? Why divert flights over a mountain range that is subject to massive wildfires 
without adequate roadways for emergency vehicles. Eventually one of your low­
flying jets will crash into our mountains and burn most of Los Angeles to the ground. 

Please stop the New Terminal until the flight paths are moved out of the Santa 
Monica Mountains. 

I support the comments submitted by my local Quiet Skies Organizations. These 
flight paths, the proposed procedures and the New Terminal are not 
supported in this community. 

Stephanie Baio 
3636 Goodland Drive 
Studio City, CA 91604 
213-700-7981 



 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Studio City, 
and am one of many people suffering under the flight paths that were changed in 
early 2017 without notice or environmental study. These new flight paths have 
seriously disrupted my life and my work. I work from home, and I use to 
thoroughly enjoy leaving my patio doors open or sitting out on my deck while 
doing my work. I can no longer do that as the constant noise, and fumes have 
completely transformed my oasis in the mountains into a damn runway! My wife 
and I just recently said hello to a newborn baby boy, and we are beside 
ourselves that we cannot walk with him in the neighborhood or simply sit in our 
backyard because the noise and fumes are overwhelming. 

This is a total travesty, and I will do everything in my power to stop you people 
from destroying our lives. 

When l invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air 
traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 
aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from BUR and VNY, primarily 
BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our 
hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and create 
a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so 
close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion 
because that will further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet 
particulates that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa 
Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that 
remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The 
FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is endangering our protected 
parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without conducting any 
Environmental Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal 
must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our protected 
parkland! 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of our local 
economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local 
filming and threaten the studios and thousands of people who work in the film 
industry. Home values are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by 
hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded 
terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the 
noise and pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths 
before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 301, 305, 
345, 351, 390, 391, 393, 478, 479, 481 



For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies 
groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Steven Balo 
11680 Valleycrest Road 
Studio City, CA 91604 



 

February 19, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
n1 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Studio City and am 
one of many people suffering under the flight paths that were changed in early 2017 
without notice or environmental study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted my life 
and my work. I work from home on conference calls and in person meetings and this has 
become such a disruption to my work. Also just being outside on a any weekday or 
weekend is interrupted by the roar and pollution of these aircraft. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air traffic. 
Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 200 aircraft overhead at 
all hours of the day and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of 
the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, 
cause the noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 
90 seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must 
not allow the terminal expansion because that will further increase the health risk from 
noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa Monica 
Mountains National Recreation Area. one of the few quiet refuges that remain for 
residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the 
guise of safety and efficiency, is endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, 
and admittedly without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, 
more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths 
out of our protected parklandl 
The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of our local 
economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local filming 
and threaten the studios and 

tum 
thousands of people who work in the film indusey. Home 

values are dropping which in is potentially-reducing-by hundr~ of milli~~s. ~tax 
revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the 
monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City 
of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding with the 
replacement terminal! 

ve-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies groups, 
.Dl'lrr<>sl8 the l'i ment terminal at BUR. 

EderNiil..r.=Rt 
11304 Dilling St 
Studio City Ca 91602 
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Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 
345, 391, 393, 478, 479, 481 



 

February 28, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I strongly oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Sherman 
Oaks and am one of many people suffering under the flight paths that were changed in 
early 2017 without notice or environmental study. The flight paths have seriously 
disrupted my life and my work. The constant noise has ruined my lifestyle, causing 
anxiety and making it impossible to have a restful day at home (7 days a week). I 
sometimes actually smell jet fuel in my backyard. Backyard use has become minimal as 
it is louder there. 

The emotional and physical aggravation has been exacerbated by the FAA which has 
proven to be duplicitous, opaque and scheming, setting themselves up as the enemy of 
the public rather than defending their well being. They break the laws with impunity, 
using unauthorized flight paths, whilst pretending to uphold the laws. We have had to 
insist that they follow the current laws and wind back their damaging programs, and 
they resist to the last breath. They introduced flight paths without study, without 
consultation, before those new flight paths were legally approved, then tried to 
camouflage their activities and tell us all we are mad and complain too much I (I have 
literally been told that). Considering all the damage they have caused to our 
communities they must be regarded as either incompetent or devious, I am not sure 
which. 

As such the FAA has proven itself ethically and morally unfit to oversee any new 
ventures to do with flights. They have ruined our neighborhood and clearly do not 
care, nor do they want to be bothered to even consult the public whose lives they 
effect dramatically. In lieu of our past and current experiences, any expansion of 
Burbank airport that will necessarily be working with the FAA is untenable. It will 
be used to further harass the public, as they have been doing for the past two 
years. They have made it Impossible to support expanding airport operations, 
forcing us to engage In expensive law suits to even be heard. 

When I moved to my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air traffic. 
Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at 
all hours of the day and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of 
the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, 
cause the noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 
90 seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must 
not allow the terminal expansion because that will further increase the health risk from 
noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the ground. 

Comments 237, 238, 239, 240, 241, 242, 243, 244, 245, 246, 247, 248, 249, 
260, 263, 266, 267, 268, 269, 270, 271, 272, 289, 290, 291, 292, 293, 294, 
299, 300, 305, 308, 332, 340, 345, 352, 353, 354, 355, 390, 391, 393, 400, 

401, 402, 403, 404, 418, 454, 473, 478, 479, 481, 484, 492, 493 



Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa Monica 
Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that remain for 
residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the 
guise of safety and efficiency, is endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, 
and admittedly without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, 
more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths 
out of our protected parkland! 
The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of our local 
economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local filming 
and threaten the studios and thousands of people who work in the film industry. Home 
values are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax 
revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the 
monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City 
of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding with the replacement 
terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies 
groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. Please see further reasons why I 
object below. 

Sincerely, 

Ratziel Bander 
3446 Coy Dr 
Sherman Oaks 
CA91423 

FURTHER FACTS FOR CONSIDERATION FOR BURBANK'S NEW EXPANDED 
TERMINAL 

(MY QUESTION IS WHY DO WE HAVE TO POINT THESE THINGS OUT TO YOU! 
YOU ARE SUPPOSED TO BE PROFESSIONALS AND SHOULD (OR DO) KNOW 
ALL THIS, AND YET YOU CHOOSE TO IGNORE IT TO FURTHER YOUR AGENDA 
WHICH OBVIOUSLY OWES MORE ALLEGIANCE TO THE CORPORATIONS WHO 
LOBBY YOU RATHER THAN THAN THE PEOPLE YOU SHOULD BE 
REPRESENTING AND PROTECTING. PLEASE CONTINUE TO READ AND TAKE 
NOTE!) 

The following impact analysis will show that BUR's "replacement'' terminal is essentially 
an "expansion" that will result in increased operations and efficiency such that it will 
significantly increase noise and pollution to the surrounding communities. According to 



National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the FAA must consider all cumulative 
impacts of the proposed terminal expansion. 

This proposed Expanded Terminal represents a profound threat to our LA Valley 
communities. Through cumulative actions taken by FAA/BUR, our communities and 
protected parklands have been fundamentally degraded - severely reducing quality of 
life by massively increasing noise and pollution. The proposed Expanded Terminal at 
Burbank will guarantee increased efficiency, even without adding more gates. That 
means more flights, larger jets and jets flying even closer together. The proposed 
Expanded Terminal will add significantly to the numerous cumulative negative impacts 
we are already experiencing under the disastrous 2017 change in flight path that 
occurred without notice or environmental study, resulting in more than 260 overflights 
per day. We cannot allow the proposed Expanded Terminal to go forward without 
fundamental and comprehensive changes in the flight path, protection of our 
communities and parklands, and limits on airport growth and operations. 

FAA'S Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must define the "Affected Area" to include 
the footprint of procedures overflying the noise-sensitive hillside communities of Studio 
City, Sherman Oaks, and Encino, and the protected 4(f) Santa Monica Mountains. All 
Environmental Resource Categories should be evaluated and analyzed in the "Affected 
Area" thus defined. 

Cumulative Future Impacts Directly Resulting From Proposed Expanded Terminal: 

*The terminal expansion must not be considered in a vacuum. NEPA requires that the 
FAA evaluate the impact of its action (replacing the terminal) "when added to other past, 
present, and reasonably foreseeably future actions," whether direct or indirect (40 CFR 
1508.7, 1508.8). The impact the proposed Expanded Terminal will have must be 
considered along with all other cumulative impacts. 

*The proposed Expanded Terminal, with its greater size, increased amenities, and 
improved airside facilities, will increase efficiency, allow for processing of more 
passengers, and result in a greater number of flights and larger jets. 

*The proposed Expanded Terminal is expected to have the same number of gates (14) 
as the existing terminal. However, with its increased size, it is reasonably foreseeable 
that more gates will be added in the future, and therefore must be considered as a 
cumulative impact. All it would take to expand beyond 14 gates is approval by the City 
of Burbank. The City of Los Angeles would have no say in the matter. 

*The FAA is underestimating its impact on our communities and underestimating future 
growth. Although passengers (enplanements) at Burbank Airport (BUR) have increased 
28% over the last 3 years (11.7% of that in 2018 alone), the FAA is projecting growth 
from 2019 through 2029 at only 1.2% to 2% annually. These projections are simply not 
credible. In fact, in marketing materials, BUR touts that growth is explosive, stating, "the 
airline industry is only now beginning to fully recover from the Great Recession 11 (LA 



Curbed Article 2ll/19). The proposed state-of-the-art Expanded Terminal will further 
increase passenger numbers, thereby multiplying the cumulative impacts on 
the Affected Areas. 

*BUR estimates that the proposed Expanded Terminal will cost $1.24 billion, 
significantly increased from the originally estimated $400 million. To increase revenue, 
as they must do, BUR will increase capacity by bringing in more passengers in larger 
jets. Larger, heavier jets will make slower turns, driving the aircraft even further south, 
thereby contributing to increased future cumulative impacts and danger to the Affected 
Areas. 

*Expanded Cargo Facilities will encourage more cargo jets creating heavier, slow-to­
gain-altitude jets that are not subject to curfew, thereby flying over noise sensitive areas 
late at night and early in the morning. 

*Expanded General Aviation Facilities will encourage more general aviation aircraft that 
are not subject to curfew, thereby flying over noise sensitive areas late at night and 
early in the morning. 

Metroplex and Cumulative Impacts: 

* Proposed Expanded Terminal process must be halted until all cumulative actions 
taken by FAA/BUR that have already severely impacted Affected Areas are mitigated 
and alternatives are found. 

*Previous cumulative actions taken by FAA/BUR that must be considered in 
combination with the proposed Expanded Terminal include, but are not limited to, the 
following: 

-The current, unauthorized departure procedures implemented in 2017 at same time 
as Metroplex; 

-Proposed departure procedures OROSZ THREE AND SLAPP TWO; 
-Skyrocketing passenger and operations growth at both BUR and Van Nuys Airport 

(VNY); 
-Changes in flight path at nearby VNY; 
-Impending closure of Santa Monica Airport that has created increased operations at 

BUR and VNY; and 
-Increase in helicopter traffic that must fly below the jets from both BUR and VNY, 

creating a stacking effect. 

All of the above actions currently contribute to, and will continue to contribute to, 
increased cumulative impacts on residents, students, local business, film industry, and 
parklands that are under the narrow, focused flight path. 

*The FAA's Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must not claim a baseline that 
includes the currently flown unstudied and undisclosed departure procedures introduced 



in 2017. To do so would constitute a false baseline. To do an accurate comparison, the 
FAA must use pre-Metroplex conditions as a baseline to compare the impacts that the 
proposed Expanded Terminal would have on the environment and surrounding 
communities, in other words, compare the proposed Expanded Terminal impacts to the 
time period before NextGen was even being considered (2014 or earlier). 

*It has already been determined by an independent analysis conducted by Landrum & 
Brown that the BUR flight paths shifted south in a concentrated path over the Affected 
Areas. This change in flight track occurred in early 2017 without notice or environmental 
study. Prior to 2017, there was only occasional jet noise. Now there is a constant, 
disruptive, low, loud jet disruption in our formerly tranquil, hillside neighborhoods. The 
proposed Expanded Terminal will amplify these impacts that the FAA/BUR has failed to 
address/mitigate despite intense and widespread public controversy. 

*BUR proposed procedures SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE would make permanent 
the current path that FAA/BUR began vectoring in March 2017, without notice or 
environmental study, over the Affected Areas. BUR has stated that the FAA is planning 
to do an Environmental Analysis (EA) as a result of extreme public outcry. Such EA is 
expected to take 12-18 months. The proposed Expanded Terminal must be put on hold 
NOW and not proceed until the FAA completes its process. 

*Through its own analysis, VNY reports an increased number of departures by 35% 
since 2016. It has also moved departure path HARYS TWO south and east (with 
institution of waypoint PPRRY in May 2018) to traverse the same portion of the Santa 
Monica Mountains that BUR currently impacts by its departures; and that the proposed 
departure procedures SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE will continue to impact by 
adding waypoints JAYTE and TEAGN. The proposed Expanded Terminal must not 
proceed until these paths, already cumulatively impacting Affected Areas, are changed, 
and paths consistent with Section 175 of the FAA Reauthorization Act are explored. 

*Both BUR and VNY estimate a projected 15% increase per year in air traffic, which will 
contribute significantly to the current air noise over the Affected Areas. The proposed 
Expanded Terminal will compound these projections. 

*Santa Monica Airport (SMO) shortened its runway in 2017 significantly reducing the air 
traffic out of that airport and causing more traffic to be routed to both VNY and BUR, 
thereby contributing to the cumulative impacts in the Affected Areas. SMO's complete 
closure is scheduled to occur in 2028 and will further increase the traffic, along with air 
and noise pollution, in the Affected Areas. 

Public Controversy: 

*The Expanded Terminal has a cumulative, compounding effect on FAA prior actions 
(the current flight path and proposed procedures) that have been demonstrated to be 
"highly controversial on environmental grounds" under NEPA Rule 1050 1 F 5-2 (10). 
Highly controversial is defined as "opposition on environmental grounds to an action, by 



a Federal, state or local government agency, or by a ... a substantial number of the 
persons affected by such action .... " Such opposition occurred during the comment 
period for the proposed procedures, SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE, ending 
November 18, 2018 as exhibited by the protests of thousands of community members 
(evidenced by the Petition signed by almost 3,500 people and climbing); 396,000+ noise 
complaints filed, the opposition of current paths and proposed procedures by elected 
local, state, and federal officials; the opposition by Burbank Airport itself; the over­
capacity turnout at the October 18, 2018 Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority 
meeting, high public turnout at FAA Workshops on November 7/8, 2018, and blanket 
press coverage. Public Controversy continues during the comment period for BUR 
Expanded Terminal with high public turnout at the Public Scoping meeting on January 
29, 2019, and a Petition opposing the Expanded Terminal so far signed by more than 
1,200 people. 

Impacts to Protected 4(f) Parkland: 

*Under Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act, the FAA must 
avoid potential impacts to "publicly owned parks, recreation areas (including 
recreational trails), wildlife and water fowl refuges, or public and private historic 
properties11 (23 SFR 774). The FAA is required to look at all other alternatives to avoid 
overflying 4(f) protected parkland and has failed to do so. The new, more efficient 
Expanded Terminal must not move forward until the FAA abides by this statutory law 
and finds alternatives to the cumulative actions already taken by FANBUR. Viable 
alternatives have already been presented to the FAA in a comment letter by the City of 
Los Angeles, dated November 16, 2018, that the FAA has failed to consider thus far. 
The Expanded Terminal will further degrade our public parklands - our quiet refuge from 
noisy city life. It will negatively impact the already dwindling wildlife and increase fire risk 
in an area where ingress and egress by emergency vehicles is severely limited. 
Mountains Recreation & Conservation Authority and Santa Monica Mountains 
Conservancy consider "quiet to be a critical component of the natural lands visitation 
experience 11 (SMMC Letter 1 /28/19). The Expanded Terminal combined with other 
actions taken by FAA/BUR "contribute to a continually increasing level of impacts 
inconsistent with the recreational and quiet refuge values of the affected natural 
parklands 11 (SMMC Letter 1/28/19). 

Mountainous Topography Amplifies All Cumulative Impacts: 

*Hillside/canyon acoustics exacerbate noise. Many of those in the Affected Areas live in 
the Santa Monica Mountain range and foothills at elevations of 800 to well over 1000 
feet, thereby making aircrafts1 effective Above Ground Level (AGL) altitude lower than if 
overflying flat land. Noise concentrates in bowl-like canyons and sustains and bounces 
off mountains in all directions, creating more noise for everyone, even spilling and 
deflecting to neighborhoods outside the immediate hillside area. The FAA/BUR has 
failed to consider this aggravating circumstance when taking previously cumulative 
actions to re-route low-flying jets over this type of terrain and must consider, study, and 



measure the unique topography when considering how the Expanded Terminal will 
further amplify already devastating cumulative noise impacts. 

Wind and Weather Impacts: 

*Wind and weather paths are increasingly becoming the norm. Wind Day Paths bring 
arrivals over affected communities instead of departures. Extremely low landing 
altitudes over terrain with many obstacles increase danger to aircraft and passengers as 
well as to those on the ground. Significant health risks are magnified. The efficiency of 
the state-of-the-art Expanded Terminal will increase the frequency of low altitude 
arrivals and contribute to an already dangerous action taken by FAA/BUR. 

Safety Impacts: 

*Increasingly, simultaneous departures and arrivals, often within 1,200 feet of each 
other, are occurring over mountainous terrain. This practice contributes to and 
significantly worsens the dangerous cumulative safety impacts and the welfare of our 
communities. The new, more efficient Expanded Terminal will increase this 
phenomenon. It will also increase the sheer number and frequency of aircraft traversing 
the mountains at lower altitudes, thereby compounding the probability that a crash will 
occur over dry parkland, creating catastrophic urban wildfires, that will spread through 
the Santa Monica Mountains. Lack of ingress and egress through the terrain make it 
impossible for emergency vehicles to pass. This is exceedingly reckless and constitutes 
a dereliction of the FAA's obligation to society. 

Health Impacts: 

*The new, more efficient Expanded Terminal will increase the already burdensome 
cumulative negative health effects from constant, low-flying jets over elevated terrain 
that degrade air quality and cause serious health problems: 

-Health effects of jet pollution are severe. Jet fuel emissions are a toxic stew of 
benzene and hazardous chemicals. At or below 3,000 feet (mixing level), particulates 
fall to the ground rather than being absorbed in the atmosphere. Fine particulate 
emissions are dangerous and cause respiratory disease, heart disease and 
cancer. Children and the elderly are 11sensitive receptors" and are most susceptible. Air 
quality degradation will be increased, threatening the health of residents, students, and 
visitors. The greater the volume and frequency of jet overflights, the greater the 
pollution, and the greater the cumulative health risk. 

-Health effects of noise are severe. According to the World Health Organization and 
a Columbia University study, noise has been proven to cause heart and lung disease, 
strokes and even reduce longevity. The greater the volume and frequency of jet over 
flights, the greater the cumulative health risk. 



-Noise increases disruption in schools and interferes with students' ability to learn. 
Hillside schools are not designed to be under a flight path. They were not built near a 
freeway and therefore do not have soundproofing, triple paned windows, or air filtration. 
Flight frequency due to the higher efficiency of the proposed Expanded Terminal will 
increase cumulative impacts already suffered by our children as a result of previous 
actions taken by FAA/BUR. 

Economic Impacts: 

*The new, more efficient Expanded Terminal will increase the economic loss already 
experienced in the Affected Areas. 

-Negative effects on local businesses and restaurants will increase. 

-The film industry centered in Studio City is already disappearing due to current 
unauthorized flight paths that a New Terminal would exacerbate. TV and film shoots in 
Studio City and Sherman Oaks - a critical part of our local economy, with CBS 
Television Studios a huge contributor of jobs and local tax revenues - would be severely 
affected by the Expanded Terminal. Crews already have to "hold a shot" every 90 
seconds as a flight passes due to other cumulative actions already taken by FAA/BUR. 
Many on-location shoots are simply moving elsewhere due to the constant noise. 

-Home values have already been impacted and are on the decline. Cumulatively, 
this, in turn, causes a massive reduction in tax revenues to the City of Los Angeles. 

Construction Environmental Impacts: 

*Residents near BUR and along the soil export route have grave concerns about vast 
amounts of contaminated soils traversing their neighborhoods, potentially exposing 
them to dangerous materials. Residents near BUR also have concerns about the growth 
of the airport, as well as increased traffic surrounding the airport, and air pollution from 
traffic. 

Mitigation: 

*Based on prior actions taken by FAA/BUR, mitigation of harm must be implemented 
before plans for the proposed terminal can continue. The damaging and unreasonable 
cumulative impacts resulting from BUR/FAA action, as evidenced by widespread public 
controversy, must be addressed and resolved. Meanwhile, all plans for the proposed 
Expanded Terminal must immediately cease. 

-FAA must address and consider request from BUR to use Section 175 of the FAA 
Reauthorization Act to create dispersed lateral tracks away from the 4(f) protected 
Santa Monica Mountains. Use of Section 175 has the support of the City of Los 
Angeles through its Resolution dated 2/5/19. 



-FAA must consider a full 11 reset11 of BUR path to the historical dispersed path. 

Alternatives: 

Other alternatives must be considered such as: 

*Rerouting the flights east or southeast over Burbank, Glendale, and Pasadena. They 
are reaping the profits from the airport but are not sharing in ANY of the air noise and 
pollution. Los Angeles receives all the negative impacts with no reward or profit. 

*Redesign by modifying and regrading the 15/33 Runway so it can be regularly used for 
northern takeoffs. 

*Redesign considering a dedicated Runway for Southwest Airlines, Burbank's largest 
carrier, to depart to the north. 

*Redesign Runways and Departures to accommodate departures on other runways, in 
other directions to reduce southwestern departures. 

*Redesign Runways and "Wind" Arrival Procedures to provide alternatives to 
descending over mountainous terrain. 

*Redesign runways to accommodate alternate procedures for some "less competent 
jets" that can't always complete their turns prior to the 101 freeway. 

*Restoring the pre-NextGen historical 6-mile wide flight path, proven safe for decades. 

*Creating multiple tracks and alternate tracks in ALL directions. There is webtrak 
evidence of numerous successful northern departures by all jets, as well as eastern 
departures. 

*Transferring or shifting some of the General Aviation or Cargo operations to another 
existing public airport (or airports) in Southern California. 

*Retiring all General Aviation operations. The Expanded Terminal will encourage more 
General Aviation including large jets that are not subject to BUR's voluntary curfew, and 
will therefore fly over noise-sensitive areas late at night and early in the morning. 

*Retiring or reducing Cargo operations. The Expanded Terminal will encourage more 
cargo and heavier slow-to-gain-altitude jets that are not subject to curfew, and will 
therefore fly over noise-sensitive areas late at night and early in the morning. 

*Relocating the airport to a less populated area. The Expanded Terminal will have 
Metrolink connections to Antelope Valley and Ventura. These high-speed rail lines are 
two-way. A New Airport designed to meet all FAA standards could be located on the 
other end of either line in a less densely populated area. 



 

February 21, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Toluca Lake and am one of many 
people suffering under the flight paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental 
study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted my life and my work and have affected my personal 
comfort and health. Among other issues, the excessive noise is causing difficulty with our normal 
sleeping patterns resulting in sleep deprivation which in turn impacts the remainder of our waking hours 
adversely. The noise is disruptive to a working and concentration while at home as well. We are further 
concerns there may be an adverse and unfair impact upon our property value due to the noise 
generated. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise 
level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night 
from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA 
must not allow the terminal expansion because that will further increase the health risk from noise and 
toxic jet particulates that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa Monica.Mountains 
National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in 
the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is ~ndangering our 
protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without conducting any Environmental Studies 
for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves the 
flight paths out of our protected parkland! 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of our local economy. The 

current unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local filming and threaten the studios and 

thousands of people wtio work in the film industry. Home values are dropping which in turn is 

potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the City of ~os Angeles. A new, expanded 

terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and expo~ all the noise and pollution 

to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding with the replacement 

terminal! 

We have also left messages with the Hilda Landaverde to express our concerns on 2/16 and 2/20 and 

have not received any response. If she is currently out of the office, we can understand there may be a 

slight lag in her response, though it would seem someone else on staff should be tasked with responding 

to concerns of the surrounding community impacted by the noise in her absence. We hope and would 

anticipate a staff member will respond soon, but we are becoming concerned our communications may 

not receive response which would be highly disappointing. 

~lE ~lea w lE[m 
ill) FEB 2 6 2019 ~ 
Bv _______ _ 

Comments 260, 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 
342, 390, 391, 393, 455, 478, 479, 481 



For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the 

replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

iJ~'5b--
William Beauter 

10703 Woodbridge St. 

Toluca Lake, CA 91602 

213-926-5405 



 

lvlr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office 
LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd. Suite 150 
El Segundo, California 90245 

Dear Mr. Cushing, 

I am writing as a 40 year resident of Studio City. I live on Yiewcrest Rd. off of Laurel Canyon, South of 
Ventura Blvd. The noise from the airport in Burbank from the planes flying over head from 7am each 
morning into the evening (sometime after 10pm) is intolerable. My home is in a very bucolic setting. The 
peacefulness of our neighborhood is corrupted by the noise. There are several schools nearby and I can 
only guess how disturbing the noise must be for the students and teachers. Our guesthouse is above our 
house. The noise there is even worse. Constant noise from planes overhead is truly intolerable. I am writing 
now to ask that further development at Burbank Airport be stopped for the sake of the wellbeing of the 
citizens of Studio City who deserve to have their wellbeing taken into consideration. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Best. 

Susan Schwarz Berton 
(310-785-0060) 

Comments 342, 391, 484 



 

Mr. David Cushing 

Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 

777 Aviation Blvd., Suite 150 

EISegundo,CA 90245 

Scoping Comments on Hollywood Burbank Airport Terminal Replacement Project 

Dear Mr. Cushing: 

I write on behalf of UproarLA, a community group whose members reside in Studio City, Sherman Oaks, 
Encino, Toluca Lake, North Hollywood, Valley Village, Hollywood Hills, Laurel Canyon, Bel Air, and other 
neighborhoods in the Santa Monica Mountains, to provide scoping comments on the Federal Aviation 
Administration's (FAA's) Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Hollywood Burbank Airport (BUR) 
Terminal Replacement Project (Project). Our comments are as follows: 

1. As an initial matter, we agree with the FAA that the Project's significant environmental consequences 
require the preparation of a full EIS rather than an Environmental Assessment (EA). 

2. NEPA requires federal agencies to account for all reasonably foreseeable direct, indirect, and 
cumulative impacts of a proposed project. Here, the impact analysis must account for the reasonably 
foreseeable possibility that the replacement terminal - with its expanded amenities and increased 
efficiency - will result in increased departures and arrivals at Hollywood Burbank Airport (BUR) even if 
the number of terminal gates remains constant. Indeed, an August 2015 Technical Memorandum by 
AECOM entitled "Analysis of Airport Capacity Constraints" indicates that the maximum capacity of 
Hollywood Burbank Airport is nearly 12 MAP, far greater than current operations. 

3. The EIS must use an appropriate baseline. In developing that baseline, the FAA should account for 
the fact that the initial segment of the departure routes currently being flown at BUR were never subject to 
NEPA review during the Southern California Metroplex project. Nor, to our knowledge, have the current 
routes ever been reviewed as part of any other NEPA analysis. Moreover, the routes appear to be in flux 
- the number and path of departing aircraft varies significantly from day to day. For each of these 
reasons, pre-Metroplex conditions provide the most appropriate and equitable baseline against which to 
measure project impacts. 

4. To accurately address the significant noise issues at BUR - which will be intensified by the new 
terminal and supporting infrastructure - the EIS must incorporate and address the following: 

Impacts on all noise-sensitive land uses, including schools, parks, open space, preserves, historic 
resources, and others, associated with departures and arrivals directly, indirectly, and cumulatively 
related to the Project. 

• Unique topography, including, in particular, the hills and canyons south of the airport; 

• Single-event noise measurements for departures and arrivals directly, indirectly, and cumulatively 

related to the Project; 

• California and federal noise metrics; 

Comments 252, 253, 254, 273, 
274, 275, 309, 337, 405 



• The likelihood that aircraft will not adhere to published departure and arrival routes. 

5. NEPA's implementing regulations provide that cumulative and connected actions should be 
considered in the same EIS. 40 C.F.R. §1508.8. The FAA is currently undertaking simultaneous NEPA 
reviews of (1) departure routes from BUR and (2) BUR terminal and airfield improvements. These are 
precisely the kinds of actions that should be considered together, in a comprehensive EIS. 

6. NEPA requires federal agencies to address the cumulative impacts of their proposed projects together 
with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions. Cumulative impacts refer to "the 
impact on the environment which results from the present impact of the action when added to other past, 
present and reasonably foreseeable future actions, regardless of what agency (Federal or non-Federal) 
or person undertakes such other actions." 40 C.F.R. §1508.7. Here, the impacts of the terminal 
replacement project must be considered cumulatively with at least the following: 

• The Metroplex project; 

• Changes to, and eventual closure of, Santa Monica Municipal Airport (SMO), including relocation 

of some SMO operations to other area facilities. 

• Changes in operations and routes at Van Nuys Airport (VNY); 

• Proposed open SIDs for OROSZ 3 and SLAPP 2 at BUR. 

Indeed, residents in these areas are already feeling the incredible negative impacts due to the FAA"s 

proposed series of actions include new departure routes from BUR, that will place more aircraft, at lower 

altitudes, in greater concentrations, along specific corridors directly over residential neighborhoods, parks, 

schools, open space preserves, and other noise-sensitive areas. The resulting noise, pollution, and 

safety risks will be transferred from the community at large to the members of UproarLA and their 

neighbors. See Ex. 1. The impacts of the terminal replacement cannot be viewed stand-alone from the 

cumulative impacts of the FAA's proposed new routes. 

7. NEPA's implementing regulations require the FAA to "rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all 
reasonable alternatives" and mandate that this analysis be "the heart of the [EIS]." Here, the FAA should 
consider alternatives that would adjust the arrival and departure routes used by aircraft accessing the 
proposed BUR replacement terminal. In particular, the FAA should consider routes concentrating 
overflights above the US-101 corridor (i.e., north of the Santa Monica Mountains), where land uses and 
topography are most noise-compatible. Such routes are objectively reasonable, would help address 
noise impacts, and would not interfere with the Project's purpose and need. If the EIS fails to evaluate 
alternative arrival and departure routes, the FAA will not have a legally-defensible basis for reaching a 
Record of Decision. 

Careful consideration of alternatives in the EIS may also reveal additional alternatives. For example, the 
FAA should consider whether it may be feasible for some percentage of BUR departures, under certain 
conditions, to take off to the north. Such an approach would appear to reduce travel time, fuel use, noise 
impacts, and airspace congestion. It would also route departures over industrial and commercial land 
(some of it vacant) rather than the residential areas and protected parklands of the Santa Monica 
Mountains. 



8. The EIS must also evaluate ''means to mitigate adverse environmental impacts." For this reason too, 

the FMmust thoroughly and objectively consider adjustments to BUR arrival and departure routes. In 
addition, the EIS should include mitigation measures that would limit the number and timing of future 
arrivals and departures at BUR. 

Please do not hesitate lo contact the undersigned if you have any questions. We would also be happy to 
meet with you to disGuss our concP-rns in greater detail. 

Respe:ctful!y s~bmitted, 

~!3utJu 
f<imberly Bidc!le 



 

Mr. David Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airport District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in North 
Hollywood and am one of many people suffering under the flight paths that were 
changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental study. 

The flight paths have seriously disrupted my life and my work. At times, starting 
at 7 am thru 10 pm the planes are so low and loud and consecutive that you 
cannot hear a conversation, radio, television, etc in my residence with 
doors and windows closed. Also with young children it's increasingly 
difficult to put them too sleep with the extra noise. My other concerns are 
the schools around the corner, Toulca Lake Elementary which a majority of 
the children in the neighborhood attend, what is the impact on the schools 
from the airport? Noise, jet fuel etc ... 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air 
traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 
aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from BUR and VNY, primarily 
BUR The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our 
hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and create 
a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so 
close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion 
because that will further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet 
particulates that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa 
Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that 
remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The 
FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is endangering our protected 
parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without conducting any 
Environmental Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal 
must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our protected 
parkland! 
The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of our local 
economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local 
filming and threaten the studios and thousands of people who work in the film 
industry. Home values are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by 
hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded 
terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the 

Comments 289, 299, 300, 305, 345, 351, 
391, 393, 478, 479, 481, 484, 485 



noise and pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths 
before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies 
groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 
Darin Birchler 

4954 Cartwright ave 
Los Angeles 91601 



 

From: Joelle Birnberg <joelle.birnberg@gmail.com> 
Date: Tuesday, January 29, 2019 
Subject: In support 
To: UproarLA@gmaiI.com 

My husband and I live in Sherman oaks in the hills and our babies have been woken up on an almost daily basis 
by flights arriving into Burbank. The planes fly very low over our house and cause a great deal of noise. I am a 
family practice doctor and I am deeply concerned for the health of my children given the very high frequency of 
planes flying directly over us, sometimes twice within a minute, that are emitting carcinogens and other lung 
irritants that cause asthma. Creating this concentration of flights over our neighborhood puts us at an increased 
health risk that is unjust. It is not ethical to concentrate this number of flights over such few houses rather than 
diffusing the impact. 
Please take action to rectify the wrong that you are doing to my family. 

Sincerely, 

Joelle Birnberg and Alexander Braunstein 

3446 Langridge Avenue, Sherman Oaks California 91423 

Sent from my iPhone 

1 

Comments 260, 342 



 

February 25, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Toluca 
Lake and am one of many people suffering under the flight paths that were 
changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental study. The flight 
paths have interrupted my familis life and my work at the studios. Also, we 
have two boys who play outside in the pool and on the trampoline, 
basketball and skateboard in the driveway and we are outside frequently 
together. In the past year, we have seen a dramatic increase in airplane 
traffic over our home. We have all noticed an increase in the noisy air 
traffic. Our privacy has been compromised, Our kids are nervous as the 
planes are low and loud. We can hear it from everywhere in our home and 
find it disruptive to our life. 

When we invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, 
insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage of 
more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from BUR 
and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with 
the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise 
to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 
seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The 
FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that will further 
increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the 
ground. 

For these reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies 
groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Charles Boyd 
4620 Forman Avenue 
Toluca Lake, CA 91602 

Comments 301, 305, 342, 
345, 390, 391, 393 



 

February 25, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, By 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Toluca 
Lake and am one of many people suffering under the flight paths that were 
changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental study. The flight 
paths have interrupted my family's life and my work at the studios. Also, we 
have two boys who play outside in the pool and on the trampoline, 
basketball and skateboard in the driveway and we are outside frequently 
together. In the past year, we have seen a dramatic increase in airplane 
traffic over our home. We have all noticed an increase in the noisy air 
traffic. Our privacy has been compromised, Our kids are nervous as the 
planes are low and loud. We can hear it from everywhere in our home and 
find it disruptive to our life. 

When we invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, 
insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage of 
more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from BUR 
and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with 
the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise 
to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 
seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The 
FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that will further 
increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the 
ground. 

For these reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies 
groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

yd 
4620 For an Avenue 
Toluca Lake, CA 91602 

Comments 301, 305, 342, 
345, 390, 391, 393 



 

February 25, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

By 
Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Toluca 
Lake and am one of many people suffering under the flight paths that were 
changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental study. The flight 
paths have seriously disrupted my life and my work. We have two boys 
who play outside in the pool and on the trampoline, basketball and 
skateboard in the driveway and we are outside frequently together. In the 
past year, we have seen a dramatic increase in airplane traffic over our 
home. We have all noticed it independently as our schedules are varied 
and we have all been aware of a lower, louder experience with the air 
traffic. Our privacy has been compromised, the sound pollution has 
increased and the air pollution must be increased as well but it appears it 
has not been measured or reported. The kids are nervous as the planes 
are low and loud. We can hear it from everywhere in our home and find it 
disruptive to our life. I am the President of the Toluca Lake Garden Club 
and our work would be significantly impacted. As I sit here right now, I am 
listening to the news and typing this letter (9:09 p.m.) and can hear a plane 
overhead as we speak! Our family is dramatically affected by the noise 
level and we have questions: 

1 . How will our health be affected? 
2. What is the proposed increase? 
3. How can we be better informed about plans such as these before the 
flight paths change? 
4. This will impact the value of our homes? 

When we invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, 
insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage of 
more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from BUR 
and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with 
the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise 
to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 
seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The 
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FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that will further 
increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the 
ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the 
Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet 
refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis of 
Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is 
endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly 
without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, more 
efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves the 
flight paths out of our protected parkland! 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of 
our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already 
diminished local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of people 
who work in the film industry. Home values are dropping which in turn is 
potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the City of 
Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit 
to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City of 
Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding with 
the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet 
Skies groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

~'.~~e1r;;J ~ et. 
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4620 Forman venue 
Toluca Lake, CA 91602 



 

February 25, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Toluca 
Lake and am one of many people suffering under the flight paths that were 
changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental study. The flight 
paths have seriously disrupted my life and my work. We have two boys 
who play outside in the pool and on the trampoline, basketball and 
skateboard in the driveway and we are outside frequently together. In the 
past year, we have seen a dramatic increase in airplane traffic over our 
home. We have all noticed it independently as our schedules are varied 
and we have all been aware of a lower, louder experience with the air 
traffic. Our privacy has been compromised, the sound pollution has 
increased and the air pollution must be increased as well but it appears it 
has not been measured or reported. The kids are nervous as the planes 
are low and loud. We can hear it from everywhere in our home and find it 
disruptive to our life. I am the President of the Toluca Lake Garden Club 
and our work would be significantly impacted. As I sit here right now, I am 
listening to the news and typing this letter (9:09 p.m.) and can hear a plane 
overhead as we speak! Our family is dramatically affected by the noise 
level and we have questions: 

1. How will our health be affected? 
2. What is the proposed increase? 
3. How can we be better informed about plans such as these before the 
flight paths change? 
4. This will impact the value of our homes? 

When we invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, 
insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage of 
more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from BUR 
and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with 
the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise 
to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 
seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The 
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FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that will further 
increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the 
ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the 
Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet 
refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis of 
Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is 
endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly 
without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, more 
efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves the 
flight paths out of our protected parkland! 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of 
our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already 
diminished local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of people 
who work in the film industry. Home values are dropping which in turn is 
potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the City of 
Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit 
to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City of 
Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding with 
the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet 
Skies groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Dana Boyd 
4620 Forman Avenue 
Toluca Lake, CA 91602 



 

February 19, 2019 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Mgr Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 ~[E W5 [Ea 

IBJ FEB 2 6 201

Dear Sir; By 

This letter is too strongly show my opposition to the 
terminal expansion at Burbank airport without 
fundamental and comprehensive change to this current 
flight path, protection of our communities and 
parklands, and limits on airport growth and operations. 

The terminal expansion must not be considered in a 
vacum. NEPA requires that the FAA evaluate the 
impact of its action (replacing the terminal) "when 
added to other past, present, and reasonably roeseeably 
future actions", whether direct or indirect ( 40 CFR 
1508. 7, 1508.8). The impact the proposed Expanded 
Terminal will have must be considered along with all 
other cumulative impacts. 

The proposed Expanded Terminal is expected to have 
the same number of gates ( 14) as the existing terminal. 
However, with it's increased size, it's reasonable 
foreseeable that more gates will be added in the future, 
and therefore must be considered as a cumulative 
impact. All it would take to expand beyond 14 gates is 
approval by the City of Burbank. The City of Los Angeles 
would have no say in the matter. 

Expanded Cargo Facilities will encourage more cargo 
jets creating heavier, slow to gain altitude jets that are 
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not subject to curfew, thereby flying over noise sensitive 
areas late at night and early in the morning. 

It has already been determined by an independent 
analysis conducted by Landrum 8e Brown that the BUT 
flights paths shifted south in a concentrated path over 
the affected areas of Studio City, Sherman Oaks, and 
Encino. This change in flight track occurred early 201 7 
without notice or environmental study. Prior to 201 7 
there was only occasional jet noise. Now there is a 
constant, disruptive, low, loudjet disruption in our 
formerly quiet, tranquil hillside neighborhoods as well 
as over the playgrounds and athletic fields of no less 
than 1 O private and public schools. The proposed 
Expanded Terminal will amplify these impacts that the 
FAA/BUR has failed to address and mitigate despite 
intense and widespread public outrage and controversy. 

Under section 4(f) of the US Department of 
Transportation Act, the FAA must avoid potential 
impacts to "publicly owned parks, recreation areas, 
wildlife and water fowl refuges, or public and private 
historic properties. The FAA is required to look at all 
other alternatives to avoid overflying protected 
parkland and has failed to do so. The new, more efficient 
Expanded Terminal must not move forward until these 
issues are addressed and a full Environmental study is 
done by the FAA which will take 12-18 months. 

The film industry centered in Studio City is already 
disappearing due to current unauthorized flight paths 
that a new terminal would exacerbate. TV and film 
shoots in Studio City and Sherman Oaks- a criticial part 
of our local economy, with CBS Television Studios a hug 
contributor ofjobs and local tax revenues would be 
severly affected by the Expanded Terminal. Crews 
already have to "hold a shot" every 90 seconds a flight 
passes due to other cumulative actions already taken by 



FAA/BUR. Many on-location shoots are simply moving 
elsewhere due to constant noise and taking there 
revenue with them. 

Houses values have been affected and are in decline due 
to these current flight paths which means less property 
taxes and less revenue for the city of LA. 

Bases on prior actions taken by FAA/BUR mitigation of 
harm must be implemented before plans for the 
proposed terminal can continue. The damaging and 
unreasonable cumulative impacts resulting from 
FAA/BUR action, as evidenced by widespread public 
controversy, must be addressed and resolved. 
Meanwhile, all plans for the proposed Expanded 
Terminal must immediately cease. 

FAA must address and consider request from BUR to 
use Section 175 of the FAA Reauthorization Act to 
create dispersed lateral tracks away from the 4(f) 
protected Santa Monica Mountains. Use of Section 175 
has the support ~f the City of Los Angeles through the 
Resolution dated) 2/5/19. 

Other alternatives must be considered such as: 

Rerouting the flights east or southeast over Burbank, 
Glendale, and Pasadena. They are reaping the profits 
form the airport but are not sharing in ANY of the noise 
and pollution. Los Angeles receives al the negative 
impacts with no reward or profit. 

Redesign by modifying and regarding the 15/33 
Runway so it can be regularly used for northern 
takeoffs. 



Redesign considering a dedicated Runway for 
Southwest Airlines, Burbank's largest carrier, to depart 
to the north. 

Redesign Runways and Departures to accommodate 
departures on other runways, in other directions to 
reduce southwestern departures. 

Retiring all General Aviation operations. 

Retiring or reducing Cargo operations. 

Relocating the airport to a less populated area. The 
Expanded Terminal will have Metrolink connections to 
Antelope Valley and Ventura. These high speed rail 
lines are two way. A New Airport designed to meet all 
FAA standards could be located on the other end of 
either line in a less densely populated area. 

Until the issues are addressed that our community is 
suffering under the Expanded Terminal project should 
immediately cease and will be strongly opposed by all 
residents of the cities of Studio City, Sherman Oaks, and 
Encino. 

Respectfully, 

Linda Branca 
4153 Stansbury Ave 
Sherman Oaks, CA 90423 



February 26, 2019 

Mr. David Cushing 

Manager, Los Angeles Airport District Office, LAX-600 

777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 

El Segundo, CA 90245 

Re: Proposed Burbank Airport Terminal Addition 

Greetings Mr. Cushing, 

I am writing this letter to express my utter dismay and disappointment 

felt from the total lack of sensitivity to our community. First we learned 

that NextGen is responsible for its dastardly action to ruin the serene 

character of this cherished urban living by thousands of valley 

residences. Now it appears salt is being pounded into our wounds 

with a proposed Burbank Airport Terminal Addition! Please explain 

how the latter will mitigate the former atrocity. My family and friends 

plan to oppose this latest development. Enough is enough. 

Sincerely, 

Jon Brouse 

3636 Goodland Drive 

Studio City, CA 91604 

Comment 391 
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To: Mr. David F. Cushing 

Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 

777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 

El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Studio 

City and am one of many people suffering under the flight paths that 

were changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental study. The 

flight paths have seriously disrupted my life and my work. What was 

once a quiet refuge has now impacted our quality of life. Even our 

soundproof doors haven't shielded us from the roaring of airplanes flying 

only a few thousand feet over our heads day in and day out. I haven't 

had a one night of uninterrupted sleep since these new flight paths 

began. We have five children and purchased this home to one day retire 

in. Unfortunately, unless things change we'll most likely have to relocate. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, 

insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage 

of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from 

BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined 

with the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the 

noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at 

least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are 

severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that 

will further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates 

that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the 

Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet 

refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis 
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of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is 
endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly 

without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, 
more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves 

the flight paths out of our protected parkland! 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of 
our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already 

diminished local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of 

people who work in the film industry. Home values are dropping which 
in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for 

the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the 
monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and 

pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths 
before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local 

Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Troy Carter 
3160 Coldwater Canyon 

Studio City, CA 91604 



 

Mrs. Linda S. Clarke 
3530 Stone Canyon Ave. 

Sherman Oaks, California 91403 
lsclarke.email@gmail.com 

January 27, 2019 

Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager 
Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Subject: Proposed Expansion of Burbank Airport 

I DO NOT support the proposed replacement I expansion plans for Burbank Airport by 
the FAA and Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority. The proposed action would 
have a direct bearing on jet traffic capacity; and it would absolutely increase and intensify the 
frequency and volume of invasive jet traffic now being experienced with severe adverse 
consequences as a direct result of flight path changes instituted as part of the FM's NextGen 
program at Burbank Airport--changes which have already resulted in the constant, 
concentrated jet traffic across my neighborhood and multiple surrounding communities. 

The following concerns are relevant: 

1. The flight path procedure/changes instituted as part of the FM NextGen are completely 
new to multiple communities stretching across the southern end of a large area of the San 
Fernando Valley, and have direct, dramatic, and significant adverse impact-- so much so, 
that they are being strongly protested and challenged by thousands of residents, multiple 
organizations, and many city officials. It is (painfully) obvious to thousands of people 
across the valley that the FM has been dramatically changing Burbank departure paths 
since 2017 (verified by the Landrum and Brown study) even without addition of the new 
proposed waypoints and without proper environmental impact study. Besides the shift in 
southerly Burbank departures further south over the 101 freeway, the flight path has been 
reduced from 6 miles wide to a concentrated noise-intensifying 1/2 mile concentrated mile 
path with jets highly visible and flying very low. The volume of jet traffic has increased even 
without an expanded capacity airport. 

2. The volume and intensity of (very) low flying, loud jets at all hours every day across the 
communities of the Santa Monica Mountain (including the "flats", rising foothills, and 
mountainsides) have been, and continue to be a major disruptive intrusion which has (a) 
caused upheaval to quality of life and health (e.g. ability to sleep, concentrate, and 
converse, and work) for thousands of residents and school children; and (b) also adversely 
affected vegetation and wildlife in protected parkland in the Santa Monica Mountains. 
Repeated, prolonged exposure to toxic jet emission pollutants is now a real concern--a 
dangerous condition only exacerbated by increased jet traffic. 

3. The topography over which southerly Burbank departures are now being directed as a 
result of FAA NextGen changes is completely inappropriate for, and ill-suited to such low 
flying jet intrusion. The rising hillside and mountainous terrain in affected highly populated 
communities (homes and schools) serves to significantly amplify and sustain the loud roar 
of the low flying (highly visible) jet aircraft departing Burbank and making their way from 
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Studio City across the flats, rising hillsides, canyons and mountains characteristic of 
multiple valley communities (which include Studio City, Sherman Oaks, Encino, and Bel 
Air) under their flight paths. This circumstances of location (i.e. rising hillside terrain and 
parkland) and population density (residences and school children) have been 
(insensitively) ignored and/or underestimated as it relates to specific FAA attention to 
cumulative adverse impact. 

4. FAA changes in departure path routing toward and across the rising hillside communities 
across the valley has already been completely out of touch with, and insensitive to existing 
conditions for which there has not been proper due diligence to community and 
environmental concerns. Why not consider a much wider path as before, or multiple tracks 
and alternate tracks in all directions. 

In conclusion: 

It is reasonable to anticipate that Burbank Airport expansion will increase jet traffic-- along 
with the real likelihood this would also immediately compound (what already feels like) 
abusive conditions to residents, schools, and parklands across multiple communities south of 
the 101 freeway now being experienced as a result of FAA NextGen shifting and 
concentrating of Burbank southerly departure paths (implemented increasingly since 2017 
over multiple, previously unaffected areas). Increasing traffic from an expanded capacity 
Burbank Airport (especially without altering jet path traffic away from multiply impacted 
communities) constitutes an insensitive intrusion into vulnerable geographic terrain which 
effectively aggravates jet noise disturbance, thereby directly contributing to increased and 
sustained quality of life problems. The adverse cumulative impact cannot be over-stated. 

This proposed Burbank airport expansion is going to make an existing problematic situation, 
worse! I therefore, cannot support this project. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Linda Clarke, (43 year Sherman Oaks resident) 
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February 20, 2019 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Subject: Proposed Expansion of Burbank Airport 

I cannot support the proposed replacement/ expansion plans for Burbank Airport by the FM and 
Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority because the proposed action would inevitably have a 
direct bearing on increased jet traffic capacity- adding to the burden imposed on a large residential 
area already stressed by the incursion of Burbank jet traffic as a direct result of the FM NextGen 
flight path changes begun in 2017. Increased adverse, cumulative impacts to multiple communities 
under the narrowed jet paths (now in effect) can realistically be anticipated across an extensive part of 
many San Fernando Valley, Santa Monica Mountain area communities south of the 101 freeway (from 
Studio City to Sherman Oaks, Bel Air, and Encino). 

At this time, extremely intrusive noise along with toxic emissions pollution are currently being 
experienced with increasing public outcry as a direct consequence of changes to FM (NextGen) 
departure flight path/procedures from both Burbank and Van Nuys airports-- changes which have 
dually impacted thousands of residents, schools, and parkland across valley terrain completely 
unprepared for, and definitely wrong for the constant, daily, low flying jet intrusion now taking place. 
Current and steady growth at both airports, in conjunction with FM NextGen changes to departure 
flight paths at both, have yielded severely adverse cumulative impacts that are highly invasive--even 
without a rebuilt and expanded Burbank Airport facility. 

The following conditions and concerns are relevant: 

1. The flight path procedure changes instituted as part of the FM NextGen are completely new to 
multiple communities stretching across the southern end of a large area of the San Fernando 
Valley; this has had a direct, dramatic, and significant adverse impact-- so much so, that the 
changes are being strongly protested and challenged by thousands of residents, multiple 
organizations, and many elected officials. It is (painfully) obvious to thousands of people across the 
valley that the FM has been dramatically changing Burbank departure paths since 2017 (verified 
by the Landrum and Brown study) even without addition of the two new proposed waypoints, and 
without proper environmental impact study. Besides the shift in southerly Burbank departures 
further south over the 101 freeway and into many miles of hillside communities beyond, the 
Burbank departure flight path has been reduced from a 6 mile wide dispersal to a concentrated 
noise-intensifying 1/2 mile wide steady stream with jets highly visible and flying very low. 

2. The topography over which southerly Burbank departures are now being directed as a result of 
FM NextGen changes is completely inappropriate for, and ill-suited to such low flying jet 
exposure/intrusion, never previously experienced prior to FM NextGen alteration to long 
established flight path procedures. The very nature of the noise-sensitive terrain in affected highly 
populated communities (homes and schools) serves to significantly enhance sound intensity and 
duration---i.e. amplifies and sustains the loud roar of the low flying jet aircraft departing Burbank 
and making their way across the flats, rising hillsides, canyons and mountains characteristic of 
Studio City, Sherman Oaks, Encino, and Bel Air over which they now fly. 

Mrs. Linda S. Clarke 
3530 Stone Canyon Ave. 

Sherman Oaks, California 91403 
lsclarke.email@gmail.com 
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3. The volume and intensity of low flying, loud jets, from early morning to late evening, every day 
across the communities of the Santa Monica Mountain (including the "flats", rising foothills, and 
mountainsides) have been, and continue to be a significant, abrasive disturbance which has (a) 
caused upheaval to quality of life and health (e.g. ability to sleep, concentrate, and converse, and 
work) for thousands of residents and school children; and (b) also adversely affected vegetation 
and wildlife in protected parkland in the Santa Monica Mountains. Repeated, prolonged exposure 
to toxic jet emission pollutants from low flying, ascending jets (to people, wildlife, and parkland) is a 
real concern now, and a hazardous condition that will only be exacerbated by increased jet traffic. 

4. In effect, FAA changes in departure path routing of jets low, and deep into (and across) so many 
noise-sensitive rising hillside communities has already been completely out of touch with existing 
conditions for which there has not been proper due diligence to community and environmental 
concerns. Circumstances of location (i.e. rising hillside terrain and parkland) and population density 
(residences and school children) related to noise and toxic emissions from the volume of low flying 
jets have been (insensitively) ignored by FAA NextGen change actions, and grossly 
underestimated as they relate to cumulative adverse impacts. 

Residents from Bel Air, Sherman Oaks, Encino, and across to Studio City are increasingly being 
severely, adversely impacted by changes directly attributed to 2017 and 2018 FAA NextGen 
implementation at both Burbank and Van Nuys airports. Also, current and projected jet operations 
growth at both Van Nuys and Burbank have, in effect, aggravated and compounded issues raised by 
concerned community members like myself. 

The following interrelated conditions are relevant to public concerns about Burbank expansion and are 
not inconsequential considerations as they relate to adverse cumulative impacts: 

1. Since the implementation of FAA NextGen flight path departure changes, jets departing Burbank 
(proceeding westward) and Van Nuys (going eastward) have effectively been criss-crossing each 
other over multiple Santa Monica Mountain/ Mulholland corridor communities (flats and rising 
hillsides) south of the 101 freeway-- effectively compounding dramatic, intrusive noise conditions 
created by FAA NextGen flight path departure procedure changes at both airports. Now we 
experience dual overlapping flight patterns-with a high volume of jets from both Burbank and Van 
Nuys routed in concentrated overlapping paths over homes, schools, and parkland of Studio City, 
Sherman Oaks, Encino, and Bel Air. This has resulted in an extremely congested airspace -- with 
loud, low flying ascending jets flying across the same air space, deep into topography which has 
never before (prior to FAA NextGen implementation) experienced this kind of intensity and 
frequency of jet traffic. 

The simultaneous adverse impacts from Burbank airport as well as Van Nuys in effect now, are 
significant, and functionally exacerbate issues raised above in this letter-- especially when 
considered in light of increased use at both airports. To summarize: 

a. The frequency and intensity of noise impact from both airports with low flying departing jets is 
considerable, and new to affected communities since FAA NextGen procedure changes. Jet 
engine sounds reverberate against the rising canyon hillsides; you can see and hear them 
coming, passing over, and leaving for quit a while. Increased flight activity will only further 
aggravate cumulative noise impact to (our) already adversely impacted noise-sensitive Santa 
Monica Mountains hillside communities. 

b. Wildlife, vegetation, and protected parkland are repeatedly being exposed to and impacted by 
the extent of noise and toxic emissions from such a high volume of low flying jet aircraft 
constantly criss-crossing the same noise-sensitive / environmentally sensitive areas. Increased 
flight activity will only further aggravate the cumulative noise and emission impact to already 
adversely impacted areas. 
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2. Resident upset and frustration regarding intense noise and cumulative dangers of toxic emissions 
from the lower flying jets out of both airports has been voiced with significant numbers of steadily 
increasing complaints (since 2017/2018) to airports, city, and congressional representatives as 
residents find basic quality of life conditions seriously upended: sleep, work, ability to converse and 
concentrate. Increased, and consistently increasing public frustration, reaction, and action (via 
letters and calls) demonstrate the on-going extent of public discontent and controversy generated 
by FM (NextGen) flight path/procedure changes implemented without due diligence to very real 
(adverse) community and environmental conditions. 

3. Airport use and operations at both Burbank and Van Nuys have been rising steadily; public as well 
as government officials are acutely aware of this increased use and plans for expansion and/or 
changes at both that will facilitate increased jet traffic capacity. In effect, adversely impacted areas 
(already suffering from new FAA NextGen departure path procedures/patterns at both airports), will 
be subjected to even more invasive jet noise intrusion and toxic emissions/pollutants exposure 
because of increased traffic from both airports. There are many times during the day when jets from 
both airports (now) come across our communities (including my house and neighborhood) in rapid 
succession--one after another-at times a minute apart! 

4. Van Nuys Airport traffic volume has significantly increased (and continues to increase) due to 
changes at Santa Monica Airport which include shortening a runway and news of that airport's 
(documented) impending closure. Both circumstances have caused relocation of, and a notable 
increase in jet operations at Van Nuys. The projected increase in both Burbank and Van Nuys 
operations will continue to increase and sustain adverse (cumulative) impacts already being 
experienced in multiple affected Santa Monica Mountain area communities. 

In conclusion: 

It is reasonable to anticipate that Burbank Airport expansion will inevitably increase jet traffic 
operations, further compounding the dramatic, adverse, cumulative noise and emissions impact now 
being experienced by multiple communities south of the 101 freeway--a direct result of FAA NextGen 
changes to jet departure path/procedures which have shifted and concentrated jet traffic into 
communities and terrain previously unaffected. We now have what (visibly and audibly) feels like an 
extremely invasive aerial "assault"; an increase in volume and frequency in jet traffic capacity would 
clearly be facilitated by the proposed expansion project. 

Actions which result in increased jet traffic capacity, without recognizing and addressing current 
adverse conditions voiced by impacted communities· is not acceptable. Returning to previous safe 
departure procedures which include, for example the wider 6 mile dispersal path and steeper ascent, 
and/or considering alternate departure path directions (to re-direct/ shift and disperse jet traffic) would 
help alleviate the severe noise disturbance and toxic emissions exposure we are (insensitively and 
inappropriately) being forced to endure. The adverse cumulative impact cannot be over-stated. 

It is incumbent on Burbank Airport Authority and the FAA to "be a good neighbor"; this necessitates 
serious attention to concerns/complaints raised by affected communities and an honest assessment 
of how actions-- like the proposed expansion (especially in light of FAA flight path changes)- would 
continue to sustain and increase adverse affects like the ones sited above. This proposed expansion 
is going to make an existing, highly problematic situation, worse! I therefore, cannot support this 
project. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

L~nvrke, (43;8l_herman Oaks resident) 

fl~l(~ 
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February 20, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 El Segundo, CA 90245 

From: Daniel Cohen & candice Bernstein 
13154 Cheltenham Drive Sherman Oaks, CA 91423 
oyrobot@gmail.com / 818-370-1234 

Mr. Cushing, 

The FM and BURBANK Airport are on the verge of changing the flight paths from Burbank. ALL DAILY DEPARTURES 
(now 17o+) will be required to fly over hillside neighborhoods, schools and parks from Studio City, west through 
Sherman Oaks, to Encino. Jets will fly LOUD and LOW over our communities, valuable open space and wildlife 
habitat, due to new GPS points that guide jets in a concentrated flight path. 

I object to these new flight paths, OROSZ 3 and SI.APP 2, and to waypoints that will guarantee disruption to our 
communities and burden us with constant noise and a significant air quality health hazard. I object to flight paths 
that expose residents and visitors - our school children, student athletes, and people seeking recreation in the 
foothills of the Santa Monica Mountains Recreation Area - to constant jet noise and pollution. 

I object to a flight path over mountainous terrain at higher elevations. Altitude minimums are far too low over 
terrain and jets gaining altitude are too low and too loud. Unstudied canyon acoustics create a long echo effect of 
90 seconds or more. We object to the lack of environmental impact studies. Where are the noise and air quality 
studies that support FM's decision to locate waypoints at 1700 to 3200 feet AGL (above ground level) over 
thousands of children attending area schools? 

I object to jets consistently flying well below the "mixing level," where particulate pollutants fall to the ground. 
Negative health effects of breathing particulates are well documented - and are most dangerous for children, who 
are "sensitive receptors," along with the ill and elderly. Children play outside and engage in sports, further 
increasing their susceptibility. We object to the disruption of our schools. Children have difficulty learning in a noisy 
environment. The schools in your proposed path were built in quiet, hillside environments and have inadequate 
soundproofing. 

I object to the disruption and degradation of noise sensitive, 4-F designated, public recreation and park land, the 
Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area. This area is home to much of our dwindling, Los Angeles 
wildlife and wildlife habitat. We object to the FM's and Burbank Airport's failure to provide outreach on these 
extremely significant and intrusive new procedures. No notification or engagement. 

I object to the FM's failure to specify flight paths. Faulty online procedure materials misrepresent geographical 
location of path and waypoints. The FM must, in the interest of transparency, provide corrected maps and restart 
the comment period. The FAA must eliminate the waypoints or move them north over the natural "noise corridor'' 
of the 101 freeway. 

With these facts in mind, I strongly object to any all changes or upgrades to the Burbank airport until all of these 
issues have been adequately addressed. 

Thanks, ~[E m1 [Ea W lEfm 
Daniel Cohen ill) FEB 2 6 2019 ~ 

BY----"""':::::::=..J 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

\ 
Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 

Name: \\{\e,v.,e41~ e,o ll lU---, 
Address: \I\ t)o :H?M:01$~ St 
City, State, Zip: \f\l-½.i:J? l 1 C,q lw\u.., , CA °) \ \p D 2-
Email: Y".l"-'H.J : :tb YJ O QI O" ii l:!L. a ~ I , ~ 
Comments on the scope of the EI~ will be accepetthrough 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

Comments 342, 408 



 

February 21 , 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Sherman Oaks and am one of 
many people suffering under the flight paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or 
environmental study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted my life and my work. I work at 
home and the jets directly affect my livelihood! The ever-increasing noise is disruptive to my 
work concentration/focus and I literally have to mute my phone in client meetings and not 
participate in the call when planes are overhead! Outrageous. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air traffic. Now, the 
noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day 
and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with the 
higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and 
create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so close to the 
aircraft are severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that will further 
increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities 
' 

are 
•. 

unique 
j. 

in that they are in the midst of the Santa Monica Mountains 
National Hecreation-·Area, one of the few quiet refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and 
wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is 
endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without conducting any 
Environmental Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed 
until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our protected parkland! 

My husband is a cameraman in the film industry. The film industry is an important part of our 
communities and a driver of our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have 
already diminished local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of people who work in 
the film industry. Home values are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of 
millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the 
monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City of Los 
Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose 

Si;;ra{#U¼t 
the replacement terminal at BUR. 

___, 

. Lynn.Crosswaite 

3570 Valley Meadow Road 

Sherman Oaks 91403 

~le~ le ll \YJ lEfm 
tll1 FEB 2 6 2019 ~ 
By 

Comments 289, 290, 300, 305, 342, 
345, 390, 391, 393, 478, 479, 481 



 

February 28, 2019 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I strongly urge you to read this letter. Too many airport officials and the FAA continue to 
communicate there is no significant change to the environment or quality of life for residents under 
the FAA NEXGEN/METROPLEX Airport Efficiency Program changes rolled out at Burbank and Van Nuys 

Airport .. .including, but not limited to SLAPP TWO, OROSZ THREE, HARYS TWO, and PPRRY flight paths. 

This is just wrong! BUR and VNY today are receiving an unprecedented number of complaints from 

impacted residents like I, who never even lodged a single aircraft complaint before 2017. The specific 

decisions and actions of the FAA and BUR have directly led to a significant adverse impact on my life. 

Because of this, I Strongly_Object to the Burbank Airport replacement terminal proposal. The 
proposed BUR terminal replacement/ expansion will only serve to increase the number of flights, 
customers and enable larger jets to utilize the facility ... simply just compounding the already unlivable 
situation. 

• There is no guarantee that Burbank won't eventually seek to further expand, and become the next LAX 

of the Valley, further multiplying the adverse impact. 

• There is no guarantee a "voluntary" curfew will continue, when (a) it is "voluntary" and not mandated and 

(b) it already excludes other private aircraft such as UPS and FedEx which fly over our homes at very 

!ow altitudes routinely at 1am ... 3am ... 5am ... 6am. 

• As Santa Monica airport shuts down, those flights will simply be migrated to BUR or VNY. Residents of 

Santa Monica can enjoy some peace and quiet, but we cannot. 

• Authorities have not changed the pathways, frequency of planes, low altitudes or made any attempt to 

lessen the significant impact of aircraft traffic and noise over myself and other residents, despite 

300,000 to 400,000 complaints. It is illogical and inaccurate for Authorities to conclude that (a) 

residents do not have a factual basis for complaint regarding the procedures endured today, when the 

issues did not collectively exist at least 4 - 5 years ago pre-Metroplex (definitely pre-2017); (b) even if 

a flight path did previously exist (many have shifted south), using it once or twice a day vs. every 2 

minutes up to over 300+ flights a day currently, is clearly not the same experience for residents under 

Ms. Roslyn Dahl 
3334 Longridge Terrace 

Sherman Oaks, 
CA, 91423 
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that pathway, and (c) It is clearly acknowledged that air traffic that used to be dispersed over a 6-

mile range, is now focused on very narrow corridor, of which unfortunately we live. 

• The cumulative impact of the increase in volume of flights (and Jet size) over the same narrow 

corridor we reside under, has not been properly assessed. VNY can also expand, and increase the 

volume of flights and size of jets over our residence. 

• Our home is 9 miles away from BUR airport. In this situation, any reasonable consumer buying a home in 

an area adjacent to Federally protected open space, reserve area, an ambient 45 DB, quiet hillside, and 

in a 'non-aircraft' designated specific noise zone, would not, could not, and should not be reasonably 

expected to suffer a clearly discriminatory targeted and continual barrage of over 100 decibel aircraft 

noise, when others living equally far away, including residents of Burbank, Glendale and Pasadena, do 

not. The current situation is a gross abuse of the supposed "environmental justice" requirements, and 

there is no "fair treatment" for the class or group of citizens specifically under these narrowed 
pathways. Dispersal of aircraft and noise across 6-miles prior to Metroplex, was much closer to "fair 

treatment". 

• A private settlement with the Beverly Hills Home Owners Association which led to amended pathways 

and displacement of adverse aircraft noise over their homes to directly over mine, is not "fair 

treatment". Perhaps precedent. The topography, hillside altitude, environment, open space, schools, and 

other basis for their complaints are no different 1 mile or less north of Mulholland than they are 1 mile 

south. 

Have independent bodies inquired or determined if BUR is entering into other "private" settlements 

with potentially impacted parties from the proposed BUR development, and if so, have or are these 

legally required to be disclosed publicly? Do these support "fair treatment"? If not legally required, 

would the interests of the public be better served if they knew, before approving a proposal? If so, 

that information should be disclosed. 

• We have been stripped of our rights to use our homes and land in the manner for which it was intended 

and the conditions under which it was purchased. Our homes were not built to sustain this constant 

onslaught of noise, nor the pollutants dropped in our gardens and pools. Homes built in the 60's had 

windows, lots of them, not double-paned. The inability to conduct a phone call or conversation without 

aircraft noise; work from home; or to enjoy a simple cup of coffee outside for 5 minutes without a 

plane overhead, is not a life anyone should have to live with and be expected to continue to pay 

property taxes. It stands to reason you or I would not want to buy a home in this scenario, so neither 

will future buyers, including parents of children who can't send their children to a local school anymore 

because it's directly under the flight path and they can't hear their teacher or go outside for PE 

anymore. 

• Organizations and individuals responsible for designing the Metroplex/NexGen measures should have 
subjected themselves to the impact of those changes as permanent residents under those flight paths 

for at least 2017 and 2018 before they concluded it was quite livable. I doubt the average individual 

understands the average ambient noise decibels they live with, until an outsider instantly increases it 
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up to 50% or more...and claims there is no "significant" difference. Owners and Senior Officers of BUR, 

FAA and any other relevant authorities approving this BUR terminal project should subject themselves 

to this noise, pollution and distress. They should send their children to the schools that now have 

planes continuously over their classes at 2000ft, where they can't hear their teacher. If these 

individuals are not prepared to do so, neither should we have to; and this project should not be 

approved, as it will only worsen, what we suffer today. 

• There is no logic in sending ascending flights south-west at low altitude over a mountain range in a 

"very-high fire hazard" region with hundreds of residents' underneath, when they could fly and turn 

directly quickly north over flat-land, where they are generally heading. There are plenty of other 

options than these flight paths. These paths are NOT NECESSARY, or you wouldn't have used a 

significant variety of others over the years, and dispersed the traffic so much wider 

There is no freeway for emergency landing in the hills, but there is over the 101. Recent incidents have 

required light planes to make emergency landings on freeways or highways. There is also only one entry 

and exit road for many residents living in the impacted area hillsides. Over 80 people died in the Camp 

Fire in Paradise, California last year. It was publicly communicated that many died because there were 

only one or two roads in and out of the area for exit, and people had to run for their lives when roads 

became blocked. Vivid images of panicked drivers were shown on TV. I imagined myself trying to take 

the only exit route from my home if even one ember started a fire, even 1 plane crash. Then I imagined 

I would likely have to run ... fast, my family, dog and I. But just based on the hillside topography and lack 

of exit routes, with an instant plane crash, I doubt we'd make it. 

Most residents living in the Santa Monica Hillside area impacted by the FAA procedures cannot obtain 

private home fire insurance in the voluntary insurance market and have to rely on the California FAIR 

Plan - the insurance of "last resort". How is it that billion-dollar insurance companies don't want to 

insure my house because the risk of brush fire is too high, but the FAA and Airport Authorities have 

no problem sending an ever-increasing volume of aircraft at low altitude towards and over this same 

hillside area - as BUR, VNY and LAX plane flight paths intersect over our heads. 

Risk is a function of Likelihood x Impact x Speed of Onset. Risk of Aircraft Accident/Event 

leading to my property damage or loss of my life since the new procedures were implemented over my 

home (which will be worsened with BUR Terminal Expansion): 

1. Higher volume of aircraft - Risk Increases -t-
2. Lower altitude - Risk Increases 

3. More small plane air traffic - Risk Increases -t-
4. Aircraft accident - speed of onset so fast that you cannot escape, Risk Increases 1-' E 

5. Very-high fire hazard area/brushland at high risk of igniting, Risk Increases ♦ i 
6. Limited exit routes/egress to escape a resulting fire, Risk Increases "t I 

l
I 
ij7. Narrow hillside roads that Emergency Services have already raised safety concerns in combatting 

ground traffic congestion, seriously restricting access to those in desperate need - Risk Increases ♦ 
' ' 

ii:
,j 

Potential risk of property damage and (MY) loss of life as a resident due to Aircraft Accident with 
I! 
Ii/: 

limited, dispersed, or no aircraft over my residence in the hillside - Risk Decreases. ~ 
f 
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The decisions the FAA, BUR, VNY, LAX and any other airport authorities make today that send more 
aircraft over my home can have far greater ramifications that you might think. We cannot assume 
Pilots will always follow the "rules". Pilots come in all forms, just like airplanes. Accidents don't need to 
include a commercial jetliner, it can just be the kamikaze or reckless pilot of a small plane. Since 
NexGen was introduced I have twice witnessed and complained to airport authorities about a private 
airplane (I believe the same one) that circled our residence and street multiple times, at high speed 
through a small valley and mountain peak, at lower than 1500ft altitude. This endangers all of our lives. 
Hillsides are playgrounds for some; adventurous and dangerous. Flat lands are boring, but safer for 
those living under flight paths. 

The FAA is concerned with the safety of Airline passengers...what about the safety of residents 
immediately under this superhighway of aircraft? 

What risk analysis has been performed to ensure that as a RESDIENT LIVING UNDER this FAA, 
BUR & VNY induced superhighway of aircraft, my risk of loss of life &/or insured/uninsured 
property damage is minimized? Where is the analysis explaining to me why 'you have no 
alternatives' other than to fly over this topography, with these fire hazards and lack of 
emergency access or resident exit routes. Why is my life worth more in the air flying over my 
residence, than under that plane living in that same house? 

• It is time that data provided or used by the FAA, BUR, VNY or others MUST BE "AUDITED" by a Big 
4 Professional Accounting Firm or other Highly Specialized Firm in this topic, to provide a truly 
independent evaluation of the sufficiency and accuracy of information utilized in any proposal...and the 
results of the audit should be delivered by that Firm to the public. Consultants are not held to the same 
standards as qualified and certified Auditors. If there is nothing to hide, allow the additional scrutiny and 
fact verification. Further, all Consultant and internally generated reports used by the FAA and others to 
design and implement the NEXGEN/METROPLEX Airport Efficiency Program, including, but not limited to 
SLAPP TWO, OROSZ THREE, HARYS TWO, and PPRRY flight paths should be audited. No steps should be 
taken to proceed with the BUR Terminal Replacement/Expansion until ALL information and claims made 
about this development are thoroughly and independently audited and reported to the public. 

• The changes in BUR and VNY procedures to date have led to a significant and serious deterioration in my 
quality of life and that of my family. It is costing me money to try to insulate my home from sonic noise 
while suffering loss of property value. My retirement is threatened. There are associated health concerns. 
We cannot enjoy the house and surroundings I worked so hard for. My house is no longer a HOME!. 

for all of the reasons noted above, I OBJECT to the Burbank Airport replacement terminal proposal: 

► NO TO BURBANK AIRPORT TERMINAL EXPANSION UNTIL YOU RESOLVE THE 
DESTRUCTION OF OUR QUALITY OF LIFE DUE TO METROPLEX/NEXGEN, FAA SLAPP 
TWO, OROSZ THREE, METROPLEX, AND VNY HARYS TWO, PPRRY and any other current 
or planned airnoise over Sherman Oaks and Studio City. 

► STOP THE ONGOING, EXCESSIVE AIRCRAFT NOISE AND FREQUENCY OVER SHERMAN 
OAKS AND STUDIO CITY. 
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► RESTORE THE PRE-NEXGEN 6-MILE WIDE FLIGHT PATH. PROVEN SAFE FOR DECADES 

► CONSIDER ALL AIRPORT PATHWAYS AND ALTERNATE TRACKS IN ALL DIRECTIONS -
BUR & VNY. FOR BUR: 
• Re-route the flights east or southeast over Burbank, Glendale, and Pasadena. 

• Redesign by modifying and re-grading the 15/33 Runway so it can be regularly used for 
northern takeoffs. 

• Redesign with a dedicated Runway for Southwest Airlines, Burbank's largest carrier, to 
depart to the north. 

• Redesign Runways and Departures to accommodate departures on other runways, in other 
directions to reduce southwestern departures. 

• Redesign Runways and "Wind" Arrival Procedures to provide alternatives to descending over 
mountainous terrain. 

• Transfer all general aviation or shift cargo operations to another airport. No to UPS and 
FEDEX during curtew hours. 

• Relocate the entire BUR airport. The entire airport reeks of jet fuel. Customers cannot even 
walk from the airport to the Rental Car pick-up in the open air without having to cover their 
mouths and noses to try to prevent inhaling the toxic fumes. It is just getting worse. 
Expanding the terminal will only subject more people at the airport, surrounding areas, and 
those of us directly under the BUR pathways to even more toxic pollution. Move it to a less 
populated area with high-speed transit links to/from Burbank. Make the BUR airport a hub 
that connects to the transit lines to the airport and other metro-link lines. 

Thank you in advance for your consideration. 

Sincerely. 
Ms. Roslyn Dahl 
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February 26, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 

Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 

777 Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 

Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Studio City and am 

one of many people suffering under the flight paths that were changed in early 2017 

without notice or environmental study The flight paths l1ave seriously disrupted my life 

and my work. I live and work at home, and bought my property sixteen years ago 

specifically for its quiet and clean location. 

I chose to buy my house in the Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area 

because of its quiet, its beauty in both flora and fauna. The extralegal additions of flight 

paths above me that have been added in the last two years have caused an extreme 

negative impact in my life and that of my family. 

I have new noise to deal with when I work, which is what I moved here to avoid. 

I have family members with asthma, and there has been a noticeable uptick in 

sensitivity here as a result of increased air pollution from flyover. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air traffic. 

Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at 

all hours of the day and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of 

the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, 

cause the noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 

90 seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must 

not allow the terminal expansion because that will further increase the health risk from 

noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the ground. 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 301, 305, 
345, 390, 391, 393, 478, 479, 481 
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Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa Monica 

Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that remain for 

residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the 

guise of safety and efficiency, is endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, 

and admittedly without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, 

more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths 

out of our protected parkland I 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of our local 

economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local filming 

and threaten the studios and thousands of people who work in the film industry. Home 

values are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax 

revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the 

monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City 

,. of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding with the 
\ 

replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies 

groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel DeVincentis 

7524 Mulholland Drive 

Los Angeles, CA 90046 



 

February 20, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Studio 
City and am one of many people suffering under the flight paths that 
were changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental study. The 
flight paths have seriously disrupted my life and my work. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, 
insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage 
of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from 
BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined 
with the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the 
noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at 
least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are 
severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that 
will further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates 
that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the 
Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet 
refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis 
of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is 
endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly 
without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, 
more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves 
the flight paths out of our protected parkland! 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of 
our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already 
diminished local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of 
people who work in the film industry. Home values are dropping which 

Comments 289, 290, 300, 305, 345, 
390, 391, 393, 478, 479, 481 



in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for 
the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the 
monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and 
pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths 
before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local 
Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

William DeWitt Ill 
3529 Wrightwood Court 
Studio City, CA 91604 



 

February 26, 2019 

Mr. David F Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Studio City. 
There are already too many airplanes flying directly over my property, children's 
school (Carpenter Community Charter) and Fryman Canyon where I like to hike. 
The noise level is constant and disrupts our quality of life. I can't even have my 
windows open in my own home! This causes my bills to be higher because I 
have to run my air conditioner more. If I could also have fresh air coming in from 
outside, I could run it less. My children are distracted at school by the constant 
low flying jets. I don't even want to invest in patio furniture because I will not 
want to sit outside with the planes constantly flying above me. It is terrible noise 
pollution and environmental pollution. I cannot sit by as the airport makes plans 
for the noise level to be even more frequent and louder with larger aircraft. I am 
woken up by planes flying overhead many nights. We deserve better than this! 
The FAA has not addressed our concerns thus far of the airplanes going over the 
exact same area over and over with the extremely narrow flight paths that they 
imposed. I oppose the expansion because things are already so terrible I do not 
want them to get worse. 

We are real people who experience real effects from the planes. Please do not 
make things worse for us. Please help us to make things better. The FAA must 
move the paths before proceeding with a new terminal. 

Sincerely, 

Julia Doty 
11842 Moorpark Street Unit E 
Studio City, CA 91604 

Comments 315, 342, 391, 484 



 

Date: February 28, 2019 

Mr. David F. Cushing 

Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 

777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 

El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport: 

Kevin Doty 
11842 Moorpark St Unit E • Studio City, CA 91604 

Phone: 310-488-9528 • E-Mail: kevinrdoty@gmail.com 

I strongly oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Studio City and when I 

invested in my home, I would never have thought that one day my family would be living with the 

threat to our quality oflive that we face today. We are one of many families suffering under the flight 

paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental study. The noise level we 

experience when home and around our neighborhood is more than significant, it is unbearable. The air 

traffic from BUR is now constant and it can be heard inside my home, and outside it prevents normal 

conversations. The times that these flights occur have continued to extend to both early and very late 

hours, disturbing sleep for both myself and my children. The low altitudes of the aircraft cause the noise 

to be heard through closed windows and walls. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. 

The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that will further increase the health risk from 

noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the ground. 

The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is endangering our protected Santa Monica 

Mountains parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without conducting any Environmental 

Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves 

the flight paths out of our protected parkland! 

The current unauthorized flight paths have already diminished the local economy, including preventing 

local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of people who work in the film industry. Home 

values are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, local tax revenues. A 

new, expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the 

noise and pollution to Studio City and the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before 

proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the 

replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Kevin Doty, Resident and Scientist 

Comments 289, 300, 305, 342, 
391, 393, 478, 479, 481 



 

February 27, 2019 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear Mr. Cushing, 

I would like to add my voice to the list of others in our community 
who feel that our lives have been dramatically impacted by the noise 
and pollution from the new flight path out of Burbank Airport. My 
family and I can no longer spend time or have conversations in our 
backyard without stopping numerous times waiting for the jets to 
pass. We won't let our granddaughter play in the backyard for fear 
of the impact of jet pollution. Our sleep has been severely disrupted. 
We no longer wake to a quiet morning, but instead rise to the jarring 
sound of a jet overhead. I used to enjoy a certain amount of 
tranquility sitting in our outdoor hot tub. That is no longer the case. 
Just yesterday during a 20-minute period 6 jets flew overhead. The 
noise has reached a point of absurdity and given rise to unbridled 
anger on our behalf. We can't tolerate it any longer. 

Please, please, please hear our heartfelt request to have the FAA alter 
the flight path to its previous position or a new one that doesn't fly 
over so many residential areas and schools in our Studio 
City/Sherman Oaks community. 

Respectfully, 

Max Eisenberg 
4150 Elmer Ave. 
Studio City, CA 91602 

Comments 299, 342 



 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

February 21, 2019 

Dear FAA/ Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Studio 
City and am one of many people suffering under the flight paths that were 
changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental study. The flight 
paths have seriously disrupted my life and my work. 

I am writing to ask for action ; my home life in Studio City has been ruined 
by the narrowed and lowered flight paths out of Burbank Airport. 

I have been at every public airport meeting -I want to assure you that the 
people that congregated on 10/18 with the Burbank Airport Authority and 
then on 11/7 and 11/8 for the FAA, and then again on 1/29 with the 
Burbank Airport authority expansion meetings are residents of Studio City, 
Toluca Lake, and Sherman Oaks - we don't know each other - or at least 
we didn't previously. We have come together because we share a deep 
concern for the increased air traffic (noise and pollution) in our community. 

I went back and checked my "Nextdoor" archive. Nextdoor is a private 
social community network organized by neighborhood. Usually people 
post about lost pets, local recommendations, and crime/safety. I noticed 
around mid- May and becoming more frequent and insistent as the 
summer months progressed, neighbors began posting about dramatic 
increases in air noise. I've pasted an example from a post that a neighbor 
started 5/12/18. 

airline noise 
I'm sure you've noticed the increase in jet noise this week - especially today. 
And a couple of nights ago very loud after midnight. I wonder how long this will 
continue. It's so noisy. 
12 May • 24 neighborhoods in General 

Alison W. SC West (Whitsett-Laurel Canyon)• 12 May 
Yes! The air traffic today is crazy!!! 

Comments 260, 278, 299, 300, 305, 
340, 342, 360, 391, 410, 479 



C. E. D. West Studio City-13 May 
What happened to noise abatement? Seems the planes are lower now going 
over Studio City ... 

This post and many others like it - go on for hundreds and hundreds of 
entries - every day since then - people trying to figure out what's going on 
and trying to share information about what they discovered and trying 
figure out a way to band together and get answers and a return to life as 
we knew it. It's important to note that this was not a previous regular topic 
of discussion. There was definitely a moment in time when things shifted 
more dramatically and we all noticed. 

When we went to the FAA meetings and the representatives looked at us 
with confused expressions and said "We don't understand, nothing's 
changed. See these maps?". It felt like gaslighting to the whole 
community. 

I listen for a living. I am a pediatric speech language pathologist and my 
clinic is in my back yard. I work with the most sensitive in our community: 
toddlers and preschoolers with autism and other developmental disorders, 
and their parents. 

I have lived in Studio City for 25 years and in this home for 20 years. 
Living in this neighborhood, we are used to a certain amount of freeway 
noise from the 101 and noise from helicopters and sirens due to our 
proximity to Ventura Blvd. It used to be in session, when I heard an 
airplane - I would say to the toddler "oh, wait - do you hear something? " to 
increase their awareness to their environment. Sometimes, we would go 
outside and look for the airplane. So you can trust me when I tell you that 
planes overhead were occasional, and I don't ever remember the noise 
being disruptive. Now, the children, their parents, and myself can't get 
through a single session without multiple interruptions that are loud enough 
that we have to pause our conversation. Prospective clients coming to my 
clinic for the first time ask "what's up with the airplanes??" 

As a speech and language pathologist, I'm horrified at your decision to put 
these flight paths directly over schools. In a very robust study, chronic 
airplane noise is detrimental to children's cognitive function - specifically: 
language comprehension, reading, problem solving, and memory. (Health 
Effects of Noise Exposure in Children; Stansfeld, S. & Clark, C. Curr Envir 
Health Rpt (2015) 2: 171.) Link: 
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007 /s40572-015-0044-1 

https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s40572-015-0044-1
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007


I implore you to make whatever changes you need to make to reduce the 
noise and pollution you've caused in our neighborhood by your decision to 
fly a super highway of airplanes low and loud and frequent over my home 
and community . I love my job, my home, and my community - and it 
saddens me greatly to say that for the first time in 20 years, I've thought 
about moving. I'm a single mom - I depend on my work - if I can't use my 
clinic, my income will suffer greatly - I have built a reputation in my 
community, i can't just move my business elsewhere. Furthermore, my 
retirement is my home. I am extremely concerned about loss of property 
value. Research shows living under a flight path may reduce 
a home's value up to 29%11 (The Impact of Airport Noise 
on Residential Real Estate 
By Randall Bell, MAI; Date July 2001; Article link: 
https://nqsc.org/downloads/REALESTATE.pdf) 

I never would have bought my home in a flight path. It's miserable to live 
in relentless noise and worry about the increased health risks from living in 
a narrow path of jet fuel exhaust and particulate. {Long-term exposure to 
aircraft emissions causes around 16,000 premature deaths a year, finds 
MIT study; Date August 2015; Cites a study conducted by the following 
researchers at MIT: Steve H L Yim, Gideon L Lee, In Hwan Lee, Florian 
Allroggen, Akshay Ashok, Fabio Caiazzo, Sebastian D Eastham, Robert 
Malina and Steven R H Barrett: Article link: 
http://www.greenaironline.com/news.php?viewStory=2117) 

We must look at the CUMULATIVE IMPACT - changes possibly being due 
to Van Nuys implementing their Next gen DP using the PRRY waypoint, 
that might have moved the Burbank DP right over my house. When you 
look at the BUR map of the pathways, the JA YTE waypoint is steps from 
my home. I've read documents and talked to both Burbank and FAA 
officials that talk about net noise reduction** although admittedly there is a 
higher impact for a few. Being one of the few, I can tell you the impact is 
devastating. I never thought about complaining when the flights were 
occasional and part of the everyday noise - however, now that they are so 
much more frequent, EACH ONE has become a more significant irritant. 

Additionally, because of these narrowed paths -we are experiencing many 
more noise disruptions between 10pm and 7am. We are now experiencing 
all of those nighttime flights directly overhead. I wake up almost every 
night at least once and realize an airplane is overhead. We cannot stop 
our bodies' neurological fight or flight stress responses overnight - and 
those physiological reactions are well documented to cause negative 
cardio vascular effects long term. 

http://www.greenaironline.com/news.php?viewStory=2117
https://nqsc.org/downloads/REALESTATE.pdf
https://nqsc.org/downloads/REALESTATE.pdf


(Scientists identify enzyme responsible for vascular damage caused by 
aircraft noise ; 
Link:btt2s://W\NW'.§ciencedaily.cQm/relea~es/20_18/06/_180614095235.htrn) 
Because of the frequent loud noise during the day and my sleep being 
disturbed by the net INCREASE over our homes during nighttime hours 
between 1 0 pm and 7 am, I am heightened and more sensitive during the 
day. I have become more sensitive to other ambient noises - even the 
humming of the refrigerator and the heat kicking on bothers me. 

I cannot support any expansion/modernization or renovation of the 
Burbank Airport. I will not support any changes that allow Burbank to 
realize a greater capacity of airplanes, people, or income. We, the people 
most greatly impacted by this decision, did not get a vote on this 
expansion. A new, expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to 
the City of Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City of Los 
Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding with the 
replacement terminall 

The terminal expansion must not be considered in a vacuum. NEPA 
requires that the FAA evaluate the impact of its action (replacing the 
terminal) "when added to other past, present, and reasonably foreseeably 
future actions," whether direct or indirect (40 CFR 1508.7, 1508.8). The 
impact the proposed Expanded Terminal will have must be considered 
along with all other cumulative impacts. 

Sherri Elkaim, M.S.,CCC-SLP 
818-209-0427 
4329 Gentry Ave, Studio City, 91604 



 

February 26, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Sherman Oaks 
and am one of many people suffering under the flight paths that were changed in 
early 2017 without notice or environmental study. The flight paths have seriously 
disrupted my life. I have two little kids and the noise is quite disturbing to them. It 
scares them and interrupts with their sleep. Part of the charm of the neighborhood is 
that its family friendly, and the increase in noise and air pollution will harm children, 
our life quality and the quality and character of our neighborhood. We are deep in 
mortgage payments, trying to pay already sky high home prices (no pan intended) 
and the decrease in value will be devastating to our family and middle class families 
around us already struggling financially. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air traffic. 
Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead 
at all hours of the day and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low 
altitudes of the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and 
canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect 
that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are 
severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that will further 
increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the ground. 

Home values are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of 
millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will 
give all the monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and 
pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before 
proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies 
groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Ayelet Feig 
4936 Varna Ave. Sherman Oaks 

Comments 299, 300, 305, 342, 345, 
390, 391, 393, 479, 481, 483 



 

February 21, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport I live in 
the North Hollywood/Studio City area and am one of many people 
suffering under the flight paths that were changed in early 2017 
without notice or environmental study. The flight paths have 
seriously disrupted my life and my work. The airplane noise can be 
very loud and unpleasant and does not provide a quiet and 
pollution free environment for my children. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, 
insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a 
barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day 
and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of 
the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and 
canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified 
and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 
seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are 
severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because 
that will further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet 
particulates that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of 
the Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the 
few quiet refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in 
the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety 
and efficiency, is endangering our protected parkland and wildlife 
habitat, and admittedly without conducting any Environmental 
Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal 

Comments 289, 290, 300, 305, 342, 345, 
390, 391, 393, 478, 479, 481, 484 



must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our 
protected parkland! 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and 
a driver of our local economy. The current unauthorized flight 
paths have already diminished local filming and threaten the 
studios and thousands of people who work in the film 
industry. Home values are dropping which in turn is potentially 
reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the City of Los 
Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the monetary 
benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and pollution 
to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths 
before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our 
local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at 
BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Rachel Feser 
10715 Landale St 
N. Hollywood, CA 91602 



 

From: Michael Fields <mr52fields@yahoo.com> 
Date: Mon, Jan 28, 2019 at 9:23 AM 
Subject: Planes better be rerouted to the old plan or there will be law suits. Non stop planes over my home. 
To: <uproarla@gmail.com> 

Enough is enough. We had our first nice weekend outside by the pool this weekend and could not believe the 
traffic out of Van Nuys and Burbank. Non stop flights right over my house. It is so maddening. We cant enjoy 
being outside with plane noise every 3 minutes, helicopters that buzz too low and do not even fly in the 
designated flight path and planes flying overhead at 3 am. 

We purchase prope11y here 3 years ago because it was peaceful and quiet and we could hear nature. This is 
insane. Who re the idiots that made these route changes? They are lying and being sneaky and need to be 
stopped. 

We need to get a court order to cease and desist with the new flight routes until further discussion takes place. 

Michael Fields 

3666 Scadlock Lane Sherman Oaks 

1 

Comments 299, 305 



 

February 28, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Sherman Oaks, CA and am one of 
many people suffering under the flight paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or 
environmental study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted my life and my work. I no longer have 
peace and quiet to work or sleep, I am now sleep deprived. My sleep has been changed and I am 
constantly aggravated. My hearing is suffering as well as my mental state. I work from home and cannot 
concentrate with the ever increasing noise level with my double pane windows completely shut. It 
sounds as if we are under a bombing attack with the various whistles and earth shattering noise pollution 
from all types of outdated aircraft. Asthma has made a return in my life after not having an attack for 
many years due to the stress and physical air pollution this flight pattern has directly caused. This has 
made my life simply miserable and I will not support any politicians who support this new route or 
expansion which has been thrust upon our residential communities without approval in 2017. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air traffic (maybe up to 10 
planes a day). Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all 
hours of the day and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined 
with the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and 
create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft 
are severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that will further increase the health 
risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa Monica Mountains National 
Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the 
metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is endangering our 
protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without conducting any Environmental Studies for 
our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight 
paths out of our protected parkland! 
The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of our local economy. The current 
unauthorized flight paths have already dimi!'lished local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of 
people who work· in the film industry. Haine values are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by 
hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the 
monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City of Los 
Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the 
replacement terminal at BURANK Airport. 

Thank You 
Michele Florman and Steven Florman, MD 
14269 Roblar Place 
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 340, 
342, 345, 390, 391, 393, 478, 479 



 

From: Michele <roblarranch@sbcglobal.net> 
Date: Tuesday, January 29, 2019 
Subject: Burbank expansion NO 
To: UproarLA@gmail.com 

I DO NOT support Burbank's expansion of airport services due to the non stop noisy low flying airplanes 
directly flying over our home in Sherman oaks . Flights have been non stop every few minutes at very low 
altitudes ranging from 700 feet to 6000 feet directly over the Santa Monica mountains which has directly 
affected my health including loss of hearing from a high decibel level over 85 as I have recorded, mental health 
affected nervous and high anxiety from hearing the thunderous roar of planes targeting our residential areas. It 
sounds like a bombing of continuous flights loudly flying in a narrow path battering our homes, schools, nature 
preservation trails and health similar to world war 2 bombing sounds. We are being purposely poisoned by the 
fuel residues blanketing the valley areas irresponsibly by the FAA, burbank airport and van Nuys airport. 
Asthma attacks have increased, anxiety, loss of hearing and lack of ability to concentrate as I work from home. 
This is an abomination purposely targeting areas that were never in the flight path without warning. We have 
rights to no noise damage, health affects and environmental concerns. No support of expansion of airpo11s or 
flight paths. 
Thank you 
Michele flonnan 

Sent from my iPad 

1 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 340, 
342, 345, 390, 391, 393, 478, 479 
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Comments 300, 301, 
342, 376, 377 



 

February 27, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I respectfully oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport and have outlined several 
feasible alternatives for your consideration on the following page. 

I live in a small Studio City condo and I am one of many people suffering under the flight paths that 
were changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental study. The flight paths have seriously 
disrupted my life and my work. I am no longer able to fall asleep. My lack of sleep has significantly 
impacted my work. I have lost promotions, bonuses, and pay due to the impact of my sleep result from 
the airport noise. The noise is also affecting the sleep of my wife and 1 year old. My wife too is losing 
pay at work due to the impact of the noise. 

In addition, when I called the Burbank Airport Toll-Free 24-Hour Noise Complaint Hotline in early 
2017 they informed me that no changes in flight patterns happened. However, I come to find out that I 
was lied to and there was indeed a change in flight patterns. Its amazing that I could be so bluntly lied 
to by a federal agency. 

Burbank Airport stated that between the hours of 10 p.m. to 7 a.m. local time, takeoffs and landings of 
"noisy" aircraft are prohibited. However, the term "noisy" is so loosely defined that it doesn't include 
any airplanes departing from Burbank Airport. Please see EXHBIT A for a partial list of instances 
where BURBANK AIRPOT violated its own curfew. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise 
level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night 
from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft cause the noise to be widely 
amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so close 
to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that will further 
increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the ground. 

Our communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa Monica Mountains National 
Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the 
metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is endangering our 
protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without conducting any Environmental Studies 
for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves the 
flight paths out of our protected parkland. The film industry is an important part of our communities 
and a driver of our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths nave already diminished 
local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of people who work in the film industry. Home 
values are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the 
City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of 
Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City of Los Angeles. 

The FAA must move the paths before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

Comments 250, 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 316, 342, 345, 
361, 362, 363, 390, 391, 393, 478, 479, 481, 504 



SIMPLE PROPOSED SOLUTIONS TO MITIGATE NOISE: 

1. Mandatory curfew of all aircraft of Stage 3 aircraft not to fly between hours of 10pm-

7am. 

2. All airplanes should depart out of the Burbank airport airfield in the northern direction 

where the density of civilians living on the ground is the smallest. 
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3. Airplanes must ascend to higher elevation more quickly immediately after takeoff to 

minimize noise impact to civilians on the ground. 

4. Airplanes to follow airspace directly above freeways upon descent or takeoff to minimize 

noise impact to civilians living directly below. 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the 
replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Alex Gary 
Studio City Resident 



EXHIBIT A 

INSTNACES OF BURBANK AIRPORT VIOLATING ITS OWN CURFEW 

Partial list ofinstances of Curfew Violations: 

Date and time of each curfew violations is listed below. Feel free to look up the flight histmy to 
confirm these violations. 

12/25/2017@ 11 :44pm 

12/25/2017 11 :47pm 

12/26/2017@ 10:10pm Boeing737, wn9016 

12/26/2017@ 10:15pm 

12/27/2017@ 10:20pm 

12/27/2017@ 11:05pm 

12/29/2017@ 11:05pm 

1/1/2018 @10:20pm, 10:30,10:35, 10:50, 11 :00, 11 :05 

l /2/2018 @ 10:05pm 

1/3/2018: 10:20 

1/5/2018 10:05, 10:10pm 

1/7/2018, 6:40am 

1/8/2018 10:l0pm,10:30 

1/9/2017 12:20am, 10:30pm 

1/12/2018 10:50pm 

1/14/2018, 11pm 

1/15/2018 11:10pm 

1/16/2018 10:15pm, 10:20 

1/25/2018, 10:45pm,10:50pm 



1/26/2018, 10:30pm 

2/1/2018, 12: l 5am 

2/2/2018, 10:45pm 

2/5/2018, 12:10am 

2/8/2018, 10:50pm 

2/10/2018, 12:30am 

2/14/2018, 11 :45prn 

2/18/2018, 10:40pm, 10:55pm, 11:15pm 

2/19/2018, 10:35pm, 11:10pm, 11 :20prn, ll:30p 

2/21/2018, 10:15prn,11:10pm 

2/27/2018, 12:35am, 11:25pm 

3/2/2018, 10_:45pm, 

3/4/2018, 11:50pm 

3/7/2018, 11:45pm 

3/13/2018, 12:10am 

Occurrences were happening so often that I stopped keeping track. 



 

February 19, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. 
live in Studio City, and am one of many people suffering under 
the flight paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice 
or environmental study. The flight paths have seriously 
disrupted my life and my work. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, 
insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with 
a barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of 
the day and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The 
FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that will 
further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet 
particulates that fall to the ground. 

A new, expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to 
the City of Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to 
the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths 
b?/;? pro eeding with the replacement terminal! 

}1m~e son 
4048 Farmdale Avenue 
Studio City, CA 91604 
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From: Jean-Pierre Geuens <jpgeuens@gmail.com> 
Date: Sat, Jan 26, 2019 at 9:34 AM 
Subject: burbank airport replacement terminal 
To: <UproarLA@gmail.com> 

hello: 
it is contemptuous on the part of the FAA and the burbank airp011 authority to consider the replacement of the 
present facilities before the flight plan which is so wretchedly affecting studio city is corrected. 
maybe it is hoped that, with time, studio city residents will get used to the constant roar of planes taking off 
(sometimes, when winds change, landing) over our heads. maybe the residents of inglewood have indeed gotten 
used to the air traffic connected to lax but the median property price there is half what it is in studio city. if the 
word goes out that studio city is located under the flight path of planes going in and out of burbank airport, our 
property price will eventually match that of inglewood. present owners may get used to the roar but buyers will 
look elsewhere. 
j.p. geuens 
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From: catherine gibbons <cagibbons31@yahoo.com> 
Date: Sat, Jan 26, 2019 at 11 :09 AM 
Subject: Constant flights over my home in Studio City 
To: <uproarla@gmail.com> 

I am retired and have been awakened before 7:00 am by the noisy jets flying overhead. The roar of the engines 
is deafening and disturbing. My quality oflife has been altered in a most devastating way. Every day I dread the 
noise overhead and my blood pressure rises. We must stop this because I fear it will only get worse. And the 
children! How can they concentrate and enjoy their time outdoors? It is shameful. 
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February 22, 2019 

Dave Cushing, Manager 
FAA - Los Angeles Airports District Office 
777 S. Aviation Blvd., Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear Mr. Cushing, 

Hollywood Burbank airport has had a strong advocacy for noise and environmental issues since over 
40 years ago when William Rudell first began pushing for Burbank to buy the airport from Lockheed. At 
every turn, from the initial deal terms through various ordinances up to the current terminal replacement 
proposition, the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority has continued to make environment and 
noise restrictions a priority. The FAA, however, with its resident-abusive NextGen flight paths has 
unfairly trashed this admirable history. Burbank's sister city citizens, in their panic, are now seeing the 
adorable beauty mark of our beloved regional airport as a metastasizing melanoma and have tried to 
mobilize opposition to the terminal replacement, fearing it as a fatal escalation of din and pollution. 

It has been a long and winding road to get to the terminal replacement. I can't imagine citizen 
opposition rolling it back at this late stage, with all the safeguards of our wellbeing supposedly in place. 
I do not oppose the terminal replacement in principle, but I do worry about the resilience of the historical 
commitment to citizen wellbeing in the face of what is looking like the undertaking of a potentially 
crippling debt. Previous upgrade bonds are still being paid off, and the addition of an already over­
estimate terminal replacement budget at over 1 Billion dollars seems a very fraught situation. BUR has 
held to the same 14 gates, but I can imagine the pressure to scrape up every dime of income will be a 
very strong incentive to start to fudge on curfew (which is actually only "voluntary"), and numbers of 
flights. Every ecosystem has its limits. Parts of a healthy body that develop an enthusiasm for endless, 
escalating growth have a name. Cancer. 

NextGen is a separate fight, and as I'm sure you know, Burbank's sister cities are lawyering up: North 
Hollywood, Toluca Lake, Studio City, Valley Village, Colfax Meadows, Sherman Oaks, Encino, 
Coldwater/Laurel Canyon/ Beverly Glen. This is a very wide geography of suffering communities. (After 

. 28 tranquil years in Studio City, the new and ceaseless, roaring over-flights - both incoming and 
outgoing - was so tremendous a few days ago that I had the horrifying thought I might not be able to 
continue to live in my home.) The FAAs steamroller approach has been opposed across the nation. 
BU R's commissioners have in the past gone to congress to lobby for support for Burbank's noise 
reduction ordinances. We hope they will be as activist in resisting having NextGen flight paths pushed 
down the throats of their constituents. I sincerely extend my best wishes that they will be able to 
navigate the complexities and cost of a new terminal while preserving the soul of their history and 
commitment as truly civil servants. 

Sincerely, 

J e ..::!Oe 
4 Bakman Avenue 
Studio City, CA 91062 

~lE~rEOWlEfm 
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By 

Cc: Burbank Airport Authority: Sinanyan, Adams, Wiggins, Brown, Devine, Gharpetian 1 Madison, 
Tomek, Miller, Hatanaka, Lammerding, and FAA-Los Angeles: Dave Cushing 
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February 19, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 

S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live 
in Studio City and am one of many people suffering under the 
flight paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or 
environmental study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted 
my life and my work. The noise issue is becoming a constant 
irritant. My work is interrupted by the continuing flights; I can't 
hear myself think and phone conversations are strained by 
incessant noise. During any time I use for relaxation, the 
flyovers continue. I often have to stop a movie I'm watching so I 
don't miss the dialogue from flight noise. Sleep interruption is 
also an issue due to the constantly increasing number of flights. 
When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, 
insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a 
barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the 
day and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low 
altitudes of the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our 
hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely 
amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 
seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are 
severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion 
because that will further increase the health risk from noise and 
toxic jet particulates that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst 
of the Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 342, 345, 
351, 390, 391, 393, 478, 479, 480, 481 



the few quiet refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and 
wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the 
guise of safety and efficiency, is endangering our protected 
parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without conducting 
any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, 
expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves the 
flight paths out of our protected parkland! 
The film industry is an important part of our communities and a 
driver of our local economy. The current unauthorized flight 
paths have already diminished local filming and threaten the 
studios and thousands of people who work in the film 
industry. Home values are dropping which in turn is potentially 
reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the City of Los 
Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the monetary 
benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and 
pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the 
paths before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our 
local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at 
BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Lisa Goldberg 
4289 Bakman Avenue 
Studio City, CA 91602 



 

February 25, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

~le~ lE aw le~ 
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By 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Studio City and am one or 
many people suffering under the flight paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or 
environmental study. 

I am also in opposition to NEXTGEN and the routing of aircraft over the same exact locations, day 
after day, endlessly. 

I know this letter will not be read or responded to. It will however, hopefully be added to the 
numerous others you have received , regarding this issue that is negatively impacting the quality 
of life of thousands of valley residents. This is our lives, and the lives of our families we are 
talking about. 

The airliners taking off from Burbank Airport pass directly over my residence, so I know how 
disruptive this is to my peace and quiet and personal space. There are times when planes pass 
loud and low over my home just minutes apart. I personally clocked 18 takeoffs between the 
hours of 7AM and 8AM a month or so ago. Yes, I wrote them down so I know this is accurate. 
And then during the day there are dozens and dozens more, also often just minutes apart. 

The flight paths have seriously disrupted my life and my work. My office happens to be in my 
home, and so there is no relief for me from these over flights. And when I spend time at a friend's 
house, not under this narrow, restricted, highly concentrated flight path, I feel after several hours 
of no jet noise, I feel relief. And am envious of their quiet environment. Then return home and 
there it is again, constant noise and pollution bombardment. 

I understand that flight departures from Burbank are slated to increase, irrespective of the 
terminal expansion, by an as yet untold number of flights per day. Even if it's just another 20 per 
day, in five years that will be another 100 flights, added to the approximately 180 that now leave 
the airport. 

This is unimaginable, and has me contemplating having to relocate to an area that is as quiet as 
my neighborhood WAS FORMERLY, BEFORE THE FAA IMPLEMENTED THIS NEW NEXTGEN 
FLIGHT GUIDANCE PROCEDURE. 

Honestly, take a moment and think exactly how would 'iOL! feel if one day planes started flying low 
over your home. Over 100 per day. How comfortable would you be with the pollution these 
planes generate as they power up on takeoff, settling over your house, yard, your childs school 
playground, and classrooms where teachers must stop talking due to noise overhead. This is a 
health issue. An environmental issue. A financial issue with my home being devalued by this air 
intrusion . 

Even Radford film studios have to halt filming when the noise from the over flights make it 
impossible to get a useable shot. 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 317, 318, 342, 
345, 390, 391, 393, 458, 478, 479, 481, 483 



There is also added anxiety, knowing that someday, one of these planes will experience trouble 
and though no one wants to think about a tragedy, we who live under this air onslaught can't help 
but wonder what would happen In the event of the unthinkable. Yes, a crash Is unthinkable until it 
happens, and when you have hundreds of planes per week flying overhead It's hard not to think 
about It as the noise drowns out whatever you might be doing. 

And yes, once again ... I'm under no illusions. I know this letter will not be read or responded to. It will however, hopefully 
be added to the numerous others you have received, regarding this issue that is negatively impacting the quality of life of 
thousands of valley residents. This is our lives, and the lives of our families we are talking about. 

When I Invested In my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air traffic, Now, the 
noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day 
and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with the 
higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and 
create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so close to the 
aircraft are severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that will further 
Increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa Monica Mountains 
National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and 
wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, Is 
endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat. and admittedly without conducting any 
Environmental Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed 
until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our protected parkland! 

The film industry Is an important part of our communities and a driver of our local economy. The 
current unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local filming and threaten the studios 
and thousands of people who work In the film Industry. Home values are dropping which in turn is 
potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, 
expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise 
and pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding 
with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose 
the replacement terminal at Burbank Airport, which will make it busier and busier each year. 

I also request in the most strong terms, that something be done regarding NEXTGEN. Either 
aircraft should take off to the north, or if the must depart to the south, even when planes are 
headed north or east, the departure paths must be varied. The departure paths must be 
dispersed so that more of the area served by the airport bears the burden of these over flights. 
As you know, this was the way It was until NEXTGEN was Imposed. Doesn't this seem more fair. 

You would do anything to protect your family and yourself. And so will we. Unless these flight 
paths are dispersed, you can count on the fact that I will join with the growing numbers of people 
who will do everything In our power to resist, delay, road block, make more costly, the expansion 
of Burbank Airport. 

So much better to do the right thing and at the very least, compel FAA or whatever agencies 
necessary, to vary flight paths in stead of concentrating all flights over the same households, 
schools, playgrounds, businesses and protected lands. 



And finally, I know this letter will not be read or responded to. It will however, hopefully be added to the 
numerous others you have received, regarding this issue that is negatively impacting the quality of life of 
thousands of valley residents. This is our lives, and the lives of our families we are talking about. 

Sincere!~} ~ L 
Jon Gar~ 24~0 Ventura Blvd. Studio City 91604. 



 

From: Judy Gordon <di.gordon@sbcglobal.net> 
Date: Sat, Jan 26, 2019 at 11:15 AM 
Subject: Burbank Airp011 Meeting 
To: <uproarla@gmail.com> 

I moved into a condo in Studio City in August of 2017 after living in my home off of Mulholland for 
over 35 years. 

Had I known that the noise from the flights out of Burbank would be so frequent and so loud, I would 
NEVER have purchased a condo in Studio City. The constant noise from the flights and pollution is 
definitely impacting my life and my health. And the supposed time limit of no flights after 10:00 pm is 
a joke. I hear flights past 11 :00 pm!!! 

The expansion of the Burbank terminal, additional flights and the flight pattern changes will make it so 
much worse. 

PLEASE STOP THIS MADNESS. 

Judy Gordon 
12021 Guerin St, Unit 302 
Studio City, CA 91604 
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February 20, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in 
Studio City and am one of many people suffering under the flight 
paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or 
environmental study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted my 
life and my work. The area I live in is usually very quiet with distant 
noises coming from Venture Blvd (I live in the hills of Studio City). 
Then out of nowhere there is a loud noise like something is 
heading into my house and I hold my breath until it passes over. 
This lasts roughly ½- to ¾ hour every two minutes for it only to be 
repeated again later in the evening when I am trying to relax at the 
end of a long day. The noise from an aircraft coming in for landing 
is terrifying - very different from one taking off and climbing high 
into the sky. I feel I can almost see the passengers on board, that's 
how low the planes are flying. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, 
insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a 
barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day 
and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of 
the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and 
canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and 
create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health 
effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must 
not allow the terminal expansion because that will further increase 
the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the 
ground. 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 342, 
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Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of 
the Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the 
few quiet refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in 
the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety 
and efficiency, is endangering our protected parkland and wildlife 
habitat, and admittedly without conducting any Environmental 
Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal 
must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our 
protected parkland! 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a 
driver of our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths 
have already diminished local filming and threaten the studios and 
thousands of people who work in the film industry. Home values 
are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of 
millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, 
expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of 
Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City of Los 
Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding 
with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our 
local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at 
BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Susan Graber 
3768 Berry Drive 
Studio City 91604 



 

From: Robert Greene <ktrjm5@gmail.com> 
Date: Sat, Jan 26, 2019 at 9:47 AM 
Subject: Replacement Terminal opinion 
To: <UproarLA@gmail.com> 

I'm a resident of Sherman Oaks California 
I am against the "Replacement Terminal" proposal which is actually an expansion to increase business at the 

airport by approximately 50% 
In addition the flight paths that are currently over our neighborhoods and schools are not acceptable 

thank you 
RGreene 
Sherman Oaks, Ca 
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COMMENT FORM 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

Public Scoping Workshop - Comment Form 

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Stat ement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 

Comments: 

CuA' ~~~ 1 ~b- L5 d~ 

Comments are not limited to this form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
necessary. 

Name: 

Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

Email: 

~Wi>:S:L. ~ D~ H-A-rn(3ti' ll 
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Comments on the scope of the EIS will be accepted through 5 :00 PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Before including your name, address, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LAX-600, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 
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February 19, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

We oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. Our family 
just moved to Studio City and are saddened and horrified by the new 
flight paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or 
environmental study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted our life. 
Over 50 planes a day fly at a level that shakes our windows and makes it 
impossible to hear each other. We spend less time in our back yard than 
we would like and are not able to work or play outside during the day. 

When we began looking into moving to Studio City, we did so because it 
was quiet and family friendly. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a 
barrage of more than 200 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and 
night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft 
combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, 
cause the noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that 
lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so close to the 
aircraft are severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion 
because that will further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet 
particulates that fall to the ground. 

A new, expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of 
Burbank and export all the noise and pol!ution to the City of Los 
Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding 
with the replacement terminall 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 
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For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local 
Quiet Skies groups, we oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

~~ C-~ 
Samantha and Colin Hanks 

12406 Milbank Street 

Studio City, CA 91604 



 

February 19, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in 
Studio City and am one of many people suffering under the flight 
paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or 
environmental study. The flight paths cause disruption and anxiety 
regarding the impacts on our property values. I'm a first time buyer 
who was persuaded to buy in this area specifically because of its 
quiet skies. When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only 
occasional, insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level seems 
constant with more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the 
day and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The extremely 
low altitudes of the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of 
our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely 
amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 
seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are 
severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because 
that will further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet 
particulates that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of 
the Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the 
few quiet refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in 
the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety 
and efficiency, is endangering our protected parkland and wildlife 
habitat, and admittedly without conducting any Environmental 
Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal 
must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our 
protected parkland! 
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The film industry is an important part of our communities and a 
driver of our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths 
have already diminished local filming and threaten the studios and 
thousands of people who work in the film industry. Home values 
are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of 
millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, 
expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of 
Burbank and export all the noise and pol lution to the City of Los 
Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding 
with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our 
local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at 
BUR. 

Sincerely, 

l)/fl~ 
Melissa Hanson 
11640 Woodbridge Street, #206 
Studio City, CA 91604 



 
Comments 300, 305, 320, 
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February 28, 2019 

Mr. David Cushing 

Manager, Los Angeles Airport District Office, LAX-600 

777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 

El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear Mr. Cushing, 

I have friends who live near the Burbank airport. Because they live so close, they are 

very aware of the noise factor and bought their home in the area regardless because 

homes are more affordable in Burbank than other areas like Studio City. When they 

purchased their Burbank home, they signed a disclosure which clearly stated that their 

new house was in the flight path of the Burbank airport. When my husband and I were 

looking to purchase a home in the valley 20 years ago, we chose NOT to look in the 

Burbank area for this reason. 

We searched for many months and we finally found a home in a quiet neighborhood in 

the hills of Studio City south of Ventura Boulevard with no air traffic. We found peace 

and quiet in beautiful Studio City. All this changed when NextGen shifted a flight 

path over our neighborhood. 

In early 2017 our quiet neighborhood was bombarded with low flying jets making it 

impossible to enjoy our outdoor living space. We experience so many planes and 

constant flyover noise from early morning through late at night -- well before and after 

the posted curfews. I've laid in bed between 6am - 7am and I have counted at least 

seven airplanes flying low over my house. 

I work from my home every day and my business phone calls are constantly disrupted 

because of the airplane noise. My clients ask me if I live near the airport because it is so 

loud on their end as well! Because of these low flying loud jets our patio area and our 

pool constantly have a residue from plane exhaust. I can only imagine what this exhaust 

is doing to our lungs and the lungs of our young children! 

Currently, almost 200 planes including FedEx and commercial fly over our home 

daily. The voluntary curfew of flights from 10 pm to 7 am is rarely followed. At times 

we hear planes overhead at 5 am. These planes should be fined! These 200 planes fly so 



low I can at times see the windows and numbers on the tail of the plane. WE are all 
suffering and our PROPERTY VALUES are suffering!!!! 

We do not live in Burbank. We are eight miles from the Burbank and Van Nuys airports. 
-but the air traffic was moved. The new, expanded terminal, adding new flights and 
more operations cannot be approved. I beg you to oppose this Burbank 
terminal unless they move the flight path. 

During the day the flights take off every two minutes, sometimes sooner. They are loud 
and very low. There are times I cannot sleep through the night because of planes flying 
after the proposed curfew. Weekend flights overhead start as early as 5 am. Please find 
a!ternatiVes to this New Terminal and do not make these proposed procedures 
permanent on April 25. 

The proposed expanded terminal at Burbank airport will make the traffic overhead even 
more unbearable. The terminal should not be approved until the current flight path is 
changed back to its original path and moved away from the Santa Monica Mountains. 

The NEXTGEN program of focused flight paths is not working for anyone. Not for myself 
or my community, and certainly not for the children who have to stop learning because 
they cannot hear their teachers in the classrooms over the roar of the aircraft, at times, 
every 90 seconds. 

Why did the wide departure and arrival pattern change? Why are you flying lower and 
louder and concentrated over canyons that echo? The old pattern of departure and 
arrivals were working for the 20 years I have lived and paid property taxes in Studio 
City. Why divert flights over a mountain range that is subject to massive wildfires 
without adequate roadways for emergency vehicles? 

Please stop the New Terminal until the flight paths are moved out of the Santa Monica 
Mountains. 

I support the comments submitted by my local Quiet Skies Organizations. These flight 
paths, the proposed procedures, and the New Terminal are not supported in this 
community. 

Thank you for your help, 

Shelby Huston Haro 
3639 Goodland Drive 
Studio City, CA 91604 
818-807-2925 



 

From: Diane Hart <nosmokeorg@earthlink.net> 
Date: Tue, Jan 29, 2019 at 2:26 PM 
Subject: I am against the increasing of Burbank Airpmt 1/29/19 
To: <UproarLA@gmail.com>, Diane Hait <nosmokeorg@earthlink.net> 

I am against the increasing of Burbank Airportthe air is already toxic with gas coming down as planes arrive 
and depart. This is unhealthy for all ofus who on lovely day like to partake of the outdoors. 

I also affects the flora and fauna. 

the current issue need to be resolved before any plans for the future should be made 

Diane Hart 

1 

Comments 266, 300, 393 



 

February 25, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank 
Airport. I live in Studio City and am one of many 
people suffering under the flight paths that were 
changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental 
study. 
When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only 
occasional, insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level 
is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 
aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from 
BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the 
aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our 
hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be 
widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts 
for at least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so 
close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must not 
allow the terminal expansion because that will further 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 342, 
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increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet 
particu I ates that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in 
the midst of the Santa Monica Mountains National 
Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that 
remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the 
metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of 
safety and efficiency, is endangering our protected 
parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without 
conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. 
The new, more efficient, expanded terminal must not 
proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our 
protected parkland I 
The film industry is an important part of our 
communities and a driver of our local economy. The 
current unauthorized flight paths have already 
diminished local filming and threaten the studios and 
thousands of people who work in the film industry. 
Home values are dropping which in turn is potentially 
reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the 
City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give 
all the monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and 
export all the noise and pollution to the City of Los 
Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before 
proceeding with the replacement terminal! 



For the above-stated reasons and all of those 
submitted by our local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the 
replacement terminal at BUR. 

Siflcerel 

u 
aa 

13061 Greenleaf Street 
Studio City 



 

From: Vicky Herman <carsonherman@aol.com> 
Date: Sat, Jan 26, 2019 at 9:45 AM 
Subject: FAA COMMENTS 
To: <UproarLA@gmail.com> 

I live in Sherman Oaks and my life has been completely destroyed by the FAA and NexGen. I have 5 
embedded flight paths that have not deviated for months flying sometimes below 1000 feet right over my roof 
top. Sometimes two a minute which stait around 5 o'clock in the morning and sometimes go all the way till 2 
AM without a let up. The flights are so low and so frequent that the house actually shakes. I now have hand 
tremors, extreme heart palpitations from high stress levels and now living with extreme Sleep deprivation. In 
my case and in my immediate area we are suffering from arrivals and departures from both Van Nuys and 
Burbank airp01ts so we are being pummeled by planes day in and day out. I know with ce1tainty because I'm 
just keeping track of all the planes that are getting much lower and much more frequent without any oversight 
whatsoever. In an effo1t to save money for a big airlines in fuel they are destroying peoples health and well­
being 
For thousands Of families below. We know for a fact that there are 200 toxins that are being dumped by planes 
on our community which will eventually have devastating effects. We cannot allow the Burbank expansion to 
go through. Many of us right now cannot handle the horrible affects of the plans as they are. It's obvious we 
cannot allow more flights to go over us with a new expansion. And we have to stop the FAA with the current 
flights that have destroyed us 

Sent from my iPhone 
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February 20, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los .Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

With all of my neighbors, I strongly oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank 
Airport. I live in eastern Sherman Oaks, on the north bank of the Los .Angeles River, 
one block from the western edge of Studio City. My wife and I are two of many people 
suffering under the painfully noisy flight paths that were changed in early 201 7 
without notice or environmental study. 

I am a writer who works at home. I have always required relative quiet to do my work, 
and the recent increase of air traffic noise ( due to increased flights and "new" takeoff 
and landing patterns and lower altitudes) from both the Burbank and Van Nuys 
airports has significantly disrupted my work. 

Additionally, the increased level and frequency of aircraft noise has had a negative 
effect on our simple enjoyment of the indoor/outdoor lifestyle for which Southern 
California is famous. It's not only unpleasant to sit in ow> back yard as the planes and 
helicopters create a seemingly constant conversation-stopping acoustic catastrophe 
above us, but with the fuel particulate spray and exhaust fumes, it's downright 
DAMAGING TO OUR HEALTH. 

I write in protest of these recent and proposed changes at BUR and VNY not only 
because I am aggrieved by the consequences, but more because NO PUBLIC PROCESS 
was followed in the course of making the changes in air traffic. This omission is 
grievous and appears intentional in light of the understandable breadth and intensity 
of the opposition it has engendered. No doubt some would assert that these changes 
were baldly ILLEGAL. 

The recent flight path changes must stop immediately, and certainly NO NEW 
TERMINAL EXPANSION should be allowed at BUR, until a proper environmental study 
is done ta.king into account the anticipated effects on human, animal and plant life; 
water quality; air quality, etc., and the "proposals" effects are modified to legally 
established limits. 

Yours truly, 

esP.~~-
13217 Valleyheart Drive North 
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423 ~re (m re aw re~ 

lfil FEB 2 6 2019 ~. 

By 
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Thursday, February 21, 2019 

Mr. Cushing- ' I 

Re: Burbank Terminal Expansion 

Whatever happened to the Palmdale Airport? Instead of putting our hub out in 

the desert where it would bring good jobs to a depressed area, we continue to 

expand capacity at airports smack in the middle of dense urban communities. 

This is wrong. 

Thank you, 

Jim Houghton 

Encino, CA 

,~ [E ~ [E n w [Erm 

!fil FEB 2 6 2019 ~ 
By 
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From: <richhull 1@gmai1.com> 
Date: Sun, Jan 27, 2019 at 3:06 PM 
Subject: Comments to add to your attorney's comments 
To: <UproarLA@gmail.com> 

Hi Kim, 

I'll try to make it to the Burbank meeting on Tuesday, but in case I don't, here are some comments from us to 
add to your attorney's comment submission. Also, were you able to connect with Paola, our graphic designer, 
and Rick, our Facebook person, to expand the followers in your Facebook group? If I need to follow-up with 
them, let me know. 

Rich 

******************** 

Richard Hull 

We are categorically NOT in favor of Burbank's replacement tenninal unless the airport permanently reverts its 
take-off and landing flight patterns to the pre-Next Gen paths. 

We live in Sherman Oaks right next to a school. So much about Burbank Airport's new Next Gen flights paths 
defy common sense - perhaps, most importantly, the safety and quality of these school children's experience. 
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Moreover, our 2-year old now refuses to play in her own backyard because of the low-flying, loud planes that 
fly directly over our home literally every 3 minutes. How sad is it that a child with such limited vocabulary 
actually knows how to point to the backyard and say "Too loud! Too loud!"? 

If we had wanted to trade lower prope1ty values for constant low-flying plane disturbances, we would have 
purchased a home by the airpo1t. But we didn't. We specifically sought the solace ofour neighborhood, and 
now it's like we live next door to an airport. This has caused a major disturbance to our lives at all hours of the 
day and night, and has made our daily lives virtually untenable. We can't even watch television or sleep in our 
home with the doors and windows closed without being constantly disturbed by low-flying planes. 

Do not let Burbank Airpo1t expand or replace its terminal until the pre-Next Gen flight paths for take-off and 
landing have been restored. 

Richard Hull 

Sherman Oaks, CA 91423 
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February 25, 2019 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I strongly oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live 
in Sherman Oaks, CA and am one of many people suffering under the 
flight paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or 
environmental study. 

The flight paths have seriously disrupted my life and my work. In the past 
3 weeks, I have made·over 300 complaints (see attachment). My 2-year 
daughter refuses to play in the backyard because of the loud plane 
noises every 3-5 minutes. Even with her limited vocabulary, she says 
"Planes too loud!" And the noises are only slightly less indoors. It's truly 
unbearable - both indoors and out. 

We purchased our multi-million dollar home only 6 months ago, and the 
low-flying airplane disruption has increased 10-fold since then. We've 
watched the value of our home fall consistently since word has trickled 
out that we're living directly under a flight path every 3-5 minutes. We 
believe that the FAA's action in this matter expose it to liability for our 
current and future property value deceases. 

Further, the amount of soot and particulates we find on our outdoor 
furniture is incredibly unhealthy. 

The noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 
aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from BUR and VNY, 
primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with the higher 
elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be 
widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 342, 
345, 351, 390, 391, 393, 478, 479, 481 



seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The 
FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that will further 
increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to 
the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the 
Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet 
refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis 
of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is 
endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly 
without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, 
more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves 
the flight paths out of our protected parkland! 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of 
our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already 
diminished local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of 
people who work in the film industry. Home values are dropping which 
in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for 
the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the 
monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and 
pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths 
before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local 
Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

,.,,.-----) '] /
L/ )J__ :J.JJ 

c· , • -==J_--l-'4-~;:,-·-----"'a..
.(,X.-- ..-. 

Richard Hull 
4114 Sunnyslope Avenue 
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423 



Attachment #1 

Complaint Statistics Complaint Distribution by Time of Day 
100 

24 hrs 7 days 30 days Total 
·--------~-···· , .... 

Your Complaints for KBUR 27 113 333 333 !{J 

·.;C: 

All Complaints for !{BUR 3,034 18,181 81,619 405,427 Q. 5G 
E 
8Your Complaints for KVNY 8 11 47 47 

..,.,_____ ~-,- JII;IJillll~.11~.I:_1;;;,All Complaints for KVNY 1,019 4,252 19,872 61,666 O·-··· 
0 1 2 3 ., 5 G 7 -0 9 10 11 12. 13 H 15 1G 17 1e 

All Complaints for Zip 91.S23 658 4,719 22,269 107,408 Hour of the Day 

NOTE: The .:omPlainl C-Oim\$ fe®iv~d ~v a~euth~~ ffill~ dilfef !tom !be ~UlllDe!.S sh~~ 
atiove. P.l•'!5eiee 1ii~ ~~-✓ p,a~ffr#if,ieJ!lf,'m11~· ,.. 

Complaints (10 most recent) 

Status Datemme Alrport "f\lpe Operator Flight AJC"f\lpt! Operation 

KB\JR Commercial, Business Aviation Alaska Airlines SKW3378 E75L Oeparlure 

E:3 :February 24,_2019 21:02 KB\JR Commercial, Business Aviallon VMI ENTERPRISES LLC • LAS V,.. N600VM C25M Departure 

KBUR commercial, Business Aviation Southwest Airlines SWA4065 B737 Arrival 

KBUR Commercia~ Business AviaUon SWM6 8737 Departure 

KVNY Commercial, Business Aviation ZIONS CREDIT CORP - SALT LA... SJE'62 GLF-4 Departure 

KBUR Commercial, Business Aviation Alaska Airlines SKW3366 E75L Departure 

KBUR Commercial, B\J$1ness Avlatlon JetBlue Airways J8U2338 A320 DepMure 

KBUR Commercial, Business Aviation Southwest Alrffnes SWA3543 B737 Departure 

KBUR CommeTcial, Business Aviation southwest Airlines SWA3230 B737 Departure 

https://Febru:.uy
https://IJillll~.11


 

February 19, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in 
Laurelwood and am one of many people suffering under the flight 
paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or 
environmental study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted my 
life and my work. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, 
insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a 
barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day 
and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of 
the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and 
canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and 
create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health 
effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must 
not allow the terminal expansion because that will further increase 
the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the 
ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of 
the Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the 
few quiet refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in 
the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety 
and efficiency, is endangering our protected parkland and wildlife 
habitat, and admittedly without conducting any Environmental 
Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal 
must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our 
protected parkland! 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 342, 
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The film industry is an important part of our communities and a 
driver of our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths 
have already diminished local filming and threaten the studios and 
thousands of people who work in the film industry. Home values 
are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of 
millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, 
expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of 
Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City of Los 
Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding 
with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our 
local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at 
BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Alex lntelligator 
11455 Dona Pegita Dr. 
Studio City 



 

February 27, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in N. Hollywood and am one of 
many people suffering under the flight paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or 
environmental study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted my life and my work. The noise 
levels are so loud I have to call people back if a flight comes overhead during a phone call. My 
wife turns the TV on blast because she can't hear the headline news. Entertaining outside during 
the summer is a series of apologizes to our guests. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air traffic. Now, the 
noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the 
day and night from BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of 
our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound 
effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are 
severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that will further increase the 
health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa Monica Mountains 
National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and 
wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is 
endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without conducting any 
Environmental Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal must not 
proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our protected parkland! 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of our local economy. The 
current unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local filming and threaten the studios 
and thousands of people who work in the film industry. Home values are dropping which in turn 
is potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, 
expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the 
noise and pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before 
proceeding with the replacement terminal! 
For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies groups, I 
oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 
Seth Joel 1 i 025 Hortense St. N. Hollywood, CA 91602 

Observe, Capture, Connect 

seth@sethjoel.com 
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From: lorraine jonsson <lorjonsson@gmail.com> 
Date: Monday, January 28, 2019 
Subject: Please Submit Complaint 
To: UproarLA@gmail.com 

I live on Oakfield Drive in Sherman Oaks in the hills below Mulholland and parallel to Beverly Glen. The 
change in flight patterns and the increase in the frequency and number of air traffic from both the Burbank and 
now Van Nuys airports 
is an assault on the quality of life in our neighborhood. We are completely under siege by constant and 
continuous air traffic 24/7 without relief. 

It is inhumane and unconscionable that we are expected to tolerate this huge influx of air traffic without any 
warning, compromise, alternative solutions or transparency. Basically the FAA is telling us that we don't matter 
and that commercial, cooperate and private jets and helicopters have superior rights any time of day or night 
over the neighborhoods in which they disturb and pollute. Are we suppose to grin and bear this while transient 
air traffic over head have no restrictions. 

I work at home and I cannot make phone calls or have conversation without interruption. I cannot leave my 
windows open because a very fine grey dust settles on my furniture. I can not go for a walk in Franklin Canyon 
Park or Fryman Canyon without the constant rumble of aircraft. Where there use to be birds there are now 
planes. The sky is riddled with jet streams. I am surprised that there has not been mid air collisions with so 
many planes flying minutes from one another in different directions. What is the FAA going to do? Triple pane 
our windows shut, hand out headphones and air masks and make us live this way. I am a cancer survivor. I am 
concerned for my health. The constant noise throughout the day and the interruption of sleep early in the 
morning and late into the night is stressful and unhealthy. It is like electric shock treatment. It NEVER lets up. 
There is NEVER a break. I did not buy into this when I purchased my home. I live in an historical designated 
street and planes fly directly over my house minutes apart seven days a week. I invite anyone to come and live 
in my house for one day and one night and tell me that I am supposed to just let this happen and go about my 
business. No this is intolerable and it is wrong! 

Why would they make the decision to change the flight pattern to fly over protected land and parks that people 
from all over the City use for solace and recreation. Why would they fly over the many schools in this 
immediate area, Why would they fly planes over homes and historical designated areas that are already higher 
in attitude than other areas .. Why would they depreciate the value of our homes and lives. Why would they 
assault us with a disproportionate amount of air traffic. These areas are already subject to previously bad 
transpo1iation planning on the ground. We are already assaulted with huge amounts of commuter rush hour 
traffic. Why should we bear the brunt on all transient traffic on the ground and now in the air. This is where we 
live. This is outrageous and criminal. There is no reason not to go back to previous flight patterns that have 
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worked and to find new alternative solutions to the "expansion". There is only one reason for the FAA and the 
airports not to do the right thing. and that reason is unacceptable. 

Lorraine Johnson 
3759 Oakfield Drive 
310-418-4567 
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To FAA/BUR, 

My name is Josh Justman, I live in Encino ln the hills. 

Since the flightpaths have changed, we can hear them up until midnight; they fly 
so close over my house that my house constantly shakes. 

Our newborn baby wakes up three times a night because of these jets. 

On top of that when we are outside in our backyard we can smell fumes from the 
Jets polluting the beautiful Santa Monica Mountains around us and I'm sure 
damaging my sons lungs. 

Please stop the new terminal unless you change the flight paths back. 

Best, 

Josh Justman 

Comments 300, 301, 342 



 

February 26, 20i 9 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite i 50 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in 
Studio City and am one of many people suffering under the flight 
paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or 
environmental study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted my 
family's life and my work. I see planes flying over my children's 
school, Carpenter Community Charter numerous times each day. 
They hear the flights both from their classes and on the yard at 
recess. 

I work from home sometimes I can't hear people on the other end 
of my conference calls because a jet is flying over my house. I hate 
that my kids are being exposed to all that pollution both at school 
and in our yard. A new terminal at Burbank airport would only make 
the problem worse than it already is. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, 
insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a 
barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day 
and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of 
the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and 
canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and 
create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health 
effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must 
not allow the terminal expansion because that will further increase 
the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the 
ground. 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 342, 
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Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of 
the Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the 
few quiet refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in 
the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety 
and efficiency, is endangering our protected parkland and wildlife 
habitat, and admittedly without conducting any Environmental 
Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal 
must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our 
protected parkland! 
The film industry is an important part of our communities and a 
driver of our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths 
have already diminished local filming and threaten the studios and 
thousands of people who work in the film industry. Home values 
are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of 
millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, 
expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of 
Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City of Los 
Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding 
with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our 
local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at 
BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Francie Kaplan 
11566 Dona Teresa Drive, 
Studio City, CA 91604 

P.S. Just in the few minutes that I've been writing this letter, three 
planes have flown over my house! 



 

February 26, 2019 

Mr. David F. Cushing 

Linda Chaman Katiraei 
2483 Angelo Drive 

Los Angeles, CA 90077 
lindachamanmph@gmail.com 

310.993.1909 

Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Bel Air Ridge, a community near 
Mulholland and Beverly Glen Boulevard, and am one of many people suffering under the flight 
paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental study. The flight paths have 
seriously disrupted my family's quality of life. When we bought our house in Bel Air Ridge, we had 
the intention of living in a quiet, clean neighborhood with a safe and pollution-free school district 
with only occasional, insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage of 
more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from BUR and VNY, primarily 
BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and 
canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at 
least 90 seconds. Flights occur at all hours, the ones occurring around 6am and 12am wake me, my 
husband and 2-year-old daughter routinely. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are 
severe. 

A study done by UCLA regarding effects of Santa Monica Airport's pollution on its surrounding 
districts found increased rates of respiratory and cardiovascular disease including asthma, 
bronchitis, and increased risk for sudden death and carcinogenic risk. It also found irreversible 
decrease lung function in children. They also found disruption of the hormonal balance in 
adults, reproductive abnormalities with exposure during pregnancy and lower IQ scores in 
children. In light of these findings, I am sure that you can understand our abject terror and anxiety 
over the safety risks for our family, our parks and our schools. The FAA must not allow the terminal 
expansion because that will further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that 
fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa Monica Mountains 
National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and 
wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is 
endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without conducting any 
Environmental Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed 
until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our protected parkland! 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 342, 
345, 390, 391, 393, 478, 479, 481 



 

Linda Chaman Katiraei 
2483 Angelo Drive 

Los Angeles, CA 90077 
lindacharnanmph@gmaiLcom 

310.993.1909 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of our local economy. Tlie 
current unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local filming and threaten the studios 
and thousands of people who work in the film industry. Home values are dropping which in tum is 
potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, 
expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise 
and pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding with 
the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the 
replacement tem1inal at BUR 

Linda Chaman Katiraei 
2483 Angelo Drive 
Los Angeles, CA 90077 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 342, 
345, 390, 391, 393, 478, 479, 481 



 

kauper 

February 16, 2019 

RE: Burbank Airport Expansion/ Noise 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I am not opposed to the existence of the Burbank Airport, per se, nor to the safe 
and considerate flights of aircraft in and out of that facility. I am, however, 
deeply disturbed by the impact on my surroundings caused by recent changes to 
aircraft flight paths imposed by NextGen. 

The FAA has implemented NextGen in the San Fernando Valley without 
consultation with valley residents impacted by its narrow-focused, half-mile 
corridors. Most egregiously, that implementation was initiated without an 
environmental impact study to determine the effect of the flight paths on 
humans, animals, vegetation and environmental factors sud1 as air quality, 
property value, fire safety and general quality of life. The FAA claims that the 
narrow corridors promote efficiency and provide separation from other aircraft. 
That seems like a weak argument to justify the scale of disruption the policy has 
wrought on the residents living under the new flight paths. 

The shear frequency of flights over the impacted communities brings to mind the 
oppression of war zone noise. The heights of the jets over our roofs makes living 
in these once tranquil neighborhoods the equivalent of living at the end of a 
runway. The waypoints established by NextGen, ironically our neighborhood 
schools, force jets to make the apex of their turns directly over the hillside 
communities whose elevation AGL is shockingly close to the aircraft elevations. 
These planes are accelerating to gain altitude over our homes and, with that 
maximal burning of jet fuel, depositing harmful particulates onto our roofs and 
into our lungs. 

Consider the consequences to affected communities of the NextGen flight paths 
as they exist today: 

• Incessant noise levels in the 70-80 decible range with flights out of BUR 
every l to 10 minutes daily. 
• Potential health hazards from jet fuel pollution concentrated in the air 
over our homes 
• safety in highly flammable hillside communities in the event of a 
plane crash catastrophe. 
• Disruption in sleep, concentration and focus for all affected residents 
and, most significantly, disruption of children's ability to learn and 
concentrate in the multiple schools affected by the aircraft noise. 
• Reduction in property values of homes affected by these flight paths. 
• Disruption to wildlife habitats in the hills surrounding our homes. 

My neighbors and I are resolved to oppose any expansion of the Burbank Airport 
until and unless we see significant and pennanent relief from the NextGen flight 

3662 Ventura Canyon Avenue • Shennan Oaks CA 91423 • 818.404.1626 Fax 818.804.5121 
e•mail dkauper@me.com 
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paths. If the airport is at all interested in maintaining positive relations with its 
neighbors, I would respectfully request immediate effort towards influencing the 
FAA to move flight paths out of the protected Santa Monica Mountains, with 
more dispersal, higher altitudes, runway rotation as well as other mitigation 
techniques. 

Our community should not be exposed to the hyper-concentrated noise and 
pollution it cmrently endures emanating from the Burbank Airport. We will 
adamantly oppose any expansion of airport facilities and runways until we 
return to sustainable and fair distribution of flights in the San Fernando Valley. 

Thank you, 

Doran Kauper 
dkauper@me.com 

3662 Ventura Canyon Avenue • Sherman Oaks CA 91423 • 818.404.1626 Fax 818.907.6029 
e-mail dkauper(<hne.com 

https://dkauper(<hne.com
mailto:dkauper@me.com


 

kauper 

February 20, 2019 

TO: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

RE: Burbank Airport Expansion/ Noise 

Dear FAA /Burbank Airport, 

/{o) IE a? /En W IE f1j] 
1/11] FEB 2 5 2019 ~ 
By 

I live in Sherman Oaks. I am not opposed to the existence of the Burbank 
Airport, per se, nor to the safe and considerate flights of aircraft in and out of 
that facility. I am, however, deeply disturbed by the impact on my surroundings 
caused by recent changes to aircraft flight paths imposed by NextGen. 

The FAA has implemented NextGen in the San Fernando Valley without 
consultation with valley residents impacted by its narrow-focused, half-mile 
corridors. Most egregiously, that implementation was initiated without an 
environmental impact study to determine the effect of the flight paths on 
humans, animals, vegetation and environmental factors such as air quality, 
property value, fire safety and general quality of life. The FAA claims that the 
narrow corridors promote efficiency and provide separation from other aircraft. 
That seems like a weak argument to justify the scale of disruption the policy has 
wrought on the residents living under the new flight paths. 

The shear frequency of flights over the impacted communities brings to mind the 
oppression of war zone noise. The heights of the jets over our roofs makes living 
in these once tranquil neighborhoods the equivalent of living at the end of a 
runway. The waypoints established by NextGeri, ironically our neighborhood 
schools, force jets to make the apex of their turns directly over the hillside 
communities whose elevation AGL is shockingly close to the aircraft elevations. 
These planes are accelerating to gain altitude over our homes and, with that 
maximal burning of jet fuel, depositing harmful particulates onto our roofs and 
into our lungs. 

Consider the consequences to affected communities of the NextGen flight paths 
as they exist today: 

• Incessant noise levels in the 70-80 decible range with flights out of BUR 
every 1 to 10 minutes daily. 
• Potential health hazards from jet fuel pollution concentrated in the air 
over our homes 
• Fire safety in highly flammable hillside communities in the event of a 
plane crash catastrophe. 
• Disruption in sleep, concentration and focus for all affected residents 
and, most significantly, disruption of children's ability to learn and 
concentrate in the multiple schools affected by the aircraft noise. 

3662 Ventura Canyon Avenue • Sherman Oaks CA 91423 • 818.404.1626 Pax 818.804.5121 
e-mail dkau er(ffme.com 
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• Reduction in property values of homes affected by these flight paths. 
• Disruption to wildlife habitats in the hills surrounding our homes. 

My neighbors and I are resolved to oppose any expansion of the Burbank Airport 
until and unless we see significant and permanent relief from the NextGen flight 
paths. If the airport is at all interested in maintaining positive relations with its 
neighbors, I would respectfully request immediate effort towards influencing the 
FAA to move flight paths out of the protected Santa Monica Mountains, with 
more dispersal, higher altitudes, runway rotation as well as other mitigation 
techniques. 

Our community should not be exposed to the hyper-concentrated noise and 
pollution it currently endures emanating from the Burbank Airport. We will 
adamantly oppose any expansion of airport facilities and runways until we 
return to sustainable and fair distribution of flights in the San Fernando Valley. 

Thank you, 

Doron Kauper 
dkauper@me.com 

3662 Ventura Canyon Avenue • Sherman Oaks CA 91423 • 818.404.1626 Fax 818.907.6029 
e-mail dkauper@me.com 

mailto:dkauper@me.com
mailto:dkauper@me.com


 

Rosemarie Thomas-Kauper 

February 18, 2019 

To: Mr. David F Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

My life has changed significantly since the FAA implemented Next/Gen in 
the San Fernando Valley and where I live in the Santa Monica Mountains. 

Not only did the FAA implement NextGen in Studio City/ Sherman Oaks 
without consultation with valley residents but it was done without an 
environmental impact study to determine the effects of the flight patterns on 
Humans, wildlife, vegetation, FIRE safety( especially for those of us living in 
a canyon), quality of life and mostly air quality. 

The sounds reverberates and echoes immensely in a canyon. 

The waypoints established by NextGen forces jets to make the apex of their 
turns directly over the hillside communities whose elevation is shockingly 
close to the aircraft elevations. These planes are accelerating to gain altitude 
over our homes and with that maximal burning of jet fuel, deposit harmful 
particulates onto our roofs, gardens, homes and into our lungs. 

I no longer walk and hike in my neighborhood, plant a vegetable garden, 
open my windows or sit in my back yard. 
I have had to double the strength of my inhaler since the new flight pattern 
started. 
Imagine not being able to open ones windows due to the particulates and 
enormous noise! If we sit outside in our backyard, we have to stop talking 
when a plane goes over our house in order to hear each other. 

I am woken at ALL hours of the night. I am forced to sleep with ear plugs 
and yet I still hear the planes. I am sleepless and exhausted. 

3662 Ventura Canyon Avenue· Sherman Oaks CA 9142r:3~~~-----.. 

r~re rm re aw rEfm 
lfil FEB 2 5 2019 ~. 

Telephone 818/907/6029 · FAX 818/804/5121 

Em a i I: rose@homeopathyway.com 

By 
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From: Rose Kauper <rose@homeopathyway.com> 
Date: Sun, Jan 27, 2019 at 11:28 AM 
Subject: COMMENTS TO THE FAA 
To: <UproarLA@gmail.com> 

] bought my home because I love Nature. In fact, the tag line on the sales site was titled "Nature's Retreat". The house is located 
in a quiet Canyon filled with many different animals. We used to have Red Tail Hawks, a variety of bird species, deer, bob cats, 
snakes, skunks and coyotes. ALL GONE since the new flight pattern. 

We all know that sounds ECHO in a Canyon! We have over 200 airplanes a day echoing over our home. 

This canyon is a designated Fire Zone What if there was a crash? Highly dangerous! 

Since the 'NextGen' flight pattern change, I've had to DOUBLE the strength of a steroidal inhaler in order to breath when I 
walk in my own neighborhood, My walks are now restricted due to increasing health concerns. We are being bombarded with 
particulates and pollutions. I love fresh air but can no longer open my windows. In fact, l am having to replace all the windows 
in my house to mitigate the air traffic noise. 

There is a voluntary curfew at the Burbank Airport yet numerous flights originate and land there throughout the night. There's 
NO effective curfew at the Van Nuys airport and endless flights of helicopters and various general aviation aircraft throughout 
the night. It's hard to fall asleep with that noise and hard to stay asleep. 

We have planes at lam, 2am, 4am & 5am 

I am NOT willing to suppott the "replacement terminal at Burbank Airport UNLESS those destructive flight 
paths are corrected. 

] would move but, wait, I can't because no one will buy my house now due to the airplane noise. 

Thank you, 
Rose Kauper 

Comments 300, 364 



 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 0 
EI Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear David, 

This proposed Expanded Terminal represents a profound threat to our LA Valley 
communities. Through cumulative actions taken by FAA/BUR, our communities and 
protected parklands have been fundamentally degraded - severely reducing quality 
oflife by massively increasing noise and pollution. The proposed Expanded 
Terminal at Burbank will guarantee increased efficiency, even without adding more 

That means more flights, larger jets and jets flying even closer together. 
The proposed Expanded Terminal will add significantly to the numerous cumulative 
negative impacts we are already experiencing under the disastrous 2017 change in 
flight path that occurred without notice or environmental study. We cannot allow 
the proposed Expanded Terminal to go forward without fundamental and 
comprehensive changes in the flight path, protection of our communities and 
parklands, and limits on airport growth and operations. 

FAA1S Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must define the "Affected Area" to 
include the footprint of procedures overflying the noise-sensitive hillside 
communities of Studio City, Sherman Oaks, and Encino, and the protected 4(£) Santa 
Monica Mountains. All Environmental Resource Categories should be evaluated and 
analyzed in the "Affected Area" thus defined. 

Cumulative Future Impacts Directly Resulting From Proposed 
Expanded Terminal: 
*The terminal expansion must not be considered in a vacuum, NEPA requires that 
the FAA evaluate the impact of its action (replacing the terminal) "when added to 
other past, present, and reasonably foreseeably future actions," whether direct or 
indirect ( 40 CFR 1508. 7, 1508.8). The impact the proposed Expanded Terminal will 
have must be considered along with all other cumulative impacts. 

proposed Expanded Terminal, with its greater increased amenities, and 
improved airside facilities, will increase efficiency, allow for processing of more 
passengers, and result in a greater number of flights and larger jets. 

*The proposed Expanded Terminal is expected to have the same number of gates 
(14) as the existing terminal. However, with its increased size, it is reasonably 
foreseeable that more gates will be added in the future, and therefore must be 
considered as a cumulative impact. All it would take to expand beyond 14 gates is 
approval by the City of Burbank. The City of Los Angeles would have no say in the 
matter. 
*The FAA is underestimating its impact on our communities and underestimating 
future growth. Although passengers (enplanements) at Burbank Airport (BUR) 

Comments 260, 270, 271, 272, 275, 279, 291, 293, 294, 300, 301, 
305, 332, 337, 345, 352, 353, 354, 365, 366, 367, 368, 400, 401, 

403, 406, 417, 418, 473, 478, 479, 481, 484, 493, 508 



have increased 28% over the last 3 years (11.7% of that in 2018 alone), the FAA is 
projecting growth from 2019 through 2029 at only 1.2% to 2% annually. These 
projections are simply not credible. In fact, in marketing materials, BUR touts that 
growth is explosive, stating, "the airline industry is only now beginning to fully 
recover from the Great Recession" (LA Curbed Article 2/7/19). The proposed state­
of-the-art Expanded Terminal will further increase passenger numbers, thereby 
multiplying the cumulative impacts on the Affected Areas. 

*BUR estimates that the proposed Expanded Terminal will cost $1.24 billion, 
significantly increased from the originally estimated $400 million. To increase 
revenue, as they must do, BUR will increase capacity by bringing in more passengers 
in larger jets. Larger, heavier jets will make slower turns, driving the aircraft even 
further south, thereby contlibuting to increased future cumulative impacts and 
danger to the Affected Areas. 

*Expanded Cargo Facilities will encourage more cargo jets creating heavier, slow-to­
gain-altitude jets that are not subject to curfew, thereby flying over noise sensitive 
areas late at night and early in the morning. 

*Expanded General Aviation Facilities will encourage more general aviation aircraft 
that are not subject to curfew, thereby flying over noise sensitive areas late at night 
and early in the morning. 

Metroplex and Cumulative Impacts: 
* Proposed Expanded Terminal process must be halted until all cumulative actions 
taken by FAA/BUR that have already severely impacted Affected Areas are 
mitigated and alternatives are found. 

*Previous cumulative actions taken by FAA/BUR that must be considered in 
combination with the proposed Expanded Terminal include, but are not limited to, 
the following: 

-The current, unauthorized departure procedures implemented in 2017 at same 
time as Metroplex; 

-Proposed departure procedures OROSZ THREE AND SLAPP TWO; 
-Skyrocketing passenger and operations growth at both BUR and Van Nuys 

Airport (VNY); 
-Changes in flight path at nearby VNY; 
-Impending closure of Santa Monica Airport that has created increased 

operations at BUR and VNY; and 
-Increase in helicopter traffic that must fly below the jets from both BUR and VNY, 

creating a stacking effect. i 

I
J 

All of the above actions currently contribute to, and will continue to contribute to, 
increased cumulative impacts on residents, students, local business, film industry, 
and parklands that are under the narrow, focused flight path. 



*The FAA's Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must not claim a baseline that 
includes the currently flown unstudied and undisclosed departure procedures 
introduced in 2017. To do so would constitute a false baseline. To do an accurate 
comparison, the FAA must use pre-Metroplex conditions as a baseline to compare 
the impacts that the proposed Expanded Terminal would have on the environment 
and surrounding communities, in other words, compare the proposed Expanded 
Terminal impacts to the time period before NextGen was even being considered 
(2014 or earlier). 

*It has already been determined by an independent analysis conducted by Landrum 
&Brown that the BUR flight paths shifted south in a concentrated path over the 
Affected Areas. This change in flight track occurred in early 2017 without notice or 
environmental study. Prior to 2017, there was only occasional jet noise. Now there 
is a constant, disruptive, low, loud jet disruption in our formerly tranquil, hillside 
neighborhoods. The proposed Expanded Terminal will amplify these impacts that 
the FAA/BUR has failed to address/mitigate despite intense and widespread public 
controversy. 

*BUR proposed procedures SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE would make permanent 
the current path that FAA/BUR began vectoring in March 2017, without notice or 
environmental study, over the Affected Areas. BUR has stated that the FAA is 
planning to do an Environmental Analysis (EA) as a result of extreme public outcry. 
Such EA is expected to take 12-18 months. The proposed Expanded Terminal must 
be put on hold NOW and not proceed until the FAA completes its process. 

*Through its own analysis, VNY reports an increased number of departures by 35% 
since 2016. It has also moved departure path HARYS TWO south and east (with 
institution ofwaypoint PPRRY in May 2018) to traverse the same portion of the 
Santa Monica Mountains that BUR currently impacts by its departures; and that the 
proposed departure procedures SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE will continue to 
impact by adding waypoints JAYTE and TEAGN. The proposed Expanded Terminal 
must not proceed until these paths, already cumulatively impacting Affected Areas, 
are changed, and paths consistent with Section 175 of the FAA Reauthorization Act 
are explored. 

*Both BUR and VNY estimate a projected 15% increase per year in air traffic, which 
will contribute significantly to the current air noise over the Affected Areas. The 
proposed Expanded Terminal will compound these projections. 

*Santa Monica Airport (SMO) shortened its runway in 2017 significantly reducing 
the air traffic out of that airport and causing more traffic to be routed to both VNY 
and BUR, thereby contributing to the cumulative impacts in the Affected Areas. 
SMO's complete closure is scheduled to occur in 2028 and will further increase the 
traffic, along with air and noise pollution, in the Affected Areas. 



Impacts to Protected 4(f) Parkland: 
*Under Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act, the FAA must 
avoid potential impacts to "publicly owned parks, recreation areas (including 
recreational trails), wildlife and water fowl refuges, or public and private historic 
properties" (23 SFR 774). The FAA is required to look at all other alternatives to 
avoid overflying 4(f) protected parkland and has failed to do so. The new, more 
efficient Expanded Terminal must not move forward until the FAA abides by this 
statutory law and finds alternatives to the cumulative actions already taken by 
FAA/BUR. Viable alternatives have already been presented to the FAA in a comment 
letter by the City of Los Angeles, dated November 16, 2018, that the FAA has failed 
to consider thus far. The Expanded Terminal will further degrade our public 
parklands - our quiet refuge from noisy city life. It will negatively impact the already 
dwindling wildlife and increase fire risk in an area where ingress and egress by 
emergency vehicles is severely limited. Mountains Recreation & Conservation 
Authority and Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy consider "quiet to be a critical 
component of the natural lands visitation experience"(SMMC Letter 1/28/19). The 
Expanded Terminal combined with other actions taken by FAA/BUR "contribute to a 
continually increasing level of impacts inconsistent with the recreational and quiet 
refuge values of the affected natural parklands" (SMMC Letter 1/28/19). 

Mountainous Topography Amplifies All Cumulative Impacts: 
*Hillside/canyon acoustics exacerbate noise. Many of those in the Affected Areas 
live in the Santa Monica Mountain range and foothills at elevations of 800 to well 
over 1000 feet, thereby making aircrafts' effective Above Ground Level (AGL) 
altitude lower than if overflying flat land. Noise concentrates in bowl-like canyons 
and sustains and bounces off mountains in all directions, creating more noise for 
everyone, even spilling and deflecting to neighborhoods outside the immediate 
hillside area. The FAA/BUR has failed to consider this aggravating circumstance 
when taking previously cumulative actions to re-route low-flying jets over this type 
of terrain and must consider, study, and measure the unique topography when 
considering how the Expanded Terminal will further amplify already devastating 
cumulative noise impacts. 

Wind and Weather Impacts: 
*Wind and weather paths are increasingly becoming the norm. Wind Day Paths 
bring arrivals over affected communities instead of departures. Extremely low 
landing altitudes over terrain with many obstacles increase danger to aircraft and 
passengers as well as to those on the ground. Significant health risks are magnified. 
The efficiency of the state-of-the-art Expanded Terminal will increase the frequency 
oflow altitude arrivals and contribute to an already dangerous action taken 
by FAA/BUR. 

Safety Impacts: 
*Increasingly, simultaneous departures and arrivals, often within 1,200 feet of each 
other, are occurring over mountainous terrain. This practice contributes to and 
significantly worsens the dangerous cumulative safety impacts and the welfare of 



our communities. The new, more efficient Expanded Terminal will increase this 
phenomenon. It will also increase the sheer number and frequency of 
aircraft traversing the mountains at lower altitudes, thereby compounding the 
probability that a crash will occur over dry parkland, creating catastrophic urban 
wildfires, that will spread through the Santa Monica Mountains. Lack of ingress and 
egress through the terrain make it impossible for emergency vehicles to pass. This is 
exceedingly reckless and constitutes a dereliction of the FAA's obligation to society. 

Health Impacts: 
*The new, more efficient Expanded Terminal will increase the already burdensome 
cumulative negative health effects from constant, low-flying jets over elevated 
terrain that degrade air quality and cause serious health problems: 

-Health effects of jet pollution are severe. Jet fuel emissions are a toxic stew of 
benzene and hazardous chemicals. At or below 3,000 feet (mixing level), 
particulates fall to the ground rather than being absorbed in the atmosphere. Fine 
particulate emissions are dangerous and cause respiratory disease, heart disease 
and cancer. Children and the elderly are "sensitive receptors" and are most 
susceptible. Air quality degradation will be increased, threatening the health of 
residents, students, and visitors. The greater the volume and frequency of jet 
overflights, the greater the pol1ution, and the greater the cumulative health risk. 

-Health effects of noise are severe. According to the World Health Organization 
and a Columbia University study, noise has been proven to cause heart and lung 
disease, strokes and even reduce longevity. The greater the volume and frequency of 
jet over flights, the greater the cumulative health risk. 

-Noise increases disruption in schools and interferes with students' ability to 
learn. Hillside schools are not designed to be under a flight path. They were not built 
near a freeway and therefore do not have soundproofing, triple paned windows, or 
air filtration. Flight frequency due to the higher efficiency of the proposed 
Expanded Terminal will increase cumulative impacts already suffered by our 
children as a result of previous actions taken by FAA/BUR. 

Economic Impacts: 
*The new, more efficient Expanded Terminal will increase the economic loss 
already experienced in the Affected Areas. 

-Negative effects on local businesses and restaurants will increase. 

-The film industry centered in Studio City is already disappearing due to current 
unauthorized flight paths that a New Terminal would exacerbate. TV and film 
shoots in Studio City and Sherman Oaks - a critical part of our local economy, with 
CBS Television Studios a huge contributor of jobs and local tax revenues -would be 
severely affected by the Expanded Terminal. Crews already have to "hold a shot" 
every 90 seconds as a flight passes due to other cumulative actions already taken by 



FAA/BUR. Many on-location shoots are simply moving elsewhere due to the 
constant noise. 

-Home values have already been impacted and are on the decline. Cumulatively, 
this, in turn, causes a massive reduction in tax revenues to the City of Los Angeles. 

Construction Environmental Impacts: 
*Residents near BUR and along the soil export route have grave concerns about vast 
amounts of contaminated soils traversing their neighborhoods, potentially exposing 
them to dangerous materials. Residents near BUR also have concerns about the 
growth of the airport, as well as increased traffic surrounding the airport, and air 
pollution from traffic, 

Mitigation: 
*Based on prior actions taken by FAA/BUR, mitigation of harm must be 
implemented before plans for the proposed terminal can continue. The damaging 
and unreasonable cumulative impacts resulting from BUR/FAA action, as evidenced 
by widespread public controversy, must be addressed and resolved. Meanwhile, all 
plans for the proposed Expanded Terminal must immediately cease. 

-FAA must address and consider request from BUR to use Section 175 of the FAA 
Reauthorization Act to create dispersed lateral tracks away from the 4(t) protected 
Santa Monica Mountains. Use of Section 175 has the support of the City of Los 
Angeles through its Resolution dated 2/5/19. 

-FAA must consider a full "reset" of BUR path to the historical dispersed path. 

Kevin Keegan 
Julie Keegan 
Olivia Keegan 
Jessica Keegan 

4207 Teesdale Ave. 
Studio City Ca 91604 
Ten Eyck & Keegan, Inc. 
415 717 5518 
kevin@tekconstructors.com 
tekconstructors.com 
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February 27, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in 
Studio City and am one of many people suffering under the flight 
paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or 
environmental study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted my 
life and my work. We have constant planes overhead with no break 
day or night. The planes are very low taking off and landing so we 
can hear it inside the house not just on our patio. It's become 
disruptive to our family and we are fearful of the impact in the long 
run. There have never been so many planes and even when we 
had them going overhead in the past, they were very high and not 
very loud. This is upsetting and since I started writing this letter, I 
have had 3 planes pass over my house. I am indoors with doors 
and windows closed and can clearly hear them. It's even worse at 
night when we're trying to sleep! 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, 
insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a 
barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day 
and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of 
the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and 
canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and 
create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health 
effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must 
not allow the terminal expansion because that will further increase 
the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the 
ground. 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 342, 
345, 390, 391, 393, 478, 479, 481 



Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of 
the Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the 
few quiet refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in 
the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA. under the guise of safety 
and efficiency, is endangering our protected parkland and wildlife 
habitat, and admittedly without conducting any Environmental 
Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal 
must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our 
protected parkland! 
The film industry is an important part of our communities and a 
driver of our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths 
have already diminished local filming and threaten the studios and 
thousands of people who work in the film industry. Home values 
are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of 
millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, 
expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of 
Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City of Los 
Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding 
with the replacement terminal! 

For the above•stated reasons and all of those submitted by our 
local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at 
BUR. 

13166 Valley Vista Blvd, Studio City, CA 91604 



 

Current Issues Related to Flight Path Changes From Burbank 
Airport: 

* The new flight path now flies directly over our house, at all times of day 
and night. We have logged 180 flights per day (and counting), even at 
2:30am, 3:30am, 4:30am, 5:30 and 6:30am. From roughly 6:45am 
onward, flights are frequently less than 1 minute apart. 

* It is virtually impossible to fall asleep before midnight without being 
awakened by aircraft flying overhead, we are regularly awakened 
throughout the night, and our mornings begin by being awakened 
between 5:30am and 6:30am as flights steadily increase in frequency 
throughout the day and into the evening. I begin every day angry at the 
disruption of sleep and of our lives. We can no longer enjoy sitting 
outside on our patio due to the unrelenting noise and pollution of aircraft 
passing above us. We cannot leave our windows open. lfwe 
experience 20 minutes of quiet between the hours of 6:30am and 
10:30pm we count ourselves lucky. 

* We have clocked some flights flying as low as 600 feet!! We can clearly 
read the airline name and trademark along the side of the aircraft. 

* The constant, intense noise pollution makes being at home, which 
should always be one's safe haven, often nearly unbearable because 
the noise is constant and there is no way to escape it (even wearing 
noise cancelling headphones and/or earplugs.) Nor can we escape by 
leaving the house: go for a hike or a bicycle ride anywhere in the 
neighborhood or nearby parks, the planes are still constantly there, and 
even louder because there are no walls, roofs or windows to even 
partially mute the noise; go to a restaurant, coffee shop, bar, grocery 
store, the constant aircraft noise is still there as you bike, walk or drive to 
your destination and while you are in the establishment. Hell hath no 
escape. 

* Home prices will be/are being adversely affected and could ultimately 
result in either literally being unable to sell, or having to sell our home for 
far less than its value and worth due to this issue. We are facing the 
very real threat of being forced to move to maintain our physical and 
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mental health while at the same time suffering a devastating financial 
loss. 

* The very fact that this plan was implemented with Zero involvement of 
the affected communities, let alone any advance warning that it was 
about to happen, speaks loud and clear to a complete disregard for a 
community and its residents and the resulting effects are destroying the 
community of Studio City, which, to quote multiple news, print and media 
sources, is "being hammered." SHAME ON THE FM, AND SHAME ON 
BURBANK AIRPORT!!! 

Cumulative Future Impacts Directly Resulting From New Terminal: 

" It has already been detennined by an independent analysis conducted 
by Landrum & Brown that the flight paths out of Burbank Airport (BUR) 
shifted south in a concentrated path over the hillside communities of 
Studio City, Sherman Oaks, and Encino, and the protected 4(f) Santa 
Monica Mountains (Affected Areas). This change in flight track occurred 
without notice or environmental study . 

.. The new Terminal will increase efficiency, leading to a greater number 
of flights and larger jets. The proposed "Replacement Terminal" at BUR 
will contribute significantly to increased cumulative impacts on the 
affected areas. 

* In their operations meeting on November 5, 2018, BUR estimated that 
the new terminal would cost $1.24 billion, significantly increased from the 
originally estimated $400 million. They proposed that they would be in 
"lockstep" with the airlines they serve in order to increase revenue to pay 
for the new heightened cost of the terminal. To increase revenue, they 
must increase capacity by bringing in more passengers on larger jets. 
Larger, heavier jets will make slower turns driving the aircraft even 
further south, thereby contributing to increased future cumulative 
impacts and danger to the affected areas. 

" The expansion of airside facilities such as the construction of a new 
413,000 square foot aircraft ramp and the extension of Taxiway A and C 
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will allow for improved operation efficiency and larger aircraft, thereby 
increasing cumulative impacts on the affected areas. 

Other Cumulative Future Impacts: 

* The expansion must not be considered in a vacuum. It must be 
considered along with all other cumulative impacts such as the current. 
unauthorized procedures, proposed procedures, and nearby flight paths 
from Van Nuys Airport and other SoCal Metroplex Airports. 

" BUR proposed procedures SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE would 
make permanent the current, path that FAA/BUR began vectoring in 
March 2017, without notice or environmental study, over the affected 
areas. 

* Van Nuys Airport (VNY) has increased the number of departures by 
35°/4 since 2016 and has moved their path HARYS TWO south and east 
(with institution ofwaypoint PRRRY) to traverse the same portion of the 
Santa Monica Mountains that BUR currently impacts by vector and that 
the proposed procedures SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE will 
continue to impact, 

* Both BUR and VNY estimate a projected 15°/o increase per year in air 
traffic, which will contribute significantly to the current air noise over the 
affected areas . 

.,, Santa Monica Airport (SMO) shortened it's runway in 2017 significantly 
reducing the air traffic out of that airport and causing more traffic to be 
routed to both VNY and BUR, thereby contributing to the cumulative 
impacts in the affected areas. SMO's complete closure is scheduled to 
occur in 2028 and will further increase the traffic, along with air and 
noise pollution, in the affected areas. 
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Health and Safety Impacts: 

... The new, more efficient terminal will increase the already burdensome 
negative health and safety impacts from constant, low-flying jets over 
elevated terrain that degrade air quality and cause serious health 
problems including heart disease. It will also increase disruption to our 
schools. 

Economic Impacts: 

... The new, more efficient terminal will increase the economic loss 
already suffered by our local businesses and film industry. Home values 
have also been impacted and are on the decline. 

Impacts to Protected 4(f} Parkland: 

* The new, more efficient terminal will further degrade our public 
parklands - our quiet refuge from noisy city life. It will negatively impact 
the already dwindling wildlife and increase fire risk in an area where 
ingress and egress by emergency vehicles is severely limited. 

Construction Environmental Impacts: 

* Residents near the airport and along the soil export route have grave 
concerns about vast amounts of contaminated soils traversing their 
neighborhoods, potentially exposing them to dangerous materials. 
Residents near the airport have concerns about the growth of the airport, 
as well as increased traffic, and air pollution from traffic. 

Alternatives: 

If BUR wants to build a new terminal, other alternatives must be 
considered such as: 

* Stopping the export of noise and negative impacts to Los Angeles. 
Reroute the flights over Burbank, Glendale, and Pasadena. They are 
reaping the profits from the airport but are not sharing in ANY of the air 
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noise and pollution. Los Angeles receives all the negative impacts with 
no reward or profit. 

* Restore the historical 6-mile wide flight path, proven safe for decades. 

* Consider multiple tracks and alternate tracks in ALL directions. We 
have witnessed successful northern departures by all jets, as well as 
eastern departures. 

* Consider relocation of airport to less populated area. 

I 
David A. Kimball 
Homeowner and 21-Year Studio City Resident 
4227 A Colfax Avenue 
Studio City, CA 91604 
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From: David A. Kimball <davidakimball@zoho.com> 
Date: Sun, Jan 27, 2019 at 5:54 PM 
Subject: Aircraft noise in Studio City from Burbank Airport 
To: <UproarLA@gmail.com> 

To whom it may concern: 

My name is David A. Kimball. My wife and I live in Studio City on Colfax Avenue near Ventura Blvd. (one of 
the new NextGen waypoints). Since the advent ofNextGen we have been subjected to constant and pervasive 
aircraft noise throughout the day and night. We record and register complaints for between 150-180 low and 
loud flights every day (and that doesn't count the flights that pass overhead while we are out of the house or 
otherwise unable to log a particular occurrence). The majority of flights pass directly over our home, often 2 
minutes or less between flights; sometimes two or three aircraft simultaneously. There arc significant periods of 
time where the noise is literalJy constant, one flight approaching while the flight before is leaving. Planes arc 
frequently so low that we can read the logos on the fuselage. It is virtually impossible to fall asleep before 
midnight without being awakened by aircraft flying overhead, we are regularly awakened throughout the night, 
and our mornings begin by being awakened between 5:30am and 6:30am as flights steadily increase in 
frequency throughout the day and into the evening. I begin every day angry at the disruption of sleep and of our 
lives. We can no longer enjoy sitting outside on our patio due to the unrelenting noise and pollution of aircraft 
passing above us. We cannot leave our windows open. Ifwe experience 20 minutes of quiet between the hours 
of 6:30am and l 0:30pm we count ourselves lucky. We have lived in our home in Studio City for 21 years. We 
have put a lot of time, effo11, and money into creating a home that we are proud of and, until the NextGen flight 
path changes, very happy with. We love our community, friends and neighbors. We do not wish to move, but 
we are now, for the first time, considering selling and moving out of the area if this unbearable assault on our 
lives continues. 

Thank you, 

David A. KimbalJ 
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Dear David F. Cushing, Patrick Lammerding, Mark Hardyment, and Mayor Emily Gabel­
Luddy, 

I'm a resident of Studio City, living directly under these new flight paths, and a father of 
a first grader who goes to school every day at Carpenter Community Charter, also 
directly under the new loud, low, and concentrated flight paths out of Burbank Airport. 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment on Burbank Airport's proposed expansion. 
Any expansion of Burbank Airport would be grossly inappropriate at this time. 

As you are certainly aware, within the past year, Burbank Airport has implemented two 
amendments to the departure routes out of its airport: SLAPP TWO and OROSZ 
THREE. These two departure routes, as amended, send flights at extremely low 
altitudes (less than one mile above land) far to the south of the airport. These departure 
routes were recklessly implemented without a full environmental assessment and 
without any investigation into Burbank Airport's noise impact area. 

By utilizing these arbitrary and capricious new departure routes, Burbank Airport places 
children, protected lands and residents in harm's way no less than 185 times per day. 
Astonishingly, Burbank Airport sends approximately 185 flights per day at extremely low 
altitudes over Bridges Academy, Carpenter Community Charter, Harvard-Westlake 
School, Walter Reed Middle School and The Buckley School. 

Burbank Airport vectors these same 185 flights over the protected Santa Monica 
Mountains Recreation Area, the largest urban national park in the United States. The 
Santa Monica Mountains Recreation Area preserves one of the best examples of a 
Mediterranean climate ecosystem in the world and protects one of the highest densities 
of archaeological resources in any mountain range in the world. Yet, Burbank Airport 
aims to destroy this precious resource by effectively using it as an extended runway. 
As if that were not enough, Burbank Airport is also devastating communities. Although I 
live many miles from Burbank Airport, I suddenly now must endure the relentless sound 
of almost 200 planes daily. At all hours of the day and night. 365 days per year. I am 
constantly awakened from a sound sleep due to the steady stream of low flying planes 
from Burbank Airport. 

Burbank Airport is surrounded by industrial areas and highways to the north, south, east 
and west. And there are many reasonable alternatives that could be implemented. 
Burbank Airport chooses, instead, to harass children in schools so that they cannot 
learn, bombard protected lands until they are destroyed and plague its neighbors with 
the transmission of cancer and asthma. Burbank Airport is actively damaging 
communities by decreasing property value and retail/commercial revenues. 
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It is incumbent upon Burbank Airport to actively assess the numerous adverse impacts 
of SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE and take corrective actions. Only after these 
corrective actions are implemented can members of the public make an informed 
assessment of the impact of Burbank Airport's proposed expansion. Until that time, 
Burbank Airport's growth must be checked, otherwise the damage to our communities 
will only multiply. 

Furthermore, the expansion must include: 

Impact Analysis 

A. NEPA requires federal agencies to account for all reasonably foreseeable direct, 
indirect, and cumulative impacts of a proposed project. Here, the impact analysis 
must account for the reasonably foreseeable possibility that the replacement 
terminal - with its expanded amenities and increased efficiency -will result in 
increased departures and arrivals at BUR even if the number of terminal gates 
remains constant. 

B. The impact analysis must use an appropriate baseline. In developing the 
baseline, the FAA should account for the fact that (i) the Metroplex NEPA 
analysis did not address the actual departure routes currently flown at BUR; and 
(ii) the number and routing of BUR departures remains in flux. Pre-Metroplex 
conditions therefore provide the most appropriate and equitable baseline against 
which to measure project impacts. 

C. To accurately address the significant noise issues at BUR -which will be 
intensified by the new terminal and supporting infrastructure - the EIS must 
incorporate and address the following: 

a. Impacts on all noise-sensitive land uses, including schools, parks, open 
space, preserves, historic resources, and others. 

b. Unique topography, including, in particular, the hills and canyons south of 
the airport. 

c. Single-event noise measurements. 
d. California and federal noise metrics. 
e. The likelihood that aircraft will not adhere to published departure and 

arrival routes 
D. NEPA requires federal agencies to address the cumulative impacts of their 

proposed projects together with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable 
future actions. Here, the impacts of the terminal replacement project must be 
considered cumulatively with at least the following: 

a. The Metroplex project 



b. Changes to, and eventual closure of, SMO, including relocation of some 
SMO operations to other area facilities. 

c. Changes in operations and routes at VNY 
d. Proposed open SIDs for OROSZ 3 and SLAPP 2 at BUR 

Alternatives and Mitigation 

A. NEPA's implementing regulations require the FAA to "rigorously explore and 
objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives," and state that this analysis must 
be "the heart" of the EIS. The regulations further provide that the alternatives 
evaluated should be based on the affected environment and the environmental 
consequences of the proposed action. Because noise is one of the most 
significant impacts at BUR, the FAA must make a good-faith effort to identify 
alternatives that would decrease noise impacts in surrounding communities. 
Those alternatives should include, but may not be limited to, the following: 

a. Alternatives involving time-of-day restrictions 
b. Alternatives involving changes to departure and/or arrival routes, including 

changes that would keep departures over the Highway 101 corridor 
c. Additional procedures allowing different take-off and landing 

configurations under certain meteorological circumstances 
d. Alternatives restoring pre-Metroplex routes 

B. We understand that some alternatives may be outside the sole jurisdiction of the 
FAA. But that fact does not preclude their consideration in the EIS. On the 
contrary, NEPA requires the FAA to fully consider alternatives that may require 
planning and approval by other agencies. 

C. An EIS must fully evaluate measures to help mitigate the potential impacts of a 
proposed project. Noise mitigation is especially important here. 

Sincerely, 

Matt Labate 
matt.labate@gmail .com 
415.412.5661 
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February 19, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I Hve in 
Toluca Lake and am one of many people suffering under the flight 
paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or 
environmental study. 

Best regards, 

Diane Laney 
10821 Blix Street #203 
Toluca Lake, CA 91602 
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Mr. David Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Sute 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

February 25, 2019 

Dear Mr Cushing, 

We live in Studio City, under the recently increased flight path of Burbank airport. This 
has disrupted our sleep and affected our quality of life. We STRONGLY OPPOSE the 
replacement terminal. 
We like the current airport, it's convenient and manageable, and we don't want the 
added noise and pollution a new terminal would bring. 

I hope this isn't a futile expression, our health and comfort are in jeopardy. 

Ken and Michelene Laski 
11519 Aqua Vista St 
Studio City CA 91604 
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February 27th, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

We are writing to add our voices in opposition to the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. 

We live in Studio City and are part of the many people suffering under the flight paths that were 
changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental study. 

We both work from home, and the increased and continuous flight noise is impacting our ability to 
hold phone calls, let alone have in person meetings at our home office. 

With three young children, we're seeing them wake up more often because of the ever later flights 
taking off from BUR despite the voluntary curtew in place. Our quiet time is disrupted ever later in 
the evenings and then again ever earlier in the morning 

We moved into this neighbourhood in 2011 from West Hollywood because of the relative 
tranquility, and the schools. Now we're finding ourselves subjected to ever increasing airplane 
noise at home. Our kids' elementary school, Carpenter Community Charter, is directly below the 
flight path of every single plane coming out of Burbank, causing a lot of noise and distraction for 
the children in their classrooms and in the yard. 

The noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the 
day and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with 
the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified 
and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so close to 
the aircraft are severe. The FM must not allow the terminal expansion because that will further 
increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa Monica Mountains 
National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and 
wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FM, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is 
endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without conducting any 
Environmental Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed 
until the FM moves the flight paths out of our protected parkland! 
The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of our local economy. The 
current unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local filming and threaten the studios 
and thousands of people who work in the film industry. Horne values are dropping which in turn is 
potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the Clty of Los Angeles. A new, 
expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise 
and pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FM must move the paths before proceeding with 
the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose 
the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

(also for Robin, Lukas, and Felix Latsch) 
11224 Canton Drive 
Studio City, CA 91604 
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---------- Forwarded message --------­
From: <tradgt@aol.com> 
Date: Sat, Jan 26, 2019 at 1: 15 PM 
Subject: Airport 
To: <UproarLA@gmail.com> 

My husband and I are opposed to the new plans regarding the Burbank Airport. Elinor and Thomas Lenehen 
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Mr. David Cushing 

Manager, LA Airports District Office, LAX 600 

777 S. Aviation Blvd. #150 

El Segundo, CA 90245 

Burbank Terminal 

Dear Mr. Cushing, 

Deirdre Lenihan Sloyan 

3915 Ventura Canyon Ave. 

Sherman Oaks, CA 91423 

It's hard to believe the FAA chose to change the flight patterns leaving Burbank 

Airport without a careful review of the harm it causes parkland and natural habitat, 

and schools. And how it alters the lives of over an hundred thousand residents. In 

these winter months we are moderately buffered by double pane windows and 

heating systems, but come spring the enjoyment of barbeques and swimming pools 

and outdoor sports may be gone forever. As I write this letter I've pressed my 

airnoise.io twelve times. 

I met with the dozen representatives from the FAA at the Pickwick Gardens in 

Burbank. (November 7&8 2018) They were unprepared to handle our questions 

and deal with our frustrations. None were from the San Fernando Valley- in fact 

none were from California. When the Carpenter School (a school in the satellite­

based cross-hairs) mothers and students arrived to protest the FAA action, the 

police were ordered to break up the meeting. 

Was airline travel less safe before the March 2017 OROSZ and SLAPP routes were 

implemented? You'll have to convince us that spewing fuel and strafing parkland 

are viable ideas. 

In the meantime, I think barring the construction of a new terminal at Burbank 

Airport until the airlines are rerouted is a good hill to die on. 

~~ttla/YU 
Deirdre Lenihan 
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Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 

777 S. AVIATION BLVD, SUITE 150 
EL SEGUNDO, CA 90245 

RE: Burbank Airport terminal expansion 

Dear Mr. Cushing, 

Please be informed that I am against any Burbank Airport terminal expansion until the current FM flight 

paths in operation are changed so as to drastically reduce the continual noise bombardment that 

started here and in the park areas in the Sherman Oaks hills area in the latter part of 2018. 

The following excerpt describes exactly how I feel. 

This proposed Expanded Terminal represents a profound threat to our LA Valley communities. Through 
cumulative actions taken by FAA/BUR, our communities and protected parklands have been 
fundamentally degraded - severely reducing quality of life by massively increasing noise and pollution. 
The proposed Expanded Terminal at Burbank will guarantee increased efficiency, even without adding 
more gates. That means more flights, larger jets and jets flying even closer together. The proposed 
Expanded Terminal will add significantly to the numerous cumulative negative impacts we are already 
experiencing under the disastrous 2017 change in flight path that occurred without notice or 
environmental study. We cannot allow the proposed Expanded Terminal to go forward without 
fundamental and comprehensive changes in the flight path, protection of our communities and 
parklands, and limits on airport growth and operations. · 

Sincerely, 

Gary Lewis 

3427 Camino de la Cumbre 

Sherman Oaks, Ca 91423 
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February 22, 2019 

From: J.D. Lobue 
3460 Camino De La Cumbre 
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-4515 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. My wife and I live at 3460 
Camino De La Cumbre in the Sherman Oaks hills We are elderly retirees who have been 
suffering under the flight paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or 
environmental study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted our quality of lite. 

Over flights begin as early as 6:00 AM and continue well past 10:00 PM at night affecting 
our daily lives and interrupting our sleep. The stress we have endured as a result of 
these flights has made us more susceptible to colds, raised our blood pressure, and 
caused frequent headaches. We occasionally babysit our 28-month-old great grand 
daughter whose sleep has been interrupted by the noise of aircraft overhead. 

When we invested in our neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air traffic. 
Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at 
all hours of the day and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of 
the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside (900 feet), and canyon 
acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts 
for at least 90 seconds. The health effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. 

The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that will further increase the 
health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the ground. Since the flight 
path change went into effect a black film settles on our home and is readily visible on the 
windowsills of any open window. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa Monica 
Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that remain for 
residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the 
guise of safety and efficiency, is endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, 
and admittedly without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, 
more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths 
out of our protected parkland! 

I am a retired Director. The film industry is an important part of our communities and a 
driver of our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already 
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diminished local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of people who work in 
the film industry. 

Home values are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of millions of 
dollars, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all 
the monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the 
City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding with 
the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies groups, 
I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

J.D. Lobue 
3460 Camino De LA Cumbre 
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-4515 



 

From: janet Loeb <ianetloeb@gmail.com> 
Date: Sun, Jan 27, 2019 at 10:17 AM 
Subject: Replacement terminal Burbank Airport 
To: <UproarLA@gmail.com> 

I am opposed to the replacement terminal for Burbank airport and the plans for increased facility size 
and jet capacity. We do not need nor can we handle another LAX in this area. Jets do not take off over 
the water here, they take off over our homes, schools and wildlife. We need to resolve the issues 
caused by Next Gen, not add to them. 

Increased traffic, both in the skies and on the ground will negatively impact quality oflife for 
communities across the entire region. Burbank airport is a regional facility and should remain so. 

janet s. loeb 
Studio City 
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February 25, 2019 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Bivd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Valley Village 91607, and am one of many 
people suffering under the flight paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental 
study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted my life. I cannot comfortably dine outdoors, talk on the phone 
without my windows completely closed or sleep properly without ear plugs. The flight noise wakes me up every 
day and interrupts my sleep at night. Even with all of my windows closed, the volume of the noise is horrific. I 
hear every plane all day long! 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is 
unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from BUR and 
VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and 
canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 
seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal 
expansion because that will further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the 
ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa Monica Mountains National 
Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis of 
Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is endangering our protected parkland and 
wildlife habitat, and admittedly without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, more 
efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our protected 
parkland! 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of our local economy. The current 
unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of 
people who work in the film industry. Home values are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by 
hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the 
monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The 
FAA must move the paths before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the 
replacement terminal at BUR. 

Marla London 
11830 Hesby Street 
Valley Village, CA 91607 '~ [E lm [E a w [E rm 
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February 20, 20i 9 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite i 50 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I'd like to go on record voicing my opposition to the New Expanded 
Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in the hills in Studio City and am 
one of many people suffering under the flight paths that were 
changed in early 20i 7 without notice or environmental 
study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted my life and my 
work. The hikes that formerly were a peaceful respite from my busy 
life, are now interrupted by jet noise from very low flying planes. I 
work from home and have important business calls made 
impossible by the sound of the planes. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, 
insignHicant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a 
barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day 
and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of 
the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and 
canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and 
create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health 
effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must 
not allow the terminal expansion because that will further increase 
the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the 
ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of 
the Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the 
few quiet refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in 
the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety 
and efficiency, is endangering our protected parkland and wildlife 
habitat, and admittedly without conducting any Environmental 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 342, 
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Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal 
must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of 
our protected parkland! 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a 
driver of our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths 
have already diminished local filming and threaten the studios and 
thousands of people who work in the film industry. Home values 
are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of 
millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, 
expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of 
Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City of Los 
Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding 
with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our 
local Quiet Skies groups, I vehemently oppose the replacement 
terminal at BUR. 
Sincerely, 

Deborah Lorenz 
11571 Duque Drive 
Studio City,CA 



 

February 20, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

!~ [E ~ [E a \YI [E rm 
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By 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Studio City and 
am one of many people suffering under the flight paths that were changed in early 
2017 without notice or environmental study. The flight paths have seriously 
disrupted my life and my work. My husband and I are in our late 70s and sleep is 
elusive at best. When we are awakened at 12 to 1 in the morning by loud airplane 
noise our meager hours of sleep are ruined and so is our health.During the early 
morning hours the parade of noise begins and continues through out the day. 
Staying at home is now almost torture. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air 
traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 aircraft 
overhead at all hours of the day and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The 
low altitudes of the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and 
canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound 
effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so close to the 
aircraft are severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that 
will further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to 
the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa 
Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that 
remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The 
FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is endangering our protected 
parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without conducting any 
Environmental Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal 
must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our protected 
parkland! 
The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of our local 
economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local 
filming and threaten the studios and thousands of people who work in the film 
industry. Home values are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 342, 
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hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded 
terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the 
noise and pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths 
before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies 
groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

~:~·~ 
~;rfs~ovit, 
4529 Tujunga Ave, 

Studio City, CA 91602 



 

From: Roy Lyons <royslyons@sbcglobal.net> 
Date: Sat, Jan 26, 2019 at 10:07 AM 
Subject: Burbank expansion 
To: <UproarLA@gmail.com> 
Cc: Lyons Teri <terilyons@sbcglobal.net> 

My wife and I have lived in the hills of Sherman Oaks for 32 years. We both retired a few years ago and were 
beginning to enjoy a quiet peaceful retirement in our paid off home. Those plans have been completely 
disrupted by the FAA actions at Burbank. Rerouted depaitures and now arrivals have caused a distressing 
cacophony of jet engine noise directly and indirectly through reverberated sounds off the mountains. We now 
have to live with our windows and doors closed day and night in order to muffle the noise. Yet it is loud enough 
to remain disturbing. This is not how we envisioned our retirement years. Selling our house is out of the 
question. Rerouting planes back to the fo11ner patterns is the right thing to do. Fix this now. 

Roy S Lyons 

Comments 299, 300, 
342, 345, 423 



 

ROYS. LYONS 
3717 STONE CANYON AVEJ SHERMAN OAKS, CA 91403 I ROYSLYONS@SBCGLOBAL.NET 

February 11 , 2019 

David F. Cushing, Manager- FAA 
Los Angeles Airports District Office 
LAX 600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Ste 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Subject: Airport Noise 

Dear Mr. Cushing: 

My wife and I have lived in the hills (elevation 890 feet above sea level) of Sherman Oaks for 
32 years. We both retired a few years ago and were beginning to enjoy a quiet peaceful 
retirement in our paid off home. Those plans have been completely disrupted by the FAA 
actions at Van Nuys and Burbank. Rerouted departures and now arrivals have caused a 
distressing cacophony of jet engine noise directly and indirectly through reverberated sounds 
off the mountains. We now have to live with our windows and doors closed day and night in 
order to muffle the noise. Yet it is loud enough to remain disturbing. This is not how we 
envisioned our retirement years. Selling our house is out of the question. Rerouting planes 
back to the former patterns is the right thing to do. This is critical especially in light of the 
expansions plans underway at both Van Nuys and Burbank. Unless changes are made NOW 
life for everyone in Sherman Oaks and Encino will continue to worsen. 

We understand we live in an urban environment and planes are a normal part of that. We 
co-existed peacefully with a reasonable amount of noise. With the recent changes, this is no 
longer reasonable. 

Flights passing overhead begin before 6am and past the l O pm curfew. If you would like to 
view a chronology of flights as they pass overhead please let me know as they can be 
retrieved from our Airnoise account. 

I look forward to hearing from regarding actions you will take to alleviate the community 
distress th AA is causing residents. 

m [E mJ [E O w [E rm 
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By 
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February 23, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Sherman Oaks and 
am one of many people suffering under the flight paths that were changed in early 2017 
without notice or environmental study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted my life 
and my work. 

At it's worst, low-flying jets gaining altitude at full-throttle pass directly over my house at 
approx. 1000- 1500 ft. This begins at around 6:30 a.m. and continues sometimes with 
flights every few minutes. It rattles my house in some cases. Occasionally, redeye 
flights in the middle of the night do the same thing. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air traffic. 
Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at 
all hours of the day and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of 
the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, 
cause the noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 
90 seconds. Health effects of being so dose to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must 
not allow the terminal expansion because that will further increase the health risk from 
noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa Monica 
Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that remain for 
residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the 
guise of safety and efficiency, is endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, 
and admittedly without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, 
more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths 
out of our protected parkland! 
The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of our local 
economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local filming 
and threaten the studios and thousands of people who work in the film industry. Home 
values are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax 
revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the 
monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City 
of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding with the 
replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies groups, 
I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Eric McConnell 
4023 Cody Rd. Sherman Oaks, CA. 91403 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 342, 
345, 390, 391, 393, 478, 479, 481 



 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I am a Studio City homeowner and one of the many residents that are 
severely impacted from the flight paths that were changed in early 2017 
and done so without notice or environmental study. 

Unfortunately the flight paths have seriously disrupted my life, my work 
and the same for all my neighbors. The anxiety living with this increase 
noise has dramatically affected my life and I don't want a new terminal 
that will increase noise and pollution even more. For that reason, I 
oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport It is 
untenable as it is now. 

When I bought my home back in late 80's, we experienced only 
occasional, insignificant air traffic. Since the change, the noise level is 
unbearable with a barrage of aircraft overhead at all hours of the day 
and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. I live in the hills, so the 
low altitudes of the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of the 
hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified 
and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds, often 
overlapping with yet another jet taking off. 

Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must 
not allow the terminal expansion because that will further increase the 
health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the 
Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet 
refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis 
of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is 
endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly 
without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 
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more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FM moves 
the flight paths out of our pJotected parkland!~ 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of 
our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already 
diminished local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of 
people who work in the film industry. Home values are dropping which 
in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for 
the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the 
monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and 
pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths 
before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local 
Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Heidi MacKay 
4060 Alta Mesa Drive 
Studio City, CA 91604 



 

January 29, 2019 

Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager 
Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
El Segundo, CA 90245 . 

Submitted via Uproarla.org 

Dear Mr. Cushing: 

Thank you for this opportunity to; comment on Burbank Airport's proposed expansion. Any expansion of 
Burbank Airport would be grossly inappropriate at this time. 

The FAA arbitrarily and capriciou~ly consolidated virtually all air traffic out of Burbank Airport as a result of 
the recent implementation of two! amendments to the departure routes out of its airport: SLAPP TWO and 
OROSZ THREE without conduding a full environmental impact study. The FM's contention that these 
are historical flight paths and the:refore will not burden Studio City residents is malarkey. Even if it is true 
that Burbank Airport is utilizing (light paths that existed in the past, these flight paths were infrequently 
used and were traversed at muc~ higher altitudes. Having lived in Studio City for the last 30 years (I grew 
up on Ben Avenue, and now live on Canton Drive), I can definitively state that, at no time in the last 30 
years, has there been air traffic[ over Studio City like we are experiencing now. I challenge any FM 
official and/or Burbank Airport off}cial to prove otherwise. 

I 

Before the implementation of the;se new departure routes, I rarely heard 1 or more planes a day passing 
over my house. Now, on average, I hear in excess of 90 flights per day. My airnoise.io account (which is 
a subscription service that allow$ you to submit complaints to Hollywood Burbank Airport and Van Nuys 
Airport) confirms that in the 4~ days since opening my account, I have personally lodged 3,961 
complaints with Burbank Airport[ This is a staggering number considering that l am out of the house 
Monday through Friday from 9:00 a.m. until approximately 9:00 p.m. 

Burbank Airport has not resporided any of the 3,961 noise complaints that I have lodged due to the 
steady and unrelenting stream of low altitude flights at or near my home. Burbank Airport appears to be 
employing an ostrich defense ln connection with these noise complaints. This course of conduct 
demonstrates a callous disregard for Burbank Airport's surrounding neighbors that have been negatively 
impacted by recent implementatipn of SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE. It also suggests that Burbank 
Airport is flagrantly breaching its ['separate duty to reduce noise," as confirmed by the California Supreme 
Court in Baker v. Burbanl<-Glenqate-Pasadena Airport Authority, 39 Cal.3d 862, 873 (1985). 

These actions are even more disturbing when you consider how loud and disturbing these flights can be 
to members of my strictly residential community in the hills of Studio City. For example, I was woken up 
out of a dead sleep on Decemb~r 28, 2018, at 4:53 a.m. because of a UPS flight (Flight No. UPS914) 
above my house at an altitude tjlf approximately 1,300 feet. As someone who slept through the entire 
Northridge earthquake, the nois~ emanating from this flight was extraordinary. My attempt to fall back to 
sleep was interrupted at 5:00 afm. by a FedEx flight (Flight No. FDX1417) that was at an altitude of 
approximately 1,750 feet, which 'fas also disturbingly loud. 

Of equal concern is the absence of any discussion in the FM's Draft Environmental Review Proposed 
Categorical Exclusion For The !Proposed OROSZ THREE DEPARTURE (RNAV) and SLAPP TWO 
DEPARTURE (RNAV) Open St$ndard Instrument Departure Procedures at Hollywood Burbank Airport 
dated October 2018, of ways in which Burbank Airport's runways, taxiways and other facilities could be 
modified to ameliorate the excessive and unreasonable impact that the new departure routes have had 
on residents in Studio City andj other southerly neighborhoods. The FAA arbitrarily and capriciously 
implemented these new depart~re routes and now appears poised to rubberstamp Burbank Airport's 
proposed expansion without requiring Burbank Airport to affirmatively address the nuisance created by 
SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE. 

Comments 323, 324, 
342, 372, 394, 424 
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It is incumbent upon Burbank Ai~port to actively assess the numerous adverse impacts of SLAPP TWO 
and OROSZ THREE and take !corrective action, including but not limited to, modifying its proposed 
expansion plans to incorporate ameliorative measures. Only after these corrective actions are 
implemented can members of the public make an informed assessment of the impact of Burbank Airport's 
proposed expansion. / 

; 



 

Donna Materna 
3981 Cody Road 
Sherman Oaks CA 91403 

February 23, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

ru(E (rJ re a \'ll rEfm 
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I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in 
Sherman Oaks and am one of many people suffering under the flight 
paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental 
study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted my life and my work. 
MY FAMILY NO LONGER SLEEPS LONG ENOUGH TO BE HEALTHY 
DUE TO THE CONSTANT BARRAGE OF JETS! I DON'T WANT A 
NEW TERMINAL THAT WILL INCREASE NOISE AND 
POLLUTION. MY PHONE CALLS FOR WORK NEED TO PAUSE FOR 
UP TO A MINUTE WHEN THE LOUD JETS FLY OVER MY HOME. 
OUR ENTERTAINMENT IS INTERUPTED BY JET AFTER JET. WE 
CAN NOT KEEP CONVERSATIONS GOING INSIDE OUR HOME. 
When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, 
insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage 
of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from 
BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined 
with the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the 
noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at 
least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are 
severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that 
will further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates 
that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the 
Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet 
refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis 

Comments 237, 238, 239, 240, 241, 242, 243, 244, 246, 247, 248, 249, 264, 267, 
268, 269, 270, 271, 272, 279, 282, 285, 286, 289, 290, 291, 293, 294, 299, 300, 
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of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is 
endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly 
without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, 
more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves 
the flight paths out of our protected parkland! 
The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of 
our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already 
diminished local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of 
people who work in the film industry. Home values are dropping which 
in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for 
the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the 
monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and 
pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths 
before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local 
Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

~ yftt{U!t/l{{A 
Donna Materna 
3981 Cody Rd Sherman Oaks CA 91403 

SCFQS PARTIAL COMMENT FOR BURBANK'S 
NEW EXPANDED TERMINAL 

The following impact analysis will show that BUR's "replacement" 
terminal is essentially an "expansion" that will result in increased 
operations and efficiency such that it will significantly increase noise and 
pollution to the surrounding communities. According to National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the FAA must consider all cumulative 
impacts of the proposed terminal expansion. 

This proposed Expanded Terminal represents a profound threat to our 
LA Valley communities. Through cumulative actions taken by FAA/BUR, 
our communities and protected parklands have been fundamentally 
degraded - severely reducing quality of life by massively increasing 



noise and pollution. The proposed Expanded Terminal at Burbank will 
guarantee increased efficiency, even without adding more gates. That 
means more flights, larger jets and jets flying even closer together. 
The proposed Expanded Terminal will add significantly to the numerous 
cumulative negative impacts we are already experiencing under the 
disastrous 2017 change in flight path that occurred without notice or 
environmental study, resulting in more than 260 overflights per day. We 
cannot allow the proposed Expanded Terminal to go forward 
without fundamental and comprehensive changes in the flight path, 
protection of our communities and parklands, and limits on airport 
growth and operations. 

FAA'S Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must define the "Affected 
Area" to include the footprint of procedures overflying the noise-sensitive 
hillside communities of Studio City, Sherman Oaks, and Encino, and the 
protected 4(f) Santa Monica Mountains. All Environmental Resource 
Categories should be evaluated and analyzed in the "Affected Area" thus 
defined. 

Cumulative Future Impacts Directly Resulting From 
Proposed Expanded Terminal: 

*The terminal expansion must not be considered in a vacuum. NEPA 
requires that the FAA evaluate the impact of its action (replacing the 
terminal) "when added to other past, present, and reasonably 
foreseeably future actions," whether direct or indirect (40 CFR 1508.7, 
1508.8). The impact the proposed Expanded Terminal will have must be 
considered along with all other cumulative impacts. 

*The proposed Expanded Terminal, with its greater size, increased 
amenities, and improved airside facilities, will increase efficiency, allow 
for processing of more passengers, and result in a greater number of 
flights and larger jets. 

*The proposed Expanded Terminal is expected to have the same 
number of gates (14) as the existing terminal. However, with its 
increased size, it is reasonably foreseeable that more gates will be 
added in the future, and therefore must be considered as a cumulative 
impact. All it would take to expand beyond 14 gates is approval by the 



City of Burbank. The City of Los Angeles would have no say in the 
matter. 

*The FAA is underestimating its impact on our communities and 
underestimating future growth. Although passengers (enplanements) at 
Burbank Airport (BUR) have increased 28% over the last 3 years (11.7% 
of that in 2018 alone), the FAA is projecting growth from 2019 through 
2029 at only 1.2°/4 to 2% annually. These projections are simply not 
credible. In fact, in marketing materials, BUR touts that growth is 
explosive, stating, "the airline industry is only now beginning to fully 
recover from the Great Recession" (LA Curbed Article 2/7/19). The 
proposed state-of-the-art Expanded Terminal will further increase 
passenger numbers, thereby multiplying the cumulative impacts on 
the Affected Areas. 

*BUR estimates that the proposed Expanded Terminal will cost $1.24 
billion, significantly increased from the originally estimated $400 
million. To increase revenue, as they must do, BUR will increase 
capacity by bringing in more passengers in larger jets. Larger, heavier 
jets will make slower turns, driving the aircraft even further south, 
thereby contributing to increased future cumulative impacts and danger 
to the Affected Areas. 

*Expanded Cargo Facilities will encourage more cargo jets creating 
heavier, slow-to-gain-altitude jets that are not subject to curfew, thereby 
flying over noise sensitive areas late at night and early in the morning. 

*Expanded General Aviati~n Facilities will encourage more general 
aviation aircraft that are not subject to curfew, thereby flying over noise 
sensitive areas late at night and early in the morning. 

Metroplex and Cumulative Impacts: 

* Proposed Expanded Terminal process must be halted until all 
cumulative actions taken by FAA/BUR that have already severely 
impacted Affected Areas are mitigated and alternatives are found. 



*Previous cumulative actions taken by FAA/BUR that must be 
considered in combination with the proposed Expanded Terminal 
include, but are not limited to, the following: 

-The current, unauthorized departure procedures implemented in 
2017 at same time as Metroplex; 

-Proposed departure procedures OROSZ THREE AND SLAPP 
TWO·

' -Skyrocketing passenger and operations growth at both BUR and 
Van Nuys Airport (VNY); 

-Changes in flight path at nearby VNY; 
-Impending closure of Santa Monica Airport that has created 

increased operations at BUR and VNY; and 
-Increase in helicopter traffic that must fly below the jets from both 

BUR and VNY, creating a stacking effect. 

All of the above actions currently contribute to, and will continue to 
contribute to, increased cumulative impacts on residents, students, local 
business, film industry, and parklands that are under the narrow, focused 
flight path. 

*The FAA's Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must not claim a 
baseline that includes the currently flown unstudied and undisclosed 
departure procedures introduced in 2017. To do so would constitute 
a false baseline. To do an accurate comparison, the FAA must use pre­
Metroplex conditions as a baseline to compare the impacts that the 
proposed Expanded Terminal would have on the environment and 
surrounding communities, in other words, compare the proposed 
Expanded Terminal impacts to the time period before NextGen was even 
being considered (2014 or earlier). 

*It has already been determined by an independent analysis conducted 
by Landrum & Brown that the BUR flight paths shifted south in a 
concentrated path over the Affected Areas. This change in flight track 
occurred in early 2017 without notice or environmental study. Prior to 
2017, there was only occasional jet noise. Now there is a constant, 
disruptive, low, loud jet disruption in our formerly tranquil, hillside 
neighborhoods. The proposed Expanded Terminal will amplify these 



impacts that the FAA/BUR has failed to address/mitigate despite intense 
and widespread public controversy. 

*BUR proposed procedures SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE would 
make permanent the current path that FAA/BUR began vectoring in 
March 2017, without notice or environmental study, over the Affected 
Areas. BUR has stated that the FAA is planning to do an Environmental 
Analysis (EA) as a result of extreme public outcry. Such EA is expected 
to take 12-18 months. The proposed Expanded Terminal must be put on 
hold NOW and not proceed until the FAA completes its process. 

*Through its own analysis, VNY reports an increased number of 
departures by 35% since 2016. It has also moved departure path 
HARYS TWO south and east (with institution of waypoint PPRRY in May 
2018) to traverse the same portion of the Santa Monica Mountains that 
BUR currently impacts by its departures; and that the proposed 
departure procedures SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE will continue to 
impact by adding waypoints JA YTE and TEAGN. The proposed 
Expanded Terminal must not proceed until these paths, already 
cumulatively impacting Affected Areas, are changed, and paths 
consistent with Section 175 of the FAA Reauthorization Act are explored. 

*Both BUR and VNY estimate a projected 15% increase per year in air 
traffic, which will contribute significantly to the current air noise over the 
Affected Areas. The proposed Expanded Terminal will compound these 
projections. 

*Santa Monica Airport (SMO) shortened its runway in 2017 significantly 
reducing the air traffic out of that airport and causing more traffic to be 
routed to both VNY and BUR, thereby contributing to the cumulative 
impacts in the Affected Areas. SMO's complete closure is scheduled to 
occur in 2028 and will further increase the traffic, along with air and 
noise pollution, in the Affected Areas. 

Public Controversy: 

*The Expanded Terminal has a cumulative, compounding effect on FAA 
prior actions (the current flight path and proposed procedures) that have 
been demonstrated to be "highly controversial on environmental 



grounds" under NEPA Rule 1050 1F 5-2 {10). Highly controversial is 
defined as "opposition on environmental grounds to an action, by a 
Federal, state or local government agency, or by a ... a substantial 
number of the persons affected by such action .... " Such opposition 
occurred during the comment period for the proposed procedures, 
SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE, ending November 18, 2018 as 
exhibited by the protests of thousands of community members 
{evidenced by the Petition signed by almost 3,500 people and climbing); 
396,000+ noise complaints filed, the opposition of current paths and 
proposed procedures by elected local, state, and federal officials; the 
opposition by Burbank Airport itself; the over-capacity turnout at the 
October 18, 2018 Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority 
meeting, high public turnout at FAA Workshops on November 7/8, 2018, 
and blanket press coverage. Public Controversy continues during the 
comment period for BUR Expanded Terminal with high public turnout at 
the Public Scoping meeting on January 29, 2019, and a Petition 
opposing the Expanded Terminal so far signed by more than 1,200 
people. 

Impacts to Protected 4(f) Parkland: 

*Under Section 4{f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act, the 
FAA must avoid potential impacts to "publicly owned parks, recreation 
areas {including recreational trails), wildlife and water fowl refuges, or 
public and private historic properties" {23 SFR 774). The FAA is required 
to look at all other alternatives to avoid overflying 4{f) protected parkland 
and has failed to do so. The new, more efficient Expanded Terminal 
must not move forward until the FAA abides by this statutory law and 
finds alternatives to the cumulative actions already taken by 
FAA/BUR. Viable alternatives have already been presented to the FAA 
in a comment letter by the City of Los Angeles, dated November 16, 
2018, that the FAA has failed to consider thus far. The Expanded 
Terminal will further degrade our public parklands - our quiet refuge 
from noisy city life. It will negatively impact the already dwindling wildlife 
and increase fire risk in an area where ingress and egress by emergency 
vehicles is severely limited. Mountains Recreation & Conservation 
Authority and Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy consider "quiet to 
be a critical component of the natural lands visitation experience"{SMMC 



Letter 1/28/19). The Expanded Terminal combined with other actions 
taken by FAA/BUR "contribute to a continually increasing level of 
impacts inconsistent with the recreational and quiet refuge values of the 
affected natural parklands" (SMMC Letter 1/28/19). 

Mountainous Topography Amplifies All Cumulative 
Impacts: 

*Hillside/canyon acoustics exacerbate noise. Many of those in the 
Affected Areas live in the Santa Monica Mountain range and foothills at 
elevations of 800 to well over 1000 feet, thereby making 
aircrafts' effective Above Ground Level (AGL) altitude lower than if 
overflying flat land. Noise concentrates in bowl-like canyons and 
sustains and bounces off mountains in all directions, creating more 
noise for everyone, even spilling and deflecting to neighborhoods 
outside the immediate hillside area. The FAA/BUR has failed to consider 
this aggravating circumstance when taking previously cumulative actions 
to re-route low-flying jets over this type of terrain and must consider, 
study, and measure the unique topography when considering how the 
Expanded Terminal will further amplify already devastating cumulative 
noise impacts. 

Wind and Weather Impacts: 

*Wind and weather paths are increasingly becoming the norm. Wind Day 
Paths bring arrivals over affected communities instead of 
departures. Extremely low landing altitudes over terrain with many 
obstacles increase danger to aircraft and passengers as well as to those 
on the ground. Significant health risks are magnified. The efficiency of 
the state-of-the-art Expanded Terminal will increase the frequency of low 
altitude arrivals and contribute to an already dangerous action taken 
by FAA/BUR. 

Safety Impacts: 

*Increasingly, simultaneous departures and arrivals, often within 1,200 
feet of each other, are occurring over mountainous terrain. This practice 
contributes to and significantly worsens the dangerous cumulative safety 



impacts and the welfare of our communities. The new, more efficient 
Expanded Terminal will increase this phenomenon. It will also increase 
the sheer number and frequency of aircraft traversing the mountains at 
lower altitudes, thereby compounding the probability that a crash will 
occur over dry parkland, creating catastrophic urban wildfires, that will 
spread through the Santa Monica Mountains. Lack of ingress and egress 
through the terrain make it impossible for emergency vehicles to pass. 
This is exceedingly reckless and constitutes a dereliction of the FM's 
obligation to society. 

Health Impacts: 

*The new, more efficient Expanded Terminal will increase the already 
burdensome cumulative negative health effects from constant, low-flying 
jets over elevated terrain that degrade air quality and cause serious 
health problems: 

-Health effects of jet pollution are severe. Jet fuel emissions are a 
toxic stew of benzene and hazardous chemicals. At or below 3,000 feet 
(mixing level), particulates fall to the ground rather than being absorbed 
in the atmosphere. Fine particulate emissions are dangerous and cause 
respiratory disease, heart disease and cancer. Children and the elderly 
are "sensitive receptors" and are most susceptible. Air quality 
degradation will be increased, threatening the health of residents, 
students, and visitors. The greater the volume and frequency of jet 
overflights, the greater the pollution, and the greater the cumulative 
health risk. 

-Health effects of noise are severe. According to the World Health 
Organization and a Columbia University study, noise has been proven to 
cause heart and lung disease, strokes and even reduce longevity. The 
greater the volume and frequency of jet over flights, the greater the 
cumulative health risk. 

-Noise increases disruption in schools and interferes with students' 
ability to learn. Hillside schools are not designed to be under a flight 
path. They were not built near a freeway and therefore do not have 
soundproofing, triple paned windows, or air filtration. Flight frequency 



due to the higher efficiency of the proposed Expanded Terminal will 
increase cumulative impacts already suffered by our children as a result 
of previous actions taken by FAA/BUR. 

Economic Impacts: 

*The new, more efficient Expanded Terminal will increase the economic 
loss already experienced in the Affected Areas. 

-Negative effects on local businesses and restaurants will increase. 

-The film industry centered in Studio City is already disappearing due 
to current unauthorized flight paths that a New Terminal would 
exacerbate. TV and film shoots in Studio City and Sherman Oaks - a 
critical part of our local economy, with CBS Television Studios a huge 
contributor of jobs and local tax revenues - would be severely affected 
by the Expanded Terminal. Crews already have to "hold a shot" every 90 
seconds as a flight passes due to other cumulative actions already taken 
by FAA/BUR. Many on-location shoots are simply moving elsewhere due 
to the constant noise. 

-Home values have already been impacted and are on the decline. 
Cumulatively, this, in turn, causes a massive reduction in tax revenues to 
the City of Los Angeles. 

Construction Environmental Impacts: 

*Residents near BUR and along the soil export route have grave 
concerns about vast amounts of contaminated soils traversing their 
neighborhoods, potentially exposing them to dangerous materials. 
Residents near BUR also have concerns about the growth of the airport, 
as well as increased traffic surrounding the airport, and air pollution from 
traffic. 

Mitigation: 

*Based on prior actions taken by FAA/BUR, mitigation of harm must be 
implemented before plans for the proposed terminal can continue. The 



damaging and unreasonable cumulative impacts resulting from 
BUR/FAA action, as evidenced by widespread public controversy, must 
be addressed and resolved. Meanwhile, all plans for the proposed 
Expanded Terminal must immediately cease. 

-FM must address and consider request from BUR to use Section 
175 of the FAA Reauthorization Act to create dispersed lateral tracks 
away from the 4(f) protected Santa Monica Mountains. Use of Section 
175 has the support of the City of Los Angeles through its Resolution 
dated 2/5/19. 

-FM must consider a full "reset" of BUR path to the historical 
dispersed path. 

Alternatives: 

Other alternatives must be considered such as: 

*Rerouting the flights east or southeast over Burbank, Glendale, and 
Pasadena. They are reaping the profits from the airport but are not 
sharing in ANY of the air noise and pollution. Los Angeles receives all 
the negative impacts with no reward or profit. 

*Redesign by modifying and regrading the 15/33 Runway so it can be 
regularly used for northern takeoffs. 

*Redesign considering a dedicated Runway for Southwest Airlines, 
Burbank's largest carrier, to depart to the north. 

*Redesign Runways and Departures to accommodate departures on 
other runways, in other directions to reduce southwestern departures. 

*Redesign Runways and "Wind" Arrival Procedures to provide 
alternatives to descending over mountainous terrain. 

*Redesign runways to accommodate alternate procedures for some 
"less competent jets" that can't always complete their turns prior to the 
101 freeway. 



*Restoring the pre-NextGen historical 6-mile wide flight path, proven 
safe for decades. 

*Creating multiple tracks and alternate tracks in ALL directions. There is 
webtrak evidence of numerous successful northern departures by all 
jets, as well as eastern departures. 

*Transferring or shifting some of the General Aviation or 
Cargo operations to another existing public airport (or airports) in 
Southern California. · 

*Retiring all General Aviation operations. The Expanded Terminal will 
encourage more General Aviation including large jets that are not 
subject to BUR's voluntary curfew, and will therefore fly over noise­
sensitive areas late at night and early in the morning. 

*Retiring or reducing Cargo operations. The Expanded Terminal will 
encourage more cargo and heavier slow-to-gain-altitude jets that are not 
subject to curfew, and will therefore fly over noise-sensitive areas late at 
night and early in the morning. 

*Relocating the airport to a less populated area. The Expanded Terminal 
will have Metrolink connections to Antelope Valley and Ventura. These 
high-speed rail lines are two-way. A New Airport designed to meet all 
FAA standards could be located on the other end of either line in a less 
densely populated area. 

Tom Donna and Monica Materna 

3981 Cody Rd Sherman Oaks CA 91403 



 

Tom Materna 
3981 Cody Road 
Sherman Oaks CA 91403 

February 23, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

~lE~lEUWlEfm 
ill] FEB 2 8 2019 w 
By 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in 
Sherman Oaks and am one of many people suffering under the flight 
paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental 
study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted my life and my work. 
MY FAMILY NO LONGER SLEEPS LONG ENOUGH TO BE HEALTHY 
DUE TO THE CONSTANT BAR«AGE OF JETS! I DON'T WANT A NEW 
TERMINAL THAT WILL INCREASE NOISE AND POLLUTION. MY 
PHONE CALLS FOR WORK NEED TO PAUSE FOR UP TO A MINUTE 
WHEN THE LOUD JETS FLY OVER MY HOME. OUR 
ENTERTAINMENT IS INTERUPTED BY JET AFTER JET. WE CAN 
NOT KEEP CONVERSATIONS GOING INSIDE OUR HOME. When I 
invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air 
traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 
260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from BUR and 
VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with the 
higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to 
be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 
seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The 
FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that will further 
increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to 
the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the 
Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet 
refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis 
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of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is 
endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly 
without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, 
more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves 
the flight paths out of our protected parkland! 
The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of 
our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already 
diminished local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of 
people who work in the film industry. Home values are dropping which 
in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for 
the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the 
monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and 
pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths 
before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local 
Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely,

;tib~ 
Tom Materna 
3981 Cody Rd Sherman Oaks CA 91403 

SCFQS PARTIAL COMMENT FOR BURBANK'S 
NEW EXPANDED TERMINAL 

The following impact analysis will show that BUR's "replacement" 
terminal is essentially an "expansion" that will result in increased 
operations and efficiency such that it will significantly increase noise and 
pollution to the surrounding communities. According to National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the FAA must consider all cumulative 
impacts of the proposed terminal expansion. 

This proposed Expanded Terminal represents a profound threat to our 
LA Valley communities. Through cumulative actions taken by FAA/BUR, 
our communities and protected parklands have been fundamentally 
degraded - severely reducing quality of life by massively increasing 



noise and pollution. The proposed Expanded Terminal at Burbank will 
guarantee increased efficiency, even without adding more gates. That 
means more flights, larger jets and jets flying even closer together. 
The proposed Expanded Terminal will add significantly to the numerous 
cumulative negative impacts we are already experiencing under the 
disastrous 2017 change in flight path that occurred without notice or 
environmental study, resulting in more than 260 overflights per day. We 
cannot allow the proposed Expanded Terminal to go forward 
without fundamental and comprehensive changes in the flight path, 
protection of our communities and parklands, and limits on airport 
growth and operations. 

FAA'S Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must define the "Affected 
Area" to include the footprint of procedures overflying the noise-sensitive 
hillside communities of Studio City, Sherman Oaks, and Encino, and the 
protected 4(f) Santa Monica Mountains. All Environmental Resource 
Categories should be evaluated and analyzed in the "Affected Area" thus 
defined. 

Cumulative Future Impacts Directly Resulting From 
Proposed Expanded Terminal: 

*The terminal expansion must not be considered in a vacuum. NEPA 
requires that the FAA evaluate the impact of its action (replacing the 
terminal) "when added to other past, present, and reasonably 
foreseeably future actions," whether direct or indirect (40 CFR 1508.7, 
1508.8). The impact the proposed Expanded Terminal will have must be 
considered along with all other cumulative impacts. 

*The proposed Expanded Terminal, with its greater size, increased 
amenities, and improved airside facilities, will increase efficiency, allow 
for processing of more passengers, and result in a greater number of 
flights and larger jets. 

*The proposed Expanded Terminal is expected to have the same 
number of gates (14) as the existing terminal. However, with its 
increased size, it is reasonably foreseeable that more gates will be 
added in the future, and therefore must be considered as a cumulative 
impact. All it would take to expand beyond 14 gates is approval by the 



City of Burbank. The City of Los Angeles would have no say in the 
matter. 

"'The FAA is underestimating its impact on our communities and 
underestimating future growth. Although passengers (enplanements) at 
Burbank Airport (BUR) have increased 28% over the last 3 years (11.7% 
of that in 2018 alone), the FAA is projecting growth from 2019 through 
2029 at only 1.2% to 2°/4 annually. These projections are simply not 
credible. In fact, in marketing materials, BUR touts that growth is 
explosive, stating, "the airline industry is only now beginning to fully 
recover from the Great Recession" (LA Curbed Article 2/7/19). The 
proposed state-of-the-art Expanded Terminal will further increase 
passenger numbers, thereby multiplying the cumulative impacts on 
the Affected Areas. 

*BUR estimates that the proposed Expanded Terminal will cost $1.24 
billion, significantly increased from the originally estimated $400 
million. To increase revenue, as they must do, BUR will increase 
capacity by bringing in more passengers in larger jets. Larger, heavier 
jets will make slower turns, driving the aircraft even further south, 
thereby contributing to increased future cumulative impacts and danger 
to the Affected Areas. 

*Expanded Cargo Facilities will encourage more cargo jets creating 
heavier, slow-to-gain-altitude jets that are not subject to curfew, thereby 
flying over noise sensitive areas late at night and early in the morning. 

*Expanded General Aviation Facilities will encourage more general 
aviation aircraft that are not subject to curfew, thereby flying over noise 
sensitive areas late at night and early in the morning. 

Metroplex and Cumulative Impacts: 

* Proposed Expanded Terminal process must be halted until all 
cumulative actions taken by FAA/BUR that have already severely 
impacted Affected Areas are mitigated and alternatives are found. 



*Previous cumulative actions taken by FAA/BUR that must be 
considered in combination with the proposed Expanded Terminal 
include, but are not limited to, the following: 

-The current, unauthorized departure procedures implemented in 
2017 at same time as Metroplex; 

-Proposed departure procedures OROSZ THREE AND SLAPP 
TWO·

' -Skyrocketing passenger and operations growth at both BUR and 
Van Nuys Airport (VNY); 

-Changes in flight path at nearby VNY; 
-Impending closure of Santa Monica Airport that has created 

increased operations at BUR and VNY; and 
-Increase in helicopter traffic that must fly below the jets from both 

BUR and VNY, creating a stacking effect. 

All of the above actions currently contribute to, and will continue to 
contribute to, increased cumulative impacts on residents, students, local 
business, film industry, and parklands that are under the narrow, focused 
flight path. 

*The FAA's Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must not claim a 
baseline that includes the currently flown unstudied and undisclosed 
departure procedures introduced in 2017. To do so would constitute 
a false baseline. To do an accurate comparison, the FAA must use pre­
Metroplex conditions as a baseline to compare the impacts that the 
proposed Expanded Terminal would have on the environment and 
surrounding communities, in other words, compare the proposed 
Expanded Terminal impacts to the time period before NextGen was even 
being considered (2014 or earlier). 

*It has already been determined by an independent analysis conducted 
by Landrum & Brown that the BUR flight paths shifted south in a 
concentrated path over the Affected Areas. This change in flight track 
occurred in early 2017 without notice or environmental study. Prior to 
2017, there was only occasional jet noise. Now there is a constant, 
disruptive, low, loud jet disruption in our formerly tranquil, hillside 
neighborhoods. The proposed Expanded Terminal will amplify these 



impacts that the FAA/BUR has failed to address/mitigate despite intense 
and widespread public controversy. 

*BUR proposed procedures SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE would 
make permanent the current path that FAA/BUR began vectoring in 
March 2017, without notice or environmental study, over the Affected 
Areas. BUR has stated that the FAA is planning to do an Environmental 
Analysis (EA) as a result of extreme public outcry. Such EA is expected 
to take 12-18 months. The proposed Expanded Terminal must be put on 
hold NOW and not proceed until the FAA completes its process. 

*Through its own analysis, VNY reports an increased number of 
departures by 35% since 2016. It has also moved departure path 
HARYS TWO south and east (with institution of waypoint PPRRY in May 
2018) to traverse the same portion of the Santa Monica Mountains that 
BUR currently impacts by its departures; and that the proposed 
departure procedures SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE will continue to 
impact by adding waypoints JAYTE and TEAGN. The proposed 
Expanded Terminal must not proceed until these paths, already 
cumulatively impacting Affected Areas, are changed, and paths 
consistent with Section 175 of the FAA Reauthorization Act are explored. 

*Both BUR and VNY estimate a projected 15% increase per year in air 
traffic, which will contribute significantly to the current air noise over the 
Affected Areas. The proposed Expanded Terminal will compound these 
projections. 

*Santa Monica Airport (SMO) shortened its runway in 2017 significantly 
reducing the air traffic out of that airport and causing more traffic to be 
routed to both VNY and BUR, thereby contributing to the cumulative 
impacts in the Affected Areas. SMO's complete closure is scheduled to 
occur in 2028 and will further increase the traffic, along with air and 
noise pollution, in the Affected Areas. 

Public Controversy: 

*The Expanded Terminal has a cumulative, compounding effect on FAA 
prior actions {the current flight path and proposed procedures) that have 
been demonstrated to be "highly controversial on environmental 



grounds" under NEPA Rule 1050 1F 5-2 (10). Highly controversial is 
defined as "opposition on environmental grounds to an action, by a 
Federal, state or local government agency, or by a ... a substantial 
number of the persons affected by such action .... " Such opposition 
occurred during the comment period for the proposed procedures, 
SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE, ending November 18, 2018 as 
exhibited by the protests of thousands of community members 
(evidenced by the Petition signed by almost 3,500 people and climbing); 
396,000+ noise complaints filed, the opposition of current paths and 
proposed procedures by elected local, state, and federal officials; the 
opposition by Burbank Airport itself; the over-capacity turnout at the 
October 18, 2018 Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority 
meeting, high public turnout at FAA Workshops on November 7/8, 2018, 
and blanket press coverage. Public Controversy continues during the 
comment period for BUR Expanded Terminal with high public turnout at 
the Public Scoping meeting on January 29, 2019, and a Petition 
opposing the Expanded Terminal so far signed by more than 1,200 
people. 

Impacts to Protected 4(f) Parkland: 

*Under Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act, the 
FAA must avoid potential impacts to "publicly owned parks, recreation 
areas (including recreational trails), wildlife and water fowl refuges, or 
public and private historic properties" (23 SFR 774). The FAA is required 
to look at all other alternatives to avoid overflying 4(f) protected parkland 
and has failed to do so. The new, more efficient Expanded Terminal 
must not move forward until the FAA abides by this statutory law and 
finds alternatives to the cumulative actions already taken by 
FAA/BUR. Viable alternatives have already been presented to the FAA 
in a comment letter by the City of Los Angeles, dated November 16, 
2018, that the FAA has failed to consider thus far. The Expanded 
Terminal will further degrade our public parklands - our quiet refuge 
from noisy city life. It will negatively impact the already dwindling wildlife 
and increase fire risk in an area where ingress and egress by emergency 
vehicles is severely limited. Mountains Recreation & Conservation 
Authority and Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy consider "quiet to 
be a critical component of the natural lands visitation experience"(SMMC 



Letter 1/28/19). The Expanded Terminal combined with other actions 
taken by FAA/BUR "contribute to a continually increasing level of 
impacts inconsistent with the recreational and quiet refuge values of the 
affected natural parklands" (SMMC Letter 1/28/19). 

Mountainous Topography Amplifies All Cumulative 
Impacts: 

*Hillside/canyon acoustics exacerbate noise. Many of those in the 
Affected Areas live in the Santa Monica Mountain range and foothills at 
elevations of 800 to well over 1000 feet, thereby making 
aircrafts' effective Above Ground Level (AGL) altitude lower than if 
overflying flat land. Noise concentrates in bowl-like canyons and 
sustains and bounces off mountains in all directions, creating more 
noise for everyone, even spilling and deflecting to neighborhoods 
outside the immediate hillside area. The FAA/BUR has failed to consider 
this aggravating circumstance when taking previously cumulative actions 
to re-route low-flying jets over this type of terrain and must consider, 
study, and measure the unique topography when considering how the 
Expanded Terminal will further amplify already devastating cumulative 
noise impacts. 

Wind and Weather Impacts: 

*Wind and weather paths are increasingly becoming the norm. Wind Day 
Paths bring arrivals over affected communities instead of 
departures. Extremely low landing altitudes over terrain with many 
obstacles increase danger to aircraft and passengers as well as to those 
on the ground. Significant health risks are magnified. The efficiency of 
the state-of-the-art Expanded Terminal will increase the frequency of low 
altitude arrivals and contribute to an already dangerous action taken 
by FAA/BUR. 

Safety Impacts: 

*Increasingly, simultaneous departures and arrivals, often within 1,200 
feet of each other, are occurring over mountainous terrain. This practice 
contributes to and significantly worsens the dangerous cumulative safety 



impacts and the welfare of our communities. The newJ more efficient 
Expanded Terminal will increase this phenomenon. It will also increase 
the sheer number and frequency of aircraft traversing the mountains at 
lower altitudes, thereby compounding the probability that a crash will 
occur over dry parkland, creating catastrophic urban wildfires, that will 
spread through the Santa Monica Mountains. Lack of ingress and egress 
through the terrain make it impossible for emergency vehicles to pass. 
This is exceedingly reckless and constitutes a dereliction of the FAA's 
obligation to society. 

Health Impacts: 

*The new, more efficient Expanded Terminal will increase the already 
burdensome cumulative negative health effects from constant, low-flying 
jets over elevated terrain that degrade air quality and cause serious 
health problems: 

-Health effects of jet pollution are severe. Jet fuel emissions are a 
toxic stew of benzene and hazardous chemicals. At or below 3,000 feet 
(mixing level), particulates fall to the ground rather than being absorbed 
in the atmosphere. Fine particulate emissions are dangerous and cause 
respiratory disease, heart disease and cancer. Children and the elderly 
are "sensitive receptors" and are most susceptible. Air quality 
degradation will be increased, threatening the health of residents, 
students, and visitors. The greater the volume and frequency of jet 
overflights, the greater the pollution, and the greater the cumulative 
health risk. 

-Health effects of noise are severe. According to the World Health 
Organization and a Columbia University study, noise has been proven to 
cause heart and lung disease, strokes and even reduce longevity. The 
greater the volume and frequency of jet over flights, the greater the 
cumulative health risk. 

-Noise increases disruption in schools and interferes with students' 
ability to learn. Hillside schools are not designed to be under a flight 
path. They were not built near a freeway and therefore do not have 
soundproofing, triple paned windows, or air filtration. Flight frequency 



due to the higher efficiency of the proposed Expanded Terminal will 
increase cumulative impacts already suffered by our children as a result 
of previous actions taken by FAA/BUR. 

Economic Impacts: 

*The new, more efficient Expanded Terminal will increase the economic 
loss already experienced in the Affected Areas. 

-Negative effects on local businesses and restaurants will increase. 

-The film industry centered in Studio City is already disappearing due 
to current unauthorized flight paths that a New Terminal would 
exacerbate. TV and film shoots in Studio City and Sherman Oaks - a 
critical part of our local economy, with CBS Television Studios a huge 
contributor of jobs and local tax revenues - would be severely affected 
by the Expanded Terminal. Crews already have to "hold a shot" every 90 
seconds as a flight passes due to other cumulative actions already taken 
by FAA/BUR. Many on-location shoots are simply moving elsewhere due 
to the constant noise. 

-Home values have already been impacted and are on the decline. 
Cumulatively, this, in turn, causes a massive reduction in tax revenues to 
the City of Los Angeles. 

Construction Environmental Impacts: 

*Residents near BUR and along the soil export route have grave 
concerns about vast amounts of contaminated soils traversing their 
neighborhoods, potentially exposing them to dangerous materials. 
Residents near BUR also have concerns about the growth of the airport, 
as well as increased traffic surrounding the airport, and air pollution from 
traffic. 

Mitigation: 

*Based on prior actions taken by FAA/BUR, mitigation of harm must be 
implemented before plans for the proposed terminal can continue. The 



damaging and unreasonable cumulative impacts resulting from 
BUR/FAA action, as evidenced by widespread public controversy, must 
be addressed and resolved. Meanwhile, all plans for the proposed 
Expanded Terminal must immediately cease. 

-FAA must address and consider request from BUR to use Section 
175 of the FAA Reauthorization Act to create dispersed lateral tracks 
away from the 4(f) protected Santa Monica Mountains. Use of Section 
175 has the support of the City of Los Angeles through its Resolution 
dated 2/5/19. 

-FAA must consider a full "reset" of BUR path to the historical 
dispersed path. 

Alternatives: 

Other alternatives must be considered such as: 

*Rerouting the flights east or southeast over Burbank, Glendale, and 
Pasadena. They are reaping the profits from the airport but are not 
sharing in ANY of the air noise and pollution. Los Angeles receives all 
the negative impacts with no reward or profit. 

*Redesign by modifying and regrading the 15/33 Runway so it can be 
regularly used for northern takeoffs. 

*Redesign considering a dedicated Runway for Southwest Airlines, 
Burbank's largest carrier, to depart to the north. 

*Redesign Runways and Departures to accommodate departures on 
other runways, in other directions to reduce southwestern departures. 

*Redesign Runways and "Wind" Arrival Procedures to provide 
alternatives to descending over mountainous terrain. 

*Redesign runways to accommodate alternate procedures for some 
"less competent jets" that can't always complete their turns prior to the 
101 freeway. 



*Restoring the pre-NextGen historical 6-mile wide flight path, proven 
safe for decades. 

*Creating multiple tracks and alternate tracks in ALL directions. There is 
webtrak evidence of numerous successful northern departures by all 
jets, as well as eastern departures. 

*Transferring or shifting some of the General Aviation or 
Cargo operations to another existing public airport (or airports) in 
Southern California. 

*Retiring all General Aviation operations. The Expanded Terminal will 
encourage more General Aviation including large jets that are not 
subject to BUR's voluntary curfew, and will therefore fly over noise­
sensitive areas late at night and early in the morning. 

*Retiring or reducing Cargo operations. The Expanded Terminal will 
encourage more cargo and heavier slow-to-gain-altitude jets that are not 
subject to curfew, and will therefore fly over noise-sensitive areas late at 
night and early in the morning. 

*Relocating the airport to a less populated area. The Expanded Terminal 
will have Metrolink connections to Antelope Valley and Ventura. These 
high-speed rail lines are two-way. A New Airport designed to meet all 
FAA standards could be located on the other end of either line in a less 
densely populated area. 

Tom Donna and Monica Materna 

3981 Cody Rd Sherman Oaks CA 91403 



 

February 23, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in 
Sherman Oaks and am one of many people suffering under the flight 
paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental 
study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted my life and my work. 
(EXPLAIN HERE HOW THE PATHS HAVE DISRUPTED YOU AND 
YOUR FAMILY PERSONALLY AND WHY YOU DON'T WANT A NEW 
TERMINAL THAT WILL INCREASE NOISE AND 
POLLUTION. INCLUDE STORIES ABOUT WORK, SCHOOL, YOUNG 
CHILDREN, SLEEP DEPRIVATION, ANXIETY, DIMINISHED HEAL TH, 
ELDERLY, ETC.) 
When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, 
insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage 
of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from 
BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined 
with the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the 
noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at 
least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are 
severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that 
will further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates 
that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the 
Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet 
refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis 
of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is 
endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly 
without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, 
more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves 
the flight paths out of our protected parkland! 

Comments 237, 238, 239, 240, 241, 242, 243, 244, 246, 247, 248, 249, 264, 267, 268, 
269, 270, 271, 272, 279, 282, 285, 286, 289, 290, 291, 293, 294, 299, 300, 305, 332, 
337, 342, 345, 352, 353, 354, 355, 365, 366, 367, 368, 390, 391, 393, 400, 401, 403, 

404, 406, 417, 418, 454, 473, 478, 479, 481, 484, 493 



The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of 
our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already 
diminished local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of 
people who work in the film industry. Home values are dropping which 
in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for 
the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the 
monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and 
pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths 
before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local 
Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Tom Materna 
3981 Cody Rd Sherman Oaks CA 91403 



 
JEANNE L. MCCONNELL 

ATTORNEY AT LAW 
15303 Ventura Blvd., 9th Floor 

Sherman Oaks, CA 91403 
(818)232-7388 

David F. Cushing 
Manager-FAA 
LA Airp01ts District Office 
LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear Mr. Cushing: 
I am writing regarding the proposed Burbank new terminal project. I am 
concerned the impact of this terminal project will cause: 

1. Substantial impairment of the parks and protected open spaces in the 
San Fernando Valley. Los Angeles and the San Fernando Valley are park poor 
and this further exacerbates those issues. 

2. Further ongoing public controversy regarding the proposed terminal and 
the new routes amongst the citizens of Studio City and Sherman Oaks. 

3. Negative socio -economic impacts due to the low altitude and 
concentrated paths are having on tv/film industry and other economic activities in 
the value due to the noise and pollution. More particularly the impact it is having 
on my work at my office. 

4. Accelerating cumulative impacts that have not been fully taken into 
account with the decisions to build a new terminal and to route planes over the 
Santa Monica mountains (stacking of air traffic that is driving Van Nuys planes 
and helicopters even lower over homes, schools, school children and protected 
parks, o en spaces and wildlife). 

~ lE ~ lE a w rE r~1 
IJl1 FEB 11 2019 ~ 

By 

Comments 285, 297, 
299, 454, 478 



 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

1/19/19 

Dear Mr. Cushing, 

My wife and I have lived in Studio City, on the north facing slope of 
the Santa Monica Mountains, for over 30 years and we've always 
accepted the reality of having a small urban airport in our midst in 
stride. In fact we try and fly from BUR whenever we possible can 
ourselves. However, over the last couple of years the noise and 
disruption in our town, and the surrounding neighborhoods, is just 
beyond anything we could have imagined. 

The low altitude closeness of the planes, the loudness of their 
engines, the incredible frequency of the flyovers and the earth rattling 
effect it has on the community has reached a point where we must 
speak out! 

Many of us in the affected areas live in the Santa Monica Mountain 
range and foothills at elevations of 800 to well over 1000 feet, thereby 
making aircrafts' effective Above Ground Level altitude lower than if 
overflying flat land. Noise concentrates in bowl-like canyons and 
sustains and bounces off mountains in all directions, creating more 
noise for everyone, even spilling and deflecting to neighborhoods 
outside the immediate hillside area. 

I also speak as a person who worked in the TV industry for over 40 
years and the film industry centered in Studio City is now 
disappearing due to current unauthorized flight paths that a New 
Terminal would exacerbate as crews have to "hold a shot" every 90 
seconds (!) as a flight passes due to other cumulative actions already 
taken by FAA/BUR. Many on-location shoots are simply moving 
elsewhere due to the constant noise. 

~[E (rn [Ea w [Erm 
IJl] FEB 2 2 2019 ~ 

By 

Comments 247, 248, 
249, 345, 478 



*Retiring all General Aviation operations. The Expanded Terminal will 
encourage more General Aviation including large jets that are not 
subject to BUR's voluntary curfew, and will therefore fly over noise­
sensitive areas late at night and early in the morning. 

*Retiring or reducing Cargo operations. The Expanded Terminal will 
encourage more cargo and heavier slow-to-gain-altitude jets that are 
not subject to curfew, and will therefore fly over noise-sensitive areas 
late at night and early in the morning. 

*Relocating the airport to a less populated area. The Expanded 
Terminal will have Metrolink connections to Antelope Valley and 
Ventura. These high-speed rail lines are two-way. A New Airport 
designed to meet all FAA standards could be located on the other 
end of either line in a less densely populated area. 

Thank you, 7 "' 

+cSu~JJ!c6~ 
Nicholas Stein and Susan McGuire 
12052 Laurel Terrace Drive 
Studio City, CA 91604 
818-281-3194 
nicholas.stein@gmail.com 

mailto:nicholas.stein@gmail.com


 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

1/19/19 

Dear Mr. Cushing, 

My wife and I have lived in Studio City, on the north facing slope of 
the Santa Monica Mountains, for over 30 years and we've always 
accepted the reality of having a small urban airport in our midst in 
stride. In fact we try and fly from BUR whenever we possible can 
ourselves. However, over the last couple of years the noise and 
disruption in our town, and the surrounding neighborhoods, is just 
beyond anything we could have imagined. 

The low altitude closeness of the planes, the loudness of their 
engines, the incredible frequency of the flyovers and the earth rattling 
effect it has on the community has reached a point where we must 
speak out! 

Many of us in the affected areas live in the Santa Monica Mountain 
range and foothills at elevations of 800 to well over 1000 feet, thereby 
making aircrafts' effective Above Ground Level altitude lower than if 
overflying flat land. Noise concentrates in bowl-like canyons and 
sustains and bounces off mountains in all directions, creating more 
noise for everyone, even spilling and deflecting to neighborhoods 
outside the immediate hillside area. 

I also speak as a person who worked in the TV industry for over 40 
years and the film industry centered in Studio City is now 
disappearing due to current unauthorized flight paths that a New 
Terminal would exacerbate as crews have to "hold a shot" every 90 
seconds (!) as a flight passes due to other cumulative actions already 
taken by FAA/BUR. Many on-location shoots are simply moving 
elsewhere due to the constant noise. 

Comments 247, 248, 
249, 345, 478 



I am pleading with you to consider these alternatives to make the 
impact of the BUR airport more equitable with other communities in 
the area so we here in Studio City and Sherman Oaks are not 
targeted so cruelly and unfairly! 

*Rerouting the flights east or southeast over Burbank, Glendale, and 
Pasadena. They are reaping the profits from the airport but are not 
sharing in ANY of the air noise and pollution. Los Angeles receives 
all the negative impacts with no reward or profit. 

*Redesign by modifying and regrading the 15/33 Runway so it can be 
regularly used for northern takeoffs. 

*Redesign considering a dedicated Runway for Southwest Airlines, 
Burbank's largest carrier, to depart to the north. 

*Redesign Runways and Departures to accommodate departures on 
other runways, in other directions to reduce southwestern departures. 

*Redesign Runways and "Wind" Arrival Procedures to provide 
alternatives to descending over mountainous terrain. 

*Redesign runways to accommodate alternate procedures for some 
"less competent jets" that can't always complete their turns prior to 
the 101 freeway. 

*Restoring the pre-NextGen historical 6-mile wide flight path, proven 
safe for decades. 

*Creating multiple tracks and alternate tracks in ALL directions. There 
is webtrak evidence of numerous successful northern departures by 
all jets, as well as eastern departures. 

*Transferring or shifting some of the General Aviation or 
Cargo operations to another existing public airport (or airports) in 
Southern California. 



*Retiring all General Aviation operations. The Expanded Terminal will 
encourage more General Aviation including large jets that are not 
subject to BUR's voluntary curfew, and will therefore fly over noise­
sensitive areas late at night and early in the morning. 

*Retiring or reducing Cargo operations. The Expanded Terminal will 
encourage more cargo and heavier slow-to-gain-altitude jets that are 
not subject to curfew, and will therefore fly over noise-sensitive areas 
late at night and early in the morning. 

*Relocating the airport to a less populated area. The Expanded 
Terminal will have Metrolink connections to Antelope Valley and 
Ventura. These high-speed rail lines are two-way. A New Airport 
designed to meet all FAA standards could be located on the other 
end of either line in a less densely populated area. 

Thank you, 

Nicholas Stein and Susan McGuire 
12052 Laurel Terrace Drive 
Studio City, CA 91604 
818-281-3194 
nicholas.stein@gmail.com 

mailto:nicholas.stein@gmail.com
mailto:nicholas.stein@gmail.com


 

Eric McLeod 
12069 Ventura Place 
Studio City, CA 91604 
eric@mcleodcap.com 

#1 

The Environmental Impact Assessment for the Burbank Airport terminal expansion used the 
Terminal Area Forecast (TAF) to estimate the amount of additional anticipated flights. It shows 
a very small increase in flights project for the next 5 years. The EIA estimated all their 
calculations of various impacts from this constant. An FAA representative stated to me that 
new terminals are not considered to drive more passengers, so the FAA doesn't use this a 
metric for an increase in flights. This position is false for 1 main reason, the Burbank Airport 
needs to fund a $1.25+ Billion construction loan. In addition the airport is only allowed under 
FAA guidelines to increase the passengers fees by $4.25 per person. This mean that financially 
the airport will never be able to obtain financing for the construction or repay the loan. 
Therefore, the actual number of flights after the expansion will be far greater than modeled by 
the FAA in TAF. This would mean that the EJA has a fundamental flaw that makes its finding 
irrelevant. 

I'd like to know how the airport expects to derive its income based on the modest amount of 
projected flight increases as projected by TAF? 

#2 

The Environmental Impact Assessment preparer was completely unaware that the Burbank 
Airport is planning to use train links and expanding roads to feed passengers into the terminal. 
How is it possible that they were unaware that the roads and train terminals plan to be installed? 

Comments 334, 373, 466, 
467, 475, 511, 512 



#3 

The Burbank Airport flys 100% of all their arriving and departing flights directly over Los Angeles 
and Oarrivals over Burbank, Glendale and Pasadena. Only a small portion of Burbank air space 
is used for their departures. However, the residents of Burbank have had the opportunity to vote 
and made completely aware of their expansion plans for years. In addition, the Burbank voters 
were guaranteed that none of their tax dollars will be used for the expansion. Since all the 
flights pass over Los Angeles why are most people that live in Los Angeles completed unaware 
of this mega expansion being planned. The Burbank Airport has operated in secrecy about this 
expansion from the Las Angeles residents. The airport needs to be forced to make Los Angeles 
residents aware of this expansion due to the fact that those residents are the ones adversely 
impacted by this expansion, not Burbank residents. 

#4 

If you ask anyone why they like the Burbank Airport, they'll most likely say that it is a landmark 
rich in local history. Don't you think that when people are made aware that the airport's planning 
to spend $18 million to demolish the terminal, residents are being robbed of historical 
preservation? 

#5 

If Southwest Airlines goes out of business or chooses to use another airport for the Los Angeles 
region, would there still be a need for the new terminal at Burbank? Southwest makes up 
approximately 70% of commercial flights for Burbank and is the anchor user. A new terminal 

would primarily benefit Southwest which is currently having a very hard time in business. They 
are involved in a contentious labor dispute and they recently crashed a plane on the Burbank 
runway citing that the runway is far too short. The outlook that Southwest will remain in 
business or will need of the Burbank airport remains speculative. 



#6 

Due to the way the Burbank airport authority has interacted with public on the recent increase in 
airplane noise and pollution, I don't support a new terminal. The airport has essentially ignored 
the Los Angeles residents in addressing their concerns for some type of solution or noise 
abatement The FAA has stated that the increase in airplane traffic over Studio City is due to an 

increase in flights originating from Burbank. The Burbank airport has stated that the FAA is 
lying and they are forced to fly over the Studio City area due to Metroplex? Which public 
statement is accurate the FAA or the Burbank Airport authority because both cannot be true? 

#7 

When I have logged an airnoise complaint in relation to Van Nuys airport the Los Angele World 
Airport investigates my complaint and mails me a detailed letter with an explanation. When a 
complaint to the Burbank Airport Authority is logged they don't respond. In addition, when I 
have called the Burbank airport doesn't speak to me and send me to voicemail. This in not an 

appropriate way to handle the public which they serve. Due to the fact, that the Burbank airport 
has been derelict in their duty to work with the community they serve and don't deserve to 
increase their operations. An airport serves the community and should be engaged with its 
customers and residents. This is absolutely not how the Burbank Airport Authority has operated 
and it's very disconcerting. They should not build the new terminal since they have no respect 

or concern for their community. 



 

Bob Hope .. Ho llywood Bu rbank" Airport 
Propesed Replace ment Terminal Project 

Emrh'onmentat Impact St atement 
Public SCeplng·Workshop - Comment Form 

iht ~~d@rttl A>1li\'tt:io11 Administmtlon (FAA) ts preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
rnti ) f~r tlit Propoied R.1pl1eement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
AiF~ttrti 
eonutumtei 

The Burbank Airport flys 100% of all their arriving and departing flights directly over Los Angeles 

and O arrivals over Burbank, Glendale and Pasadena. Only a small portion of Burbank air space 

is used for their departures. However, the residents of Burbank have had the opportunity to vote 

and made completely aware of their expansion plans for years. In addition, the Burbank voters 

were guaranteed that none of their tax dollars will be used for the expansion. Since all the 

flights pass over Los Angeles why are most people that live in Los Angeles completed unaware 
of this mega expansion being planned. The Burbank Airport has operated in secrecy about this 

expansion from the Los Angeles residents. The airport needs to be forced to make Los Angeles 
residents aware of this expansion due to the fact that those residents are the ones adversely 

impacted by this expansion, not Burbank residents. 

COfflffleMs ate fttlt ft:IUIN ta this fonn. Please attach any additional sheets as 
nacu1ary .. 
Name: 
Address: 
Ctty, StMat -~: 

Eric McLeod 
L 

12069 Ventura Place 
'I\ 

Studio City, CA 91604 

eric@rncleodGu>a>ro 

. Commet\t l 01\ the~-, the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
' Mil~h l, H l l , 
l@ffif@ lflt luding vout Mf'Mt ~ e--mail addresst or other personal identifying 
ifl fijffflelitiOfi in 'your t.Ommeffl:t be advised that your &ntire comment - including your 
t;,§Fsfif\eil idtntifying infoffl\Mlon - may oo made publicly available at any time. While you 
sari eek Y§ in your tfiffiffltl'\t to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
lnffi fft\et!§n. we tll'\l'\§t gl!iflrttae that we will be able to do so. 
Writtefl eomments mey be mailed to: Mr. Da~ F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
OistMet Office - LAX--600, n? S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 

9024S. ..---~ [E-~-[E-□ \Yl-[E-ml 

lill FEB 2 8 2019 ~ 
By 

Comments 466 



 

Bob Mope nHollywood Burbank" Airport 
Proposed Replacement Terminal Project 

Emrir.Onmental Impact Statement 
Public Sc.op1ag- Workshop - Comment Form 

Thtii F'-etlf!ntl Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(eIS) fur the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank1

' 

Alff:)Ort, 

Commant.1u 
-------------------··------

If you ask anyone why they like the Burbank Airport, they'll most likely say that it is a landmark 
rich in local history. Don't you think that when people are made aware that the airport's planning 
to spend $18 million to demolish the terminal, residents are being robbed of historical 
preservation? 

n~••rv• 
Name: 
Addf'f!~: 
City! Stamb a.;,.; 

Eric McLeod 

12069 Ventura P!ace .,.f ----------

f,.__, 
Studio City, CA 911604 

~rocteod(;apq)m 

. Commeftta on the MGPll of tile US witl be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on , 
March l., :1019. 
!l@fOr~ including your name. address, ~mail address, or other personal identifying 
intormotlon In your c:omment. be advised that your entire comment - including your 
per5onal identifying information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
JnfOl'ifletioli; we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Wtltttl'I comments may be malled to: Mr. Oa'60 F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
Oittrlet Office• LAX .. 600t n7 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

rfnJ fE © fE D W fE m 
!fil FEB 2 8 2019 ~I 
By ___ _ 

Comments 334 



 

---- -·- -

a. Hope "'HoHywood Burbank" Airport 
PropGaed Replacement Terminal Project 

EIIVINM\mental Impact Statement 

Public SCoplng Workshop - Comment Form 
The Fedentl Aviation Administration (FAA) ts preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 
Comments: 

The Environmental Impact Assessment preparer was completely unaware that the Burbank 
Airport is planning to use train links and expanding roads to feed passengers into the terminal. 

~:,'.: it possible that they were unaware that the roads and train terminals plan to be installed? 

Comments are net -mltad to tflia form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
ft8CMMl"Y• 
Na!'flel 
Addr1tst t 
City• ~ 161): 

Eric McLeod 
12069 Ventura Place 
Studio City, CA 91604 

eric@mcleodcap.com 

; Comments on the acope' of the EIS witt be accepted through s:oo PM PST on 
March 1, 2019. 
Sefore Including your name, addtess, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment - including your 
personal identifying Information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
Information, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Wrftten comments may be malled to: Mr. Dav.td F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
O!ltrtct Office - LAX·600, n7 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segu · · 

90245, ~ [E ~ [E a W/ [Erm 

iJll FEB 2 8 2019 w 
By 

Comments 511 



 

Bolf Mope .. Hotlywood Burbank" Airport 

Propc$11it Replacement Terminal Project 

EmriNt numtal I mpact Sta·tement 

Pubftc Scetrmg Workshop - Comment Form 

,~ lE @ fE D WJ fE fm 
!fil FEB 2 8 2019 ~ 
By 

'rh~ FEtdtr-11 Avl~tkm Administration (FAA) Is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(~IS) for the- Proposed Reptacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Aif!'Ort, 

Commanta:.:=::t _ _ _ ~ ~-----------------

When I have logged an airnoise complaint in relation to Van Nuys airport the Los Angele World --------~ 
Airport investigates my complaint and mails me a detailed letter with an explanation. When a ~ 
complaint to the Burbank Airport Authority is logged they don't respond. In addition, when I have 
called the Burbank airport doesn't speak to me and send me to voicemail. This in not an 
appropriate way to handle the public which they serve. Due to the fact, that the Burbank airport 
has been derelict in their duty to work with the community they serve and don't deserve to 
increase their operations. An airport serves the community and should be engaged with its 
customers and residents. This is absolutely not how the Burbank Airport Authority has operated 
and it's very disconcerting. They should not build the new terminal since they have no respect or 
concern for their community. 

Commenb are a 
nccunry. 
Name: 
Address: 
Clty, Statet -Zjp: 

em€tll: 

Eric McLeod 
12069 Ventura Place 
Studio City, CA 91-604 

eric@mdeodc-4u,om 

;Commeftta . n tile• BS wiU be ccepted through 5:oo PM PST on 
Miirctl 1, 119~ 
i~fOF@ lneludlng your name. at1dress, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
ir,f() rmatlon In y()Ur commentt be advised that yoor entire comment - including your 
PEill"iOf"lil iaentlfyfng Information - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
cafl ask Ul In your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
111formatlon; w · eonnot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be malted to: Mr. Da\lid F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office • LAX-500, 777 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

Comments 467 



 

Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" Airport 
PropMed Replacement Terminal Project 

EnvfrOnmental Impact Statement 
Publlc SCoplng Workshop - Comment Form 

Th• F'1deral Aviation Administration (FAA) ts preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(f!IS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport. 
Commentat 

If Southwest Airlines goes out of business or chooses to use another airport for the Los Angeles 
region, would there still be a need for the new terminal at Burbank? Southwest makes up 
approximately 70% of commercial flights for Burbank and is the anchor user. A new terminal 
would primarily benefit Southwest which is currently having a very hard time in business. They 
are involved in a contentious labor dispute and they recently crashed a plane on the Burbank 
runway citing that the runway is far too short. The outlook that Southwest will remain in 
business or will need of the Burbank airport remains speculative. 

Cofflmeftti are ftot lkllliMt 1D tllia fonn. Please attach any additional sheets as 
~ry. 
Na met 
Addres1: 
Ctty, Sta., ~: 
email: 

Eric Mcleod 
12069 Ventura Place 
Studio City, CA 91604 

ftfir@;[Jlcfeodcapf;QIJ) ii-----------
• Comments Oft the ac;epe fl# tile EIS wll be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
March 1, Ht.9. 
,,tore lncludtng your name. itddtess, e-mail address, or other personal identifying 
inform1tlon in yCM.&t c.omment,. be advised that your entire comment - including your 
i,@rt.01111 ld•ntlf-llng lnfomiatlon - may be made publicly available at any time. While you 
ean iik 1.11 Iii your comment to wit:hhOkl from public review your personal identifying 
Jl'lfOrmetiOlit we cannot guMantee that we wilt be able to do so. 

.......... 

WrltttFI COttU'ntnts may be matted to: Mr. Da'(td F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
District Office - LA)( .. 600; n7 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California ,-------~=-i 
t0245, ~ (E (ID (E a W/ (E rm 

IBl FEB 2 8 2019 ~ 
By 

Comments 475 



 

HoUlywood Burbank" Airport 
Replacement Terminal Project 

Ea tat Impact Statement 
Publk: Seo - orkshop - Comment Form 

i h F d ~ I A"lla ion Administration (FM) ls preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
( IS) for th♦. Propo ea R•plac-ement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport .. 

1t1ment.1 

Name: 
Addreai: 
Q ty, S 

m II: 

The Environmental Impact Assessment for the Burbank Airport terminal expansion used the 
Terminal Area Forecast (TAF) to estimate the amount of additional anticipated flights. It shows 
a very small increase in flights project for the next 5 years. The EIA estimated all their 
calculations of various impacts from this constant. An FAA representative stated to me that 
new terminals are not considered to drive more passengers, so the FAA doesn't use this a metric 
for an increase in flights. This position is false for 1 main reason, the Burbank Airport needs to 
fund a $1.25+ Billion construction loan. In addition the airport is only allowed under FAA 
guidelines to increase the passengers fees by $4.25 per person. This mean that financially the 
airport will never be able to obtain financing for the construction or repay the loan. Therefore, 

the actual number of flights after the expansion will be far greater than modeled by the FAA in 

T AF. This would mean that the EIA has a fundamental flaw that makes its finding irrelevant. 

I'd like to know how the airport expects to derive its income based on the modest amount of 
projected flight increases as projected by TAF? · 

form. Pl ue attach any additional sheets as 

Eric Mcleod 

-,. z· . 12069 Ventura Place 
Studio City, CA 91604 

eric@mcleodcap..com 
thea~tn EIS . 

M re l , ll, 
ceepted through 5:00 PM PST on 

~@fof' inthJ~ing Y'O"t na • """''f-~. e~mail address, or other personal Identifying 
1ntorm1tlt.lf\ 1ft O\.lr ~ f\ be cld\ris that your entire comment - including your 
t,@l"!l~fiil l<.t ntlfyinQ Inform tton - may be mad publicly available at any time. While you 
f.le_fl ask ~a In voor- comm f\t to wtthhcld from public review your personal Identifying 
tt,f@fftt!atltlnt w~ tinnot ;uar; n e th we will be able to do so. 
Wr!ttef1 @9!1'fn@l'ltl ffi Y m lh!d to: Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
· i"'tfi -· c - LAX--&OOt 171 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
·0-41, 

lfuJ fE @ fE n w [E ~ 
Ill] FEB 2 8 2019 Ji 
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lob Mope " Hollywood Burbank" Airport 
Propeaed Replacement Terminal Project 

Envlfomnental Impact Statement 

Public Seeping Workshop - Comment Form 
Th@ Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) ts preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
Airport, 
Commentat 

Due to the way the Burbank airport authority has interacted with public on the recent increase in 
airplane noise and pollution, I don't support a new terminal. The airport has essentially ignored 
the Los Angeles residents in addressing their concerns for some type of solution or noise 
abatement. The FAA has stated that the increase in airplane traffic over Studio City is due to an 
increase in flights originating from Burbank. The Burbank airport has stated that the FAA is lying 
and they are forced to fly over the Studio City area due to Metroplex? Which public statement is 
accurate the FAA or the Burbank Airport authority because both cannot be true? 

COfflffltHlb ant ftOt 111111t11M1 to tllis form. Please attach any additional sheets as 
nee1111ry. 
Name: 
Addrttut 
Cttyr~·-! 

Eric Mcleod 
12069 Ventura Piece 
Studio City, CA 91-604 

ecir@mdeodcap mm 

t 
Commenta Oft the ... ,. of the EU will be accepted through 5:00 PM P$T on 
March 1, ao19. 
Before Including your name. address, e--mail address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, be advi~ that your entire comment - including your 
personal Identifying Information - may be made. publicly available at any time. While you 
can Hk us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
Information, we cennot guarentee that we will be able to do so. 
Written comments may be mailed to: Mr. Da\1d F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
Ol1trtct Office .. LAX•600t n1 S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 
90245. 

f©lE ~ lE a W lE~ 
ill] FEB 2 8 2019 ~ . 

By ___ _ 
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Bob Hope .. Ho llywood Bu rbank" Airport 

Propesed Replace ment Terminal Project 

Emrh'onmentat Impact St atement 

Public SCeplng·Workshop - Comment Form 
iht ~~d@rttl A>1li\'tt:io11 Administmtlon (FAA) ts preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
rnti) f~r tlit Propoied R.1pl1eement Terminal Project at Bob Hope "Hollywood Burbank" 
AiF~ttrti 
eonutumtei 

The Burbank Airport flys 100% of all their arriving and departing flights directly over Los Angeles 

and O arrivals over Burbank, Glendale and Pasadena. Only a small portion of Burbank air space 

is used for their departures. However, the residents of Burbank have had the opportunity to vote 

and made completely aware of their expansion plans for years. In addition, the Burbank voters 

were guaranteed that none of their tax dollars will be used for the expansion. Since all the 

flights pass over Los Angeles why are most people that live in Los Angeles completed unaware 
of this mega expansion being planned. The Burbank Airport has operated in secrecy about this 

expansion from the Los Angeles residents. The airport needs to be forced to make Los Angeles 
residents aware of this expansion due to the fact that those residents are the ones adversely 

impacted by this expansion, not Burbank residents. 

COfflffleMs ate fttlt ft:IUIN ta this fonn. Please attach any additional sheets as 
nacu1ary .. 
Name: 
Address: 
Ctty, StMat -~: 

Eric McLeod 
L 

12069 Ventura Place 
'I\ 

Studio City, CA 91604 

eric@rncleodGu>a>ro 

. Commet\t l 01\ the~-, the EIS will be accepted through 5:00 PM PST on 
' Mil~h l, H l l, 
l@ffif@ lflt luding vout Mf'Mt ~ e--mail addresst or other personal identifying 
ifl fijffflelitiOfi in 'your t.Ommeffl:t be advised that your &ntire comment - including your 
t;,§Fsfif\eil idtntifying infoffl\Mlon - may oo made publicly available at any time. While you 
sari eek Y§ in your tfiffiffltl'\t to withhold from public review your personal identifying 
lnffifft\et!§n. we tll'\l'\§t gl!iflrttae that we will be able to do so. 
Writtefl eomments mey be mailed to: Mr. Da~ F. Cushing, Manager, Los Angeles Airports 
OistMet Office - LAX--600, n? S. Aviation Boulevard, Suite 150, El Segundo, California 

9024S. ..---~ [E-~-[E-□ \Yl-[E-ml 

lill FEB 2 8 2019 ~ 
By 
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February 28, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I am building a multi­
million dollar home in the Summit which is off of Mulholland just above Fryman 
Canyon and am one of many people suffering under the flight paths that were 
changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental study. The flight paths 
have seriously disrupted mine and my family's lives. My house is scheduled to 
be completed by this Summer. I bought this lot back in 2015 and set forth to 
build my dream home on what I thought to believe was a serene and tranquil 
gem of a location. As the years progressed I was noticing more and more 
airplanes flying above my home and started researching what was going on. I 
am extremely concerned by what's happening to the point of wanting to just sell 
this home and never live there because the thought of living under a flight path 
from 7am To 11 pm, 7 days a week sounds like hell even in my dream home. 
The decrease in property value, although awful, is not my main concern. The 
quality of life is. Aside for my concerns as a future resident in these affected 
area's I am also a concerned parent as this new flight path flys over my 
daughters school Buckley, as well. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air 
traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 
aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from BUR and VNY, primarily 
BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our 
hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and 
create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health effects of 
being so close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal 
expansion because that will further increase the health risk from noise and toxic 
jet particulates that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa 
Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that 
remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The 
FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is endangering our protected 
parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without conducting any 
Environmental Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 342, 
345, 390, 391, 393, 478, 479, 481 



must not proceed until the FM moves the flight paths out of our protected 
parkland! 
The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of our 
local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already diminished 
local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of people who work in the 
film industry. Home values are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by 
hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded 
terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all 
the noise and pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the 
paths before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies 
groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 
Jennifer Messer 

·1, 0\5 \ {) '•(\~~ck /JI e- c z_ 
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From: Stephanie Michels <stephanie.michels@me.com> 
Date: Sat, Jan 26, 20 I 9 at 6: 12 PM 
Subject: Change flight paths 
To: <UproarLA@gmail.com> 

Please let the FAA and Burbank Airport know that I willing to fight the new flight paths over our homes, 
schools and environmentally protected Santa Monica Mountains. 
I am not willing to support this "replacement terminal" ifthose destructive flight paths are not corrected. 

These planes fly directly over my children's elementary school which endangers I 000 children from the fuel 
emissions everyday. 
Please make all necessary changes to preserve our children's health and our community. 
Sincerely, 
Stephanie 

Sent from Stephanie's iPhone 

Comments 319, 393 



 
Comments 289, 290, 300, 

391, 478, 479, 481 

February 20, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I vehemently oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank 
Airport! I live in Studio City and am one of many people suffering 
under the flight paths that were changed in early 2017 without 
notice or environmental study. How dare you! The flight paths 
have seriously disrupted my life and my work. I live 5 MILES from 
the airport and the disruption to my life is almost unbearable. When 
air traffic is heavy I can't conduct a person to person conversation 
in my backyard due to the plane noise. While in my o�n house I 
have to put the call on hold to wait for the air traffic to cTear just to hear 
the person I'm talking to. As I work from home this is unfairly damaging 
my ability to earn a living. It's ridiculous! Why can't the planes make 
their turn over the l O 1 freeway instead of heading into 
the hillside communities? Or why can't they take off to the North-East 
from the airpmi where they would impact very few people? If Burbank 
Airpmi is going to be a part of this community they need work harder to 
be better neighbors. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, 
insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a 
barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day 
and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of 
the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and 
canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and 
create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health 
effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must 
not allow the terminal expansion because that will further increase 
the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the 
ground. 



Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of 
the Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the 
few quiet refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in 
the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety 
and efficiency, is endangering our protected parkland and wildlife 
habitat, and admittedly without conducting any Environmental 
Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal 
must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our 
protected parkland! 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a 
driver of our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths 
have already diminished local filming and threaten the studios and 
thousands of people who work in the film industry. Home values 
are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of 
millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, 
expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of 
Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City of Los 
Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding 
with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our 
local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at 
BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Louis Milito 
4243 Elmer Ave 



 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in 
Sherman Oaks and am one of many people suffering under the flight paths 
that were changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental study. 

The flight paths have seriously disrupted my life and my work. It's difficult 
for my family to enjoy our porch, front yard and backyard spaces. 
Commercial jet noise interferes with conversations and disrupts the time 
and place. Worse, the flights are so frequent and consistent that even 
anticipation of the impending noise disrupts the time between flights. My 22 
month old son is learning language. When he sees an airplane in a book 
he points up and says "noisy". 

When l invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant 
air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 
260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from BUR and VNY, 
primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with the higher 
elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be 
widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 
seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The 
FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that will further 
increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the 
ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the 
Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet 
refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis of 
Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is 
endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly 
without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, more 
efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves the 
flight paths out of our protected parkland! 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of 
our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 342, 
345, 390, 391, 393, 478, 479, 481 



diminished local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of people 
who work in the film industry. Home values are dropping which in turn is 
potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the City of 
Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit 
to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City of 
Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding with 
the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet 
Skies groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Jonathan, Hanna & Henry Milgrom 
3449 longridge Ave 
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423 



 

Sean Miller 
11824 Moorpark St. 

Jan.31,2019 

David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear Mr. Cushing, 

Unit D 
Studio City, Calif. 

91604 

We are writing to file a complaint about the level of noise pollution 
brought upon our community from the Burbank Airport flight patterns. 

We have owned our home in Studio City since July 2018 and have 
noticed a steady uptick in the amo~nt of airplane traffic flying low over 
our community. 

These flights are creating noise and air pollution for ourselves and our 
children. Given that it was a policy decision to allow these flights to take 
off or land at close proximity to our neighborhood, we believe that a 
similar decision can be made to change that pattern. The airport belongs 
to Burbank, Pasadena and .Glendale - let their residents deal with the 
environmental impact of BUR. 

Please make the appropriate change at your earliest convenience. We 
are available at the address above if you have any questions. 

~[Erm [Ea w [E[m 
lfil FEB 5 2019 ~ 
By 

Comments 360, 374, 513 



 

February 19, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAAfBurbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Studio City and am one of many people 
suffering under the flight paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental study. The flight 
paths have seriously disrupted my life and my work. We have flights going over our home starting at 7:00am 
which shake and rattle our windows. Later in the day you cannot hear the Tv dialog because of low flying flights. 
This is a cause of great anxiety and stress and it seems there are even more flights in the last 6 months. We do 
not need another terminal. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is 
unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from BUR and 
VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and 
canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 
seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal 
expansion because that will further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the 
ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa Monica Mountains National 
Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis of 
Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is endangering our protected parkland and 
wildlife habitat, and admittedly without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, more 
efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our protected parkland! 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of our local economy. The current 
unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of people 
who work in the film industry. Home values are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of 
millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to 
the City of Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the 
paths before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the 
replacement terminal at BUR. 

4215 Elmer Ave 

Studio City Ca. 91602 ~ff~ ff aw ff~ 
lill FEB 2 6 2019 ~ 
By 
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To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

To whom this may concern, 

As a resident of Sherman Oaks I am vehemently opposed to the expansion of 
the Burbank airport terminal. This will increase noise and pollution in our areas 
even more then you already have by changing the flight patterns. My infant can 
no longer sleep due to the low flying jets from your airport that run directly over 
our home regularly, sometimes 3 min apart, and shake our windows. We moved 
to this area for the quality of life it would allow us and you have stripped that of us 
with your flight patterns. We can no longer even go in our backyard due to the 
unhealthy conditions your low flying jets have created for us. A study must be 
done before you can degrade our neighborhood any further! This will not go on 
any longer. 

Jessica Neyer 
4320 Saugus Ave 
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403 

Comments 342, 360, 391, 425 



 

February 19, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 

Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 

777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 

El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Studio City 

and am one of many people suffering under the flight paths that were changed in 

early 2017 without notice or environmental study. The flight paths have 

seriously disrupted my life and my work. I moved into my house in the hills of 

Studio City 25 years ago, mainly because it was nice, quiet and peaceful. That 

has all changed with the new terminal that you all are thinking of building with 

the low jet flight paths right over my house and low. I find it hard to believe that 

you or anyone on this project would like to live with this. THE JETS ARE REALLY 

LOUD AND COME BY AT ALL TIMES OF THE MORNING, DAY AND NIGHT. THEY 

MAKE ME NERVOUS! I am retired and am now thinking of moving due to this 

TERRIBLE JET NOISE and POLLUTION that NO ONE WANTS! PLEASE CHANGE 

THIS! 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air 

traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 

aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from BUR and VNY, primarily 

BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our 

hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and create a 

rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so close 

to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion 

because that will further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet 

~,~ re;-::;::-WJ ~re a ~\YI re----rm 
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particulates that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa 

Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that 

remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The 

FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is endangering our protected 

parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without conducting any 

Environmental Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal 

must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our protected 

parkland! 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of our local 

economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local 

filming and threaten the studios and thousands of people who work in the film 

industry. Home values are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by 

hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded 

terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all 

the noise and pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths 

before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies 

groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sine~ , 

C::korm~ 
3995 Alta Mesa Drive 

Studio City, CA 91604 
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Mr. David Cushing 

LA Airports District Office 
By 

As a 30+ year Burbank resident who supports this 

construction of a new terminal, I am submitting my 
comments on what I believe many people will be looking 

for as this process proceeds: 

1. The whole idea of a new terminal has been sold on the 

basis of safety. We expect that priority to continue thru 

each phase of the analysis, design, construction and 

operation of the new terminal. We would not want to see 

any compromises made on safety due to 'budget 

constraints' or 'political expediency'. And, by safety, we 

include the flight operations, but also the safety of the 

public in the terminal, on the street, and in the surrounding 

areas - not just the single aspect of having the terminal 

further away from the runway. 

2. Airports and airplanes are significant contributors to 

whole array of negative environmental impacts - noise, 

traffic, air pollution, etc. Many of those are outside the 



scope or control of the Airport Authority. Hence, it is 
necessary to maximize every environmental remediation 
we do control with the construction and operation of the 
airport to help offset the ones we can't control. For 
example, we expect the replacement terminal to seek a 
minimum of LEED Gold certification. 

3. Traffic and transportation are going to be immense 
challenges. The Airport Authority needs to push the 
envelop in identifying and implementing creative solutions. 

It is not enough to simply say that some traffic impacts 
cannot be mitigated and justify overriding considerations. 
The new terminal will have mass transit stops at either 
end, but how are people going to get to and from them and 
the terminal? The rental car parking structure was built to 
service the old terminal - how is it going to conveniently 
serve the new terminal? How is the terminal going to 
accommodate ride sharing and future autonomous cars/ 

buses? 

4. Every day we hear about new technologies to screen 
passengers, luggage, etc. We expect this terminal to be 
the epitome of state of the art technology in every aspect 



of its construction and operation. The challenge is that we 
do not know what future technologies are going to be! You 
need to build in the design flexibility to accommodate 
whatever advances the future holds. 

5. Burbank is probably best known, regionally and 

nationally, for the studios and the airport. This new 
terminal needs to make an architectural statement that is 
immediately recognizable and a source of community 
pride. It must have a 'wow factor'. Do not bring us a 
functional box! 

6. The current terminal, with all its flaws, is still loved by 
many travelers because of its convenience - whether it the 
front and rear loading and exiting of the planes, the close 
proximity of the parking, the quaintness of its appearance 
or whatever, many/most travelers would rather fly in and 
out of Burbank than any other airport in the region. The 

newer/better version must not lose those characteristics 
and charm that people most love about the old terminal. 

7. We expect the new terminal to be built and operated in a 
prudent financial manner. But, we will not accept anyone 



hiding behind, 'we can't afford it' or the 'airlines won't pay 
for it' as a justification to cut corners and compromise the 
critical items listed above. This is a very long term 
investment and it needs to be done right and not what is 
cheapest in the short term. 

Many of us wanted, perhaps still want, 'caps and curfews'. 
However, a large majority of voters approved going 
forward with this project, in reliance on the belief that you 
will 'do that right thing' and faithfully design, built and 
operate the new terminal the way it was pitched during the 
campaign. We will hold you to that!! 

Bud Ovrom 
Burbank resident 

Sent from my iPad 



 

From: Renee Palyo <rcpalyo@gmail.com> 
Date: Wed, Jan 30, 2019 at 12:49 PM 
Subject: Burbank expansion 
To: <uproarla@gmail.com> 

No! We are getting bombarded daily by the Burbank Airport. NO EXPANSION TALKS until the cmi-ent flight 
patterns are changed. Outrageous what the FAA has done to our beautiful neighborhoods. 

Renee Palyo 
4147 Klump Ave 
Studio City, 91602 

Sent from my iPad 

1 
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Mr. David Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

I want to express our concerns about the flight pattern going over our house. We 
live at 11231 Sunshine Terrace Studio City. I lived in my house in Burbank some 25 
years ago , I loved it except for the planes. I chose to live there so it was part of my 
choice for my family. When I moved to Studio City I moved there to get away from 
the Airport noise. Now you seem to think it is ok to make this choice for my family 
and I. 
Now about the decrease in my home value that you want to make, and you are 
making that choice for us also. Everybody knows that being in a flight pattern will 
decrease the value of our house. 
When people decide to buy in a flight pattern it is their choice. I did not buy my 
house to be in a flight pattern. You are removing my freedom of choice. 
I already hear the planes at 5 am coming over my house. 
I will wrap this up by saying if you choose to effect my life I would then say, you and 
I will spend a great deal of time talking in court about the price of my quality of life. 

Todd Peart 
Todd@ten30studios.com 
818-761-1200 

Comment 484 



 

From: Del Persinger <delpersinger@gmail.com> 
Date: Mon, Feb 4, 2019 at 2:34 PM 
Subject: Burbank expansion 
To: <UproarLA@gmail.com> 

I'm sorry I missed the public meeting and comments. If it is not too late to submit formal comments, I will put 
my thoughts below in suitable form. 

I agree with you 100% about the misleading public face of the airport authorities. Even with their current gates 
and runways, they prove every day in the 7-7:30 am period and during several other extended periods 
throughout the day that they can already send out a plane every 90 seconds if they have enough passengers. 
With increased throughput from their proposed expansion, the effect on us will be even more horrible -- hard as 
that is to imagine. 

If the FAA does not change these new flight patterns, you will rightly oppose the airport expansion. Personally, 
I would oppose the entire airport, as Santa Monica has done. I find it hugely ironic that planes from the Burbank 
Airport do not fly over Burbank. Presumably, this is because the citizens of Burbank do not want planes flying 
over them. So instead the planes immediately tum and fly a totally unnecessary 10-15 mile loop over you and 
me -- and I live more than 5 miles from the airpo11. 

I say that if Burbank doesn't want the planes, I sure as hell do not either, and I think you should consider this 
approach. Why do the planes have to turn south, anyway? They could gain sufficient altitude (flying over 
Burbank!) and turn directly north, where they are ultimately headed. 

The whole situation is appalling and I am glad you are working on changing it. I have contributed to the cause. 
Please keep me and others infonned on what else we can do to help. Thank you. 

Del Persinger 
12417 Mulholland Dr. 

1 

Comments 300, 325, 326, 468, 510 



 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Studio 
City and am one of many people suffering under the flight paths that 
were changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental study. The 
flight paths have seriously disrupted my life and my work in a number of 
ways. 

The jet fuel fumes have increased my asthma symptoms and I now have 
to use an inhaler when I didn't before. I cannot have a peaceful dinner 
because of the Fed Ex, UPS and commercial jets flying over my house 
on a constant basis. I can no longer watch tv at night without missing 
half the dialogue or having to turn the volume up so high that everyone 
hears it in my house. I cannot leave my doors or my windows open for 
air because it increases the level of noise we experience. The planes 
have disturbed my sleep patterns as they begin at 7 am or earlier and 
continue non-stop sometimes well past midnight. I am angry, frustrated, 
full of anxiety and experiencing health issues all as a result of this 
ridiculous new flight pattern. 

When I invested in my neighborhood about 19 years ago, we had only 
occasional, insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable 
with a barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day 
and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the 
aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon 
acoustics, causes the noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound 
effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so close 
to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal 
expansion because that will further increase the health risk from noise 
and toxic jet particulates that fall to the ground. 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 342, 
345, 390, 391, 393, 478, 479, 481 



Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the 
Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet 
refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis 
of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is 
endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly 
without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, 
more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves 
the flight paths out of our protected parkland! 
The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of 
our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already 
diminished local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of 
people who work in the film industry. Home values are dropping which 
in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for 
the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the 
monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and 
pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths 
before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local 
Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Leslie A Poliak 
4435 laurelgrove Ave 
Studio City, CA 91604 



 

There are signs all over the airport terminal asking to fly quietly; but that's a little 
impossible for a 737 taking off, don't you think? I live in an old apartment that 
shakes even when the neighbors are running down the hall. Please do not 
expand the airport and/or have the planes change their route. 

Thank you. 

Caroline Rankin 

Comments 375, 433 



 

February25, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in 
Toluca Lake and am one of many people suffering under the flight 
paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or 
environmental study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted my 
life and my work. It has gotten so bad that I have trouble sleeping. 
Planes are flying over my children whenever they play outside. I 
work from home doing post-production work and I am interrupted 
constantly by the noise. All day long I have plane noise exceeding 
90db!!! This is horrible! 
When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, 
insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a 
barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day 
and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of 
the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and 
canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and 
create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health 
effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must 
not allow the terminal expansion because that will further increase 
the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the 
ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of 
the Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the 
few quiet refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in 
the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety 
and efficiency, is endangering our protected parkland and wildlife 
habitat, and admittedly without conducting any Environmental 
Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 342, 
345, 390, 391, 393, 478, 479, 481 



must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our 
protected parkland! 
The film industry is an important part of our communities and a 
driver of our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths 
have already diminished local filming and threaten the studios and 
thousands of people who work in the film industry. Home values 
are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of 
millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, 
expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of 
Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City of Los 
Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding 
with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our 
local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at 
BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Charles Reed 
4658 Sancola Ave 
Toluca Lake, CA 91602 



 

February 20, 201 9 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FM/Burbank Airport, By 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Studio 
City and am one of many people suffering under the flight paths that 
were changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental study. The 
fl ight paths have seriously disrupted my life and my work. The number 
of flights over our home has significantly increased causing increase 
noise all day long. I have children and I worry that since the flights seem 
lower than before about the jet fuel particulate. We live in the 
Woodbridge park area which, when the wind blows, seems to be the 
turning point for planes heading into Burbank. There are times that 
when we can't sleep because of the lights coming through our windows. 
While I enjoy the convenience of the Burbank airport an increase in the 
terminal and more passengers would only make things worse. 
When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional , 
insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage 
of more than 260 ai rcraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from 
BUR and VNY, primari ly BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined 
with the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the 
noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at 
least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are 
severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that 
will further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates 
that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the 
Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet 
refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis 
of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is 
endangering our protected parkland and wild life habitat, and admittedly 
without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 301, 305, 
342, 345, 390, 391, 393, 478, 479, 481 



more efficient expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves 
the fljght paths out of our protected parkland! 
The film industry ts an important part of our communities and a driver of 
our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already 
diminished local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of 
people who work in the film industry. Home values are dropping which 
in tum is potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for 
the City of Los Angeles. A new. expanded terminal wiH give all the 
monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and 
pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths 
before proceeding with the replacement tenninal ! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local 
Quiet Skies groups, J oppose the reptacement terminal at BUR, 

Sincerely, 

Catherine Reisinger 
4214 Klump Ave. 
Studio City, CA 91602 



 

From: <lrittenberg@sbcglobal.net> 
Date: Sat, Jan 26, 2019 at 2:24 PM 
Subject: Replacement Terminal 
To: <UproarLA@gmail.com> 

I am very much against a "replacement terminal" at Burbank Airport unless the destructive and unfair flight 
paths which concentrate over Studio City are changed. Thank you, Laurie Rittenberg, Colfax Meadows 

Sent from my iPhone 

Comment 300 



 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

February 27, 2019 

Dear FAA and Burbank Airport, 

I live in Studio City and the new flight paths out of Burbank Airport are destroying 
my quality of life and ability to work. I oppose any expansion of the airport and 
implore you to change the flight paths to how they were pre-2017 which worked fine 
for decades. 

Prior to 2017, we only occasionally heard planes overhead, and they were always at 
high-altitude, resulting in a barely audible whooshing sound. Now there are at least 20 
flights per hour screaming directly over my home, often every 60 seconds or less, for 
30 seconds or more and typically at 2000-2500 feet elevation. I live in the foothills at 
700 feet elevation inside a canyon, so the jet noise is significantly louder due to the 
acoustics of the terrain. I have measured planes going over my house at 83.4 decibels. 
It is unbearable. 

Here are the reasons why the airport cannot be expanded and the flight paths need to 
change immediately: 

1) My ~~-~-~ and I purchased our homes in this quiet hillside community 
based upon decades of precedent that planes did not fly over them. I bought my 
house 6 years ago specifically because it is on a quiet, dead-end street tucked inside a 
canyon where I can barely even hear any cars. I paid an enormous premium to live in 
this neighborhood where I have a quiet place to work from home that enables me to be 
a present father. 

The tranquility I paid for so dearly has been obliterated by the re-routing of air traffic 
that never used to come over my house. Now we have planes both departing and 
arriving in the same path directly over my home and our local schools at all hours of 
the day and night. 

It is now impossible for me to work from home during daylight hours, so I have been 
forced to work from 10 pm to 5 am because those are the only hours it is quiet enough 
to concentrate. I cannot explain what a toxic effect this schedule has wreaked on my 
family life and personal health, however it is the only way I can do my job. There are 
never more than 12 minutes in a row during the day that are not interrupted by the 
grinding metallic scream of jet engines. 

Comments 291, 298, 299, 308, 327, 
328, 342, 378, 379, 478, 483, 484 



Despite BUR having a voluntary curfew from 10 pm to 5 am, there are planes (both 
commercial and private) that routinely take off and land throughout the night (12:30 am, 
1:30 am, 4:30 am, etc) and now fly directly over our home, waking my family up 
frequently because they are low and loud and impossible to ignore. 

Trying to read a book at home on the weekends is now impossible. I used to sleep with 
the windows open in the summertime. If the flight paths don't change, I will never open 
the windows in my house ever again. 

2) My house is in such a high fire-risk area that it is uninsurable by the major US 
home insurance companies. Tens of thousands of other homes along the Santa Monica 
Mountains are also in this high-fire risk zone. I have to purchase my home insurance 
through Lloyd's of London, for approximately twice the cost. I know that commercial 
airlines are extremely reliable, however private planes are much more likely to crash, 
and it extremely stressful to know that ALL of the private planes are flying directly over 
my house. 

It makes ZERO sense to me that the FAA would route ALL air travel out of Burbank 
Airport over such a high fire risk area. If one plane were to crash in the Santa Monica 
mountains, where much of the terrain is inaccessible due to steep hillsides and remote 
canyons, a fire could be catastrophic for much of Los Angeles. Also, many of these 
neighborhoods have hundreds of residents, but only one exit road. Routing these 
flights over this high-fire risk is a dangerous idea that puts tens of thousands of citizens 
in danger. It is not a question of if a plane crashed here, it is a question of when will it 
occur. I am terrified of what would happen if one of these planes crashed near my 
house. 

In order to prevent a cataclysmic fire, no airplanes should take off anywhere near the 
Santa Monica mountains and the extremely high-fire risk they pose. All planes should 
stay north of the 101 freeway as they did for decades to minimize the risk of a terrible 
fire. 

3) The tranquility of the Fryman Canyon hiking trails in Wilacre Park has been 
destroyed by jets constantly screaming over this treasured open space preserve. It is 
one of the most used hiking trails in all of Los Angeles and one of the greatest assets 
of Studio City and the surrounding neighborhoods. This trail was one of the main 
reasons I moved to Studio City because it allows a much needed escape from the 
noise of cars and living in a big city. It was truly an oasis that allowed the whole 
community to relax, recharge and exercise. 

The serenity of this open space preserve has been destroyed by jets constantly 
flying overhead low and extremely loud. To be clear, planes NEVER used to fly over 
the Fryman Canyon open space preserve. It is no longer relaxing to hike on these trails; 



it is aggravating, stressful and toxic. These flight paths are ruining one of the most 
important resources of our community. 

4) The new flight paths not only fly over homes, but over many schools. It horrifying 
to walk or drive by a school and see a playground full of kids throw their hands 
over their ears to muffle the noise of screaming jet engines overhead. I cannot begin 
to think what life will be like for my children, who will have to endure planes flying over 
both their home and school at all hours of the day and night Any reasonable person 
would understand that this will have caustic effects on their ability to learn and to 
sleep. It is untenable. 

5) The film and television industries are a vital part of our community that drives our 
local economy. The current flight paths have made it impossible for many films 
and television shows to shoot on location in the and this is having a terrible 
economic effect on our community. 

6) Property values could go down as much as 20% if the waypoints over Studio City 
continue to be used due to potential buyers not wanting to live under constant jet flight 
paths. This is unacceptable. 

7) It is completely unrealistic to expect one group of citizens to shoulder entire 
burden of noise and pollution resulting from these narrow, undeviating and low 
altitude flight paths. Airplanes should be dispersed as they were for decades without 
any safety problems. 

Please consider the unreasonable burden these new flight paths have on a community 
built upon the fact that we did not have planes coming over our homes, schools and 
open space preserves, and direct the airports to have flights take and land on the 
paths they safely did for decades. 

Respectfully, 

Eric Robinson 
12300 Viewcrest Road 
Studio City, CA 91604 



 

2/18/19 
Jeff Rohde 
10535 Clearwood Ct 
LA CA 90077 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Mr. Cushing. I am apposed to the replacement terminal of Burbank airport and will 
do everything in my power to see that it does not happen. 

The following impact analysis will show that BUR's "replacement" terminal is 
essentially an "expansion" that will result in increased operations and efficiency 
such that it will significantly increase noise and pollution to the surrounding 
communities. According to National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the FAA 
must consider all cumulative impacts of the proposed terminal expansion. 

This proposed Expanded Terminal represents a profound threat to our LA Valley 
communities. Through cumulative actions taken by FAA/BUR, our communities and 
protected parklands have been fundamentally degraded - severely reducing quality 
oflife by massively increasing noise and pollution. The proposed Expanded 
Terminal at Burbank will guarantee increased efficiency, even without adding more 
gates. That means more flights, larger jets and jets flying even closer together. The 
proposed Expanded Terminal will add significantly to the numerous cumulative 
negative impacts we are already experiencing under the disastrous 2017 change in 
flight path that occurred without notice or environmental study. We cannot allow 
the proposed Expanded Terminal to go forward without fundamental and 
comprehensive changes in the flight path, protection of our communities and 
parklands, and limits on airport growth and operations. 

FAA'S Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must define the "Affected Area" to 
include the footprint of procedures overflying the noise-sensitive hillside 
communities of Studio City, Sherman Oaks, and Encino, and the protected 4(f) Santa 
Monica Mountains. All Environmental Resource Categories should be evaluated and 
analyzed in the "Affected Area" thus defined. 

Cumulative Future Impacts Directly Resulting From Proposed Expanded Terminal: 

*The terminal expansion must not be considered in a vacuum. NEPA requires that 
the FAA evaluate the impact of its action (replacing the terminal) "when added to 
other past, present, and reasonably foreseeably future actions," whether direct or 
indirect (40 CFR 1508.7, 1508.8). The impact the proposed Expanded Terminal will 
have must be considered along with all other cumulative impacts. 

*The proposed Expanded Terminal, with its greater size, increased amenities, and 
improved airside facilities, will increase efficiency, allow for processing of more 
passengers, and result in a greater number of flights and larger jets. 

Comments 238, 239, 240, 241, 242, 243, 244, 245, 246, 247, 248, 
249, 264, 270, 271, 272, 279, 282, 284, 285, 289, 291, 292, 293, 
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*The proposed Expanded Terminal is expected to have the same number of gates 
(14) as the existing terminal. However, with its increased size, it is reasonably 
foreseeable that more gates will be added in the future, and therefore must be 
considered as a cumulative impact. All it would take to expand beyond 14 gates is 
approval by the City of Burbank. The City of Los Angeles would have no say in the 
matter. 

*The FAA is underestimating its impact on our communities and underestimating 
future growth. Although passengers ( enplanements) at Burbank Airport (BUR) 
have increased 28% over the last 3 years (11.7% of that in 2018 alone), the FAA is 
projecting growth from 2019 through 2029 at only 1.2% to 2% annually. These 
projections are simply not credible. In fact, in marketing materials, BUR touts that 
growth is explosive, stating, "the airline industry is only now beginning to fully 
recover from the Great Recession" (LA Curbed Article 2/7/19). The proposed state­
of-the-art Expanded Terminal will further increase passenger numbers, thereby 
multiplying the cumulative impacts on the Affected Areas. 

*BUR estimates that the proposed Expanded Terminal will cost $1.24 billion, 
significantly increased from the originally estimated $400 million. To increase 
revenue, as they must do, BUR will increase capacity by bringing in more passengers 
in larger jets. Larger, heavier jets will make slower turns, driving the aircraft even 
further south, thereby contributing to increased future cumulative impacts and 
danger to the Affected Areas. 

*Expanded Cargo Facilities will encourage more cargo jets creating heavier, slow-to­
gain-altitude jets that are not subject to curfew, thereby flying over noise sensitive 
areas late at night and early in the morning. 

*Expanded General Aviation Facilities will encourage more general aviation aircraft 
that are not subject to curfew, thereby flying over noise sensitive areas late at night 
and early in the morning. 

•Metroplex and Cumulative Impacts: 

* Proposed Expanded Terminal process must be halted until all cumulative actions 
taken by FAA/BUR that have already severely impacted Affected Areas are 
mitigated and alternatives are found. 

*Previous cumulative actions taken by FAA/BUR that must be considered in 
combination with the proposed Expanded Terminal include, but are not limited to, 
the following: 

-The current, unauthorized departure procedures implemented in 2017 at same 
time as Metroplex; 

-Proposed departure procedures OROSZ THREE AND SLAPP TWO; 
-Skyrocketing passenger and operations growth at both BUR and Van Nuys 

Airport (VNY); 
-Changes in flight path at nearby VNY; 



-Impending closure of Santa Monica Airport that has created increased 
operations at BUR and VNY; and 

-Increase in helicopter traffic that must fly below the jets from both BUR and VNY, 
creating a stacking effect. 

All of the above actions currently contribute to, and will continue to contribute to, 
increased cumulative impacts on residents, students, local business, film industry, 
and parklands that are under the narrow, focused flight path. 

*The FAA's Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must not claim a baseline that 
includes the currently flown unstudied and undisclosed departure procedures 
introduced in 2017. To do so would constitute a false baseline. To do an accurate 
comparison, the FAA must use pre-Metroplex conditions as a baseline to compare 
the impacts that the proposed Expanded Terminal would have on the environment 
and surrounding communities, in other words, compare the proposed Expanded 
Terminal impacts to the time period before NextGen was even being considered 
(2014 or earlier). 

*It has already been determined by an independent analysis conducted by Landrum 
& Brown that the BUR flight paths shifted south in a concentrated path over the 
Affected Areas. This change in flight track occurred in early 2017 without notice or 
environmental study. Prior to 2017, there was only occasional jet noise. Now there 
is a constant, disruptive, low, loud jet disruption in our formerly tranquil, hillside 
neighborhoods. The proposed Expanded Terminal will amplify these impacts that 
the FAA/BUR has failed to address/mitigate despite intense and widespread public 
controversy. 

*BUR proposed procedures SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE would make permanent 
the current path that FAA/BUR began vectoring in March 2017, without notice or 
environmental study, over the Affected Areas. BUR has stated that the FAA is 
planning to do an Environmental Analysis (EA) as a result of extreme public outcry. 
Such EA is expected to take 12-18 months. The proposed Expanded Terminal must 
be put on hold NOW and not proceed until the FAA completes its process. 

*Through its own analysis, VNY reports an increased number of departures by 35% 
since 2016. It has also moved departure path HARYS TWO south and east (with 
institution of waypoint PPRRY in May 2018) to traverse the same portion of the 
Santa Monica Mountains that BUR currently impacts by its departures; and that the 
proposed departure procedures SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE will continue to 
impact by adding waypoints JAYTE and TEAGN. The proposed Expanded Terminal 
must not proceed until these paths, already cumulatively impacting Affected Areas, 
are changed, and paths consistent with Section 17 5 of the FAA Reauthorization Act 
are explored. 

*Both BUR and VNY estimate a projected 15% increase per year in air traffic, which 
will contribute significantly to the current air noise over the Affected Areas. The 
proposed Expanded Terminal will compound these projections. 



*Santa Monica Airport (SMO) shortened its runway in 2017 significantly reducing 
the air traffic out of that airport and causing more traffic to be routed to both VNY 
and BUR, thereby contributing to the cumulative impacts in the Affected Areas. 
SMO's complete closure is scheduled to occur in 2028 and will further increase the 
traffic, along with air and noise pollution, in the Affected Areas. 

•Impacts to Protected 4(f) Parkland: 

*Under Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act, the FAA must 
avoid potential impacts to "publicly owned parks, recreation areas (including 
recreational trails), wildlife and water fowl refuges, or public and private historic 
properties" (23 SFR 774). The FAA is required to look at all other alternatives to 
avoid overflying 4(f) protected parkland and has failed to do so. The new, more 
efficient Expanded Terminal must not move forward until the FAA abides by this 
statutory law and finds alternatives to the cumulative actions already taken by 
FAA/BUR. Viable alternatives have already been presented to the FAA in a comment 
letter by the City of Los Angeles, dated November 16, 2018, that the FAA has failed 
to consider thus far. The Expanded Terminal will further degrade our public 
parklands - our quiet refuge from noisy city life. It will negatively impact the already 
dwindling wildlife and increase fire risk in an area where ingress and egress by 
emergency vehicles is severely limited. Mountains Recreation & Conservation 
Authority and Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy consider "quiet to be a critical 
component of the natural lands visitation experience"(SMMC Letter 1/28/19). The 
Expanded Terminal combined with other actions taken by FAA/BUR "contribute to a 
continually increasing level of impacts inconsistent with the recreational and quiet 
refuge values of the affected natural parklands" (SMMC Letter 1/28/19). 

Mountainous Topography Amplifies All Cumulative Impacts: 

*Hillside/canyon acoustics exacerbate noise. Many of those in the Affected Areas 
live in the Santa Monica Mountain range and foothills at elevations of 800 to well 
over 1000 feet, thereby making aircrafts' effective Above Ground Level (AGL) 
altitude lower than if overflying flat land. Noise concentrates in bowl-like canyons 
and sustains and bounces off mountains in all directions, creating more noise for 
everyone, even spilling and deflecting to neighborhoods outside the immediate 
hillside area. The FAA/BUR has failed to consider this aggravating circumstance 
when taking previously cumulative actions to re-route low-flying jets over this type 
of terrain and must consider, study, and measure the unique topography when 
considering how the Expanded Terminal will further amplify already devastating 
cumulative noise impacts. 

Wind and Weather Impacts: 

*Wind and weather paths are increasingly becoming the norm. Wind Day Paths 
bring arrivals over affected communities instead of departures. Extremely low 
landing altitudes over terrain with many obstacles increase danger to aircraft and 
passengers as well as to those on the ground. Significant health risks are magnified. 
The efficiency of the state-of-the-art Expanded Terminal will increase the frequency 



oflow altitude arrivals and contribute to an already dangerous action taken 
by FAA/BUR. 

Safety Impacts: 

*Increasingly, simultaneous departures and arrivals, often within 1,200 feet of each 
other, are occurring over mountainous terrain. This practice contributes to and 
significantly worsens the dangerous cumulative safety impacts and the welfare of 
our communities. The new, more efficient Expanded Terminal will increase this 
phenomenon. It will also increase the sheer number and frequency of 
aircraft traversing the mountains at lower altitudes, thereby compounding the 
probability that a crash will occur over dry parkland, creating catastrophic urban 
wildfires, that will spread through the Santa Monica Mountains. Lack of ingress and 
egress through the terrain make it impossible for emergency vehicles to pass. This is 
exceedingly reckless and constitutes a dereliction of the FAA's obligation to society. 

•Health Impacts: 

*The new, more efficient Expanded Terminal will increase the already burdensome 
cumulative negative health effects from constant, low-flying jets over elevated 
terrain that degrade air quality and cause serious health problems: 

-Health effects of jet pollution are severe. Jet fuel emissions are a toxic stew of 
benzene and hazardous chemicals. At or below 3,000 feet (mixing level), 
particulates fall to the ground rather than being absorbed in the atmosphere. Fine 
particulate emissions are dangerous and cause respiratoiy disease, heart disease 
and cancer. Children and the elderly are "sensitive receptors" and are most 
susceptible. Air quality degradation will be increased, threatening the health of 
residents, students, and visitors. The greater the volume and frequency of jet 
overflights, the greater the pollution, and the greater the cumulative health risk. 

-Health effects of noise are severe. According to the World Health Organization 
and a Columbia University study, noise has been proven to cause heart and lung 
disease, strokes and even reduce longevity. The greater the volume and frequency of 
jet over flights, the greater the cumulative health risk. 

-Noise increases disruption in schools and interferes with students' ability to 
learn. Hillside schools are not designed to be under a flight path. They were not built 
near a freeway and therefore do not have soundproofing, triple paned windows, or 
air filtration. Flight frequency due to the higher efficiency of the proposed 
Expanded Terminal will increase cumulative impacts already suffered by our 
children as a result of previous actions taken by FAA/BUR. 

•Economic Impacts: 

*The new, more efficient Expanded Terminal will increase the economic loss already 
experienced in the Affected Areas. 

-Negative effects on local businesses and restaurants will increase. 



-The film industry centered in Studio City is already disappearing due to current 
unauthorized flight paths that a New Terminal would exacerbate. TV and film 
shoots in Studio City and Sherman Oaks - a critical part of our local economy, with 
CBS Television Studios a huge contributor of jobs and local tax revenues - would be 
severely affected by the Expanded Terminal. Crews already have to "hold a shot" 
every 90 seconds as a flight passes due to other cumulative actions already taken by 
FAA/BUR. Many on-location shoots are simply moving elsewhere due to the 
constant noise. 

-Home values have already been impacted and are on the decline. Cumulatively, 
this, in turn, causes a massive reduction in tax revenues to the City of Los Angeles. 

•Construction Environmental Impacts: 

*Residents near BUR and along the soil export route have grave concerns about vast 
amounts of contaminated soils traversing their neighborhoods, potentially exposing 
them to dangerous materials. Residents near BUR also have concerns about the 
growth of the airport, as well as increased traffic surrounding the airport, and air 
pollution from traffic. 

Mitigation: 

*Based on prior actions taken by FAA/BUR, mitigation of harm must be 
implemented before plans for the proposed terminal can continue. The damaging 
and unreasonable cumulative impacts resulting from BUR/FAA action, as evidenced 
by widespread public controversy, must be addressed and resolved. Meanwhile, all 
plans for the proposed Expanded Terminal must immediately cease. 

-FAA must address and consider request from BUR to use Section 175 of the FAA 
Reauthorization Act to create dispersed lateral tracks away from the 4(f) protected 
Santa Monica Mountains. Use of Section 175 has the support of the City of Los 
Angeles through its Resolution dated 2/5/19. 

-FAA must consider a full "reset" of BUR path to the historical dispersed path. 

•Alternatives: 

Other alternatives must be considered such as: 

*Rerouting the flights east or southeast over Burbank, Glendale, and Pasadena. They 
are reaping the profits from the airport but are not sharing in ANY of the air noise 
and pollution. Los Angeles receives all the negative impacts with no reward or 
profit. 

*Redesign by modifying and regrading the 15/33 Runway so it can be regularly used 
for northern takeoffs. 



*Redesign considering a dedicated Runway for Southwest Airlines, Burbank's 
largest carrier, to depart to the north. 

*Redesign Runways and Departures to accommodate departures on other runways, 
in other directions to reduce southwestern departures. 

*Redesign Runways and "Wind" Arrival Procedures to provide alternatives to 
descending over mountainous terrain. 

*Redesign runways to ac'commodate alternate procedures for some "less competent 
jets" that can't always complete their turns prior to the 101 freeway. 

*Restoring the pre-NextGen historical 6-mile wide flight path, proven safe for 
decades. 

*Creating multiple tracks and alternate tracks in ALL directions. There is webtrak 
evidence of numerous successful northern departures by all jets, as well as eastern 
departures. 

*Transferring or shifting some of the General Aviation or Cargo operations to 
another existing public airport ( or airports) in Southern California. 

*Retiring all General Aviation operations. The Expanded Terminal will encourage 
more General Aviation including large jets that are not subject to BUR's voluntary 
curfew, and will therefore fly over noise-sensitive areas late at night and early in the 
morning. 

*Retiring or reducing Cargo operations. The Expanded Terminal will encourage 
more cargo and heavier slow-to-gain-altitude jets that are not subject to curfew, and 
will therefore fly over noise-sensitive areas late at night and early in the morning. 

*Relocating the airport to a less populated area. The Expanded Terminal will have 
Metrolink connections to Antelope Valley and Ventura. These high-speed rail lines 
are two-way. A New Airport designed to meet all FAA standards could be located on 
the other end of either line in a less densely populated area. 

Sincerely, 

Jeff Rohde 



 2/19/2019 

From: lerybacki <lerybacki@aol.com> 

To: lerybacki <lerybacki@aol.com> 
Subject;-~ Ail'pefl: Expaiison -, 

Date: Tue, Feb 19, 2019 9:41 am 
~ 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX -600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd. Suite 150 
EISegundo,Ca.90245 

Dear Mr. Cushing, 

I am a homeowner and resident of Sherman Oaks. 

Burbank Airport Expansion 

I am writing this communication to you in direct opposition to the expansion of the Burbank Hollywood Airport. 
My family, neighbors and neighboring communities are all suffering terribly with the current condition of low flying aircraft over 
our homes all day and night. 
The noise is unbearable in this once serene Santa Monica Mountain Range but the main concern of the overhead 150 plus 
flights per day is the issue of health. 
How can anybody condone and sanction all the cancer causing particulates that over 10,000 school children, senior citizens 
and other adults ingest all day long with the volume and specific take off and landing paths of aircraft from BUR. 
In America, it is unconscionable that the responsible and associated parties can know of the grave problem relative to health 
of the citizens but yet continue momentum to steamroll right over the issue. 
There are so many reasons I could expound on to stop the BUR expansion, but to me and many, this is the most paramount 
of importance. 
The BUR expansion will make the current untenable condition immeasurable relative to the exponential consequences. 
Frankly, we do not want to have to schedule diagnostic chest x-rays for our spouses, children ann grandchildren every six 
months to determine whether the benzine being emitted from all the low flying aircraft has taken it's ultimate toll on our loved 
one's bodies. 
Thus, I vehemently oppose the expansion of BUR unless the flight paths can get altered as they once were or another 
corrective action alternative to mitigate our current health nightmare can be enacted. 
Thank You. 

c/i~ 
Larry Ryback, 
3526 Beverly Ridge Dr. 
Sherman Oaks, Ca. 91423 

~ [E lfJ [E □ w [E rm 
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From: Dennis W. Saffro <saffro@usc.edu> 
Date: Sat, Jan 26, 2019 at 11 :47 AM 
Subject: Environmental impact 
To: UproarLA@gmail.com <UproarLA@gmail.com> 

Dear UproarLA, 

Besides increased noise pollution will the proposed plans at Burbank Airport affect the air environment of 
our communities? Will the particulate matter increase to levels hazardous to the health of any and all 
animals including humans?!!!!!! Also, while plant life be affected? Will cancer and lung disease risk be 
increased?!!! Comprehensive long term studies need to be done before any changes occur. 

Very sincerely yours, 
Dr. Dennis Saffro 

1 
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February 28, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I am opposed to the proposed Expanded Terminal at Burbank which will guarantee more flights, larger 
jets and jets flying even closer together. 

• I have lived in Toluca Lake for over 20 years. The huge increase in air traffic and overhead noise 
is dramatic and disruptive. The aircraft used to fly over our house only when the winds were 
strong, particularly during the Santa Ana winds season. Now its all the time. 

• The flight paths have recently changed and are now over our house. 

• The airport used to have a 10 pm curfew with a few unforeseen exceptions. The airport's hours of 
operation have obviously increased. Last week I saw 3 aircraft flying overhead coming in to land 
between 11: 15 pm and 11 :45 pm, much later than the 1 O pm curfew. 

• Southwest Airlines has increased their schedule by 70 flights. 

• The helicopter school which has been in BUR for about 2 years practices take offs and landings 
while flying low over the surrounding neighborhood. 

• The VNY based airciaft use BUR to land and depart in order to pass required aircraft and pilot 
testing. It a short flight so they can get quickly passed and certified. 

• The people of Santa Monica have put pressure on the Santa Monica Airport to close down the 
runways and the airport. It's a perfectly fine airport just inconvenient to the residents. Now where 
are those aircraft going to go? The aircraft are being moved to other airports. The FAA has 
appeased the people of Santa Monica while passing the problem on to other parts of Los 
Angeles. 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the 
proposed expanded terminal at BUR, the increased number of flights, and the current change in the flight 
patterns. 

I look forward to a resolution good for all. 

Sincerely, 

/) I . . • ' 

.' f Cllkt~~ / ~ tvidcccL '---
Pamela Scf1'.arla,_9Yi 
10446 Woodbridge Street 
Toluca Lake, CA 91602 

Comments 382, 383, 
391, 447, 448, 449 



 

February 20, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suitt! 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Studio City and am one of 
many peopte suffering under the flight paths that were changed in earty 2017 without notice or 
environmental study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted my life and my work. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, there was only occasional and insignificant air traffic. 
Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours 
of the day and night from BUR and VNY, but primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft 
combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be 
widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Negative health 
effects are increased from being so close to the aircraft. The FAA must not allow the terminal 
expansion because that will further increase the health and safety risk from noise and toxic jet 
particuiates that fali to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa Monica Mountains 
National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and 
wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is 
endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without conducting any 
Environmental Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminai must not 
proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our protected parkland! 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of our local economy. 
The current newly created flight paths which encroach on long established studio filming areas 
have already diminished local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of people who 
work in the film industry. Home values are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by 
hundreds of millions the tax revenue for the County of Los Angeles. A new expanded terminal 
will give all the monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to 
the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding with the replacement 
terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose 
the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Brent Schenk 
11496 Laurelcrest Drive 
Studio City, CA 91604 

1 
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February 25, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I have lived in 
Sherman Oaks for over 20 years and am one of many people suffering 
under the flight paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or 
environmental study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted my life 
and my work. Extremely noisy jets have startled me and my family 
and they have woken us up at unreasonable hours, such as after 
1 Opm and before 7am. I run my small business from my home and 
these increased disruptions are impeding my work flow and 
causing anxiety. 
When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional , 
insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage 
of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from 
BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined 
with the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the 
noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at 
least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are 
severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that 
will further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates 
that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the 
Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet 
refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis 
of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is 
endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly 
without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, 

/fiD IE & /Ell \YI IE fill 
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more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FM m aves 
the flight paths out of our protected parkland! 
The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of 
our toca, economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already 
diminished local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of 
people who work in the fHm industry. Home values are dropp[ng which 
in turn •s potentially reducing by hundreds of millions. tax revenues for 
the City of Los Angeres. A new~ expanded terminal wiH give all the 
monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and 
pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths, 
before proceeding with the replacement tennina1! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local 
Quiet Skies groups! I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Monique Schenk 



 

February 27, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank 
Airport. I live in Studio City and am one of many 
people suffering under the flight paths that were 
changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental 
study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted my life 
and my work.When I invested in my neighborhood, we 
had only occasional, insignificant air traffic. Now, the 
noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 
260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night 
from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes 
of the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our 
hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be 
widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts 
for at least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so 
close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must not 
allow the terminal expansion because that will further 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 342, 
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increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet 
particulates that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in 
the midst of the Santa Monica Mountains National 
Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that 
remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the 
metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of 
safety and efficiency, is endangering our protected 
parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without 
conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. 
The new, more efficient, expanded terminal must not 
proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our 
protected parkland! 
The film industry is an important part of our 
communities and a driver of our local economy. The 
current unauthorized flight paths have already 
diminished local filming and threaten the studios and 
thousands of people who work in the film industry. 
Home values are dropping which in turn is potentially 
reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the 
City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give 
all the monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and 
export all the noise and pollution to the City of Los 
Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before 
proceeding with the replacement terminal! 



C 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those 
submitted by our local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the 
replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Catherine Schick 
3654 Goodland Ave 



 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in 
Toluca Lake and am one of many people suffering under the flight 
paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or 
environmental study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted my 
life and my work. (EXPLAIN HERE HOW THE PATHS HAVE 
DISRUPTED YOU AND YOUR FAMILY PERSONALLY AND 
WHY YOU DON'T WANT A NEW TERMINAL THAT WILL 
INCREASE NOISE AND POLLUTION. INCLUDE STORIES 
ABOUT WORK, SCHOOL, YOUNG CHILDREN, SLEEP 
DEPRIVATION, ANXIETY, DIMINISHED HEALTH, ELDERLY, 
ETC.} 
When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, 
insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a 
barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day 
and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of 
the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and 
canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and 
create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health 
effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must 
not allow the terminal expansion because that will further increase 
the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the 
ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of 
the Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the 
few quiet refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in 
the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety 
and efficiency, is endangering our protected parkland and wildlife 
habitat, and admittedly without conducting any Environmental 
Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 342, 
345, 390, 391, 393, 478, 479, 481 



must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our 
protected parkland! 
The film industry is an important part of our communities and a 
driver of our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths 
have already diminished local filming and threaten the studios and 
thousands of people who work in the film industry. Home values 
are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of 
millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, 
expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of 
Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City of Los 
Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding 
with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our 
local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at 
BUR. 
Thank you, 

Laura Scuticchio '- S::..,.-\lcc-Q,._<o ~.l1 
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From. Andrea & Michael Sher ma.sner21 _,yma1l.t:om 
~ubject: Burbank Airport and FAA flight path. 

Date: January 29, 2019 at 5:14 PM 
To: 

My name is Andrea Sher and my husband Michael and I have been living 
on Goodland Ave in Studio City for over 33 years. 

Burbank Airport is used by millions of people from all over Los Angeles 
and we personally find it very convenient and manageable. 

' 
We're sure that many people here tonight are among the millions of 
passengers who would agree. 

However, since the flight path has been changed and narrowed to what 
we are all experiencing today, with the constant lower flying planes, 

our quality of life has been drastically affected, by among other things, the 
noise and the pollution. 

Just as people from all over Los Angeles take advantage of the 
convenience of the Burbank Airport, we feel that the flight path should be 
over a 

much larger area so that no one community should be affected, but we 
should all share this equally. 
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Fwd: Article about Van Nuys but what about Studio City? https://mail.aol.com/webmail-std/en-us/PrintMessage 

1 of 1 

From: Barbara Shore <forshore@aol.com> 

To: forshore <forshore@aol.com> 

Subject: Fwd: Article about Van Nuys but what about Studio City? 

Date: Fri, Mar 1, 2019 9:19 am 

COPY-UF EU-AIL SENT 2/28 RE FAA DECIS ION TO DESTROY STUDIO CITY ! " 

-----Original Message-----
F rom: Barbara Shore <forshore@aol.com> 
To: Mike.N.Feuer <Mike.N.Feuer@lacity.org>; mayor.garcetti <mayor.garcetti@lacity.org>; Assemblymember.Nazarian 
<Assemblymember.Nazarian@assembly.ca.gov>; paul.krekorian <paul.krekorian@lacity.org>; brad.sherman 
<brad.sherman@mail.house.gov>; 9-awa-noiseombudsman <9-awa-noiseombudsman@faa.gov>; faviola.garcia 
<faviola.garcia@faa.gov> 
Cc: info <info@studiocityforquietskies.com>; uproarla <uproarla@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thu, Feb 28, 2019 2:04 pm 
Subject: Fwd: Article about Van Nuys but what about Studio City? 

To everyone on this email list: 

When I just read this article (see link below) about Van Nuys airport and the support they are getting from the City Council 
against the FAA, I felt anger. Anger because, while I know there are a lot of people taking up our cause against the FAA's new 
departure path over Studio City, I feel our elected officials have let us down. 

While I'm sure those affected by Van Nuys airport are upset, let's keep in mind they have nowhere near the number of 
departures nor the size of the jets that Burbank airport does. 

What's happening over my Studio City home (on Colfax near Ventura) is beyond what words can describe. At various points of 
the day, there are deafening flights every minute flying low and climbing noisily over my roof. One after another after another. 
Dropping cancer causing jet fuel all over us. Including children. 

And now Burbank wants to expand (and we all know that's what is really going on even though they call it other names)? That 
would be laughable, except it is so sad. 

How can our elected officials allow our neighborhood to be destroyed? I shake my head and wonder. And, I wonder how 
much more of this I can take before I pack up after 40 years and just leave. Shame on all of them for allowing this to happen to 
us. 

If this doesn't change, certainly no one on this list will ever get my vote again. I can assure you of that. We are your people, 
and we need your help. 

Barbara Shore 

-----Original Message-----
F rom: Barbara <forshore@aol.com> 
To: forshore <forshore@aol.com> 
Sent: Thu, Feb 28, 2019 1 :39 pm 

600 Percent Rise in Noise Complaints Near Van Nuys Airport Leads to City Council Motion Addressing FAA 
http://on.ktla.com/9mrUH 

Sent from my iPhone 

3/1/2019, 9:20 AM 
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From: Barbara Shore <forshore@aol.com> 
Date: January 22, 2019 at 5:03:25 PM PST 
To: info@studiocityforguietskies.com 
Subject: Re: Comments re Burbank Airport 

Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager 
Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear Burbank Airport: 

How dare you even consider this expansion when the entire South Valley Community has shown you how 
you have ruined our neighborhoods, impacted our health, and destroyed our quality of life with this 
NextGen nonsense from the FAA. You can tell us that this is not your fault, and that it is the FAA, but you 
haven't fought for us one bit. I hold you equally responsible. 

I hope our community will engage in a rigorous campaign to stop this expansion. Your airport is in the 
middle of residential neighborhoods. You should have thought of that long ago. The development of the 
valley was allowed to happen, making you only able to be a secondary airport at best. Your intention to 
expand is wrong on so many levels. I will join my neighbors to fight this expansion with every breath I 
take. And, I will continue to assist in the fight against your and the FAA's invasion of our communities. 

Shame on you! 

Barbara Shore 
Studio City 
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February 19, 20i 9 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite i 50 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live 
in Studio City and am one of many people suffering under the flight 
paths that were changed in early 20i 7 without notice 
or an environmental study. The flight paths have seriously 
disrupted my life and my work. I have had to begin wearing ear 
plugs due to sound sensitivity, and my weekends are no longer the 
critical respite time that I needed to decompress from working all 
week long. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, 
insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a 
barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day 
and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of 
the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and 
canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and 
create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health 
effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must 
not allow the terminal expansion because that will further increase 
the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the 
ground. 

A new, expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to 
the cities of Burbank, Glendale, and Pasadena, but Studio City and 
other nearby neighborhoods in Los Angeles will bear the burden 
of all the noise and pollution. The FAA must move the paths before 
proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

Comments 258, 260, 300, 
305, 345, 390, 391, 479 



It is my understanding that airplanes both take off and land into the 
wind, and flights are currently only landing towards the east, when 
they could, in fact, take off in the same direction, towards/over the 
cities of Burbank, Glendale, and Pasadena. Therefore, this would 
be a good opportunity to create two parallel runways, rather than 
having one go in a North-South direction, which is unnecessary. 
Saving money for the airlines should not trump the quality of life for 
local citizens who gain no benefit from this airport. 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our 
local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at 
BUR unless my suggestion above is implemented. 

Sincerely, 

Helene Shoval 
4312 Camellia Avenue 
Studio City, CA 91604 



 

February 22, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in 4032 Goodland Avenue Studio 
City, CA 91604 and am one of many people suffering under the flight paths that were changed in 
early 2017 without notice or environmental study. 

The flight paths have seriously disrupted my life and my work. It is unbelievable how much noise 
is emitted from the jets as they take off over our home as it is incredibly disruptive. 

They fly so low, I can actually see their landing gear! This can't be good for the safety of our 
neighborhoods! 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air traffic. Now, the 
noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day 
and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with the 
higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and 
create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so close to the 
aircraft are severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that will further 
increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa Monica Mountains 
National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and 
wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is 
endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without conducting any 
Environmental Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed 
until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our protected parkland! 
The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of our local economy. The 
current unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local filming and threaten the studios 
and thousands of people who work in the film industry. Home values are dropping which in turn is 
potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, 
expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise 
and pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding 
with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose 
the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Ron Shulem 
4032 Goodland Avenue 
Studio City, CA 91604 
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February 25, 2019 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. We have 
lived in Studio City for 47 years and are among many people suffering 
under the flight paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or 
environmental study. 

The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with the higher elevation 
of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely 
amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 
seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are 
severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because 
that will further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet 
particulates that fall to the ground. 

We are retired and the low flying aircraft is so loud it shakes our house 
and rattles our nerves ALL day starting at 5am and now into the night 
even after 1 OPM. It is extremely concerning as we are not able to get 
decent night's sleep anymore causing anxiety and nervousness. It is 
constant and unbearable mostly from BUR. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, 
insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage 
of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from 
BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. m [E ffi5 [E O W/ lE ml 
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The low alti1udes of the aircraft combined with the higher elevation 
of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely 
amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 
seconds. Heal1h effects of being so close to the ai re raft are 
severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because 
that wil I further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet 
particulates 1ha1 fall to the ground. 

Our hiUside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the 
Santa Monica Mountains Nationai Recreation Area,.one of the few quiet 
refug·es that remain for residents, visitorsJ and witdlife i'n the metropolis of 
Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is 
endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly 
without conducting any Envi ran mental Studies for our area. The new, 
more efficient, expanded term jnal must not proceed unti I the FAA 
moves the flight paths out of ourgrotected parkland! 

The fiIm industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of 
our local economy. The current unauthorized ftight paths have already 
diminished local filming and threaten the studros and thousands of 
people who work in the fi Im industry. Home values are dropping which ,n 
turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of mi 11 ions, tax revenues for the 
City of Los Angeles. A new1 expanded terminal wm give all the monetary 
benefit to the City of Burbank and export al I the noise and pollution to the 
City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before 
proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local 
Quiet Skies groups, ,I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Dennis & Annette Skinner 
3900 Carpenter Ct. 
Studio City, CA 91604 
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February 24, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. ! live in Colfax 
Meadows and am one of many people suffering under the flight paths that were 
changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental study. The flight paths 
have seriously disrupted my life and my work. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air 
traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 
aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from BUR and VNY, primarily 
BUR The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our 
hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and create 
a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so 
close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion 
because that will further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet 
particulates that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa 
Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that 
remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The 
FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is endangering our protected 
parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without conducting any 
Environmental Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal 
must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our protected 
parkland! 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of our local 
economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local 
filming and threaten the studios and thousands of people who work in the film 
industry. Home values are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by 
hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded 
terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the 
noise and pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths 
before proceeding with the re.placement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies 
groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR 

Jay Sonbolian 
4129 Camellia Ave 
Studio City, CA 91604 



 

From: Leon Sturman <leon.sturman@gmail.com> 
Date: Sat, Jan 26, 2019 at 9:43 AM 
Subject: Burbank Airpo1t 
To: <UproarLA@gmail.com> 

Having a airport in the middle of the city is ludicrous to begin with. Thousands of homes are in the flight path 
of takeoffs and landings. Instead of expansion Burbank airpo1t should be winding down and closing their 
facilities. The "new" airport should be built in the areas north of the valley out of the way of housing. Expansion 
is dangerous .. .increased air traffic would ultimately make living in the city/valley more difficult and unhealthy. 
Do not expand. Close the airport after a new one is built out of density populated areas. 

Leon Stmman 
Shennan Oaks 

1 
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February 19, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 

Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 

777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 

El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Studio 

City and am one of many people suffering under the flight paths that 

were changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental study. The 

flight paths have seriously disrupted my life and my work. 

I have two young children who have trouble sleeping because of the 

noise during the day and I have had numerous work calls disrupted from 

it as well. The new terminal will increase noise and pollution and 

adversely affect the health and well-being of my entire family. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, 

insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage 

of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from 

BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined 

with the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the 
noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at 

least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are 

severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that 

will further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates 
that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the 

Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet 
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refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis 

of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is 

endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly 

without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, 

more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves 

the flight paths out of our protected parkland! 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of 

our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already 

diminished local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of 

people who work in the film industry. Home values are dropping which 

in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for 

the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the 
monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and 

pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths 
before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local 

Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Jennifer Sunderland 

11533 Dilling Street 

Studio City, CA 91604 



 
 

To: 1v1r. David F. Cuslling 

Manager, Los Angeles Airports District: Office, LAX-600 

777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 •l 

El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, . 

! oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Studio City (up in the hills) 

and am one of many people suffering under the flig'ht paths that were changed in early 2017 

without notice or environmental study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted my life and 

iT1y work. 

Wilen i invested ir. my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air trafiic. Now, the 

noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the 

day and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined 

v,1ith the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be vvidely 

' ampiified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health effects of 

being so ciose to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion 

because that will further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall 

to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the rnidst of the Santa Monica 

Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that remain for residents, 

visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and · 

efficiency, is endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without 

conducting any Environmental Studies for our a.ea. The new, morn efficient, expanded 

terminal must not proceed until tl1e FP..A moves the flig,1t patl1s out of our protected 

parkland! 

The fiim industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of our local economy. 

The current unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local filming and threaten the 

studios and thousands of people who work in the film industry. Home values are dropping 

which in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of rnillions, tax revenues for the City of Los 

I Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of Burbank 

I and expor.t ali the noise and pollution to the Cit}, of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the 

I paths before proceedlng w1ti1 the replacament teiminaH 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies groups, I 

oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Julie Sweeney 

(Long time Resident of Studio City, mother of t,No) 

11650 \/alleycrest Road 

Studio City, CA 91604 
ulE~If IlWif 
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02/28/19 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear Mr. Cushing, FAA/Burbank Airport, 

~[E~[EQ\Y][E~ 

lfil FEB 2 8 2019 ! 
By 

I strongly oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. The Burbank 
flight departure paths, that as of March 2017, began flying over my home have 
seriously disrupted my life in Studio City. 

I bought my Studio City home in 2013 and there was minimal aircraft traffic or jet 
noise. I lived in what was a peaceful canyon neighborhood, but that changed in 
March of 2017. Due to the FAA changing the Burbank departure flights, all of a 
sudden there were hundreds of jets flying over my neighborhood mostly under 
4000 feet altitude all day long. Now I hear jet noise constantly - it's the first thing 
I hear when I wake up, the first thing I hear when I come home from work and the 
last thing I hear when I go to sleep. I don't enjoy using my backyard anymore or 
leaving my windows open because of the constant noise and jet pollution that 
now rains down on my home. Image how you would feel if this happened to your 
home! 

Before March of 2017, I did not file one single complaint about aircraft noise 
since it was never an issue. Since March of 2017 I have filed noise complaints 
constantly due to the amount of aircraft noise. The Airnoise stats (Airnoise.io) 
coming from Studio City (zip code 91604) are 44,100 for the last 30 days! 
People in Studio City have taken the time to file 44,100 complaints about 
Burbank jet noise! 

The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, 
and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and create a 
rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so close 
to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion 
because that will further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet 
particulates that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa 
Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that 
remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The 
FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is endangering our protected 
parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without conducting any 
Environmental Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal 
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must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our protected 
parkland! 

Home values are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of 
millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will 
give all the monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and 
pollution to the City of Los Angeles. 

The FAA must find a solution to move the paths back to where they were before 
proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies 
groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. · 

Please see attachements on next page for jet noise on a typical morning and 
monthly stats. 

~~WOhJ 
Sincerely, 
Geraldine Symon 
4040 Goodland Avenue 
Studio City, CA 91604 
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February 24, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Sherman Oaks 
and am one of many people suffering under the flight paths that were changed in 
early 2017 without notice or environmental study. 

The flight paths have seriously disrupted my life and my work. We are not able 
to work at home, sleep soundly or be outside in our yards because of the 
consistent barrage of noise at all times of the day and night. The planes 
are flying so incredibly low and are taking off overhead at such regularity 
that it is impossible to take a break from them anywhere in my home! You 
can hear them in every nook and cranny of my house and this just began 
with the changes in early 2017 WITHOUT NOTICE. 

When we moved into the neighborhood in 2005, we had only occasional, 
insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more 
than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from BUR and VNY, 
primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with the higher 
elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely 
amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds. As you 
very well know, health effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe!!!!!!! 

The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that will further 
increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the 
ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa 
Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that 
remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The 
FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is endangering our protected 
parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without conducting any 
Environmental Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal 
must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our protected 
parkland! 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of our local 
economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local 
filming and threaten the studios and thousands of people who work in the film 
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industry. Home values are dropping which, in turn, is potentially reducing by 
hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. 

A new, expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of Burbank 
and export all the noise and pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must 
move the paths before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies 
groups, I vehemently oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. We are fighting 
now, but have only just begun to make our collective voices heard. This. Is. Not. 
RIGHT. 

Sincerely, 

KRISTEN TARNOL 
13423 Rand Drive 
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423 



 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office 
777 S. Aviation Blvd., Suite 150 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

February 20, 2019 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Studio City and am 
one of many people suffering under the flight paths that were changed in early 2017 
without notice or environmental study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted my life 
and my work. My daughter is in school in Studio City and is constantly disrupted by the 
loud airplanes flying above her school during the day. In the afternoons while she is 
trying to do homework she is constantly interrupted by planes flying overhead. At times 
it feels like the airplane is so close that it shakes our entire home. Late evenings when 
we are attempting to sleep we often lay awake because of the loud airplane noise and 
are other times awoken from sleep because of them. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air traffic. 
Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at 
all hours of the day and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of 
the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, 
cause the noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 
90 seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must 
not allow the terminal expansion because that will further increase the health risk from 
noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa Monica 
Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that remain for 
residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the 
guise of safety and efficiency, is endangering our protected parkland and wildlife 
habitat, and admittedly without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The 
new, more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight 
paths out of our protected parkland! 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of our local 
economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local filming 
and threaten the studios and thousands of people who work in the film industry. Home 
values are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax 
revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the 
monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City 
of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding with the 
replacement terminal! 

By 
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For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies 
groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Tam Tenley 
11229 Laurie Drive 
Studio City, CA 91604 



 

February 28, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

In view of the current problems that have been caused by Next Gen flight paths, the 
dramatic effect on our lives, the ruination of the environment, the toxic fuel emissions 
and particulate matter that falls to earth due to the low altitudes, the ridiculous and 
continuous noise levels from early morning to late at night, the lack of consultation, lack 
of compensatory consideration, lack of consideration for the public well-being generally, 

· and the intractable, secretive, difficult, elusive, misleading and generally rule-flaunting 
activities we have witnessed perpetuated by the FAA and the local airports over the past 
two years, I can only object, and oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank 
Airport. When you stop trying to destroy the environment and people's right to live 
peaceful happy lives we may reconsider. Until then, please stop. See below for more 
facts. 

Sincerely 

Eric Theiss 
3446 Coy Dr 
Sherman Oaks 
CA91423 

FURTHER FACTS FOR CONSIDERATION FOR BURBANK'S NEW EXPANDED 
TERMINAL 

The following impact analysis will show that BUR's "replacement" terminal is essentially 
an "expansion" that will result in increased operations and efficiency such that it will 
significantly increase noise and pollution to the surrounding communities. According to 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the FAA must consider all cumulative 
impacts of the proposed terminal expansion. 

This proposed Expanded Terminal represents a profound threat to our LA Valley 
communities. Through cumulative actions taken by FAA/BUR, our communities and 
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protected parklands have been fundamentaHy degraded - severely reducing quality of 
life by massively tncreasing noise and pollution. The proposed Expanded Terminal at 
Burbank wm guarantee increased effi.ciency, even without adding more gates. That 
means more flights, larger jets and jets flying even closer together. The proposed 
Expanded Terminal will add significantly to the numerous cumulative negative impacts 
we are aiready experiencing under the disastrous 2017 change In flight path that 
occurred without notice or environmental study1 resulting in more than 260 overt! ights 
per day. We cannot allow the pmposed Expanded Terminal to go forward without 
fundamental and comprehensive changes in the flight path1 protection of our 
communities and parklands. and limits on airport growth and operations. 

FAAtS Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must define the icAff·ected Area" to include 
the footprint of procedures overflying the noise~ensitive hillside communities of Studio 
City, Sherman Oaks, and Encino, and the protected 4(f) Santa Monica Mountains. AH 
Envlronmentai Resource Categories should be evaluated and analyzed in the ~Affected 
Area" thus defined. 

Cumulative Future Impacts Directly Resulti:ng From Proposed Expanded Terminaf: 

---The terminal expansion must not be considered ,in a vacuum. N:EPA requires that the 
FAA evaluate the impact of its action (replacing the terminaJ) 1'when added to other past, 
present~ and reasonably foreseeably future actions, 11 whether direct or indirect (40 CFR 
1508.7, 1508.8). The impact the proposed Expanded Terminal wiH have must be 
considered along with aH other cumulative impacts. 

"The proposed Expanded Terminal, with its greater slze, inoreased amenRies1 and 
improved airside f aciltties, wiH increase efficiencyl allow for processing of more 
passengers, and result in a greater number of flights and larger jets . 

..The proposed Expanded Terminal is expected to have the same number of gates (14) 
as the exjsting termrnat. However, with its increased size, it is reasonabtry foreseeable 
that more gates wiH be added in the future, and therefore must be considered as a 
cumulative impact. AU it would take to expand beyond 14 gates Is approval by the City 
of Burbank. T11e City of Los Angeles woukl have no say in the matter. 

*The FAA is underestimating its impact on our communities and underestimating future 
growthr Although passengers (enplanements} at Burbank Airport (BUR) have increased 
28% over the last 3 years (11.7% of that in 2018 alone), the FAA is projecting growth 
from 2019 through 2029 at only 1.2% to 2% annual y. These projecttons are simply not 
credible. In fact, in marketing materials, BUR touts that growth is exptosive~ stating! 11the 
airline industry ls only now beginning to fuUy recover from the Great R ecession11 ( LA 
Curbed Article 2/7/19}. The proposed state-of-the-art Expanded Terminal wm further 
increase passenger numbers, thereby multiplying the cumulative impacts on 
the Affected Areas. 



*BUR estimates that the proposed Expanded Terminal wlll cost $1.24 btHion, 
significantly increased from the originally estimated $400 million. To increase revenue! 
as they must do, BUR will increase capacity by bringing in more passengers in larger 
jets. Largerj heavier jets wiH make slower turns, driving the aircraft even further south~ 
thereby contributing to increased future cumulative impacts and danger to the Affected 
Areas. 

"'Expanded Cargo FacifiUes will encourage more cargo jets creating heavier~ sl,ow-to-, 
gain-altitude jets that are not subject to curfew, thereby flying over noise sensitive areas 
late at night and early in the morning. 

"'Expanded General Aviation Facmties wm encourage more general aviation aircraft: that 
are not subject to curfewf thereby flying over no·ise sensitive areas late at night and 
early in the morning. 

Metroplex and Cumulative Impacts: 

"'Proposed Expanded Terminal process. must be halted until all cumulative actions 
taken by FAA/BUR that have already severely impacted Affected Areas are mitigated 
and alternatives are found. 

"'Previous cumulative actions taken by FAA/BUR that must be considered in 
combination with the proposed Expanded Terminal include, but are not limited to, the 
following: 

•The current, unauthorized departure procedures implemented in 2017 at same time 
as Metropfex; 

-Proposed departure procedures OROSZ TH REE AND SLAPP TWO; 
-Skyrocketing passenger and operations growth at both BUR and Van Nuys Airport 

(VNY); 
~Changes in flight path at nearby VNY; 
-Impending closure of Santa Monica Airport that has created increased operations at 

BUR and VNY; and 
-increase in helicopter traffic that must fly below the jets from both BUR and VN~ 

creating a stacldng effect. 

All of the above actions currently contribute to, and wtll continue to contribute to, 
increased cumulative impacts 011 residents, students, local business, fHm industry, and 
parklands that are under the narrow~ focused flight path. 

"'The FANs EnV1ronmental Impact Statement (EIS) must not claim a baseline that 
includes the currently flown unstudied and undisciosed departure procedures introduced 
in 2017.. To do so would constitute a false baseHne. To do an accurate comparison, the 
FAA must use pre-Metroplex conditions as a baseline to compare the impacts that the 
proposed Expanded Terminal would have on the environment and surrounding 



wu has already been determined by an independent analysis conducted by Landrum & 
Brown that the BUR flight paths shifted south in a concentrated path over the Affected 
Areas. Thiis change in ~light track occurr,ed in early 2017 without notice or environmentai 
study. Prior to 2017, there was only occasional jet noise. Now there is a constant, 
disruptive, low, loud jet disruption in our formerly tranquil, hillside neighborhoods. The 
proposed Expanded Termrnal will amplify these Impacts that the FAA/BUR has failed to 
address/mitigate despite intense and widespread public controversy. 

wBUR proposed procedures SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE would make pennanent 
the current path that FAA/8 UR began vectoring in March 201 7. without notice or 
environmental study, over the Affected Areas. BUR has stated that the FAA is planning 
to do an Environmental Analysis (EA) as a result of •extreme public outcry. Such EA is 
expected to take 12-18 months. The proposed Expanded Terminal must be put on hoid 
NOW and not proceed until the FAA completes its process. 

''Throug,h iits own analysis, VNY reports an inoreased number of departures by 35% 
since 2016. It has also moved departure path HARYS TWO south and east (with 
institution of waypoint PPRRY in May 2018) to traverse the same portion of the Santa 
Monica Mountains that BUR currently impacts by its departures; and that the proposed 
departure procedures SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE wiU continue to impact by 
adding waypoints JAYTE and TEAGN. The proposed Expanded Terminal) must not 
proceed until these paths! already cumulatively impacting Affected Areas, are chang,ed. 
and paths consistent with Section 175 of the FAA Reauthorization Act are explored. 

11 Both BUR and VINY estimate a projected 15% jncrease per year sn air traffic, which will 
,contribute signittcanUy to the current rur noise over the Affected Areas. The proposed 
Expanded Terminal wm compound these projections. 

*Santa Monica Airport ( S MO} shortened its runway tn 201 7 significantly reducing the air 
traffic out of that airport and causing more traffic to be routed to both VNY and BUR, 
thereby contriburtirng to the cumulative impacis in the Affected Areas. SMO's compfete 
closure is scheduled to occur in 2028 and will further increase the traffic, along wlth air 
and noise pollution, ,in the Affected Areas. 

Public Controversy: 

¥fhe Expanded Tenninal has a cumu~ative, compounding effect on FAA prior actions 
(the current flight path and proposed procedures) that have been demonstrated to be 
"hrgh:ly controversial! on ,environmental gmunds" under NEPA Rule 1050 1 F 5-2 (1 O). 
Highly controversial is denned as "opposition on environmental grounds to an action 1 by 
a Federal, state or local government agency, or by a ... a substantial number of the 
persons affected by such action .... ~ Such opposition occurred during the comment 
period for the proposed procedures, SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE, ending 
November 18, 2018 as exhfbtted by the protests of thousands o,f community members 
(evidenced by the Petition signed by almost 3,500 people and climbtng)~ 396,000+ noise 
complaints fited, the opposition of current paths and proposed procedures by elected 



November 1st 2018 as exhibrted by the protests of thousands of community members 
(evidenced by the Petition signed by almost 3,500 people and climbing): 396,000+ noise 
complaints fUedj the opposition of current paths and proposed procedures by elected 
local, state. and federat officials: the opposition by Burbank Airport itself; the over­
capacity turnout at the Dctobe r 1 8, 2018 Burbank-Gl;endaJe-Pasadena Airport Authority 
meeting, high public turnout at FAA Workshops on November 7/Bj 201st and blanket 
press coverage. Public Controversy continues during the comment period for BUR 
Expanded Terminal with high pubtic turnout at the Pub 1ic Scoping meeting on January 
29, 2019. and a Petition opposing the Expanded Terminal' so far signed by more than 
1 ,200 people. 

Impacts to Protected 4(f) Parkland: 

*Under Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act. the FAA must 
avoid potential impacts to ••publicly owned parks, recreation areas (including 
recreational trails), wildHfe and water fowl refuges, or public and private historic 
propemes11 (23 SFR 774). The FAA is required to look at aH other alternatives to avotd 
overflying 4(f) protected parkland and has failed to do so. The new, more efficient 
Expanded Terminal must not move forward untn the FAA abides by this statutory law 
and finds alternatives to the cumulative actions already taken by FAA/BUR. Viable 
alternatives have already been presented to the FAA in a comment letter by the City of 
Los Angeles1 dated November 16i 2018, that the FAA has failed to consider thus far. 
The Expanded Terminal wilf further degrade our public parklands - our quiet refuge from 
noisy city life. It will negatively impact the already dwindling wildlife and increase fire risk 
in an area where ingress and egress by emergency vehicles is severely limited. 
Mountains Recreation & Conseivation Authority and Santa Monica Mountains 
Conservancy consider 11qufet to be a critical component of the natural lands visitation 
experience11 (SMMC Letter 1 /28/19). The Expanded Terminal combined with other 
actions taken by FAA/BUA ,.contribute to a continuaHy increasing levef of impacts 
inconsfstent with the recreational and quiet refuge values of the affected natural 
parl<lands11 ($MMC Letter 1128/19). 

Mountainous Topography Amplifies AU Cumulative Impacts: 

"Hillside/canyon acoustics exacerbate noise. Many of those in the Affected Areas Hve in 
the Santa Monica Mountain range and foothills at elevations of BOO to weH over 1000 
feet, thereby making aircrafts 1 effective Above Ground level (AGL) altitude lower than if 
overflying flat land. Noise concentrates in bowl~like canyons and sustains and bounces 
off mounitains in all direeitions, creatin:91more noise for everyone, even spi l~i n:g and 
deflecting to neighborhoods outside the Immediate hillside area. The FAA/BUR has 
failed to consider this aggravating circumstance when takrng previously cumulative 
actions to re-route low-flying jets over this type of terrain and must consider, study, and 
measure the unique topography when considering how the Expanded Terminal wHI 
further amptify already devastating cumul1ative noise impacis .. 

Wind and Weather Impacts: 



*Wind and weather paths are tncreasing y becoming tile norm. Wind Day Paths bring 
arrivals o,ver affected communities instead of departures. Extremely low land ng 
altitudes over terrain with many obstacles increase danger to airrcraft and passengers as 
weU as to those on the ground. Significant h eatth risks are magnified. The efficiency of 
the state-of-the-art Expanded Termtnaf will increase the frequency of ,ow alutude 
arrivals and contribute to an already dangerous action taken by FAA/BUR. 

Safety Impacts: 

*Increasingly, simuHaneous departures and arrivals, often within 1,200 feet of each 
other, are occurring over mountainous terrain. This practice contributes to and 
significanUy worsens the dangerous cumurative safety impacts and the weIfare of our 
communities. The new, more efficient Expanded Termlnal will increase this 
phenomenon. It wm also increase the sheer number and frequency of aircraft traversing 
the mountains at lower altitudes, thereby compounding the probability that a crash wiB 
occur over dry parkland t creating catastrophic urban wHdfi.res, that wilJ spread th rough 
the Santa Monica Mountains. Lack of ingress and egress through the tenaiin make it 
impossible for emergency vehicles to pass. This is exceedingly reckl.ess and constitutes 
a dereliction of Ile FAA1s obligation to society. 

Health Impacts: 

"'The new, more efficient Expanded Terminal will increase the already burdensome 
cumulaUve negative heaIth effects from constant, Jow-flying jets over elevated terrain 
that degrade air quality and cause serious health problems: 

-Health effec~ of jet pollution are severe. Jet fuel emissions are a toxic stew of 
benzene and hazardous chemicals. At or below 3,000 feet (mixing level), particulates 
faH to the,ground rather than being absorbed in the atmosphere. Fine particulate 
emiss{ons are dangerous and cause respiratory disease, heart disease and 
cancer. ChUdren and the elderly are 11 sensitive receptors 'r and are most susceptible. Air 
qualtty degradation will be increased, threatentng the health of reslde nts, students, and 
visitors. The greater the voI u me and frequency of jet overflights, the greater the 
poHution. and the greater the oumulative h eaith risk. 

-Health effects of noise are severe. According to the World Health Organizat ion and 
a Columbta University study, noise has been proven to cause he,art and lung disease, 
strokes and even reduce [ongevity. The greater the volume and frequency of jet over 
flights, the greater the cumulative health risk. 

-Noise increases disruption In schools and interferes with students' ability to learn. 
Hillside schools are not designed to be under a flight path. They were not built near a 
freeway and therefore do not have soundproofing, tr,iple paned windows, or air filtration. 
Rltght frequency due to the htgher efficiency of the proposed Expanded Terminal wm 



increase cumulative impacts already suffered by our ch",ldren as a result of previous 
actions taken by FAA/BUR. 

Economic Impacts: 

"'The new, more efficient Expanded Termtnal will increase the economic loss already 
expertenced in the Affected Areas. 

-Negative effects on local businesses and r,estaurants wiU increase. 

-The film industry centered in Studio City is already disappearing due to current 
unauthorized flight paths that a New Terminal would exacerbate. TV and film shoots in 
Studio City and Sherman Oaks - a critical' part of our local economyt with CBS 
Television Studios a huge contributor of jobs and focal tax revenues - would be severe~y 
affected by the Expanded Terminal. Crews already have to 11 hold a shot•r every 90 
seconds as a flight passes due to other cumulative actions already taken by FAA/BUR. 
Many on~location shoots are simpJy moving elsewhere due to the constant noise. 

-Home vallues have aliready been impacted and are on the decline. Cumulativer,y, 
thts, in turn, causes a massive reduction tn tax revenues to the City of Los Angel'es. 

Construction Environmental Impacts: 

*Residents near BUR and along the soil export route have grave concerns about vast 
amounts of contaminated soHs traversing their neighborhoods, potentially exposing 
them to dangerous materials. Residents near BUR also have concerns about the growth 
of the ai.rpo rt, as weU as increasad traffic surrounding the airport,. and ai1r pollution from 
traffic. 

Mitigation: 

*Based on prior actions taken by FAA/BUR, mitigation of harm must be implemented 
before plans for the proposed termrnal can continue. The damaging and unreasonable 
cumulative impacts resulting from BU A/FAA action, as evidenced by widespread public 
controversy, must be addressed and resolved. Meanwhile, all plans for the proposed 
Expanded Terminal must immediately cease. 

-FAA must address and consider request from BUR to use Section 175 of the FAA 
Reauthorization Act to create dispersed lateral tracks away from the 4(f) protected 
Santa Monica Mountains. Use of Section 175 has the support of the City of Los 
Angeles through its Resolution dated 2/5/t 9. 

-FAA must consider a fulrl 11 reset1' of BUR path to the historical dispersed path. 

Alternatives: 



-FM must consider a full 11resett1 of BUR path to the historical dispersed path. 

Alternatives: 

Other alternatives must be considered such as: 

f,Rerouting the flights east or southeast over Burbankj Glendale! and Pasadena. They 
are reaping the profits from the atrport but are not sharing in ANY of the air noise and 
poHution. Los Ange les receives all the negative impacts with no reward or profit. 

frRedesign by modifying and regrading the 15/33 Runway so it can be regularly used for 
n orthem takeoffs. 

*Redesign considering a dedicated ~unway for Southwest Ainines, Burbank's largest 
carrier, to depart to the north. 

*Redesign Runways and Departures to accommodate departures on other runways 1 in 
other directions to reduce southwestern departures. 

,.,.Redesign Runways and "Wind" Arrival Procedures to provide alternatives to 
descending over mountainous terrain. 

"'Redesign runways to accommodate alternate procedures for some ~fess competent 
jets" that can't always complete their turns prior to the 101 freeway. 

"'Restoring the pre-NextGen historical 6-mile wide fJight path, proven safe for decades. 

"'Creating multi pie tracks and alternate tracks in ALL directions. Th ere !s webtrak 
ev ide nee of numerous successful northern departures by aH jets, as weII as eastern 
departures. 

''Transferring or shtfting so me of the General Aviation or cargo operations to another 
existing public airport { or airports) in Southern California. 

,.,.R eti rtng all Genera~ Aviation operations. The Expanded Terminal will encourage more 
General Aviation including large jets that are not subject to BURrs vo~untary curfew, and 
wrll therefore fJy over noise-sensitwe areas late at night and early in the morning. 

· *Retiring or reducing Cargo operations. The Expanded Terminal wHI encourage more 
cargo and heavier slow~to-gatn-altitude jets that are not subject to curfew, and wUI 
the ref ore fly over noise-sensitive areas late at night and early in the mom ing. 

"'Relocating the airport to a less populated area. The Expanded Terminal wHI have 
Metro link connections to Antelope Valfey and Ventura. These high-speed rail lines are 
two-way. A New Airport destgned to meet aH FAA standards could be located on the 
other end of either line tn a less densely popu)ated area. 
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If the Burbank Airport is at all interested in maintaining positive relations 
with its neighbors, I would respectfully request IMMEDIATE effort towards 
influencing the FAA to move flights paths OUR T of the protected Santa 
Monica Mountains. 

CHANGE THE FLIGHT PATTERN OR STOP THE BURBANK 
TERMINAL! 

Thank you, 

~o/h~ 
Rosemarie Thomas 

Rosemarie Kauper 4024 Dixie Canyon Avenue Sherman Oaks, CA 91423 
Phone (818) 907-6028 FAX (818) 907-6029 

Comments 260, 299, 300, 305, 342, 345 



 

Rosemarie Thomas 

February 18, 2019 

RE: Burbank Airport Expansion/ Noise 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I live in the San Fernando Valley, tucked up well into the Santa Monica 
Mountains. My life has changed significantly since the FAA implemented 
NextGen. 

Not only did the FAA impose NextGen onto valley residents without 
consultation but it did so without an environmental impact study to 
determine the effects of the flight patterns on Humans, wildlife, vegetation, 
FIRE safety ( especially for those of us living in a canyon), quality of life and 
mostly air quality. 

The aircraft sounds reverberate and echo in our once peaceful canyon. 

The waypoints established by the FAA force jets to make the apex of their 
turns directly over the hillside communities whose elevation is shockingly 
close to the aircraft heights. These planes are accelerating to gain altitude 
over our homes and with that maximal burning of jet fuel, they deposit 
harmful particulates onto our roofs, gardens, homes and into our lungs. 

I no longer walk and hike in my neighborhood, plant a vegetable garden, 
open my windows or sit in my back yard. I have had to double the strength 
of my inhaler since the new flight pattern started. 

Imagine not being able to open one's windows due to the jet fuel particulates 
and deafening noise! If we sit outside in our backyard, we have to stop 
talking when a plane goes over our house in order to hear each other. 

I am awakened at ALL hours of the night. I am forced to sleep with ear 
plugs and yet I still hear the planes. I am sleepless and exhausted. 

3662 Ventura Canyon Avenue· Sherman Oaks CA 91423 

Telephone 818/907/6029 · FAX 818/804/5121 

Email: rose@homeopathyway.com 

Comments 260, 299, 300, 305, 342, 345 



 

February 15, 2019 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I am writing this letter to communicate the dreadful and horrific impact the early 2017 flight path 

changes have had on my family, work and neighborhood. 

My family and I moved to Studio City in July of 2017, where we believed we had found our dream home, 

in a charming, quaint and peaceful neighborhood, a home with enough space to grow our family and a 

cozy backyard to enjoy the nice LA weather and sunshine and host pleasant friends and family 

gatherings. We worked hard to save enough money for a down payment, and it was all seemingly worth 

it. Since then, everything has changed. The neighborhood is destroyed. Our quality of life is destroyed. 

The constantly increasing volume of low altitude flights and countless number of helicopters flying 

above our heads night and day have caused tremendous stress and anxiety to my family. 

• Indoor life: Our fourteen month son has suffered from tremendous sleep deprivation since he was 

born, as the house and its windows constantly shake and rattle from the thunderous roaring engine 

noise penetrating the windows and walls, while helicopter propellers propagate the home creating a 

sharply increasing pulsating attack. We are constantly challenged to soothe and shield our son from 

these noises, which is typically a fruitless attempt as we can't keep up with the constant barrage of 

planes and helicopter. The noise is also harmful to our family dog, as dogs are well-known to have 

an acute and astute sense of hearing, further causing stress and anxiety. All our windows remain 

closed 24/7, irrespective of the weather outside, as the noise is absolutely intolerable. Even with the 

television on or music playing, the thunderous sounds penetrating our home disrupt and create 

havoc. Every time we see a plane, which is about every 2-3 minutes if not more, our stress and 

anxiety levels increase, which has proven to be detrimental to overall health. 

• Outdoor life: We no longer utilize our backyard, as we find the noise and the constant eyesore of 

planes flying above at 1,500 foot altitudes a huge nuisance and deterrent of peace and tranquility. 

Any dreams of hosting family gatherings our teaching our son to swim on our pool are now 

destroyed and shattered, thanks to the new flight paths. We also worry about jet fuel fumes being 

omitted and their potential long-term disastrous effects on our health. We used to take family walks 

around our neighborhood, but that no longer happens either. We used to take hikes at Fryman 

Canyon, but the nature and wildlife there are being jeopardized and harmed as well. Any sense of 

community has been destroyed. 

• Schools: One of the reasons we moved to Studio City was to one day send our child to the highly 

acclaimed Carpenter school, as we paid quite the premium to live in our neighborhood for such a 

privilege. This is another dream that has been destroyed, as we do not want to expose our son and 

future children to the noise and air pollution from flights flying directly above the schools at 

extremely low altitudes. We've heard the complaints and concerns from current Carpenter parents, 

and we are deeply troubled by the potential harmful impact and effects from the flights above. 

• Work: Working from home, which my wife and I have always done, is no longer an option, given that 

it's impossible to focus and be productive from the barrage of the superhighway of planes and 

Comments 260, 298, 300, 342, 
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helicopters above. We now spend more time working away from home and less time around our 

son. 

My family's experience is just one example of why making the proposed flight procedures permanent is 

unacceptable and will be challenged with greatest might and intensity of our community members. 

Studio City as we know it no longer exists. The flight paths have ruined our community, and the 

complete disregard of the FAA is shameful. We will not support the Burbank "Terminal Expansion", as 

this will further exacerbate the situation by accommodating larger planes and a greater frequency of 

flights, through its efficiencies, larger gates and longer runways. We ask that the proposed flight paths 

be rejected and changed immediately, as more viable and less detrimental options and alternatives be 

considered and evaluated. Only once this happens will we even consider supporting the Terminal 

Expansion. Until then, there will be no such support. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Shant & Selina Thomasian 

4312 Rhodes Avenue 

Studio City, CA 91604 



 

February 19, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Colfax 
Meadows, Studio City and am one of many people suffering under the 
flight paths that were changed in early 2017 without notice or 
environmental study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted my life 
and my work. In particular, it is scary to see planes so low over the 
Carpenter Community Charter School, Bridges Academy, and the local 
parks. 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, 
insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage 
of more than 200 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from 
BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined 
with the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the 
noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at 
least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are 
severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that 
will further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates 
that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the 
Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet 
refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis 
of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is 
endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly 
without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, 
more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves 
the flight paths out of our protected parkland! 
The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of 
our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 
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diminished local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of 
people who work in the film industry. Home values are dropping which 
in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for 
the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the 
monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and 
pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths 
before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local 
Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Melish Thompson 
4327 Beck Avenue, Studio City, CA 91604 



 

Dear FM/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Studio 
City and am one of many people suffering under the flight paths that were 
changed in 2017 without notice or environmental study. The flight 
oaths have seriously disrupted my life and my work, especially my health 
and the health ofmy family. 

My husband has an acute heart condition (Arrythmogenic Right Ventricular 
Dysplasia) which renders him unable to drive. Because of this, he is forced 
to work from home which means he will be directly impacted by increased 

_ flights from Burbank Airport traveling non-stop over our house. Increases 
in flights will disrupt his work, increasing his stress and thereby 
exacerbating his heart condition. He will experience increased anxiety and 
stress from the noise. and this will have a negative impact on his work, 
likely reducing his output and impacting his earning potential. We also 
have two young children ages four years old and just under two years old, 
and the potentially harmful chemicals from planes flying low over our 
house cou1d have deleterious effects on their health. My youngest has 
immune system defects and could be greatly impacted by the increase in 
flights. I suffer from an autoimmune disease called Achalasia that is 
progressive and could cause me to have flare ups due to the increased 
stress and anxiety from the constant disruptions of planes flying overhead. 
My family is already over stressed and needs to reduce anything that could 
aggravate our health and by extension our finances. 

When l invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant 
air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 
260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from BUR and VNY, 
primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with the higher 
elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be 
widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 
seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are 
severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that will 
further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall 
to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the 
Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet 
refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis of 
Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is 
endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly 
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without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, more 
efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves the 
flight paths out of our protected parkland! 

The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of 
our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already 
diminished local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of people 
who work in the film industry. Home values are dropping which in turn is 
potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the City of 
Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit 
to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City of 
Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding with 
the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet 
Skies groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR 
Sincerely, 

Leah Tighe 
12206 Hillslope St. 
Studio City, CA 91604 



 

February 26, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 

. El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport I live in Studio 
City and am one of many people suffering under the flight paths that 
were changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental study. The 
flight paths have seriously disrupted my life and my work, as I run a 
business out of my home. The noise is sometimes so loud from passing 
jets that it wakes me up in the middle of the night 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, 
insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage 
of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from 
BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of the aircraft combined 
with the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the 
noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at 
least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are 
severe. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that 
will further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates 
that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the 
Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet 
refuges that remain for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis 
of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is 
endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly 
without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, 
more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves 
the flight paths out of our protected parkland! 
The film industry is an important part of our communities and a driver of 
our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already 
diminished local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of 
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people who work in the film industry. Home values are dropping which 
in turn is potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for 
the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the 
monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and 
pollution to the City of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths 
before proceeding with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local 
Quiet Skies groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Rachel Tobias 
4436 Irvine Ave. 
Studio City, CA 91602 



 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

February 18, 2019 

re: Proposed Expanding Terminal at Burbank Airport 

The proposed Expanded Terminal represents a tremendous threat to our LA 
Valley communities. Through cumulative actions taken by FAA/BUR, our 
communities and protected parklands have been fundamentally degraded -
severely reducing quality of life by massively increasing noise and pollution. The 
proposed Expanded Terminal at Burbank will guarantee increased efficiency, 
even without adding more gates. That means more flights, larger jets and jets 
flying even closer together. The proposed Expanded Terminal will add 
significantly to the numerous cumulative negative impacts we are already 
experiencing under the disastrous 2017 change in flight path that occurred 
without notice or environmental study. We cannot allow the proposed 
Expanded Terminal to go forward without fundamental and comprehensive 
changes in the flight path, protection of our communities and parklands, 
and limits on airport growth and operations. 

FM'S Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must define the "Affected Area" 
to include the footprint of procedures overflying the noise-sensitive hillside 
communities of Studio City, Sherman Oaks, and Encino, and the protected 4(f) 
Santa Monica Mountains. All Environmental Resource Categories should be 
evaluated and analyzed in the "Affected Area" thus defined. 

Based on prior actions taken by FAA/BUR, mitigation of harm must be 
implemented before plans for the proposed terminal can continue. The 
damaging and unreasonable cumulative impacts resulting from BUR/FAA action, 
as evidenced by widespread public controversy, must be addressed and 
resolved. Meanwhile, all plans for the proposed Expanded Terminal must 
immediately cease. 

-FAA must address and consider request from BUR to use Section 175 of the 
FAA Reauthorization Act to create dispersed lateral tracks away from the 4(f) 
protected Santa Monica Mountains. Use of Section 175 has the support of the 
City of Los Angeles through its Resolution dated 2/5/19. 
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My family and I live in the area just north of this mountain area and can vouch 
for the major increase in air traffic directly overhead since 2017. It has drastically 
affect our lives, waking us up early in the mornings now and keeping me from 
doing my work that I've always done at my home studio space, costing me 
serious expense to do this recording work elsewhere. 

Other alternatives must be considered such as: 

Rerouting the flights or southeast over Burbank, Glendale, and 
Pasadena. They are reaping the profits from the airport but are not sharing in 
ANY of the air noise and pollution. Los Angeles receives all the negative 
impacts with no reward or profit. Create a "Share The Noise" approach that we 
all can feel good about. 

Redesign by modifying and regrading the 15/33 Runway so it can be 
regularly used for northern takeoffs. 

Redesign considering a dedicated Runway for Southwest Airlines, 
Burbank's largest carrier, to depart to the north. 

Redesign Runways and Departures to accommodate departures on other 
runways, in other directions to reduce southwestern departures. 

Redesign Runways and "Wind" Arrival Procedures to provide alternatives to 
descending over mountainous terrain. 

Redesign runways to accommodate alternate procedures for some "less 
competent jets" that can't always complete their turns prior to the 101 freeway. 

Restoring the pre-NextGen historical 6-mile wide flight path, proven safe 
for decades. 

Creating multiple tracks and alternate tracks in ALL directions. There is 
webtrak evidence of numerous successful northern departures by all jets, as 
well as eastern departures. 

Transferring or shifting some of the General Aviation or Cargo operations to 
another existing public airport (or airports) in Southern California. 

Retiring all General Aviation operations. The Expanded Terminal will 
encourage more General Aviation including large jets that are not subject to 
BUR's voluntary curfew, and will therefore fly over noise-sensitive areas late at 
night and early in the morning. 



Retiring or reducing Cargo operations. The Expanded Terminal will 
encourage more cargo and heavier slow-to-gain-altitude jets that are not subject 
to curfew, and will therefore fly over noise-sensitive areas late at night and early 
in the morning. 

Mr Cushing, You need to take responsibility over the human toll that this is 
taking and step up. 

There are "Lives" in play here, not just "Money". 

Respectfully, 

John Van Tongeren 
12248 Viewcrest Rd 
Studio City, Ca. 91604 
mc202vt@yahoo.com 
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From: John Van Tongeren <mc202vt@yahoo.com> 
Date: January 29, 2019 at 2:12:10 PM PST 
To: "info@studiocityforguietskies.com" <info@studiocityforguietskies.com> 
Subject: Burbank Airport New Terminal comment 01/29/2019 

Mr. David F. Cushing, Manager 

Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 

El Segundo, CA 90245 

I live in Studio City, underneath the narrowed flightpath the jets from Burbank Airport have been 
using for over the past year and a half. There is absolutely no way that I can support any modification of 
Burbank Airport (Bur) without the Airport Authority first dealing with the FAA regarding sharing the noise 
over our communities, effectively rolling back the NextGen approach to a more broad flight path plan. 

It has already been determined by an independent analysis conducted by Landrum & Brown that the 
flight paths out of Burbank Airport (BUR) shifted south in a concentrated path over the hillside 
communities of Studio City, Sherman Oaks, and Encino, and the protected 4(f) Santa Monica Mountains 
(Affected Areas). This change in flight track occurred without notice or environmental study. 

The new Terminal will increase efficiency, leading to a greater number of flights and larger jets. The 
proposed "Replacement Terminal" at BUR will contribute significantly to increased cumulative impacts 
on the affected areas. 

In their operations meeting on November 5, 2018, BUR estimated that the new terminal would cost 
$1.24 billion, significantly increased from the originally estimated $400 million. They proposed that they 
would be in "lockstep• with the airlines they serve in order to increase revenue to pay for the new 
heightened cost of the terminal. To increase revenue, they must increase capacity by bringing in more 
passengers on larger jets. Larger, heavier jets will make slower turns driving the aircraft even further 
south, thereby contributing to increased future cumulative impacts and danger to the affected areas . 

. 
The expansion of airside facilities such as the construction of a new 413,000 square foot aircraft 

ramp and the extension of Taxiway A and C will allow for improved operation efftciency and larger 
aircraft, thereby increasing cumulative impacts on the affected areas. 

This all points to our communities under the current flightpaths to be victims of all of this increased 
activity and without a change in approach by the FAA regarding flightpaths, you will be destroying our 
children's and our quality of life. 

John Van Tongeren 

12248 Viewcrest Rd 

Studio City, Ca. 91604 

~[Elm [Ea w [Erm 
ill] FEB 5 2019 w 
By 

Comments 238, 239, 240, 241, 242, 243, 244, 245, 246, 247, 248, 267, 269, 280, 
288, 294, 299, 300, 340, 342, 351, 352, 353, 400, 404, 417, 450, 483, 518 



 

From: John Van Tongeren <mc202vt@yahoo.com> 
Date: Tuesday, January 29, 2019 
Subject: Jet Noise Burbank/Comment to the FAA - Burbank Airpo11 Authority 
To: 11uproarla@gmail.com 11 <uproarla@gmail.com> 
Cc: 11Brad.Sherman@mail.house.gov 11 <Brad.Sherman@mail.house.gov>, 
11counc ilmem ber.krekorian@lacity.org11 <councilmem ber.krekorian@lacity.org> 

It's 7: 10 am and again, I've been awakened by the steady stream of jets taking off over our house. For years I've been 
able to sleep through the occasional jet noise but not for the past year when flight activity above increased substantially. 
And this is only the first hour of a very long day dancing with the sounds overhead. 

After coffee I sit and think about all the school kids outdoors right underneath the fallout from all the jet exhaust. I go visit 
my next-door neighbor who has an original house from the 40's and the noise is twice as loud there due to the single pane 
windows he has. I couldn't manage that kind of noise. I create music for a living and have a studio at my house and my 
recording activity has been severely impacted by the jet noise. It is literally impossible to have a recording session during 
the day anymore, which creates undo stress with delivery deadlines. Dinnertime has lost it's peacefulness and TV viewing 
is a constant struggle managing the volume between takeoffs every minute or so. Even the voluntary curfew is being 
abused after 10 pm; there were roughly 10 flight actions between 10 and 11 last night, JetBlue and Southwest among 
others. 

And all of this is currently happening with the plane activity at 3,300 ft approx. I can't even imagine what it will be like at 
under 2,000 ft! 

It's sonic eminent domain, a total disregard for our communities underneath this narrow flight path. Hundreds of flights 
daily now over a small swath of land with schools, parklands and our houses. Our health, our comfort, our property 
values, all that we've worked so hard for is being destroyed by this action. A share the noise solution has to be found to 
keep this from happening. 

John Van Tongeren 
12248 Viewcrest Rd 
Studio City, Ca. 91604 
(818) 980-2205 

1 
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Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I strongly oppose the New Expanded terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Studio 
City and am one of many people suffering under the flightpaths that were 
changed in early 2017 without notice or environmental study. The flight paths 
have seriously disrupted my life and work. Every day I am awakened early by the 
first plane that takes off from the Burbank Airport, and the harsh sound of the 
planes continues all day long! This is NOT what I anticipated when I paid I high 
price for my home in Studio City! When I used to enjoy the outdoor lifestyle, I 
now find myself going back inside due to the harsh and devastating noise that 
occurs when the planes go over my home! My guests comment about the noise! 
As I purchased my home for the backyard lifestyle, the noise has definitely taken 
that away from the value of my lifestyle! I also work from home, and the noise is 
a great interruption during the day ... every single day!!! The anxiety I feel on a 
daily basis from the noise is great! 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air 
traffic. Now, the noise level is unbearable with the barrage of more than 260 
aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from Burbank. The los 
altitudes of the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and 
canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound 
effect that lasts for at least 90 seconds! Health effects of being so close to the 
aircraft are severe. The FAA MUST not allow the terminal expansion because 
that will further increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particles that fall 
to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa 
Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that 
remain for residents, visitors, and the wildlife in metropolis of Los Angeles. The 
FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is endangering our protected 
parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without conducting any 
Environmental Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded terminal 
must not proceed until the FA moves the flight paths out of our protected 
parkland! 

The film industry is a huge part of our local communities and a driver of our local 
economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local 
filming and threaten the studios and thousands of people who work in the film 
industry. Home values are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by 
hundreds of millions of tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, 
expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and 
export all the noise and pollution to the City of Los Angeles. 
The FAA must move the paths before proceeding with the replacement 
terminal! 

Comments 289, 290, 299, 300, 305, 342, 
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For the above-stated reasons and all of this submitted by our local Quiet Skies 
groups, I oppose the replacement terminal at Burbank! 

By the way, I have heard four planes go over my house while writing this 
short letterlll (in about 12-15 minutes time!) This has got to STOP!!! 

Sincerely, 

Cindy Ware 
4253 Teesdale Ave. 
Studio City, Ca 91604 

I
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February 24, 2019 

Mr. David F. Cushing 

Kenneth J. Weatherwax, Esq. 
15278 Rayneta Drive 

Los Angeles, California 91403 

Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 

777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 

El Segundo, California 90245 

Dear Mr. Cushing, 

lfID rE ~ rE a w rE fm 
lfil FEB 2 8 2019 ~ 
By 

I write to express my emphatic opposition to the terminal expansion, as a homeowner and resident 

of the foothills of the Santa Monica Mountains in the West Sherman Oaks Hills area. 

I recently attended the January 29, 2019 "scoping meeting" concerning the proposed terminal 

expansion at Hollywood Burbank Airport. As described further below, I urge the Federal Aviation 

Administration and the airport operator to take account of the information available to it 

concerning the unacceptable impacts of the existing, recently modified operations at Hollywood 

Burbank Airport, and in addition to restoring the previous flight operations that have been 

changed, refrain from creating further unacceptable flight operations. 

I am one of thousands of people suffering under the flight paths that were changed without 
adequate notice or environmental study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted my life and my 

work. With the new, interminable cavalcade of loud aircraft passing overhead, I am unable to 

sleep properly, making performance of my work more difficult. My home becomes effectively 

uninhabitable. 

I am hearing impaired, yet still am affected by the aircraft noise. I lack all the conductive bones in 

both my middle ears. Yet even though I am hard of hearing, I am still not immune from the aircraft 

noise from the new flight paths. Nor are those who live with me in my home. 

My fiancee, I. and my dogs are experiencing what I refer to as "the Blitz." Day after day, hour 

after hour, minute after minute, Hollywood Burbank Airport and Van Nuys Airport now launch and 

land airplanes that fly, one, after the other, almost nose to tail and often not even a minute apart. 

There are periods of respite, but they are random and the "blitz" can and does resume at any time. 

The aircraft fly low and loud over the mountains, often far below the minimum safety elevations 

above the ground below that are enumerated in federal regulations. There is a dramatic decrease 

in the distance between the aircraft and the ground as they fly over the mountains. They inflict 

random, periodic, often ear-splitting noise upon thousands of homes, large and small. We cannot 

get a good night's sleep except on those rare days when the FAA routes the planes differently 

(sometimes explainable by wind direction, but only sometimes). We spend our nights not sleeping 

and our days filing noise complaints and filming the planes blitzing our house. My home is a quite 

small, midcentury modern home, built with a flat roof and wide windows on a hillside. There is no 
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way it can be soundproofed. At the time it was buiJt, and at the time I moved in 50 years later, it 

did not need to be soundproofed. And, of course, the yard cannot be soundproofed from the 

enormous noise. The FAA, and the airport, does not have the right to destroy my existing right to 

quiet enjoyment of my home. 

The topography of the mountains intensifies the sound. The canyon walls throughout the hills 

make the aircraft's booming noise reverberate and echo throughout my neighborhood and for an 

extended duration in and out of my home. 

The operations from Hollywood Burbank Airport are aJso creating cumulative noise impacts. The 

FAA is slotting the northbound Hollywood Burbank takeoffs, once they make their turn over Studio 

City and Sherman Oaks, through the empty airspace above the Van Nuys Airport (and below the 

LAX traffic high above that). In doing so, they force the takeoffs and landings from Van Nuys 

Airport to fly lower to avoid interfering with the Hollywood Burbank traffic, which in turn forces 

helicopter traffic to fly still lower, right over our homes. The recent takeoff and departure 

operations thus have exacerbated a crowded airspace problem, not improved it. 

I live eight miles from the airport. I understand that airports have to exist: indeed, I support their 

right to exist. But I hope that you understand that just as I have no problem being a good neighbor 

to an airport, I have a right to expect the airport to be a good neighbor to me. I do not even live 

near the airport. To say that the Hollywood Burbank Airport is not being a good neighbor is 

understating the problem. 

We cannot live acceptably in these existing conditions. It is not a coincidence that sleep 

deprivation from semi-random, periodic and/or extended bursts of loud noises is historically one of 

the main interrogation techniques for intelligence agencies. Since I and my family have lived with 

sleep deprivation from the overflights of Hollywood Burbank's jumbo jets for many months, I can 

attest that it is a terrible experience. As a result, we are joining organizations, including new 

organizations, formed to fight the noise of the aircraft operations. We have never done any of 

these things before. We are considering unreasonable solutions, such as selling our home. But 

whoever might buy it would, presumably, take into account why I am selling it. 

Health problems from the intense, semi-random flight operations go beyond noise. In addition to 

the sleep deprivation, and psychological effects, there are also breathing problems from the jet fuel 

being burned over our homes. Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of 

the Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that remain 

for residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The fAA, under the guise of 

safety and efficiency, is endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly 

without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. 

Danger from potential accidents also is increased. These mountains are one of the most 

dangerous fire areas in the state. The thickly-populated mountains have narrow roads and dead 

brush. In the recent aircraft accident in Yorba Linda, four innocent people on the ground were 

burned to death by jet fuel in their home in the middle of a rainstorm. The results of such a crash 

in my mountain neighborhood could easily cause a catastrophe. 
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There can be no trust between the community. Hollywood Burbank Airport. Van Nuys Airport. 

and the FAA. when the airports and FAA knowingly and intentionally violate their own rules. For 

example, Hollywood Burbank Airport is violating its "noise curfew." We have planes from 

Hollywood Burbank Airport flying low and loud over our home at all hours of the night, not only 

during daylight hours. 

I am a Los Angeles business owner. with employees. as well as a homeowner. I pay corporate tax, 

city business tax, property tax, payroll tax, income tax, and sales tax. My employees pay tax as well. 

I pay rent to our office landlord. I pay for goods to city vendors. There are thousands of people like 

me and my employee living in these neighborhoods. The film industry is also an important part of 

our communities and a driver of our local economy. The current unauthorized flight paths have 

already diminished local filming and threaten the studios and thousands of people who work in the 

film industry. The effects of these operations may seriously depress the value of our homes 

reducing by hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded 

terminal will give virtually all the monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export virtually all the 

noise and pollution to the City of Los Angeles, including Hollywood, Studio City, Sherman Oaks, 

Encino, and other communities along the northern rim of the Santa Monica Mountains. Is my 

business so much less important to the cities of Los Angeles and Burbank than the increased profits 

of the airlines and the convenience of corporate jets flying into and out of the airports? 

The terminal expansion would further increase the problem. When I invested in my 

neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air traffic. Now, the noise level cannot be 

borne, with a barrage of hundreds of aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from 

Hollywood Burbank Airport and Van Nuys Airport. The last thing that is needed is to facilitate an 

increase in such operations using these unacceptable flight paths. 

The airport and the FAA are each responsible for the problems the aircraft operations create. It is 

no answer for the airport to say that it cannot control what the FAA is doing with aircraft operating 

from Hollywood Burbank Airport before they land or after they take off. That would be like saying 

a proposed housing development has no responsibility for road traffic it will generate because it 

has no control over what the residents will do on surface streets once they are not inside its gates. 

The effect of aircraft operations are not my responsibility. They are the responsibility of the airport 

that allows the operations, advertises its services, and accepts fees for them. 

The FAA's public outreach has been inadequate. When I attended the "scoping meeting" on 

January 29, I was struck by the data and forecasts presented on slides that the FAA was offering to 

the public about future flight operations. As a former engineer who modeled distribution systems 

in the electric utility industry, I know something about forecasts and data. These were misleading. 

The information at the scoping meeting presented no predictions of how the terminal expansion 
would increase operations. The forecast operations on the FAA's slides showed only a modest 

increase in operations. When I questioned the FAA consultant nearby he explained this "predicted" 

data was generated based on the assumption that the new terminal expansion would not be built. 
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That is honestly misleading. And if it was misleading to an experienced modeler like myself, it must 

also have been misleading to many of the other hundreds of angry residents who attended. 

The scoping meeting did not address the problem of the current flight paths. Most of the 

hundreds of people there were there to register their upset at the recent changes in flight 

operations and to oppose any expansion of them (to say nothing of a reduction of their 

unacceptable effects). Yet the meeting materials and presentations had not a single word 

mentioning that problem. It was, thus, a meeting that ignored the elephant in the room. 

I was never notified of. nor was given an opportunity to oppose. a new invisible freeway for 

aircraft over my house. One day the planes just began flying over, as little as 30 seconds apart, and 

simply did not stop. We did not receive a letter in the mail, the mayor's office did not announce it, 

the city attorney's office did not announce it, and the FAA did not announce it. The FAA's oblique 

announcements of new waypoints in the Federal Register are hardly enough, just as they would not 

be enough to build a real freeway over someone's house. 

I have never opposed an airport before. But the changed flight path operations of Hollywood 

Burbank Airport have changed my life as if I am living under an invisible freeway, which roars over 

my head day and night. The situation is ridiculous, and if the airport cannot operate without doing 

this, there needs to be reconsideration of whether it should be allowed to operate at all. 

In the time that it took me to write this letter, on a Sunday-even speeding up the process by 

borrowing some language from letters written by neighbors-more than twenty ridiculously low 

and loud flights of enormous jumbo jets passed overhead, their boom reverberating through the 

canyon and my home. This cannot continue, and to increase it would be absurd. 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies groups, I oppose 

the replacement terminal at Hollywood Burbank Airport. The FAA must move the paths before the 

airport proceeds with any replacement terminal or any expansion of operations. 

Please contact me if you would like to discuss my comments. 

Sincerely, 

/ ~2<. c__~ / 
'-K"~~eth Weatherwax, Esq. ? 
15278 Rayneta Drive, Los Angeles, California 91403 

Home (818) 616-2011 

Cell (310) 936-3088 

Work (310) 307-4503 

weatherwax@lowensteinweatherwax.com 
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Februaiy 28, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear FAA/Burbank Airport, 

I oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport. I live in Studio City and am 
one of many people suffering under the flight paths that were changed in early 2017 
without notice or environmental study. The flight paths have seriously disrupted my 
life. My home use to be my peaceful place to de-stress, that I enjoyed spending time 
in. It has turned into a place that I no longer enjoy due to the constant noise, 
directly above me, from these new flight paths. It wakes me up in the morning and I 
go to bed listening to them. I no longer keep my windows open nor choose to sit 
outside in my backyard, that I have worked so hard on. These planes are LOUD, 
LOW and worst of all extremely FREQUENT. I worry about my two young boys 
whose small bodies are breathing in the pollution from these jets. My husband and 
I worked years to save up for a house and did not sign up for this. We do not 
support a new terminal that will increase noise and the number of airplanes that fly 
over my house all day long! 

When I invested in my neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air traffic. 
Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 aircraft overhead at 
all hours of the day and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. The low altitudes of 
the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and canyon acoustics, 
cause the noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that lasts for at least 90 
seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. The FAA must not 
allow the tenninal expansion because that will further increase the health risk from noise 
and toxic jet particulates that fall to the ground. 

Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa Monica 
Mountains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that remain for 
residents, visitors, and wildlife in the metropolis of Los Angeles. The FAA, under the 
guise of safety and efficiency, is endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat, 
and admittedly without conducting any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, 
more efficient, expanded terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths 
out of our protected parkland! 
The film industry is an important part of our connnunities and a driver of our local 
economy. The cunent unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local filming 
and threaten the studios and thousands of people who work in the film industry. Home 
values are dropping which in tum is potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, tax 
revenues for the City of Los Angeles. A new, expanded terminal will give all the 
monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City 
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of Los Angeles. The FAA must move the paths before proceeding with the 
replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those submitted by our local Quiet Skies groups, I 
oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Renee Weber 
4208 Elmer Ave 
Studio City, CA 91602 



 

Mr. David F. Cushing 
Manager, Los Angeles Aiivorts District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

February 23, 2019 

Dear Mr. David F. Cushing: 

What you are doing is so unfair. You have done nothing to dissuade the FAA from targeting 
Studio City with ALL your flight takeoffs. Every flight goes directly over my home. We have 
already seen a huge increase in flights, and now, with your planned expansion, there will be even 
more flights targeting my home and thousands of others in Studio City. I and others would 
support your expansion IF you pressured the FAA to widen the flight patterns so that it is spread 
out among many conununities. You know very well that all flights, no matter what the 
destination, first fly over Studio City ... even when heading north or east. This is despicable. I am 
doing my best not to swear. I paid good money for my home knowing that there were not a lot of 
planes flying over me. Now, you changed the rules and couldn't care less about the community, 
but rather only about greed and profits. Meanwhile, my home value and quality of life will 
plmmnet You can still make plenty of money by spreading out the flights. Please pressure the 
FAA to significantly alter their takeoffs. This is government abuse of power that is usually only 
seen with tyrannical dictatorships. 

Your planned expansion means more flights, larger jets and jets flying even closer together. 
The proposed Expanded Terminal will add significantly to the numerous cumulative negative 
impacts we are already experiencing under the disastrous 2017 change in flight path that 
occurred without notice or environmental study. We cannot allow the proposed Expanded 
Terminal to go forward without fundamental and comprehensive changes in the flight 
path, protection of our communities and parklands, and limits on airport growth and 
operations. Please act now, before we have to file a lawsuit! 

Sincerely, 

Matthew Y edlin 
4243 Colfax Avenue 
Unit B 
Studio City, CA 91604 
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February 24, 2019 

To: Mr. David F. Cushing 

GUIDO ZWICKER 3720 ALTA MESA DRIVE 

STUDIO CITY - CA 91604 

T 917-257-8664 
GUIDOZWICKER'-0',V,E,COfA 

Manager, Los Angeles Airports District Office, LAX-600 
777 S. Aviation Blvd, Suite 150 
El Segundo, CA 90245 

Dear Mr. Cushing, FAA/Burbank Airport, 

We strongly oppose the New Expanded Terminal at Burbank Airport! 

We are among the many Studio City residents and home owners who are suffering under 
the flight paths that have been changed in early 2017. 

More and more often, every morning and evening most flights follow this path on a regular 
bases, sometimes with up to two planes in one minute, over several hours. 
The noise wakes us up, bothers us at work and, specially at night, makes conversations or 
following news on TV almost impossible, not to mention weekends during which we should 
be able to enjoy our outdoors. 

The shift towards these new flight paths have seriously disrupted our life quality, life style, 
health as well as our work. 

When we invested in our neighborhood, we had only occasional, insignificant air traffic .. 
and it was gladly accepted .. Now, the noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 
260 aircraft overhead at all hours of the day and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. 
The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of our hillside, and 
canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and create a rebound effect that 
lasts for at least 90 seconds. Health effects of being so close to the aircraft are severe. 

The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because it will even further increase the 
health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the ground. 

Furthermore the project is endangering our protected parkland and wildlife habitat: 
Our hillside communities are unique in that they are in the midst of the Santa Monica Moun­
tains National Recreation Area, one of the few quiet refuges that remain for residents, visi­
tors, and wildlife in the metropolitan area of Los Angeles. 

Home values are dropping, which will potentially affect tax revenues for the City of 
Los Angeles. 

Comments 290, 300, 305, 342, 
345, 351, 391, 393, 479, 481 



It appears that the new, expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of 
Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City of Los Angeles. 

The FAA MUST take serious steps and find solutions to moving the flight paths away from 
the hills, before allowing to proceed with the replacement terminal! 

For the above-stated reasons and all of those expressed by our neighbors and submitted 
to you by our local 'Quiet-Skies' groups, we oppose the replacement terminal at BUR. 

Sincerely, 

Guido Zwicker, 
Masami Fukuhara 

Page 2 
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D. TOPICAL RESPONSES  

Many commenters identified the same or similar issues.  The following are 

topical responses to each issue mentioned by at least ten separate 

commenters.  The topical responses are organized by subject matter.  

Flight Paths  

1. Concern over flight paths to and from the Airport. 

The FAA received various concerns regarding a different project related to 

proposed airspace departure procedures at the Airport. The proposal 

regarding airspace departure procedures is an independent project 

subject to a separate environmental review under NEPA. The proposals 

are independent projects and are not connected actions.  The Air Traffic 

Organization of the FAA has announced that a separate Environmental 

Assessment (EA) will be prepared that addresses these proposed 

amendments to the existing aircraft departure routes from the Airport.  

Public involvement and input will be part of that EA process.  For updates 

on that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/. 

The Draft EIS will analyze and disclose the potential environmental 

impacts resulting from the proposed replacement passenger terminal 

project (Proposed Action) at the Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport 

(Airport) and will discuss them in Environmental Consequences chapter of 

the Draft EIS. This analysis will include various impact categories of 

concern expressed in the scoping comments such as air quality, noise, 

socioeconomic impacts, children’s health, etc. However, the purpose of 

the EIS is not to address existing conditions at the Airport, but to evaluate 

the future conditions that would result when comparing the Proposed 

Action and any reasonable alternatives to the No Action Alternative. The 

Proposed Action will not result in changes to the Airport’s runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace.  In addition, the Proposed Action would have no 

effect on the number of aircraft operations or destinations served by 

airlines. 

The Proposed Action will not result in changes to the Airport’s runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace.  In addition, the Proposed Action would have no 

effect on the number of aircraft operations or destinations served by 

airlines. 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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Alternatives  

1. Retire all General Aviation operations.  The Expanded Terminal will 

encourage more General Aviation including large jets that are not subject to 

BUR's voluntary curfew and will therefore, fly over noise-sensitive areas late 

at night and early in the morning. 

The FAA does not have the authority to direct or place influence upon 

general aviation (GA) aircraft operators to shift their activity and services 

from one airport to another or to operate at specific times of the day.  In 

addition, the Airport Sponsor does not have the authority to place 

restrictions on a targeted segment of the general aviation fleet that 

operates at the Airport or any other public use airport. 

The Proposed Replacement Terminal Project would not result in changes 

to the Airport’s runway configuration, timing of operations, or airspace.  

Additionally, the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project is not expected 

to result in changes to the aircraft fleet mix because the type of aircraft 

operating at the Airport is limited by the length of the runways, not the 

size of the terminal.  No change in the length of either runway at the 

Airport is proposed as part of the project.  Finally, the GA jets do not use 

the terminal for their operations, the enplanement of pilots and their 

guests, or the loading of cargo.  Therefore, the type of general aviation 

aircraft that would operate at the Airport in the future would be the same 

as the type of aircraft that operate at the Airport today.   

2. Retire or reduce Cargo operations.  The Expanded Terminal will encourage 

more cargo and heavier slow-to-gain-altitude jets that are not subject to 

curfew and will therefore fly over noise-sensitive areas late at night and early 

in the morning. 

The FAA does not have the authority to direct or place influence upon air 

cargo aircraft operators to shift their activity and services from one airport 

to another or to operate at specific times of the day.  In addition, the 

Airport Sponsor does not have the authority to place restrictions on a 

targeted segment of the air cargo fleet that operates at the Airport or any 

other public use airport.  

The Proposed Replacement Terminal Project would not result in changes 

to the Airport’s runway configuration, aircraft fleet mix, number of 

operations, timing of operations, or airspace.  The new cargo facility 

would not increase cargo operations because it is replacing the existing 

cargo facility.  
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3. Relocate the airport to a less populated area.  The Expanded Terminal will 

have Metrolink connections to Antelope Valley and Ventura.  These high-

speed rail lines are two-way.  A New Airport designed to meet all FAA 

standards could be located on the other end of either line in a less densely 

populated area. 

A discussion of an alternative of developing a new or replacement 

commercial service airport will be provided in the Alternatives chapter of 

the Draft EIS. 

Air Quality 

1. The quality of our lives and health needs to be considered.  Toxic jet 

particulates and pollution from the planes are hazardous and causes health 

related issues. 

The potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Action, the No 

Action Alternatives, and any reasonable alternatives will be disclosed in 

the Environmental Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapter of the 

Draft EIS. 

A discussion of the changes in air pollutant emissions resulting from the 

Proposed Action will be provided in the Air Quality section of the 

Environmental Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapter of the 

Draft EIS. 

Cumulative Impacts 

1. The impact the proposed Expanded Terminal must be considered along 

with all other cumulative impacts. 

The square footage of the proposed replacement passenger terminal 

building is greater than the square footage of the existing passenger 

terminal building; building however, the replacement passenger terminal 

building is proposed to have the same number of aircraft gates that are at 

the existing passenger terminal building. 

In the cumulative impact analysis for the Draft EIS, the FAA will include 

past, present, and reasonably foreseeable actions in the project study 

area.   

A discussion of cumulative impacts will be included in the Environmental 

Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapter of the Draft EIS. 
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2. Santa Monica Airport (SMO) shortened its runway in 2017 significantly 

reducing the air traffic out of that airport and causing more traffic to be 

routed to both VNY and BUR, thereby contributing to the cumulative impacts 

in the Affected Areas.  

In the cumulative impact analysis for the Draft EIS, the FAA will include 

past, present, and reasonably foreseeable actions.   The shortening of the 

runway at SMO is not within the General Study Area identified in  

Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS.  Therefore, the shortening of the runway at 

SMO as a cumulative project is not within the scope of this EIS.  A 

discussion of cumulative impacts will be included in the Environmental 

Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapter of the Draft EIS. 

3. SMO's complete closure is scheduled to occur in 2028 and will further 

increase the traffic, along with air and noise pollution, in the Affected Areas. 

In the cumulative impact analysis for the Draft EIS, the FAA will include 

past, present, and reasonably foreseeable actions.  A discussion of 

cumulative impacts will be included in the Environmental Consequences 

and Mitigation Measures chapter of the Draft EIS.  Reasonably foreseeable 

actions are defined as those projects that would be implemented between 

the years of 2018 and 2026 and are within the General Study Area.  The 

closure of Santa Monica Airport (SMO) is scheduled to occur beyond the 

year 2026 and SMO is not within the General Study Area identified in 

Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS.  Therefore, the closure of SMO as a 

cumulative project is not within the scope of this EIS. 

DOT Section 4(f) 

1. The FAA, under the guise of safety and efficiency, is endangering our 

protected parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly without conducting 

any Environmental Studies for our area. The new, more efficient, expanded 

terminal must not proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths out of our 

protected parkland! 

The proposal regarding airspace departure procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate environmental review.  The proposals are 

independent projects and are not connected actions.  The Air Traffic 

Organization of the FAA has announced that a separate Environmental 

Assessment (EA) will be prepared that addresses the proposed 

amendments to the existing aircraft departure routes from the Airport.  

Public involvement and input will be part of that EA process.  For further 
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information on the EA for airspace please go to the following link:  

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/.   

The Proposed Action would not result in changes to the Airport’s runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace.   

The Draft EIS will analyze and disclose the potential environmental 

impacts resulting from the Proposed Action and will discuss them in 

Environmental Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapter of the 

Draft EIS. This analysis will include various impact categories of concern 

expressed in the scoping comments such as air quality, noise, 

socioeconomic impacts, children’s health, Section 4(f), etc. The Proposed 

Action would not result in changes to the Airport’s runway configuration, 

aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of operations, or airspace.  

In addition, the Proposed Action would have no effect on the number of 

aircraft operations or destinations served by airlines. 

2. Burbank Airport aims to destroy precious resources such as the Santa 

Monica Mountains Recreation Area. 

The Proposed Action would occur on-Airport property and not result in a 

direct effect to the Santa Monica Mountains Recreation Area.  

A discussion of the impacts to recreational areas will be provided in the 

Section 4(f) section of the Environmental Consequences and Mitigation 

Measures chapter of the Draft EIS.  In addition, a discussion of any 

potential changes in the noise environment will be provided in the Noise 

and Noise-Compatible Land Use section of the Environmental 

Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapter of the Draft EIS. 

3. The Expanded Terminal will further degrade our public parklands - our 

quiet refuge from noisy city life. 

A discussion of the impacts to recreational areas will be provided in the 

Section 4(f) section of the Environmental Consequences and Mitigation 

Measures chapter of the Draft EIS.  In addition, a discussion of any 

potential changes in the noise environment will be provided in the Noise 

and Noise-Compatible Land Use section of the Environmental 

Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapter of the Draft EIS. 

4. FAA must address and consider request from BUR to use Section 175 of 

the FAA Reauthorization Act to create dispersed lateral tracks away from the 
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4(f) protected Santa Monica Mountains.  Use of Section 175 has the support 

of the City of Los Angeles through its Resolution dated 2/5/19. 

The Proposed Action does not involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  The proposal regarding airspace departure procedures is an 

independent project subject to a separate environmental review.  The 

proposals are independent projects and are not connected actions.  The 

Air Traffic Organization of the FAA has announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the existing aircraft departure routes from the 

Airport.  Public involvement and input will be part of that EA process. For 

more information on the EA for airspace please see the following link: 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/.   

Because the Proposed Action would not result in changes to the Airport’s 

runway configuration, aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace, addressing the use of Section 175 of the FAA 

Reauthorization Act is not appropriate for this EIS.   

No Action Alternative 

1. The EIS must use an appropriate baseline. In developing that baseline, the 

FAA should account for the fact that the initial segment of the departure 

routes currently being flown at BUR were never subject to NEPA review 

during the Southern California Metroplex project.  Nor, to our knowledge, 

have the current routes ever been reviewed as part of any other NEPA 

analysis.  Moreover, the routes appear to be in flux - the number and path of 

departing aircraft varies significantly from day to day.  For each of these 

reasons, pre-Metroplex conditions provide the most appropriate and 

equitable baseline against which to measure project impacts. 

NEPA requires a discussion of the affected environment, or the 

environment of the area(s) to be affected or created by the alternatives 

under consideration (see 40 CFR 1502.15).  In accordance with FAA 

guidelines for NEPA documents, the “baseline” or existing conditions are 

presented in the Affected Environment chapter.  According to the Council 

on Environmental Quality (CEQ) and NEPA guidance, impacts documented 

in the Environmental Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapter of 

the Draft EIS are assessed by comparing the Proposed Action and any 

reasonable alternatives against the future No Action Alternative.  

Therefore, the baseline condition does not affect the conclusions reached 

in the EIS. 
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The direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts associated with the No Action 

Alternative, the Proposed Action, and reasonable alternatives will be 

identified and disclosed for the environmental resource categories defined 

in FAA Order 1050.1F and FAA Order 5050.4B and includes in the 

Environmental Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapter of the 

Draft EIS. 

Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use 

1. The current noise is unbearable and more flights will only make it worse.  

There are schools and residents that will be adversely affected by the 

excessive noise. 

The Proposed Action would not result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace. 

A discussion of any potential changes in the noise environment will be 

provided in the Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use sections of the 

Environmental Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapters in the 

Draft EIS. 

2. To accurately address the significant noise issues at BUR – which will be 

intensified by the new terminal and support infrastructure – the EIS must 

incorporate and address the following: 

• Impacts on all noise-sensitive land uses, including schools, parks, open 

space, preserves, historical resources, and others; 

• Unique topography, including and in particular, the hills and canyons 

south of the airport; 

• Single-event noise measurements; 

• California and federal noise metrics; and 

• The likelihood that aircraft will not adhere to published departure and 

arrival routes. 

The Proposed Action would not result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace.      

A discussion of any potential changes in the noise environment using FAA-

approved noise metrics for California (the Community Noise Equivalent 

Level [CNEL]) will be provided in the Noise and Noise-Compatible Land 
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Use section of the Environmental Consequences and Mitigation Measures 

chapter in the Draft EIS. 

3. The anxiety and stress we are feeling is affecting every area of our lives 

and health. 

A discussion of any potential changes in the noise environment using FAA-

approved noise metrics for California (CNEL) will be provided in the Noise 

and Noise-Compatible Land Use section of the Environmental 

Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapter in the Draft EIS. 

4. Existing aircraft noise pollution affects my sleep, my work, and my quality 

of life. 

The Proposed Action would not result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace. 

Quality of life is measured in many different ways based on individual 

priorities.  There is not a specific impact category contained in FAA Orders 

5050.4B or 1050.1F that is titled "Quality of Life."  However, by looking at 

the overall impacts of a Proposed Action through the EIS process, an 

individual can understand the impacts to specific impact categories that 

may be of particular interest in the gauging of his/her Quality of Life 

issues. 

A discussion of any potential changes in the noise environment will be 

provided in the Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use section of the 

Environmental Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapter in the Draft 

EIS. 

5. Why are you flying lower and louder and concentrated over canyons that 

echo?  The low altitudes of the aircraft combined with the higher elevation of 

our hillside, and canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be widely amplified and 

create a rebound effect. 

The Proposed Action would not result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace. 

A discussion of any potential changes in the noise environment using FAA-

approved noise metrics for California (CNEL) will be provided in the Noise 

and Noise-Compatible Land Use section of the Environmental 

Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapter in the Draft EIS. 
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Additionally, the Air Traffic Organization of the FAA has announced that a 

separate Environmental Assessment (EA) will be prepared that addresses 

the proposed amendments to the existing aircraft flight patterns from the 

Airport.  For updates on that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/.   

6. We experienced so many planes that we cannot hear ourselves think let 

alone watch TV without having to increase the volume. 

The Proposed Action would not result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace. 

A discussion of any potential changes in the noise environment using FAA-

approved noise metrics for California (CNEL) will be provided in the Noise 

and Noise-Compatible Land Use section of the Environmental 

Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapter in the Draft EIS. 

7. FAA'S Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) must define the "Affected 

Area" to include the footprint of procedures overflying the noise-sensitive 

hillside communities of Studio City, Sherman Oaks, and Encino, and the 

protected 4(f) Santa Monica Mountains.  All Environmental Resource 

Categories should be evaluated and analyzed in the "Affected Area" thus 

defined. 

NEPA requires a discussion of the affected environment, or the 

environment of the area(s) to be affected or created by the alternatives 

under consideration (see 40 CFR 1502.15).  Two study areas will be 

identified for use in describing existing conditions in the Airport area and 

evaluating the potential impacts of the Proposed Action and any 

reasonable alternatives.  These two areas—identified as the Detailed 

Study Area and the General Study Area will be identified in the Affected 

Environment chapter of the Draft EIS.   

8. It has already been determined by an independent analysis conducted by 

Landrum & Brown that the BUR flight paths shifted south in a concentrated 

path over the Affected Areas.  This change in flight track occurred in early 

2017 without notice or environmental study.  Prior to 2017, there was only 

occasional jet noise.  Now there is a constant, disruptive, low, loud jet 

disruption in our formerly tranquil, hillside neighborhoods.  The proposed 

Expanded Terminal will amplify these impacts that the FAA/BUR has failed to 

address/mitigate despite intense and widespread public controversy. 
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The Proposed Action does not involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  The proposal regarding airspace departure procedures is an 

independent project subject to a separate environmental review.  The 

proposals are independent projects and are not connected actions.  The 

Air Traffic Organization of the FAA has announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the existing aircraft departure routes from the 

Airport.  Public involvement and input will be part of that EA process.  For 

updates on that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/.  

For this EIS, the Proposed Action would not result in changes to the 

runway configuration, aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace. 

A discussion of any potential changes in the noise environment using FAA-

approved noise metrics for California (CNEL) will be provided in the Noise 

and Noise-Compatible Land Use section of the Environmental 

Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapter in the Draft EIS. 

9. Both BUR and VNY estimate a projected 15% increase per year in air 

traffic, which will contribute significantly to the current air noise over the 

Affected Areas.  The proposed Expanded Terminal will compound these 

projections. 

The Proposed Action would not result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace.  The Terminal Area Forecast (TAF) is the official 

FAA forecast of aviation activity for U.S. airports. The TAF contains 

historical and forecast data for enplanements, airport operations, 

Terminal Radar Approach Control (TRACON) operations, and based 

aircraft. 

The TAF assumes a demand driven forecast for aviation services based 

upon local and national economic conditions as well as conditions within 

the aviation industry.  In other words, an airport’s TAF forecast is 

developed independent of the ability of the airport and air traffic control 

system to furnish the capacity required to meet demand. The growth in 

enplanements at the Airport occurring under the existing and forecasted 

conditions is not affected by the potential for a replacement passenger 

terminal building. 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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A discussion of any potential changes in the noise environment using FAA-

approved noise metrics for California (CNEL) will be provided in the Noise 

and Noise-Compatible Land Use section of the Environmental 

Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapter in the Draft EIS. 

10. The noise level is unbearable with a barrage of more than 260 aircraft 

overhead at all hours of the day and night from BUR and VNY, primarily BUR. 

The Proposed Action would not result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace. 

A discussion of any potential changes in the noise environment using FAA-

approved noise metrics for California (CNEL) will be provided in the Noise 

and Noise-Compatible Land Use section of the Environmental 

Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapter in the Draft EIS. 

Proposed Action 

1. The FAA must not allow the terminal expansion because that will further 

increase the health risk from noise and toxic jet particulates that fall to the 

ground. 

The Proposed Action would not result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace. 

A discussion of the potential changes in air pollutant emissions and the 

noise environment will be provided in the Air Quality section and the 

Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use section of the Environmental 

Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapter in the Draft EIS. 

2. The proposed Expanded Terminal, with its greater size, increased 

amenities, and improved airside facilities, will increase efficiency, allow for 

processing of more passengers, and result in a greater number of flights and 

larger jets. 

The Proposed Action would not result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace. 

Forecasted growth at the Airport will be presented in the Purpose and 

Need chapter of the Draft EIS. 
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3. The proposed Expanded Terminal is expected to have the same number of 

gates (14) as the existing terminal.  However, with its increased size, it is 

reasonably foreseeable that more gates will be added in the future and 

therefore, must be considered as a cumulative impact.  All it would take to 

expand beyond 14 gates is approval by the City of Burbank.  The City of Los 

Angeles would have no say in the matter. 

The Authority and the City of Burbank developed a Conceptual Term 

Sheet in 2015 for a replacement passenger terminal that stipulated the 

following: 

• The Authority would receive a vested right to build a 14-gate 

replacement passenger terminal on an airport-zoned property, 

including the proposed former Lockheed B-6 Plant site. 

• The City of Burbank would receive certain governance protections 

to be created and documented in a Joint Power Agreement (JPA) 

governing the Authority. 

• A California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) analysis must be 

completed by the Authority for the replacement passenger 

terminal.    

The Authority prepared an EIR for the replacement passenger terminal 

and ancillary projects to comply with the requirements of CEQA and the 

JPA and issued a Notice of Determination certifying the EIR in July 2016.  

City of Burbank citizens then voted on the replacement passenger 

terminal, as required by Measure B, in the November 2016 election.  

Measure B passed in favor of the replacement passenger terminal by 

roughly 70 percent. 

Thus, the Proposed Action is for a 14-gate replacement terminal.  If the 

Authority wanted to add more aircraft gates in the future, a change to the 

Conceptual Term Sheet would be required.  Any change to the Conceptual 

Term Sheet would require coordination between the Authority and City of 

Burbank, as well as a vote from City of Burbank residents.  

A discussion of what is included in the Proposed Action will be provided in 

the Alternatives chapter of the Draft EIS. 

4. Increasingly, simultaneous departures and arrivals, often within 1,200 feet 

of each other, are occurring over mountainous terrain.  This practice 

contributes to and significantly worsens the dangerous cumulative safety 

impacts and the welfare of our communities.  The new, more efficient 

Expanded Terminal will increase this phenomenon. 
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The Proposed Action would not result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace. 

A discussion of any potential changes in the noise environment will be 

provided in the Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use section of the 

Environmental Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapter in the Draft 

EIS. 

5. The new, more efficient Expanded Terminal must not move forward until 

the issues are addressed and a full Environmental study is done by the FAA 

which will take 12-18 months. 

The Proposed Action does not involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  The proposal regarding airspace departure procedures is an 

independent project subject to a separate environmental review.  The 

proposals are independent projects and are not connected actions.  The 

Air Traffic Organization of the FAA has announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the existing aircraft departure routes from the 

Airport.  Public involvement and input will be part of that EA process, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/.  This EIS 

will address the issues related to the proposed replacement passenger 

terminal building. 

6. BUR estimates that the proposed Expanded Terminal will cost $1.24 

billion, significantly increased from the originally estimated $400 million. To 

increase revenue, as they must do, BUR will increase capacity by bringing in 

more passengers in larger jets. Larger, heavier jets will make slower turns, 

driving the aircraft even further south, thereby contributing to increased 

future cumulative impacts and danger to the Affected Areas. 

The Proposed Action would not increase the operational capacity of the 

airfield at the Airport or affect the inherent annual service volume (i.e., 

enplanements) of the Airport.  The ability of the Airport to accommodate 

air carrier, cargo, military, and general aviation operations is a function of 

the number and configuration of the runway system, and air traffic 

operational procedures and supporting navigational aids.  The Proposed 

Action does not change the number or configuration of the runway 

system.  Jet size is constrained by the length and configuration of the 

runways which will not change.  Growth in the number of aircraft 

operations at the Airport would be the result of the demand of the flying 

public and efforts by the airlines to accommodate this growth, as well as 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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other factors independent to the replacement terminal.  This growth is 

reflected in the FAA-approved TAF, which will be used as the basis for the 

future number of aircraft operations at the Airport and utilized for the 

analysis in this EIS.  The potential environmental impacts of the Proposed 

Action as compared to the No Action Alternative will be analyzed and 

disclosed in this EIS as required by NEPA. 

Purpose and Need 

1. The FAA is underestimating its impact on our communities and 

underestimating future growth.  Although passengers (enplanements) at 

Burbank Airport (BUR) have increased 28% over the last 3 years (11.7% of 

that in 2018 alone), the FAA is projecting growth from 2019 through 2029 at 

only 1.2% to 2% annually.  These projections are simply not credible. In 

fact, in marketing materials, BUR touts that growth is explosive, stating, "the 

airline industry is only now beginning to fully recover from the Great 

Recession11 (LA Curbed Article 2/19).  The proposed state-of-the-art 

Expanded Terminal will further increase passenger numbers, thereby 

multiplying the cumulative impacts on the Affected Areas. 

The Proposed Action would not increase the operational capacity of the 

airfield at the Airport or affect the inherent annual service volume of the 

Airport.  The growth in enplanements has been occurring with the existing 

terminal and is not related to the potential for a replacement terminal.  

The ability of the Airport to accommodate air carrier, cargo, military, and 

general aviation operations is a function of the number and configuration 

of the runway system, and air traffic operational procedures and 

supporting navigational aids.  Growth in the number of aircraft operations 

at the Airport would be the result of the demand of the flying public and 

efforts by the airlines to accommodate this growth, as well as other 

factors independent to the replacement terminal.  This growth is reflected 

in the FAA-approved TAF, which will be used as the basis for the future 

number of aircraft operations at the Airport and utilized for the analysis in 

this EIS.  The potential impacts of the Proposed Action as compared to 

the No Action Alternative will be analyzed and disclosed in this EIS as 

required by NEPA. 

Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and Children’s 

Environmental Health and Safety Risks 

1. The current unauthorized flight paths have already diminished local filming 

and threaten the studios and thousands of people who work in the film 

industry. 
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The proposal regarding airspace departure procedures is a separate 

project subject to a its own environmental review.  The proposals are 

independent projects and are not connected actions.  The Proposed Action 

would not result in changes to the runway configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 

number of operations, timing of operations, or airspace.  The Air Traffic 

Organization of the FAA has announced that a separate Environmental 

Assessment (EA) will be prepared that addresses the proposed 

amendments to the existing aircraft departure routes from the Airport.  

Public involvement and input will be part of that EA process.  For 

information on the EA see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/.  

2. A new, expanded terminal will give all the monetary benefit to the City of 

Burbank and export all the noise and pollution to the City of Los Angeles. 

The Proposed Action would not result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace.  The direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts 

associated with the No Action Alternative, the Proposed Action, and 

reasonable alternatives will be identified and disclosed for the 

environmental resource categories defined in FAA Order 1050.1F and FAA 

Order 5050.4B and includes in the Environmental Consequences and 

Mitigation Measures chapter of the Draft EIS.  

3. Home values are dropping which in turn is potentially reducing by 

hundreds of millions, tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. 

The direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts associated with the No Action 

Alternative, the Proposed Action, and reasonable alternatives will be 

identified and disclosed for the environmental resource categories defined 

in FAA Order 1050.1F and FAA Order 5050.4B, such as Socioeconomics 

Impacts, and included in the Environmental Consequences and Mitigation 

Measures chapter of the Draft EIS. 

4. Burbank Airport is devastating communities and decreasing home and 

property values. 

The direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts associated with the No Action 

Alternative, the Proposed Action, and reasonable alternatives will be 

identified and disclosed for the environmental resource categories defined 

in FAA Order 1050.1F and FAA Order 5050.4B, such as Socioeconomic 

Impacts, and included in the Environmental Consequences and Mitigation 

Measures chapter of the Draft EIS. 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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5. Existing aircraft noise is having an impact on our schools and school 

children.  

The Proposed Action would not result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace.   

A discussion of any potential changes in the noise environment will be 

provided in the Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use and Department of 

Transportation Section 4(f) sections of the Environmental Consequences 

and Mitigation Measures chapter in the Draft EIS. 

6. It will increase fire risk in an area where ingress and egress by emergency 

vehicles is severely limited. 

Development of the Proposed Action would be accomplished on existing 

Airport property.  Runway configuration or length is not changing as a 

result of the Proposed Action.   

A discussion of the changes in surface vehicle traffic will be provided in 

the Socioeconomics section of the Environmental Consequences and 

Mitigation Measures chapter of the Draft EIS.  

7. The new, more efficient Expanded Terminal will increase the economic loss 

already experienced in the Affected Areas.  Negative effects on local 

businesses and restaurants will increase. 

A discussion of any potential impacts to economic activity that would be 

required as a result of the Proposed Action will be provided in the 

Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and Children’s Environmental 

Health and Safety Risks section of the Environmental Consequences and 

Mitigation Measures chapter of the Draft EIS.   
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E. RESPONSES TO SCOPING COMMENTS 

Table B-1 provides responses to the written comments provided by 

agencies, oral comments received at the public scoping workshop, written 

comments received at the public scoping workshop, or written comments 

received by the FAA by the March 1, 2019, deadline.  The response either 

identifies how the comment will be addressed in the Draft EIS or the reasons 

why the comment is not relevant to the NEPA process.  
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TABLE B-1 
RESPONSES TO SCOPING COMMENTS 

COMMENT 

NUMBER 
COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

Written Comments Received from Agencies 

1 

California High-

Speed Rail 
Authority 

The Authority requests FAA consideration of 

the High-Speed Rail Project and the 
proposed Burbank Airport Station as a future 

condition during the planning and 
environmental processes for the 
Replacement Terminal Project at Hollywood 

Burbank Airport. 

Consideration of the proposed High 
Speed Rail project will be included 

as a reasonably foreseeable project 
in the Cumulative Projects section 
of Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS. 

2 

Los Angeles 

City 
Councilmember 
Paul Krekorian 

Establishing a modern, safe, efficient and 
attractive terminal for the Airport, with 
increased amenities and improved airside 

facilities will increase efficiency, potentially 
allowing for more passengers and flights. 

The Proposed Action would not 

increase airport capacity but would 
enhance airport safety and 

efficiency.   The Proposed Action 
would not result in changes to the 
runway configuration, aircraft fleet 

mix, number of operations, timing 
of operations, or airspace. 

3 

Los Angeles 

City 
Councilmember 

Paul Krekorian 

At the same time, minimizing and mitigating 

for the impacts of the Airport has proven to 
be a tremendous challenge for many years.  

The increased frequency of flights in the 
same airspace will most certainly lead to 
increased noise levels and have impacts on 

air quality. 

The Proposed Action would not 
increase airport capacity but was 

developed to enhance airport safety 
and efficiency.   The Proposed 

Action would not result in changes 
to the runway configuration, 
aircraft fleet mix, number of 

operations, timing of operations, or 
airspace. 
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COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

4 

Los Angeles 

City 
Councilmember 
Paul Krekorian 

To ensure that all significant issues are 
identified, this process must guarantee that 
all cumulative impacts of the proposed 

terminal relocation are thoroughly 
considered and reviewed.  

An evaluation of cumulative 

impacts will be included in the 
Cumulative Impacts section of the 
Draft EIS. 

5 

Los Angeles 
City 

Councilmember 
Paul Krekorian 

The residents of the City of Los Angeles, and 
especially those in the East San Fernando 

Valley, have been largely left out of the 
dialogue about the future of the Airport. 

The project website 
(https://www.bobhopeairporteis.co

m/public-involvement/) is available 
to all persons to sign up to receive 
updates on the project.  Public 

notices are published in the federal 
register as well as various local 

newspapers and local elected 
officials will be notified to assist in 
spreading the message to 

constituents.  The website allows 
anyone to subscribe to all public 

announcements regarding the 
project. 

6 

Los Angeles 
City 
Councilmember 

Paul Krekorian 

Residents of Van Nuys, North Hollywood, 
Toluca Lake, Valley Village, Valley Glen, Sun 

Valley and Studio City already must bear the 
brunt of the burden of noise from departing 
and arriving aircraft. 

Comment noted.  The Proposed 
Action would not result in any 

change in aircraft operations.  A 
discussion of any potential changes 
in the noise environment will be 

provided in the Noise and Noise-
Compatible Land Use section in 

Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS. 

https://www.bobhopeairporteis.com/public-involvement/
https://www.bobhopeairporteis.com/public-involvement/
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COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

7 

Los Angeles 

City 
Councilmember 
Paul Krekorian 

I urge that the Agency thoroughly identify 
and analyze all impacts upon the 

communities of Los Angeles. 

Two project areas, a Detailed 
Project Study Area and a General 
Study Area, will be established for 

the Affected Environment section 
and the potential impacts for these 

areas will be discussed in the 
Environmental Consequences and 
Mitigation Measures chapter of the 

Draft EIS.  The General Study Area 
includes portions of Los Angeles 

that may be affected by the 
Proposed Action.  

8 

Los Angeles 
City 

Councilmember 
Paul Krekorian 

Enplanements at Hollywood Burbank Airport 
have increased 31% over the last three 
years, but the Agency only projects a 1.2% 

to 2.2% annual growth between the 2019 
through 2029 period.  I strongly advise the 

Agency to reevaluate growth projections for 
enplanements and air carrier operations.  I 
believe that the projected growth numbers 

are inadequate to understand the full 
impacts of this project.  I request that all 

analysis as part of the EIS process for the 
Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at 
Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport use 

accurate and increased airside operations 
projections when determining environmental 

impacts of this new terminal. 

The Terminal Area Forecast (TAF) is 
the official FAA forecast of aviation 
activity for U.S. airports. The TAF 

contains historical and forecast data 
for enplanements, airport 

operations, Terminal Radar 
Approach Control (TRACON) 
operations, and based aircraft. 

The TAF assumes a demand driven 
forecast for aviation services based 

upon local and national economic 
conditions as well as conditions 
within the aviation industry.  In 

other words, an airport’s TAF 
forecast is developed independent 

of the ability of the airport and air 
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COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

traffic control system to furnish the 
capacity required to meet demand. 

The growth in enplanements at the 
Airport occurring under the existing 
and forecasted conditions is not 

affected by the potential for a 
replacement terminal. 

9 

Los Angeles 

City 
Councilmember 
Paul Krekorian 

I further remind the Agency that FAA Order 
5050.4B directs the Agency “to involve other 

Federal agencies, State and local agencies, 
agencies and officials having expertise on 

environmental resources and the affected or 
interested public in this process.”  To that 
end, I request that you consult with and 

update the Los Angeles City Attorney’s 
Office on this cumulative analysis and 

pursuant to FAA Order 1050.1F, which 
requires that the Agency consult with local 
units of government early in the NEPA 

process.   

The FAA will add the Los Angeles 
City Attorney’s Office to future 

outreach efforts, as requested.  

10 

Los Angeles 
City 

Councilmember 
Paul Krekorian 

Finally, I again ask you to include my 

constituents in all public outreach efforts 
relating to this proposal.  Although the 

existing terminal and the proposed 
replacement are located in the City of 
Burbank, I urge the Agency to keep in mind 

that the impacts of the Airport are 
experienced at least as significantly in Los 

Angeles.  It is therefore incumbent upon the 

The project website 

(https://www.bobhopeairporteis.co
m/public-involvement/) is available 

to all persons to sign up to receive 
updates on the project.   
Additionally, the FAA will ensure 

that various neighborhood 
newspapers and newsletters are 

provided updates on the status of 

https://www.bobhopeairporteis.com/public-involvement/
https://www.bobhopeairporteis.com/public-involvement/
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COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

management of the Airport and all of the 
members of the Agency to show due respect 

to the people of Los Angeles who must daily 
deal with the adverse impacts of the 
Airport’s operations.  I hope that you will 

carefully consider and fully respond to these 
and all public comments from the residents 

of Los Angeles who are deeply impacted by 
the proposed project.   

the project in both the City of Los 
Angles and the City of Burbank.  

11 

Los Angeles 
County 

Metropolitan 
Transportation 
Authority 

(MTA) 

The proposed Project is adjacent to 
Metrolink right-of-way (ROW), owned by 

Metro, two Metrolink Stations (Burbank 
Airport South and Burbank Airport North), 
bus stops, and a planned bus rapid transit 

(BRT) line that will run from North 
Hollywood to Pasadena.  Due to the Project's 

adjacency to these transit facilities, Metro 
hopes to meet with the Burbank-Glendale-
Pasadena Airport Authority (Airport 

Authority) in the coming months to ensure 
coordination on our shared interests and to 

support the development of transit oriented 
communities (TOCs) while maintaining 
consistency with the airport's land use 

compatibility planning. 

Comment noted. 

12 MTA 

Metro would like to provide the Airport 

Authority with two resources: 1) the Metro 
Adjacent Development Handbook 

(attached), which provides an overview of 

Comment noted.  This information 

has been forwarded to the 
Authority. 
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COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

common concerns for development adjacent 
to Metro-owned right-of-way (ROW) and 2) 

the Adjacent Construction Manual with 
technical information (also attached).  These 
documents and additional resources are 

available at 
www.metro.net/projects/devreview.  

13 MTA 

To provide safe and convenient bus service, 
Metro recommends that the Airport 

Authority work closely with Metro and other 
operators on service planning and potential 

bus stop relocations during construction.  
The Adjacent Development Handbook 
provides recommendations for bus stop 

design and 
coordination needs.  For streets where Metro 

provides bus service, Metro recommends 
that the City require outside right lanes to 
be 12 foot wide (or at minimum 11 foot 

wide) for bus travel. 

Comment noted.  

14 MTA 

The Metro Orange Line Bus Rapid Transit 

(BRT) Improvement Project is currently 
preparing designs for $320 million in 

upgrades to the existing line that operates 
between the North Hollywood Metro Red 
Line Station and the West San Fernando 

Valley 
(www.metro.net/projects/orangeline/).  A 

planning/environmental study is also 

All potential project-related surface 

traffic impacts will be evaluated in 
the Socioeconomics (which includes 

surface traffic), Environmental 
Justice, and Children’s 
Environmental Health and Safety 

Risks section in Chapter 4 of the 
Draft EIS.  In addition, an 

evaluation of cumulative impacts 

http://www.metro.net/projects/devreview
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COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

underway to extend BRT service eastward 
from the North Hollywood Red Line Station 

to potentially connect to the Burbank Media 
District, Downtown Burbank, Downtown 
Glendale and Downtown Pasadena 

(www.metro.net/projects/noho-
pasadena/corridor).  Metro recommends that 

airport traffic and circulation studies include 
connectivity options to these existing and 
planned projects to better facilitate transit 

access to the airport.  For further 
information on these projects, please 

contact Cory Zelmer, at 213-922-1079 or 
zelmerc@metro.net. 

will be included in the Cumulative 
Impacts section in Chapter 4 of the 

Draft EIS. 

15 MTA 

The Project is adjacent to Metro-owned ROW 
operated and maintained by the Southern 

California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA) to 
run the Metrolink commuter rail service, 
including the Antelope Valley Line AVL to the 

north, and the Ventura County Line to the 
south.  Amtrak Pacific Surfliner intercity 

passenger trains also operate on this ROW.  
The Airport Authority is advised that rail 
service operates in both directions and that 

trains may operate, in and out of revenue 
service, 24 hours a day, seven days a week, 

in the ROW adjacent to the proposed 
Project. 

Comment noted.  
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COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

16 MTA 

There are at-grade rail crossings in close 
proximity to the Project along North San 
Fernando Blvd and Vanowen Street.  The 

Project is likely to increase traffic volumes 
across these crossings, which could 

potentially impact the safety of the crossing.  
As such, these traffic and safety impacts 
should be analyzed.  This rail crossing is 

regulated by the California Public Utilities 
Commission (CPUC) and maintained by 

Metro.  CPUC may have additional 
comments and requirements regarding this 
Project and should be contacted in outreach 

efforts. 

All potential project-related surface 

traffic impacts will be evaluated in 
the Socioeconomics (which includes 

surface traffic), Environmental 
Justice, and Children’s 

Environmental Health and Safety 
Risks section of the Draft EIS.   

17 MTA 

The proposed replacement terminal location 

is about a block from the Burbank Airport-
North Metrolink station on the Antelope 

Valley Line without a direct accessible path 
between the Metrolink station and the 

proposed terminal location.  Therefore, the 
Replacement Terminal project should 
provide direct passenger connectivity 

including but not limited to pedestrian 
improvements that will facilitate transfers 

between the Burbank Airport-North station 
and the new terminal location.  The Burbank 
Airport-North station is an important train-to 

plane station funded in partnership between 
Metro and the Airport Authority to enhance 

Because the Authority does not own 
or control the property between the 
proposed replacement terminal and 

the Burbank Airport-North Metrolink 
station, the Proposed Action that 

will be analyzed in the Draft EIS 
does not include a physical 
connection to this station.  The 

Authority will continue to operate 
its shuttle between the Burbank 

Airport-North Metrolink station and 
the proposed replacement terminal.  
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COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

train-to-plane connectivity between the 
Metrolink system and the Airport.  The 

Airport currently operates an on-demand 
shuttle service between the Burbank Airport-
North station and the Airport terminals. 

18 MTA 

The Burbank Airport-South (VCL) Metrolink 
station serves the Metrolink Ventura County 

Line and the Amtrak Pacific Surfliner trains.  
The station is currently less than 2,000 feet 

from the current terminal location; however 
the proposed location of the new terminal 

will be nearly a mile from the existing 
Metrolink station.  Therefore, shuttle service 
will be required to connect the existing 

Metrolink station to the new Airport 
terminals. 

Any change in connections between 

the replacement passenger terminal 
and the Burbank Airport-South 

station will be discussed in the 
Socioeconomics (which includes 

surface traffic), Environmental 
Justice, and Children’s 
Environmental Health and Safety 

Risks section of the Draft EIS.  

19 MTA 

The Project should include design treatments 
to accommodate transfer activity between 

bus and rail customers that will occur along 
the sidewalks and public spaces.  Metro 
recently completed the Metro Transfers 

Design Guide, a best practice document on 
transit improvements.  This can be accessed 

online at 
https://www.metro.net/projects/systemwide
design.  

This topic is outside the scope of 

this EIS.  The Authority does not 
own or control the property 
between the proposed replacement 

passenger terminal building and the 
Metrolink station.  Therefore, it is 

not appropriate to evaluate design 
treatments within this EIS. 

20 MTA 

The Terminal Project should address first-

last mile connections to transit, encouraging 
development that is transit accessible with 

This topic is outside the scope of 

this EIS.  The Authority does not 
own or control the property 

https://www.metro.net/projects/systemwidedesign
https://www.metro.net/projects/systemwidedesign
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COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

bicycle and pedestrian-oriented street 
design connecting transportation with 

housing and employment centers.  For 
reference, please view the First Last Mile 
Strategic Plan, authored by Metro and the 

Southern California Association of 
Governments (SCAG), available on-line at: 

http://media.metro.net/docs/sustainability 
path design guidelines.pdf.   

between the proposed replacement 
passenger terminal building and the 

Metrolink stations.  Therefore, it is 
not appropriate to evaluate design 
treatments within this EIS. 

21 MTA 

Metro strongly encourages the installation of 

wide sidewalks, pedestrian lighting, a 
continuous canopy of shade trees, enhanced 
crosswalks with ADA-compliant curb ramps, 

and other amenities along all public street 
frontages of the development site to 

improve pedestrian safety and comfort to 
access the nearby bus stops and rail 
stations.  The City should consider requiring 

the installation of such amenities as part of 
the conditions of approval. 

The Authority will design the 
replacement passenger terminal 

building and associated facilities 
once the NEPA review process is 
complete.  Aspects of pedestrian 

access will be in accordance with 
City of Burbank design and building 

standards.  Therefore, this topic is 
outside the scope of this EIS.  The 
Authority does not own or control 

the property between the proposed 
replacement passenger terminal 

building and the Metrolink station.  
Therefore, it is not appropriate to 
evaluate design treatments within 

this EIS. 

22 MTA 

Metro encourages the Airport Authority to 

promote bicycle use through adequate 
short-term bicycle parking, such as ground-

level bicycle racks, as well as secure and 

The Authority will design the 

replacement passenger terminal 
building and associated facilities in 

accordance with City of Burbank 
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COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

enclosed long-term bicycle parking, such as 
bike lockers or a secured bike room, for 

guests, employees, and residents.  Bicycle 
parking facilities should be designed with 
best practices in mind, including: highly 

visible siting, effective surveillance, easy to 
locate, and equipment installed with 

preferred spacing dimensions, so they can 
be conveniently accessed.  Additionally, the 
Project should help facilitate safe and 

convenient connections for pedestrians, 
people riding bikes, and transit users 

to/from the Airport. 

design and building standards and 
will be required to obtain a building 

permit subject to approval by the 
City of Burbank.  However, 
inclusion of bicycle-related facilities 

in the replacement passenger 
terminal building will be considered 

as part of the final design of the 
project.  Therefore, this is outside 
the scope of the EIS. 

23 MTA 

Metrolink/Amtrak stations wayfinding 

signage and real-time train arrival 
information should be prominently displayed 

at the new terminal.  Wayfinding signage 
should be considered as part of the Project 
to help people navigate through the Airport 

to all modes of transportation.  Any 
temporary or permanent wayfinding signage 

with content referencing Metro services, or 
featuring the Metro brand and/or associated 
graphics (such as bus or rail pictograms) 

requires review and approval by Metro Art & 
Design.  Please contact Lance Glover, Senior 

Manager of Signage and Environmental 
Graphic Design, at 213-922-2360 or 
GloverL@metro.net. 

Wayfinding and passenger comfort 
are topics of the Authority’s 

independent design charrette 
process and are outside the scope 
of this project.  The Authority will 

provide the FAA with a report on 
the outcome of the design 

charrettes.  FAA will evaluate the 
report to determine if information 
in it is relevant for inclusion into the 

Draft EIS. 
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24 MTA 

Metro Arts & Design encourages the 
thoughtful integration of art and culture into 
public spaces.  Any proposals for temporary 

or permanent public art and/or placemaking 
facing Metro ROW requires review and 

approval by Metro Art & Design.  Please 
contact Susan Gray, Director of Arts & 
Design, at 213-922-2729 or 

GrayS@metro.net. 

Passenger comfort and public art in 

the replacement passenger terminal 
building are topics of the 
Authority’s independent design 

charrette process.  The Authority 
will provide the FAA with a report 

on the outcome of the design 
charrettes.  FAA will evaluate the 
report to determine if information 

in it is relevant for inclusion into the 
Draft EIS 

25 MTA 

Metro would like to inform the Airport 
Authority of Metro's employer transit pass 
programs including the Annual Transit 

Access Pass (A-TAP) and Business Transit 
Access Pass (B-TAP) programs which offer 

efficiencies and group rates that businesses 
can offer employees as an incentive to 
utilize public transit.  For more information 

on these programs, contact Devon Deming 
at 213-922-7957 or DemingD@metro.net. 

Comment noted. 

26 MTA 

Prior to permit approval, Metro and 
Metrolink need to review engineering 

drawings and calculations, as well as 
construction plans, including any crane 
placement and radius, to evaluate any 

impacts to rail structures in relationship to 
the proposed Project.  Please refer to the 

Adjacent Construction Design Manual for 

Comment noted.   The final 
construction drawings and plans will 

be developed after the NEPA review 
process.  Therefore, this topic is 

outside the scope of the EIS.   
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more details regarding submitting drawings 
and calculations to Metro.  Note that Metro 

requires an Engineering Review Fee for staff 
review time. 

27 MTA 

There shall be no encroachment onto the 
railroad ROW.  Any future work performed 
on the proposed Project's structures or 

property requiring access to the railroad 
ROW, shall be covered by specific Right-of-

Entry temporary access permits with specific 
requirements.  SCRRA should be contacted 

for these Right-of Entry requirements.  
Information can be found on their website at 
www.metrolinktrains.com.  Other 

requirements may include permits for 
construction of buildings, and any future 

repairs, painting, graffiti removal, etc., 
including the use of overhead cranes or any 
other equipment that could potentially 

impact railroad operations and safety.  
Frequent access for maintenance tasks such 

as graffiti removal, will necessitate an active 
license agreement.  This agreement will 
include an annual license fee, and other 

requirements that meet safety standards for 
access to a ROW with active rail operations. 

Comment noted.  The City of 
Burbank and Airport Authority will 
establish right-of-way permitting 

requirements following the 
completion of the EIS. 

28 MTA 
Metro and/ or SCRRA staff shall be 
permitted to monitor construction activity to 

ascertain any impact to the ROW.  During 

This is outside the scope of the EIS.  
However, any monitoring of 

construction activities will be 

http://www.metrolinktrains.com/
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construction, a protection barrier shall be 
constructed to prevent objects, material, or 

debris from falling onto the ROW.  The 
Airport Authority will be required to notify 
Metro and SCRRA of any changes to the 

construction/building plans that may or may 
not impact the ROW. 

agreed upon by the City of 
Burbank, the Airport Authority, and 

MTA following the completion of the 
EIS.   

29 

South Coast Air 
Quality 

Management 
District 
(SCAQMD) 

The South Coast Air Basin (Basin) is 
designated as extreme non-attainment for 

ozone and serious non-attainment for 
PM2.5.   To streamline the review process 

and to facilitate conformity determinations 
for projects in the Basin, two separate VOC 
and NOx general conformity budgets were 

established in the Final 2012 Air Quality 
Management Plan (AQMP): 1 tons per day 

(tpd) of NOx and 0.2 tpd of VOC were set 
aside for this purpose every year, starting in 
2013 until 2030.  SCAQMD has set up a 

tracking system for projects requiring 
conformity determinations on a first-come-

first-serve basis, whereby the project 
emissions are debited from the applicable 
set aside accounts until they are depleted.  

Any questions related to the SCAQMD 
General Conformity review process and 

determination can be directed to Dr. Sang-
Mi Lee, Program Supervisor, at 
slee@aqmd.gov.   

Comment noted.  The FAA will 
coordinate with the SCAQMD 
regarding the General Conformity 

review process, if applicable. 



A P P E N D I X  B  –  S C O P I N G  R E P O R T  

Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport      B-706 
Proposed Replacement Terminal Project Draft EIS 

COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

30 

Southern 
California 
Regional Rail 

Authority 
(SCRRA) 

General comments for consideration in the 
EIS Transportation Impact section include 
the following: The project is adjacent to two 

rail lines owned all in or part by the Los 
Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation 

Authority (Metro) and maintained by SCRRA 
to operate the Metrolink commuter rail 
system.  There are also two rail stations that 

currently serve the Hollywood Burbank 
Airport.  The first, known as Burbank Airport 

- South Station, is on the Metrolink Ventura 
Line.  This station serves both Metrolink and 
Amtrak passenger trains.  The Burbank 

Airport - North Station is along the Metrolink 
Antelope Valley Line. 

The continuation of shuttle access 
to allow connectivity between the 
proposed replacement passenger 

terminal building and Metrolink and 
the Regional Intermodal Transit 

Center will be included in the 
Proposed Action and 

Socioeconomics, Environmental 
Justice, and Children’s 
Environmental Health and Safety 

Risks section in Chapter 4 of the 
Draft EIS. 

31 SCRRA 

Having rail to air connections is very 
important for all commuters in the region.  
This airport is also planned to have a high 

speed rail station stop in the future.  It is 
very crucial that the project includes 

adequate parking and proper pedestrian 
pathways and shuttles to and from the rail 
stations and bus facilities for seamless 

connections to other modes of travel.  This 
consideration will be especially relevant for 

the Burbank Airport - North Station as it will 
be within walking distance to the new 
terminal facility. 

Because the Authority does not own 
or control the property between the 

proposed replacement passenger 
terminal building and the Burbank 

Airport-North Metrolink station, the 
Proposed Action that will be 
analyzed in the Draft EIS does not 

include a physical connection to this 
station.  The Authority will continue 

to operate its shuttle between the 
Burbank Airport-North Metrolink 
station and the proposed 

replacement passenger terminal 
building.   



A P P E N D I X  B  –  S C O P I N G  R E P O R T  

Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport      B-707 
Proposed Replacement Terminal Project Draft EIS 

COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

32 

United States 

Environmental 
Protection 
Agency  

(U.S. EPA) 

Aquatic Resources:  
The proposed airport terminal project is 
adjacent to constructed stormwater drainage 

that empties into the Los Angeles River.  We 
recommend the Draft EIS disclose the 

existing National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) permit to the 
municipal entity covering stormwater 

discharges from the Hollywood Burbank 
Airport.  Analyze and disclose any potential 

impacts to stormwater discharges by the 
Airport project, from construction, 
demolition, and operations phases of the 

Airport project.  Identify mitigation 
measures, including low-impact 

development (LID) practices, for the 
stormwater discharge impacts.  EPA further 
recommends that FAA coordinate with the 

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control 
Board regarding Clean Water Act Section 

401 certification determination and disclose 
any water quality impacts and associated 
mitigation in the Draft EIS. 

The Airport Authority’s NPDES 
permit will be discussed in the 

Water Resources section of the 
Draft EIS.  Additionally, an 

evaluation of potential stormwater 
discharge impacts as a result of the 
Proposed Action and any 

appropriate mitigation measures 
will be discussed in the Water 

Resources section in Chapter 4 of 
the Draft EIS.  

33 U.S. EPA 

Air Quality:  

EPA's General Conformity Rule, established 
under Section 176(c)(4) of the Clean Air Act, 
provides a specific process for ensuring that 

federal actions do not interfere with a state's 
plans to attain or maintain national ambient 

The FAA will adhere to the EPA’s 

General Conformity Rule (see the 
Air Quality section in Chapter 4 of 
the Draft EIS and the Air Quality 

Protocol in Appendix E of the Draft 
EIS).   
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air quality standards (NAAQS).  For any 
criteria pollutants in the air basin of the 

project area where the air quality status is in 
nonattainment or attainment - maintenance, 
the Draft EIS should complete a general 

conformity applicability analysis (i.e. a 
comparison of direct and indirect emissions 

for each alternative with the de minimis 
thresholds of 40 CFR 93.153).  For any 
years where a federal action is expected to 

exceed a de minimis threshold, the FAA is 
required to complete a general conformity 

determination meeting the requirements of 
40 CFR 93.155 through 93.160 and 93.162 
through 93.165.  If a general conformity 

determination may be necessary, we 
suggest the Draft EIS include a draft general 

conformity determination to fulfill the public 
participation requirements of 40 CFR 

93.156. 

34 U.S. EPA 

Air Quality:  

In addition to conformity considerations, 
construction and demolition of structures for 
the proposed project may produce fugitive 

dust that may adversely impact nearby 
communities.  We further recommend the 

Draft EIS discuss and adopt construction 
phase emissions mitigation measures for 

If applicable, construction 
mitigation measures to account for 

fugitive dust will be disclosed in the 
Air Quality section of the Draft EIS.  
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fugitive dust, in coordination with South 
Coast Air Quality Management District. 

35 U.S. EPA 

Sustainability Efforts:  
EPA notes that the Burbank-Glendale-

Pasadena Airport Authority has adopted 
numerous measures over the years to 
improve sustainable operations.  The 

proposed project provides an opportunity to 
design new facilities with sustainability 

considerations, and the Airport Authority's 
EIR describes many of them.  Please 

describe project design features for the 
construction and the operation of the 
proposed project that will facilitate 

commitments to sustainable operations into 
the future.  For example, EPA recommends 

that the Draft EIS describe proposed green 
building, water conservation, energy 
conservation, waste reduction, and other 

sustainability measures Burbank Airport will 
continue to adopt during construction and 

operations for this project.  EPA 
recommends fully describing these, and 
other airport sustainability measures, in the 

Draft EIS, and how such measures will 
reduce environmental impacts. 

Industry information related to 

sustainable design and sustainable 
practices will be reviewed to 

determine whether mitigation 
would be necessary to reduce the 
potential demands on natural 

resources.  An evaluation of any 
sustainability commitments on 

behalf of the Authority will be 
included in the Natural Resources 
and Energy Supply section in 

Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS. 

36 U.S. EPA 
Climate Effects:  
The scoping package states that FAA will 

commit to assessing the climate impacts of 

Climate change will be evaluated 
consistent with the Air Quality 

Protocol that will be coordinated 
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the proposed project in the Draft EIS, in 
accordance with FAA Order 1050.lF and FAA 

Order 5050.4B.  When characterizing the 
national affected environment, EPA 
recommends that the Draft EIS use the 

latest Greenhouse Gas Inventory and 
National Climate Assessment.  As the FAA 

Order 1050.1F Desk Reference 
acknowledges that "climate change is a 
global phenomenon that can have local 

impacts," we recommend the Draft EIS use 
the California climate change assessment for 

the Los Angeles Region to assess relevant 
local impacts.  EPA further recommends that 
the Draft EIS discuss how the airport and 

operations may be adversely affected by 
extreme weather events, and how the 

proposed project may mitigate some of 
these risks.  We note that Hollywood 

Burbank Airport is located between two hill 
ranges and relies on constructed channels 
for stormwater drainage.  The state's 4th 

climate assessment for the LA Region 
expects little change in average precipitation 

but does expect increases in extremely dry 
and wet days in the typical year, including a 
25%-30% increase in precipitation on the 

wettest day of the year.  We recommend the 
Draft EIS analyze and disclose the capacity 

with the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, the California Air 

Resources Board, the South Coast 
Air Quality Management District, 
and the Southern California 

Association of Governments.  
Results of the air quality modeling 

of the Proposed Action will be 
included in the Air Quality section 
of the Draft EIS and, if required, in 

the Draft General Conformity 
Determination.  
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of the Airport's drainage to handle an 
increase in short duration high precipitation 

events described in the state's climate 
assessment. 

37 U.S. EPA 

Noise Impacts:  
We recommend the Draft EIS evaluate 
impacts of the project on noise for both the 

construction and operations phases.  The 
noise impact assessment should identify the 

significance thresholds utilized in the impact 
assessment methodology.  For the 

operations phase, we recommend that FAA 
consider referring to the levels in the 
Guidelines for Considering Noise in Land Use 

Planning and Control by the Federal 
Interagency Committee on Urban Noise 

(FICUN) when preparing the Draft EIS.  
These guidelines are appropriate for use in 
noise impact assessments and identify noise 

levels up to 65 decibels Day-Night Average 
(dB DNL) as compatible with residential land 

use, and those above 65 dB DNL as 
incompatible. 

An evaluation of construction noise 

and any potential changes in 
operations noise that would occur 

as a result of the Proposed Action 
as compared to the No Action 
Alternative will be included in the 

Noise and Noise-Compatible Land 
Use section of the Draft EIS.  Noise 

levels will adhere to FAA standards 
in 14 CFR Part 150 Airport Noise 
Compatibility Planning.   

38 U.S. EPA 

Noise Impacts: 
We recommend that the Draft EIS indicate 
whether the proposed action would be 

expected to result in a change in the number 
and/or type of aircraft that utilize the airport 

and whether this would affect the noise 

The Proposed Action would not 
result in any change in aircraft 
operations.  A discussion of any 

potential changes in the noise 
environment will be provided in the 

Noise and Noise-Compatible Land 
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levels experienced by nearby populations.  
Update noise contours as appropriate.  

Please also identify whether nearby schools 
(such as Glenwood Elementary and Roscoe 
Elementary north of the airport) could 

experience increases in noise levels and 
discuss potential effects of noise on school  

learning and academic achievement in 
children, as applicable and consistent with 
Executive Order 13045 -Protection of 

Children from Environmental Health Risks 
and Safety Risks.  For learning 

environments, the critical effects of noise 
are on speech interference, disturbance of 
information extraction ( e.g. comprehension 

and reading acquisition), message 
communication and annoyance. 

Use section of the Environmental 
Consequences and Mitigation 

Measures chapter in the Draft EIS.  
This includes an update to the noise 
contours, as appropriate, in the 

Draft EIS.  

39 U.S. EPA 

Cumulative Impacts and Coordination With 
Other Projects:  

EPA notes that note that the proposed 
replacement terminal for Hollywood Burbank 

Airport is near the proposed future California 
High Speed Rail Burbank Station on San 
Fernando Boulevard.  Please discuss in the 

Draft EIS any measures proposed to reduce 
the cumulative impacts of both projects 

being proposed in the same area.  Describe 
what measures are proposed to insure 
connectivity between the proposed Burbank 

The proposed High Speed Rail 
Burbank Station project will be 

included in the Cumulative Impacts 
section of the Draft EIS. 

The continuation of shuttle access 
to allow connectivity between the 
rail stations and the proposed 

replacement passenger terminal 
building will be discussed in the 

Socioeconomics (including surface 
traffic), Environmental Justice, and 
Children’s Environmental Health 
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Station, Hollywood Way Metrolink station, 
and proposed Regional Intermodal Transit 

Center to the Hollywood Burbank Airport 
Terminal Replacement project and identify 
measures to reduce environmental and 

community impacts. 

and Safety Risks section of the 
Draft EIS. 

40 U.S. EPA 

Hazardous Waste and Demolition Waste 

Management:  
Due to the history of lead in aviation fuels 

and the history of aviation activity in the 
project area dating back to 1930, elevated 

soluble lead levels through the project limits 
may be reasonably anticipated.  We 
acknowledge an extensive Human Health 

Risk Assessment, for soil contamination and 
soil vapor, was completed for the Burbank-

Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority in 2017 
and was later approved by the Los Angeles 
Regional Water Quality Control Board, in 

February 2018.  We recommend the Draft 
EIS disclose the site assessment information 

and cleanup plan, including contaminated 
soils, contaminated demolition debris, and 
any underground storage tanks. 

The Human Health Risk Assessment 
that was approved by the Los 
Angeles Regional Water Quality 

Control Board and its contents will 
be referenced in the Hazardous 

Materials, Solid Waste, and 
Pollution Prevention section in 
Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS. 

41 U.S. EPA 

Hazardous Waste and Demolition Waste 
Management: 

The proposed project would result in high 
volumes of demolition debris, and significant 

volumes may be nonhazardous solid waste.  

An evaluation of hazardous waste 
and nonhazardous solid waste, as 

well as any reuse efforts on behalf 
of the Authority, will be included in 

the Hazardous Materials, Solid 
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Please describe efforts to divert 
nonhazardous demolition debris from 

landfills, and recovery of recyclable 
materials such as concrete, asphalt, and 
rebar from this project, and their possible 

reuse as material for new construction at 
this airport project. 

Waste, and Pollution Prevention 
section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 

EIS.  In addition, a discussion 
regarding the use of excess soils 
will be included in the Natural 

Resources and Energy Supply 
section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 

EIS. 

Written Comments Received from Public During Scoping Meeting 

  ALTERNATIVES  

42 Terry Bruce 
Why are alternate proposals in the EIS?  
They have no details for plans, square 

footage, etc.  

Section 102©(iii) of the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 

and its implementing regulations 
requires that all reasonable 
alternatives be analyzed as part of 

the NEPA process.  If an alternative 
is deemed to meet the screening 

criteria, it will be carried forward 
and analyzed in the Draft EIS. 

43 

 

Lisa Carloss; 
Denise Gruska; 

Tom and Donna 
Materna; 

Katrina Youdin 

Enact time-of-day restrictions; Changes to 
departure and/or arrival routes; Changes 
that would keep departures over the 

Highway 101 corridor; Procedures allowing 
different take-off and landing configurations 

under certain meteorological circumstances; 
Restoring pre-Metroplex routes. 

The Proposed Action would not 

result in any change in aircraft 
operations.  All alternatives that 

meet the purpose and need of the 
Proposed Action will be analyzed in 
the Draft EIS.  

44 C. Innis 
Close Burbank and build in the desert or a 
floating airport off the coast; Direct planes 

One of the alternatives to the 
Proposed Action is to move the 
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north, east, or west, not south over Los 
Angeles.  

airport to another location (see 
Chapter 2 of the Draft EIS).  If this 

alternative meets the purpose and 
need of the Proposed Action, then it 
will be fully analyzed in the Draft 

EIS. 

45 

David Kimball; 
Alden 

Melbourne; 
Selina 

Thomasian; 
Shant 
Thomasian; 

Mary Zakrasek 

Stop the export of noise and negative 
impacts to Los Angeles; Reroute flights over 

Burbank, Glendale, and Pasadena; Restore 
the historical 6-mile wide flight path, proven 
safe for decades; Consider multiple tracks 

and alternate tracks in all directions; 
Relocation of airport to less populated area.  

The Proposed Action would not 

result in any change in aircraft 
operations.  All alternatives that 

meet the purpose and need of the 
Proposed Action will be analyzed in 

the Draft EIS.  One of the 
alternatives to the Proposed Action 
is to move the airport to another 

location (see Chapter 2 of the Draft 
EIS).  If this alternative meets the 

purpose and need of the Proposed 
Action, then it will be fully analyzed 
in the Draft EIS. 

46 
Magda 

Krachimalnick 

I would like to see a graphic of the 
relationship between the proposed 

quadrants expansion of the terminal and the 
FAA regulations and standard for each 

option.  

Comment noted.  Chapter 2 of the 
Draft EIS contains an exhibit for 

each of the four quadrants at the 
Airport that show the FAA 

regulations and standards. 

47 

Tom Materna; 

Selina 
Thomasian; 

Shant 
Thomasian 

Consider relocation of the airport (and jets) 

to less populated areas.  

One of the alternatives to the 

Proposed Action is to move the 
airport to another location.  If this 

alternative meets the purpose and 
need of the Proposed Action, then it 
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will be fully analyzed in the Draft 
EIS. 

48 Jayne McKay Why can’t we upgrade the current terminal? 

The existing passenger terminal 
building does not comply with FAA 

design standards regarding the 
distance from the centerline of the 
runways (the Runway Object Free 

Area, the primary and transitional 
surfaces for runways, the Building 

Restriction Line, and the Taxiway 
Object Free Area).  Upgrading the 

existing passenger terminal building 
would not address the fact that the 
current taxiway separation and 

existing passenger terminal building 
do not meet the FAA standards. 

49 
Wilhelm and 
Eva Osterissen 

A long-term solution is build a new airport 

somewhere such as Palmdale that can be 
connected with a bullet train.  

One of the alternatives to the 
Proposed Action is to move the 

airport to another location (see 
Chapter 2 of the Draft EIS).  If this 
alternative meets the purpose and 

need of the Proposed Action, then it 
will be fully analyzed in the Draft 

EIS. 

  AIR QUALITY  

50 Anonymous4 
Concerned the new terminal will increase air 

pollution.  

An analysis of the potential changes 
in air pollutant emissions that 

would occur as a result of the 
Proposed Action as compared to the 
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No Action Alternative will be 
included in the Air Quality section 

of the Draft EIS. 

51 

Marykate 

Harris; Alden 
Melbourne; 

Mary Zakrasek 

The new, more efficient terminal will 
degrade air quality, causing negative health 

impacts. 

An analysis of the potential changes 

in air pollutant emissions that 
would occur as a result of the 
Proposed Action as compared to the 

No Action Alternative will be 
included in the Air Quality section 

of the Draft EIS. 

52 
Jennifer 

Franchina 

The airplane “grime” that is falling on my 

yard and home is unbearable.  
Comment noted. 

53 Sheryl Harmon 
We do not need a bigger, newer airport that 

will only increase particulate pollution.  
Comment noted. 

54 Marykate Harris 

Have had to curtail my cycling time outdoors 

due to the development of severe asthma 
resulting from the high volume of jet fuel 

particulates both immediately over and 
around our home, and throughout the 

affected areas where we previously enjoyed 
cycling (Griffith Park, LA River Bike Path, 
Glendale Narrows, Studio City, Cahuenga 

Pass, Mulholland Drive, Sherman Oaks, 
etc.). 

An analysis of the potential changes 
in air pollutant emissions that 
would occur as a result of the 

Proposed Action as compared to the 
No Action Alternative will be 

included in the Air Quality section 
of the Draft EIS. 

55 
Jennifer 
Herrera 

My main concern is air quality, especially on 
the children and Hispanic populations. 

An analysis of the potential changes 
in air pollutant emissions that 

would occur as a result of the 
Proposed Action as compared to the 
No Action Alternative will be 
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included in the Air Quality section 
of the Draft EIS.  In addition, an 

analysis of the effects on children’s 
health and environmental justice 
populations will be included in the 

Socioeconomics, Environmental 
Justice, and Children’s Health and 

Safety section of the Draft EIS. 

56 Shannon Mast Concerned about free particulates.  

An analysis of the potential changes 

in air pollutant emissions that 
would occur as a result of the 

Proposed Action as compared to the 
No Action Alternative will be 
included in the Air Quality section 

of the Draft EIS.  Additionally, the 
FAA will evaluate the need to 

prepare a Draft General Conformity 
Determination for the Proposed 
Action under the Clean Air Act.  

57 
Karen 
Spangenberg 

More and larger jets equals worst air quality. 

The Proposed Action would not 
result in any change in aircraft 

operations.  An analysis of the 
potential changes in air pollutant 

emissions that would occur as a 
result of the Proposed Action as 
compared to the No Action 

Alternative will be included in the 
Air Quality section of the Draft EIS. 
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58 Dennis Sullivan Air pollution is a concern.  

An analysis of the potential changes 
in air pollutant emissions that 
would occur as a result of the 

Proposed Action as compared to the 
No Action Alternative will be 

included in the Air Quality section in 
Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS. 

  BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES  

No comments were received.  

  CLIMATE  

59 
Karen 

Spangenberg 

Increasing temperature in long summer 
means jets ascend more slowly; therefore, 

lower and louder.  

The Proposed Action would not 
result in any change in aircraft 
operations.  An analysis of potential 

impacts associated with climate will 
be included in the Climate section 

of the Draft EIS. 

  CUMULATIVE IMPACTS  

60 

Lisa Carloss; 
Sherri Elkaim; 

Denise Gruska; 
Tom and Donna 

Materna; 
Katrina Youdin 

The impacts of the terminal replacement 
project must be considered cumulatively 

with at least the following: The Metroplex 
project; Changes to, and eventual closure 

of, SMO; Relocation of some SMO operations 
to other area facilities; Changes in 
operations and routes at VNY; Proposed 

open SIDs for OROSZ 3 and SLAPP 2 at 
BUR.  

A list of cumulative projects will be 
developed (see the Cumulative 

Projects section in Chapter 3 of the 
Draft EIS).  An evaluation of 

whether the Proposed Action would 
contribute to any potential impacts 
to resources will be included in the 

Cumulative Impacts section in 
Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS. 

61 
Marykate 
Harris; David 

Kimball; Alden 

The impacts of the terminal replacement 
project must be considered cumulatively 

with at least the following: Unauthorized 

A list of cumulative projects will be 
developed (see the Cumulative 

Projects section in Chapter 3 of the 
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Melbourne; 
Mary Zakrasek 

procedures; Proposed procedures; Nearby 
flight paths from VNY and other SoCal 

Metroplex Airports; Proposed open SIDs for 
OROSZ 3 and SLAPP 2 at BUR. 
VNY has increased the number of departures 

by 35% since 2016 and has moved their 
path HARYS 2 south and east (without 

institution of waypoint PRRRY); Both BUR 
and VNY estimate a projected 15% increase 
per year in air traffic; and SMO shortened its 

runway in 2017 significantly reducing the air 
traffic out of that airport causing more air 

traffic to be routed to both BUR and VNY. 

Draft EIS).  An evaluation of 
whether the Proposed Action would 

contribute to any potential impacts 
to resources will be included in the 
Cumulative Impacts section in 

Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS. 

62 Bart Trinchero 

What will happen to airport revenues when 

and if the bullet train becomes operational?  
The reduced air traffic will cut the airport 

revenue down?  

The California High Speed Rail 

project will be included in the list of 
cumulative projects in Chapter 3 of 

the Draft EIS.  The FAA has been 
advised by California High Speed 
Rail that construction is proposed to 

start in 2029 but the funding has 
not been secured and the 

environmental review of the project 
is still in progress.  Because the 
latest analysis year is 2029 the 

California High Speed Rail project is 
included in the Draft EIS for 

informational purposes only.  

  
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

ACT, SECTION 4(f) 
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63 

Alden 
Melbourne; 
Selina 

Thomasian; 
Shant 

Thomasian; 
Mary Zakrasek 

The new, more efficient terminal will further 
degrade our public parklands – our quiet 
refuge from noisy city life.  It will negatively 

impact the already dwindling wildlife and 
increase fire risk in an area where ingress 

and egress by emergency vehicles is 
severely limited.  

All potential impacts to parklands 

will be included in the Department 
of Transportation, Section 4(f) 
section of the Draft EIS.  In 

addition, potential impacts to noise-
sensitive land uses, such as 

parklands, will be discussed in the 
Noise and Noise-Compatible Land 
Use section of the Draft EIS. 

  FLIGHT PATHS  

64 Anonymous4 
The planes should be diverted north, which 
is less populated. 

The Proposed Action does not 

involve changes to any airspace 
procedures. 

65 

Anonymous5; 
Anonymous6; 
Anonymous7; 

Kathy Arnos; 
Linda Branca; 

Lynette Carla; 
Kathryn 

Danielk; Tracey 
Feder; Sandy 
Fox; Jennifer 

Franchina; J. 
Gordonn; 

Denise Gruska; 
G. Hogan; 
Richard Hull; C. 

Innis; JG; Bill 

Concern over the new flight paths and 
subsequent non-stop flights/increased 

flights. 

See Topical Response Flight Paths, 
1. 
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Jones; Rose 
Kauper; David 

Ladd; Jeremy 
Lake; Beth 
Linville; 

Andrew 
Maganian; 

Shannon Mast; 
Luisa Megrot; 
Jon Molin; 

Wilhelm and 
Eva Osterissen; 

Adam Rimter; 
Sharon 
Rombean; 

Sean; Dennis 
Sullivan; Regi 

Toscano; Rudy 
Van Zyl; Renee 

Weber; 
Matthew Yedlin 

66 
Anonymous5; 
Michelle Allen; 
DC Hager 

An EIS on the change in flight paths did not 
occur.  An EIS on the flight paths needs to 
be done.  

See Topical Response Flight Paths, 

1.   

67 

Kathy Arnos; 
Linda Branca; 

Edita Brychta; 
Kathryn 

Danielle; Rose 

The new flight paths will and already are 

affecting the health of those who live under 
and near the new flight paths. 

See Topical Response Flight Paths, 

1. 



A P P E N D I X  B  –  S C O P I N G  R E P O R T  

Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport      B-723 
Proposed Replacement Terminal Project Draft EIS 

COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

Kauper; Evi 
Kosciow; David 

Ladd; Stan 
Magnees; 
Renee Weber; 

Katrina Youdin 

68 Linda Branca 
The FAA changed the flight paths with no 

environmental study.  

See Topical Response Flight Paths, 

1.   

69 Linda Branca 
Burbank officials must persuade the FAA to 
change back those flights paths to what they 
used to be.  

See Topical Response Flight Paths, 

1. 

70 

Linda Branca; 
Jeremy Lake; 

Tom and Donna 
Materna; 

The expansion will only serve to compound 
upon the terrible degradation of our parks 

being caused by the flight paths resulting in 
constant plane traffic flying at low altitudes. 

See Topical Response Flight Paths, 

1. 

71 

Linda Branca; 
Edita Brychta; 

Ellen Byron; 
Amy 

Carpinello; 
Kathryn 
Danielle; David 

Ladd; Jennifer 
Lazans; Tom 

and Donna 
Materna 

The flight paths fly directly over schools and 

generally, are impacting our children.  

See Topical Response Flight Paths, 

1. 

72 Edita Brychta 
Concern over air quality, specifically 
benzene showering down over residential 
areas with the new flight paths.  

See Topical Response Flight Paths, 

1. 
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73 

Edita Brychta; 
Tracey Feder; 
Jennifer 

Franchina; 
Marykate 

Harris; Rose 
Kauper; David 
Kimball; 

Jennifer 
Lazans; Stan 

Magnees; Regi 
Toscano; Tessa 
Treadway; 

Matthew Yedlin 

The change in flight paths are devaluing our 
homes.  

See Topical Response Flight Paths, 
1. 

74 Amy Carpinello 

The planes are flying over the hills with the 

new flight paths and dropping dangerous 
toxins over our home.  

See Topical Response Flight Paths, 

1. 

75 

Clay Collier; 
Jay Gruska; 

Marykate 
Harris; Chris 

Harwood; C. 
Innis; David 
Kimball; David 

Ladd; Jeremy 
Lake; Jennifer 

Lazans; Stan 
Magnees; Tom 
and Donna 

Concerned about the flight patterns and the 
noise pollution, including the frequency of 
the flights, which have increased 

dramatically. 

See Topical Response Flight Paths, 
1. 
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Materna; Jon 
Molin; Adam 

Rimter; Tessa 
Treadway; 
Renee Weber; 

Matthew Yedlin 

76 Peter Generales 
Very concerned about lower flying aircraft – 

at times I can even “smell” the jet exhaust. 

See Topical Response Flight Paths, 

1. 

77 Federico Figus 

Depart north on Runway 33, heading 270 
degrees as per FAA RNAV departure bulletin;  
Depart from Runway 26 and arrivals on 

Runway 15.  
This is a visible alternative, but only after 

completion of the new terminal as the 
current terminal is parallel to Runway 08/26 
at less than 200-feet.  

See Topical Response Flight Paths, 
1.   

78 Denise Gruska 

Keep departures over the 101 freeway 
corridor;  Have planes depart north on 

Runway 33;  Have planes depart west on 
Runway 26;  Revert to pre-NextGen and 

Metroplex routes.  

See Topical Response Flight Paths, 

1. 

79 DC Hager 
Fly over the uninhabited mountains to the 

north, not over our south of airport homes.  

See Topical Response Flight Paths, 

1.  

80 Marykate Harris 

The very fact that this plan was 

implemented with zero involvement of the 
affected communities, let alone any advance 

warning that it was about to happen, speaks 
loud and clear to a complete disregard for a 
community and its residents and the 

The scoping process that has been 

completed and the 45-day public 
comment period for the Draft EIS 

would allow the public to comment 
on the project prior to the issuance 
of an FAA decision.  No changes to 
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resulting effects are destroying the 
unauthorized procedures, and nearby flight 

paths from VNY and other SoCal Metroplex 
airports.  

flight procedures would occur as a 
result of the Proposed Action as 

compared to the No Action 
Alternative.   

81 JG 
Please allow planes to take off on a 
changing, varied flight path; Disperse the 
flight path.  

See Topical Response Flight Paths, 

1.   

82 

Sheryl Harmon; 

David Ladd; 
Jeremy Lake; 
Beth Linville; 

Jon Molin; 
Matthew 

Yedlin; Rudy 
Van Zyi  

The expansion will only serve to compound 
upon the terrible air pollution being caused 

by the flight paths resulting in constant 
plane traffic flying at low altitudes.  

See Topical Response Flight Paths, 

1. 

83 Beth Linville 
The fire hazard in the hill where smaller 
private planes fly needs to be addressed.  

Comment noted.  No changes to 
flight procedures would occur as a 
result of the Proposed Action as 

compared to the No Action 
Alternative.  The evaluation of fire 

hazards on hills that are not in the 
immediate vicinity of the Airport is 
outside the scope of this EIS.  

84 Stan Magnees 

Planes fly low overhead the hills of Sherman 

Oaks and wife’s health could be affected by 
all the pollution.  

See Topical Response Flight Paths, 
1. 

85 
Alden 
Melbourne; 
Selina 

It has already been determined by an 
independent analysis conducted by Landrum 
& Brown that the flightpaths out of Burbank 

See Topical Response Flight Paths, 

1.   
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Thomasian; 
Shant 

Thomasian; 
John Van 
Tongeren; Mary 

Zakrasek 

Airport (BUR) shifted south in a 
concentrated path over the hillside 

communities of Studio City, Sherman Oaks, 
and Encino, and the protected 4(f) Santa 
Monica Mountains (affected areas).  This 

change in flight track occurred without 
notice or environmental study.  

86 Matthew Yedlin 
You must spread out the flights to the north 
and east and south.  Not just southwest.  

See Topical Response Flight Paths, 
1.  

  
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS, SOLID 
WASTE, AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

 

87 

Alden 

Melbourne; 
Mary Zakrasek 

Residents near the airport and along the soil 
export route have grave concerns about vast 

amounts of contaminated soils traversing 
their neighborhoods, potentially exposing 

them to dangerous materials.   

Soils will be characterized in 
relation to contaminants and will be 

presented in the Hazardous 
Materials, Solid Waste, and 

Pollution Prevention section of the 
Draft EIS.  Additionally, an analysis 
of the potential impacts of 

encountering, being exposed to, or 
transporting potentially 

contaminated soils will be included 
in the Hazardous Materials section 
of the Draft EIS. 

88 
Karen 

Spangenberg 

Demolition of current terminal is too much 

for the land fill.  

An assessment of capacity of local 

landfills will be included in the 
Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste, 
and Pollution Prevention section of 

the Draft EIS. 
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89 
Roy and Angela 
Wiegand  

Concerned about the over 20 schools, parks;  

Day cares near the proposed new terminal 
and excavated site;  The pollutants that will 
be activated upon construction activities;  

The soil from years past 
Lockheed/Skunkworks toxin dumping 

directly into the ground.   
The EIR that we have read (as part of 
Measure B in Burbank) says there will be 

hazardous days during construction – there 
were no solutions given.  

Soils will be characterized in 
relation to contaminants and will be 
presented in the Hazardous 

Materials section of the Draft EIS.  
Additionally, an analysis of the 

impacts of transporting potentially 
contaminated soils will be included 
in the Hazardous Materials section 

of the Draft EIS. 

  
HISTORICAL, ARCHITECTURAL, 
ARCHEOLOGICAL, AND CULTURAL 
RESOURCES 

 

90 
Natalie 

Bloxham 
I am concerned with the history we will lose.  

An analysis of the impacts to 
historic resources will be included in 

the Historical, Architectural, 
Archeological, and Cultural 

Resources section of the Draft EIS.  
Additionally, the FAA is required to 
consult with the State Historic 

Preservation Officer, as well as 
relevant Tribal Historic Preservation 

Officers, for impacts to resources 
eligible for listing in the National 
Register of Historic Places prior to 

affecting such resources.  
Consultation efforts will be 

presented in the Draft EIS.  
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91 Penelope 
I propose turning the original terminal into a 
flight museum to preserve its cultural 

significance from the 30’s.  

Comment noted.  The existing 

passenger terminal building cannot 
remain in its existing location 
because it does not comply with 

FAA design standards regarding the 
distance from the centerline of the 

runways (the Runway Object Free 
Area, the primary and transitional 
surfaces for runways, the Building 

Restriction Line, and the Taxiway 
Object Free Area). 

92 
Roy and Angela 
Wiegand 

I am concerned about tearing down a 

historical monument/terminal.  Amelia 
Earhart flew out of Burbank and I think 

historically, the terminal should remain.  

An analysis of the impacts to 
historic resources will be included in 
the Historical, Architectural, 

Archeological, and Cultural 
Resources section of the Draft EIS.  

Additionally, the FAA is required to 
consult with the State Historic 
Preservation Officer, as well as 

relevant Tribal Historic Preservation 
Officers, for impacts to resources 

eligible for listing in the National 
Register of Historic Places prior to 
affecting such resources.  

Consultation efforts will be 
presented in the Draft EIS. 

  
NATURAL RESOURCES AND ENERGY 
SUPPLY 
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93 Heather Robb 

I hope the EIS will encourage the highest 
environmental standards for this airport 

that’s located right in the heart of our 
community.  LEED Platinum should be the 
goal, and I am including research on how 

other regional airport have achieved that 
effectively.  Burbank should settle for 

nothing less. 

Comment noted.  The Authority will 

design the replacement passenger 
terminal building and associated 

facilities in accordance with City of 
Burbank design and building 
standards and will be required to 

obtain a building permit subject to 
approval by the City of Burbank.  

The final construction drawings and 
plans will be developed after the 
NEPA review process.  Therefore, 

this topic is outside the scope of 
this EIS 

94 Chris Weber 

The design of the new terminal should 
adhere to the highest green building 

standards as a way to address and mitigate 
sustainability issues associated with air 

travel.  Please review the attached 
document for both statements of support for 
a green terminal, as well as comparable 

green programs at similar airport terminals.  
At a minimum, I ask that the FAA include in 

the plans, a stated objective of attaining 
LEED Gold Certification for the new terminal.  

Comment noted.  The Authority will 
design the replacement passenger 
terminal building and associated 

facilities in accordance with City of 
Burbank design and building 

standards and will be required to 
obtain a building permit subject to 
approval by the City of Burbank.  

The final construction drawings and 
plans will be developed after the 

NEPA review process.  Therefore, 
this topic is outside the scope of 
this EIS. 

  NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE  

95 
Lisa Carloss; 
Amy 

The impact analysis must use an appropriate 
baseline.  In development the baseline, the 

The Proposed Action will not 
increase the number or change the 
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Carpinello; 
Denise Gruska; 

Tom and Donna 
Materna; 
Katrina Youdin 

FAA should account for the fact that the 
Metroplex NEPA analysis did not address the 

actual departure routes currently flown at 
BUR, and the number and routing for BUR 
departures remains in flux.  Pre-Metroplex 

conditions; therefore, provide the most 
appropriate and equitable baseline against 

which to measure project impacts.  

type of aircraft operating at the 
Airport, nor does it propose to 

change any airspace procedures. 

96 David Gaines 

Any EIS must take into account these 
current conditions (low flying aircraft) and 

find a way to mitigate future problems to be 
anticipated when a new terminal and 
expended flight paths increases the number 

of flights.  

The Proposed Action does not 

involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 

environmental review.  The 
proposals are independent projects 

and are not connected actions.  The 
Air Traffic Organization of the FAA 
has announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 

involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  In addition, the 

Proposed Action would not increase 
airport capacity but would enhance 
airport safety and efficiency.  The 
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Proposed Action would not result in 
changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace.   

97 G. Hogan 

The impact analysis must use an appropriate 
baseline.  The FAA must account for the 
Metroplex NEPA analysis did not address 

actual departure routes currently flown at 
BUR, and the number and routing of BUR 

departures remains “up in the air.”  Pre-
Metroplex conditions must provide the most 
appropriate and equitable baseline against 

which to measure project impacts.  

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 

procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 

environmental review.  The 
proposals are independent projects 
and are not connected actions.  The 

Air Traffic Organization of the FAA 
has announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 

involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process. 
In addition, the Proposed Action 

would not increase airport capacity 
but would enhance airport safety 

and efficiency.  The Proposed 
Action would not result in changes 
to the runway configuration, 



A P P E N D I X  B  –  S C O P I N G  R E P O R T  

Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport      B-733 
Proposed Replacement Terminal Project Draft EIS 

COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

aircraft fleet mix, number of 
operations, timing of operations, or 

airspace. 

  
NOISE AND NOISE-COMPATIBLE LAND 

USE 
 

98 

Anonymous2; 

Anonymous4; 
Kathy Arnos; 

Lucille 
Clippinger; 
Karen Collier; 

Paul Da Silva; 
Audrey Ford; 

Jennifer 
Franchina; 
David Gaines; 

DC Hager; 
Barbara Hupp; 

Beth Linville; 
Karen 
Spangenberg; 

Dennis Sullivan 

The current noise is unbearable and more 

flights will only make it worse.  There are 
schools and residents that will be adversely 

affected by the excessive noise. 

See Topical Response Noise and 
Noise-Compatible Land Use, 1. 

99 Anonymous4 
Do not change the 7am to 10pm flight 
takeoffs and landings.  

The Proposed Action would not 

result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 

number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace. 

100 Susan Ashely 
The planes are low and loud and no curfew – 
planes are flying 24/7 and we cannot sleep.  

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 
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configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace. 

101 

Lisa Carloss; 

Sherri Elkaim; 
Denise Gruska; 
Tom and Donna 

Materna; 
Katrina Youdin 

To accurately address the significant noise 

issues at BUR – which will be intensified by 
the new terminal and support infrastructure 
– the EIS must incorporate and address the 

following: Impacts on all noise-sensitive land 
uses, including schools, parks, open space, 

preserves, historical resources, and others; 
Unique topography, including and in 

particular, the hills and canyons south of the 
airport; Single-event noise measurements; 
California and federal noise metrics; The 

likelihood that aircraft will not adhere to 
published departure and arrival routes.  

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 

number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace.  The Draft 

EIS will discuss potential changes in 
the noise environment that will 

occur with or without the 
implementation of the Proposed 
Action in the Noise and Noise-

Compatible Land Use section. 

102 Amy Carpinello 

It is hard to support a new airport when 
Burbank airport is failing to observe time of 
day restrictions.  We are woken daily by 

these low fling planes and are concerned 
about the noise levels  

Comment noted.  The Proposed 
Action would not result in changes 

to the runway configuration, 
aircraft fleet mix, number of 
operations, timing of operations, or 

airspace. 

103 
Lucille 
Clippinger 

Any chance some sound proofing can be 

available as it has been for Burbank 
homeowners? 

Sound proofing and other noise 

mitigation measures for 
homeowners would be administered 

through the existing Burbank 
Airport Residential Sound Insulation 

Program.  The program was 
established to provide relief to 
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residents and noise-sensitive land 
uses within the 65 dB CNEL noise 

contour identified in the Noise 
Compatibility Program approved by 
the FAA.  

104 Audrey Ford More flights go out after 10pm.  

Comment noted.  The Proposed 
Action would not result in changes 

to the runway configuration, 
aircraft fleet mix, number of 

operations, timing of operations, or 
airspace. 

105 Sandy Fox 

Need to look at the long-term impact of this 

noise disturbance on the health of people, 
animals, and wild areas, as well as schools, 

homes, and communities over monetary 
gain, and expansion and big development.    

A discussion of any potential 
changes in the noise environment 

will be provided in the Noise and 
Noise-Compatible Land Use section 
in Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS. In 

addition, any impacts to land uses 
protected under Section 4(f) of the 

Department of Transportation Act, 
such as parks and wildlife refuges, 
will be evaluated in the Department 

of Transportation Section 4(f) 
section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 

EIS.  

106 
Reggie Landin; 
Sharon 

Rombean 

The hours of planes taking off and landing 
(noise curfew) cannot be extended. 

Comment noted.  The Proposed 

Action would not result in changes 
to the runway configuration, 

aircraft fleet mix, number of 
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operations, timing of operations, or 
airspace. 

107 Regi Toscano 
Please explain the 2am to 3am flights of 
FedEx out of Burbank airport.  

According to the Authority’s noise 
rules, Rule 9 states that aircraft 

originally certified as Stage 3 or 
quieter are permitted to fly 24 
hours per day.  The Authority’s 

noise rules can be found online at: 
http://hollywoodburbankairport.co

m/noise-environment/noise-rules-
summary/.  

108 Bart Trinchero 

Why are only a few individuals allowed to fly 

at night and wake local residents?  We need 
a curfew – majority should rule and the 

people need a 10pm to 7am curfew.   

According to the Authority’s noise 
rules, Rule 9 states that aircraft 

originally certified as Stage 3 or 
quieter are permitted to fly 24 
hours per day.  The Authority’s 

noise rules can be found online at: 
http://hollywoodburbankairport.co

m/noise-environment/noise-rules-
summary/. 

  PROPOSED ACTION  

109 Anonymous7 

Once the terminal is built and new and 

wonderful, it will be on the news about how 
wonderful flying out of Burbank is.  People 

will flock here – there will be more flights 
(yes the same number of terminals and two 
runways) but the runways will be in constant 

use.  I oppose any more “improvements” to 
the airport.  

The Proposed Action will not 

increase the number or change the 
type of aircraft operating at the 

Airport, nor does it propose to 
change any airspace procedures.  

http://hollywoodburbankairport.com/noise-environment/noise-rules-summary/
http://hollywoodburbankairport.com/noise-environment/noise-rules-summary/
http://hollywoodburbankairport.com/noise-environment/noise-rules-summary/
http://hollywoodburbankairport.com/noise-environment/noise-rules-summary/
http://hollywoodburbankairport.com/noise-environment/noise-rules-summary/
http://hollywoodburbankairport.com/noise-environment/noise-rules-summary/
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110 Michelle Allen 

I oppose this expansion – I oppose!  The 

new terminal will negatively affect the 
communities you have already impacted 

with your 24-hour a day, 4:45am FedEx 
flights and superhighway over my head. I 
oppose!  

Comment noted. 

111 Susan Ashley Please cap the number of planes.  

Comment noted.  The Airport is a 
public use airport accepting funds 

under the provisions of Title 49, 
U.S.C., subtitle VII, as amended. 

As such and according to Grant 
Assurance 22, Economic 
Nondiscrimination, the Authority, as 

the Airport Sponsor, assures the 
United States that it will make the 

Airport “available as an airport for 
public use on reasonable terms and 

without unjust discrimination to all 
types, kinds and classes of 
aeronautical activities, including 

commercial aeronautical activities 
offering services to the public at the 

airport.”.   

112 

Linda Branca; 

Carol and 
Michael Elkind; 
Denise Gruska; 

Richard Hull; 
Bill Jones; Rose 

I strongly oppose any replacement terminal 

at Burbank airport until the flights paths are 
changed back to what they were!  

The Proposed Action does not 

involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 

procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 
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Kauper; Evi 
Kosciow; Selina 

Thomasian; 
Shant 
Thomasian; 

John Van 
Tongeren; 

Rudy Van Zyi 

environmental review.  The 
proposals are independent projects 

and are not connected actions.  The 
Air Traffic Organization of the FAA 
has announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 

involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process. 

113 Ellen Byron 

This is a terrible idea.  Unless you fly 
southwest, Burbank airport is dangerous and 

I fear one of its planes will end up in our 
backyard.  

Comment noted.  The existing 
passenger terminal building cannot 

remain in its existing location 
because it does not comply with 

FAA design standards regarding the 
distance from the centerline of the 
runways (the Runway Object Free 

Area, the primary and transitional 
surfaces for runways, the Building 

Restriction Line, and the Taxiway 
Object Free Area). 

114 Lynette Carla 

Until there is a full environmental impact 
study done to address the super highway 
and increased noise over our neighborhood, 

I am not in favor of a new terminal.  I’d 
rather you shut down Burbank airport than 

spend money on a terminal if you cannot 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
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improve the flights paths over our 
neighborhoods.  

environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 

that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

115 

Lisa Carloss; 
Denise Gruska; 

Tom and Donna 
Materna; 
Katrina Youdin 

An EIS must fully evaluate measures to help 

mitigate the potential impacts of a proposed 
project. 

Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS will 

assess the potential for impacts to 
occur as a result of the Proposed 

Action as  compared to the No 
Action Alternative; identify 
measures to mitigates, minimize, or 

avoid any potentially adverse 
impacts; and determine whether 

any impacts that could occur would 
be significant.  

116 
Kathryn 

Danielle 

I am not opposed to airport expansion, just 

want flights dispersed as they were before. 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 

that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

117 Sandy Fox 

This ruling must not pass and return to 

original allowed flights and height of takeoff 
approved by and endorsed by our local 

government and council.  

The Airport Sponsor does not have 

the authority to place restrictions 
on flights departing from or arriving 

at the Airport.  

118 Jane Goe 

The airport does need reconstruction, but 

the projected cost overrun (over a billion) 
dollars requires it to take on conservable 
additional debt.  The need to service such 

great debt will inevitably drive the airport to 
maximizing income which will certainly drive 

it towards infringing on voluntary handshake 
agreements with communities regarding 
curfews, increased flights, and prioritized 

NextGen flight paths.  The debt load puts 
local communities at risk of noise and 

infrastructure strains that are already 

Comment noted.  The Proposed 

Action does not involve changes to 
any airspace procedures.  The 
proposal regarding airspace 

departure procedures is an 
independent project subject to a 

separate environmental review.  
The Air Traffic Organization of the 
FAA has announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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galvanizing opposition and litigation.  
Facilities and NextGen flight paths are not 

separate issues.  

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 

involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

119 J. Gordon 
Please take into account the impact on 

humans – the human impact.  

Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS will 
include analyses on air quality, 

noise, and other human-related 
impacts. 

120 Bill Gottlieb 
I understand that the FAA will make a 
judgement in 2020.  When is it expected 

that construction will commence?  

If the Proposed Action is approved, 
construction would begin after the 

Authority has completed design of 
the replacement passenger terminal 
building.  The Authority proposes to 

begin construction in 2022. 

121 Barbara Hupp 
I like the stairway at the rear of the plan to 

load quicker.  

Comment noted.  The Proposed 

Action does not currently include 
the use of jet bridges at the Airport.   

122 Barbara Hupp 
Better parking, buses, and all forms of 
transportation.  

The Proposed Action includes 
improvements to parking and 

access to the Airport. 

123 Barbara Hupp 
Integrate plans to get from the tracks to the 

terminal.  

Because the Authority does not own 

or control the property between the 
proposed replacement passenger 

terminal building and the Burbank 
Airport-North Metrolink station, the 
Proposed Action that will be 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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analyzed in the Draft EIS does not 
include a physical connection to this 

station.  The Authority will continue 
to operate its shuttle between the 
Burbank Airport-North Metrolink 

station and the proposed 
replacement passenger terminal 

building. 

124 JG 
We all oppose expansion – expanding 

operations at Burbank airport.  

Comment noted.  The Proposed 

Action would not result in changes 
to the runway configuration, 

aircraft fleet mix, number of 
operations, timing of operations, or 
airspace. 

125 
Magda 
Krachimalnick 

What are the proposed additions of airlines 
serving the Burbank airport? 

Although no additions of airlines are 
contemplated at this time, an 

airline not currently operating at 
the Airport could begin operations 

independent of the Proposed 
Action. 

126 
Reggie Landin; 
Sharon 
Rombean 

The FAA has to agree that no more than 14 

gates will ever be installed.  

The Proposed Action is for a 14-
gate replacement passenger 
terminal building.   

127 

Reggie Landin; 

Sharon 
Rombean 

You need an environmental impact study.  

A Draft EIS is currently being 

prepared to identify all impacts 
associated with the Proposed 
Action.  Additionally, this current 

EIS is the fourth EIS since the mid-
1980s for the proposed 
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replacement passenger terminal 
building project.   

128 
Andrew 
Maganian 

No new airport! 

Comment noted.  The Proposed 
Action is not to build a new airport.  

However, a replacement airport is 
an alternative that has been 
identified and will be analyzed in 

Chapter 2 of the Draft EIS. 

129 
Tom and Donna 
Materna 

I strongly oppose the expansion and the 
new flight paths.  The new terminal will 
further degrade the quality of life around the 

airport.   

Comment noted. 

130 Jayne McKay No new terminal! Comment noted. 

131 Luisa Megrot 

I strongly oppose this project moving 
forward without proper studies and 

involvement of the surrounding 
communities.  

Comment noted.  A Draft EIS is 
currently being prepared to identify 

all impacts associated with the 
Proposed Action. 

132 

Alden 
Melbourne; 

Selina 
Thomasian; 

Shant 
Thomasian; 
John Van 

Tongeren; Mary 
Zakrasek 

In their operations meeting on November 5, 
2018, BUR estimated that the new terminal 

would cost $1.24 billion, significantly 
increased from the originally estimated $400 

million.  They proposed that they would be 
in “lockstep” with the airlines they serve in 
order to increase revenue to pay for the new 

heightened cost of the terminal.  To increase 
revenue, they must increase capacity by 

bringing in more passengers on larger jets.  
Larger, heavier jets will make slower turns 
driving aircraft even further south.  

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace. 
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133 Matthew Pyken 

The airport should not be changed or 
expanded.  Anyone who flies in the LA area 
loves Burbank for its efficiency and 

convenience.  It’s old school and it works.  
The proposed new terminal means only 

growth in noise and traffic and possibly 
diminished safety.  My family and neighbors 
oppose the new terminal project.   

Comment noted.  The Proposed 
Action would not result in changes 

to the runway configuration, 
aircraft fleet mix, number of 

operations, timing of operations, or 
airspace. 

134 Jerry Remilling 

We are tired of planes flying low over our 
home and this plan to grow Burbank airport 

will only increase the problem.  No 
expansion.  No new terminal.  No 

superhighway in the sky.  And yes to any 
lawsuit that will fight your plans.  

Comment noted.  The Proposed 
Action would not result in changes 

to the runway configuration, 
aircraft fleet mix, number of 

operations, timing of operations, or 
airspace. 

135 Dennis Sullivan 

Please set a cap or limit to the future 

number of planes that will in the future fly 
out of and into Burbank airport.  

Comment noted.  Setting a cap or 
limit on the number of planes at the 

Airport is outside the scope of this 
EIS.  

136 Dennis Sullivan 
This appears to be an attempt to improve 
plane flow without adding more gates.  

The existing passenger terminal 
building cannot remain in its 
existing location because it does 

not comply with FAA design 
standards regarding the distance 

from the centerline of the runways 
(the Runway Object Free Area, the 
primary and transitional surfaces 

for runways, the Building 
Restriction Line, and the Taxiway 

Object Free Area).  The Proposed 
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Action would not result in changes 
to the runway configuration, 

aircraft fleet mix, number of 
operations, timing of operations, or 
airspace. 

137 Regi Toscano 

Recent renovations of new parking structure 
(parking structure G) has no walkway to 

terminals.  What faith can we have that this 
new project will be better planned out?  

Comment noted.  The continuation 
of shuttle access to allow 

connectivity between the rail 
stations and the proposed 

replacement passenger terminal 
building will be discussed in the 

Socioeconomics (including surface 
traffic), Environmental Justice, and 
Children’s Environmental Health 

and Safety Risks section in Chapter 
4 of the Draft EIS. 

138 
Tessa 
Treadway 

I do not support the expansion of BUR.   Comment noted. 

139 Stacy Weiss 

Concerned that the use of jet bridges versus 
the stairs will also increase the flow of foot 

traffic (i.e., speed with which places load 
and unload), thereby increasing flights into 
the airport.  

The Proposed Action does not 
include the use of jet bridges at the 
Airport.  Aircraft will continue to be 

ground loaded as what occurs now. 

  PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT  

140 Anonymous3 

The public is entitled to have a sit down 

session where questions can be asked and 
answered.  

The FAA has followed all required 
protocols for involving the public in 

the scoping process for the Draft 
EIS.  Additional opportunities for 



A P P E N D I X  B  –  S C O P I N G  R E P O R T  

Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport      B-746 
Proposed Replacement Terminal Project Draft EIS 

COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

input will be provided to the public 
when the Draft EIS is published. 

141 Sue Cleereman 
Please include email for future meetings and 
updates.  

All persons attending the public 
scoping meeting who provided an 

email address will receive email 
updates on the NEPA process.  
Additionally, please visit the project 

website 
(https://www.bobhopeairporteis.co

m/public-involvement/) and sign up 
to receive updates on the project. 

142 Audrey Ford 

How do we have a meeting with residents, 
the FAA, the Airport Authority, member of 

Congress, and the airlines to come to a 
common agreement about what is 

considered “reasonable noise”? 

The topic of aircraft noise has been 
an ongoing issue for many decades.  

The Air Traffic Organization of the 
FAA has announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/.  
FAA’s Office of Airports will hold a 

public workshop and public hearing 
on the proposed replacement 

passenger terminal building.  The 

https://www.bobhopeairporteis.com/public-involvement/
https://www.bobhopeairporteis.com/public-involvement/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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replacement passenger terminal 
building and FAA-ATO’s NexGen 

proposals are independent of each 
other.  FAA’s statutory mission is to 
ensure the safe and efficient use of 

navigable airspace in the United 
States. 

143 Sheryl Harmon 

This scoping meeting was a big waste of 

time.  No one cares what the terminals look 
like.  We care about the flight patterns.  

Comment noted.  The Proposed 
Action does not involve changes to 

any airspace procedures.  The 
proposal regarding airspace 

departure procedures is an 
independent project subject to a 
separate environmental review.  

The Air Traffic Organization of the 
FAA has announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 

involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

144 Marykate Harris 
This is pure cowardice on the part of the FAA 
– another dog and pony show.  

Comment noted. 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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145 David Kimball 

This dog and pony show is a waste of time 
and resources.  You are not seeking public 

opinion – you are just trying to sell this 
proposal and pull the wool over people’s 

eyes.  

Comment noted. 

146 Jon Molin 

Thanks for hosting the forum.  By the way, 
are copies available of the lawsuit brought 
by the Benedict Canyon Homeowners 

Association? 

This is outside the scope of this 
EIS.  

147 
Ursula and Joe 

Turk 

There should be a public meeting where 

people can voice their complaints about the 
noise and pollution on the concentrated 

funnel like flight paths currently being used 
as directed by the FAA without even consult 
the population living in that area, and 

without an environmental impact study.  
This is unacceptable and an alternate 

solution must be presented.  

The Proposed Action does not 

involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 

environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/.  

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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See also Topical Response Flight 
Paths, 1. 

  
PURPOSE AND NEED  (INCLUDES 
FORECASTS) 

 

148 

Lisa Carloss; 

Denise Gruska; 
Tom and Donna 

Materna; 
Katrina Youdin 

The impact analysis must account for the 
reasonably foreseeable possibility that the 

replacement terminal – with its expanded 
amenities and increased efficiency – will 

result in increased departures and arrivals at 
BUR even if the number of terminal gates 
remains constant. 

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace.  A 
discussion about the relationship 
between enplanements and a 

passenger terminal building is 
included in Chapter 1 of the Draft 

EIS. 

149 Sue Cleereman 

Why does the FAA graph for the TAF for 
projected flight and passenger counts show 

such an unrealistic forecast?  Projections of 
2% per year for BUR for number of 
passengers – this is the forecast?  This 

should be more objective to include real 
numbers.  

The Terminal Area Forecast (TAF) is 

the official FAA forecast of aviation 
activity for U.S. airports. The TAF 
contains historical and forecast data 

for enplanements, airport 
operations, Terminal Radar 

Approach Control (TRACON) 
operations, and based aircraft. 
The TAF assumes a demand driven 

forecast for aviation services based 
upon local and national economic 

conditions as well as conditions 
within the aviation industry.  In 

other words, an airport’s TAF 
forecast is developed independent 
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of the ability of the airport and air 
traffic control system to furnish the 

capacity required to meet demand. 
The growth in enplanements at the 
Airport occurring under the existing 

and forecasted conditions is not 
affected by the Proposed Action.  

150 Clay Collier 

It is unacceptable that this noise and 
pollution would increase with the foreseeable 
increase in arrivals and departures that will 

likely accompany the proposed plan.   

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace. 

151 Peter Generales Very concerned about increased flights.  

The Proposed Action would not 

result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace. 

152 
Magda 
Krachimalnick 

Since there is no increase in the number of 

gates (per your graphic), what is the 
proposed percentage of increase in flights 
over the next five years? 

According to the Terminal Area 

Forecast (TAF) prepared by the 
FAA, the percent increase in 

operations at the Airport is about 
1.2% per year for the next five 
years with or without 

implementation of the Proposed 
Action. 

153 

Anonymous5; 
Tessa 

Treadway; John 
Van Tongeren; 

The new terminal will increase efficiency, 
leading to a greater number of flights and 
larger jets.  

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
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Stacy Weiss; 
Mary Zakrasek 

number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace. 

154 Jayne McKay 

Why invite more carriers besides for the 
money?  Why try to convince anyone that 
there’s no impact from the increase in 

aircraft size and number (volume)? 

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace. 

155 

Alden 

Melbourne; 
John Van 
Tongeren; Mary 

Zakrasek 

The expansion of airside facilities such as 
the construction of a new 413,000 square 

foot aircraft ramp and the extension of 
Taxiway A and C will allow for improved 
operation efficiency and larger aircraft, 

thereby increasing impacts on the affected 
areas.  

The Proposed Action would not 

result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace.  Aircraft 
size is dependent on runway 

characteristics (e.g., length and 
width). 

156 Renee Weber 

If the replacement terminal will afford the 
airlines to take off even quicker between 
flights, I hope the environmental impact 

statement will truthfully state that.  

The Proposed Action would not 

modify how quickly aircraft could 
depart from the Airport. 

157 
Angela 

Wiegand 

I think the graphs underestimate future 

airport operations and airport enplanements.  
There has been a significant forward 
trajectory of numbers of flights and 

passengers and I expect a much greater 
increase leading to 2029 than what is shown 

on the graphs.  The impacts of these 
numbers will impact residents’ quality of life 
detrimentally.  

The Terminal Area Forecast (TAF) is 
the official FAA forecast of aviation 
activity for U.S. airports. The TAF 

contains historical and forecast data 
for enplanements, airport 

operations, Terminal Radar 
Approach Control (TRACON) 
operations, and based aircraft. 

The TAF assumes a demand driven 
forecast for aviation services based 
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upon local and national economic 
conditions as well as conditions 

within the aviation industry.  In 
other words, an airport’s TAF 
forecast is developed independent 

of the ability of the airport and air 
traffic control system to furnish the 

capacity required to meet demand. 
The growth in enplanements at the 
Airport occurring under the existing 

and forecasted conditions is not 
affected by the potential for a 

replacement passenger terminal 
building. 

  

SOCIOECONOMICS (INCLUDES SURFACE 
TRAFFIC), ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE, 

AND CHILDREN’S ENVIRONMENTAL 
HEALTH AND SAFETY RISKS 

 

158 

Anonymous1; 
Anonymous3; 
Clay Collier; 

Alden 
Melbourne; 

Karen 
Spangenberg; 
Mary Zakrasek 

Concerned that the new terminal will 

increase flights, which will reduce the value 
of my home.  

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace.  

159 Anonymous4 

I am a teacher at Sun Valley Middle School 

and increasing the number of flights will be 
a hazard to the students.  

The Proposed Action would not 

result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
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number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace.  In 

addition, an evaluation of impacts 
to children’s health and safety will 
be discussed in the Socioeconomics 

(including surface traffic), 
Environmental Justice, and 

Children’s Environmental Health 
and Safety Risks section in Chapter 
4 of the Draft EIS. 

160 
Natalie 

Bloxham 

My concern is with traffic going north on 

Hollywood Way attempting to get into the 
airport without missing a flight.  Traffic 

pattern is terrible now.  What do you think it 
will be like when you double or triple the 
amount of people and flights per hour/day?  

All potential project-related surface 

traffic impacts will be discussed in 
the Socioeconomics (including 
surface traffic), Environmental 

Justice, and Children’s 
Environmental Health and Safety 

Risks section in Chapter 4 of the 
Draft EIS.  The Proposed Action 
would not result in changes to the 

runway configuration, aircraft fleet 
mix, number of operations, timing 

of operations, or airspace. 

161 Bonnie Burrow Too much increase in traffic on Winona.  

All potential project-related surface 

traffic impacts will be discussed in 
the Socioeconomics (including 
surface traffic), Environmental 

Justice, and Children’s 
Environmental Health and Safety 
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Risks section in Chapter 4 of the 
Draft EIS.   

162 Bonnie Burrow 

Since the new proposed terminal is so far 
from the new transportation center, more 

shuttles will be required and more 
passengers will be inconvenienced.  

The continuation of shuttle access 
to allow connectivity between the 

rail stations and the proposed 
replacement passenger terminal 
building will be discussed in the 

Socioeconomics (including surface 
traffic), Environmental Justice, and 

Children’s Environmental Health 
and Safety Risks section in Chapter 

4 of the Draft EIS. 

163 Bonnie Burrow 
Is it possible this is an attempt to increase 
parking at the terminal, increasing airport 

funds? 

The number of existing public 

parking spaces at the Airport is 
6,637 and this is same for the 
Proposed Action.  The Proposed 

Action does not change the number 
of public parking spaces at the 

Airport. 

164 

Alden 

Melbourne; 
Selina 
Thomasian; 

Shant 
Thomasian; 

Mary Zakrasek 

The new, more efficient terminal will 
increase the economic loss already suffered 

by our local businesses and film industry.  

Comment noted. 

165 

Alden 

Melbourne; 
Mary Zakrasek 

Residents near the airport have concerns 

about the growth of the airport and 
increased traffic.  

All potential project-related surface 

traffic impacts will be discussed in 
the Socioeconomics (including 



A P P E N D I X  B  –  S C O P I N G  R E P O R T  

Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport      B-755 
Proposed Replacement Terminal Project Draft EIS 

COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

surface traffic), Environmental 
Justice, and Children’s 

Environmental Health and Safety 
Risks section in Chapter 4 of the 
Draft EIS.   

166 
Karen 

Spangenberg 
More traffic.  

All potential project-related surface 
traffic impacts will be discussed in 

the Socioeconomics (including 
surface traffic), Environmental 

Justice, and Children’s 
Environmental Health and Safety 

Risks section in Chapter 4 of the 
Draft EIS.   

167 
Angela and Roy 
Wiegand 

Concerned about the combination of new 

50% larger terminal with more efficient 
increased flights and passengers impacting 

traffic on Hollywood Way.  I would request 
some kind of mitigation – perhaps some off-
ramp directly from Interstate 5 to the 

airport? 

All potential project-related surface 
traffic impacts (and mitigation, if 
applicable) will be discussed in the 

Socioeconomics (including surface 
traffic), Environmental Justice, and 

Children’s Environmental Health 
and Safety Risks section in Chapter 
4 of the Draft EIS.   

  VISUAL EFFECTS  

168 Barbara Hupp 

The light pollution from the new parking 
structure on Empire.  What can be done to 

make it better?  We could have a contest to 
stop the light emissions at night.  

The Proposed Action does not 
include any changes to the existing 

parking structure on West Empire 
Avenue. 

  WATER RESOURCES  
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169 
Karen 

Spangenberg 

Runoff from the expanded runways will be 

polluted waste – no good.  

The Proposed Action does not 
include any changes to the runways 
at the Airport.  Any potential 

changes in surface runoff as a 
result of the Proposed Action as 

compared to the No Action 
Alternative will be described in the 
Water Resources section in Chapter 

4 of the Draft EIS along with any 
proposed mitigation. 

Oral Comments Received from Public During Scoping Meeting 

  ALTERNATIVES  

170 Tom Materna 

Stop the export of noise and negative 
impacts to Los Angeles; Reroute flights over 

Burbank, Glendale, and Pasadena; Restore 
the historical 6-mile wide flight path, proven 

safe for decades; Consider multiple tracks 
and alternate tracks in all directions; 
Relocation of airport to less populated area. 

All alternatives that meet the 
purpose and need of the Proposed 
Action will be analyzed in the Draft 

EIS.  One of the alternatives to the 
Proposed Action is to move the 

airport to another location.  If this 
alternative meets the purpose and 
need of the Proposed Action, then it 

will be fully analyzed in the Draft 
EIS. 

In addition, the Proposed Action 
does not involve changes to any 
airspace procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
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environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 

that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

  AIR QUALITY  

171 
Lisa Cahan 
Davis 

We are impacted greatly by the air pollution. 

This has to be looked at as an environmental 
and quality of life decision, not just 

commercial prospect. 

An analysis of the potential changes 
in air pollutant emissions as result 

of the Proposed Action as compared 
to the No Action Alternative will be 

included in the Air Quality section in 
Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS. 

172 
Doron Kauper; 
Jayne McKay; 

Jennifer Parker 

Concern over the new flight pattern and air 
pollution.  

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  An analysis of the 

potential changes in air pollutant 
emissions as result of the Proposed 

Action as compared to the No 
Action Alternative will be included 

in the Air Quality section in Chapter 
4 of the Draft EIS.   

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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173 Rose Kauper 

I have a large garden that I will no longer be 
planting because of the particulates from the 
jets that come down.  There have been 

many environmental studies on other areas 
that show how damaging and hazardous it is 

to our health.  I have asthma, and I walk in 
our neighborhood.  I can’t walk in my 
neighborhood anymore because there has 

been such an increase in my inhaler use in 
order to exercise.  

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  Any potential changes 
in air pollutant emissions as a result 

of the Proposed Action as compared 
to the No Action Alternative will be 
included in the Air Quality section in  

Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS. 

174 Sandra Levin 

I have had a cough since I moved here, and 
I don't know what the cause of it is.  I now 

have allergies.  My plants have a three-inch 
gray substance on it, and I'm guessing it's 
from the planes.  I mean, first from the 

fires, but there aren't fires anymore and 
they still have a gray dust. 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  Any potential changes 
in air pollutant emissions as a result 

of the Proposed Action as compared 
to the No Action Alternative will be 
included in the Air Quality section in 

Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS. 

  CUMULATIVE IMPACTS  

175 
Lisa Cahan 
Davis 

I would like to make sure that the footprint 

for the Environmental Impact Report is 
scoped out further than what they intend.  
For example, the traffic on the 101, 

depending on where you’re coming from, 
exits and enters off the 101 at 

Universal/Lankershim, so that’s how far I 
would like the Environmental Impact Report 
for traffic, traffic mitigation, noise, 

transportation, things like that.  

FAA is preparing an EIS under the 

National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969.  A General Study Area will be 
delineated in the Draft EIS.  A list 

of various past, present, and 
reasonably anticipated future 

projects within a defined spatial 
boundary will be included in the 
Cumulative Projects section in 

Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS.  The 
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Authority has already completed its 
Environmental Impact Report, 

prepared in compliance with the 
California Environmental Quality 
Act. 

176 
Lisa Cahan 
Davis 

The community is greatly concerned with 
projects being disclosed independently from 

one another.  

FAA is preparing an EIS under the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 

1969.  A General Study Area will be 
delineated in the Draft EIS.  A list 

of various past, present, and 
reasonably anticipated future 

projects within a defined spatial 
boundary will be included in the 
Cumulative Projects section in 

Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS.   

177 
Laverne 
Thomas 

I am concerned with Burbank Airport.  Now 

we are going to get high-speed rail over 
here.  Santa Monica is closing down in 2028.  
I’m concerned about what’s going to happen 

with all the aircraft from Santa Monica 
airport and wherever else.  

FAA is preparing an EIS under the 

National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969.  A General Study Area will be 

delineated in the Draft EIS.  A list 
of various past, present, and 
reasonably anticipated future 

projects within a defined spatial 
boundary will be included in the 

Cumulative Projects section in 
Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS.   

  
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
ACT, SECTION 4(f) 

 

178 Tom Materna 
The new, more permanent terminal will 
further degrade our public parkland, our 

All potential project-related impacts 
to parklands will be evaluated in 
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quiet refuge from the noisy city and it will 
negatively impact the already dwindling 

wildlife and increase fire risk in an area 
where ingress and egress by emergency 
vehicles is severely limited. 

the Department of Transportation, 
Section 4(f) section in Chapter 4 of 

the Draft EIS. 

  FLIGHT PATHS  

179 

Becky Arntzen; 

Rose Kauper; 
Tom Materna; 
Jennifer Parker; 

Laverne 
Thomas; Roy 

Wiegand  

I strongly oppose the new flight paths.  

Comment noted.  The Proposed 
Action does not involve changes to 

any airspace procedures.  The 
proposal regarding airspace 
departure procedures is an 

independent project subject to a 
separate environmental review.  

The Air Traffic Organization of the 
FAA has announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/.   

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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180 

Becky Arntzen; 

Doron Kauper; 
Rose Kauper; 
Alison Martin 

Concern over the new flight paths/patterns 
and the value of homes decreasing.  

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/.  

181  

Becky Arntzen; 

Ellen Byron; 
Sherri Elkaim; 
Ayelet Feig; 

Sandra Levin; 
Jayne McKay; 

George 
Mooradian; Yoli 

Poropat  

The new flight paths are affecting the health 

and quality of life of our children with their 
schools and playgrounds being flown over.  

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/.. 
In addition, all potential project-

related health impacts to children 
will be evaluated in the 
Socioeconomics, Environmental 

Justice, and Children’s 
Environmental Health and Safety 

Risks section in Chapter 4 of the 
Draft EIS. 

182  Rose Kauper 

I am concerned about my health mostly, 
just because of the studies that have been 

done, and I don’t understand why they 
chose this flight route.  It has completely 

changed the whole community, and I ask for 
their support.  

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 

involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/.   

183  Jennifer Parker 

I’m concerned about safety.  If one of these 
planes has to land, it’s a very densely 
populated area of residential homes, and we 

already get – where I live in the Hills, we 
already get planes coming from LAX, and 

now we’re having planes coming in from 
Burbank, and now we’re getting planes 
flying over homes from both sides.  

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 

procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 

involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/.  

  
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS, SOLID 
WASTE, AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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184  Roy Wiegand 

We’re very concerned about the area at the 
airport.  The land itself is highly polluted 
from decades and decades of toxic materials 

being dumped directly into the ground and 
filters.  A lot of it is in the parking lot now, 

so when they break in the parking lot, we 
don’t know what’s going to come out of 
there.  There are many schools, parks, 

homes near the airport.  No mitigation was 
identified in the EIR.  We don’t know what 

“hazard” is.  And what about the school kids 
nearby?  So there are a lot of unanswered 
questions with this.   

An analysis of the construction-
related impacts associated with 

contaminated soils will be included 
in the Hazardous Materials, Solid 
Water, and Pollution Prevention 

section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 
EIS. 

  MISCELLANEOUS   

185  
Lisa Cahan 

Davis 

I would like to see a master plan, five years, 

ten years out. 

The Authority does not have an 
Airport-specific Master Plan; 

however the City of Burbank has a 
General Plan 
(https://www.burbankca.gov/depar

tments/community-
development/planning/long-range-

planning/burbank2035-general-
plan) that discusses the Airport.  
Additionally, a list of cumulative 

projects will be developed and 
analyzed in the Cumulative Impacts 

section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 
EIS. 

https://www.burbankca.gov/departments/community-development/planning/long-range-planning/burbank2035-general-plan
https://www.burbankca.gov/departments/community-development/planning/long-range-planning/burbank2035-general-plan
https://www.burbankca.gov/departments/community-development/planning/long-range-planning/burbank2035-general-plan
https://www.burbankca.gov/departments/community-development/planning/long-range-planning/burbank2035-general-plan
https://www.burbankca.gov/departments/community-development/planning/long-range-planning/burbank2035-general-plan
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186  
Lisa Cahan 
Davis 

I would like to have the original scope of 
work request for the RFP or RFQ presented 
by the Burbank Airport or whomever, so that 

we as citizens know what the original intent 
for development was.  

The scope of the proposed 
replacement passenger terminal 

building was announced in the 
FAA’s Notice of Intent to prepare 
the EIS.  That notice appeared in 

the December 18, 2018 issue of the 
Federal Register 

(https://www.govinfo.gov/content/
pkg/FR-2018-12-18/pdf/2018-
27373.pdf).  A copy of the Notice of 

Intent will be included in Chapter 5 
of the Draft EIS.  

  
NOISE AND NOISE-COMPATIBLE LAND 
USE 

 

187  

Becky Arntzen; 

Ellen Byron; 
Doron Kauper; 

Rose Kauper; 
Alison Martin; 
George 

Mooradian; 
Barbara 

Tranchito 

The new flight paths/patterns is creating 
noise over communities that have not had 

aircraft noise before; Flights are more 
frequent.  

The Proposed Action does not 

involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 

procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 

environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 

involvement and input will be part 

https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2018-12-18/pdf/2018-27373.pdf
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2018-12-18/pdf/2018-27373.pdf
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2018-12-18/pdf/2018-27373.pdf
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of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/..  

188  Lester Bass 

I am a disabled veteran and I have an injury 
where I have thermal headaches, and the 

VA gives me medicines for that, but here the 
last couple of years has been getting worse 
and worse and the sounds of those plans are 

getting worse and worse.  

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

189  
Lisa Cahan 
Davis 

We are impacted greatly by the noise 

pollution.  This has to be looked at as an 
environmental and quality of life decision, 

not just commercial prospect.  

A discussion of any potential 
changes in the noise environment 
will be provided in the Noise and 

Noise-Compatible Land Use section 
in Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS. 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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190  
Lisa Cahan 

Davis 

Those flights *FedEx, UPS, U.S. Postal 

Service* are running at all times of the 
night, morning, and cause many nights of 

waking up to hearing the engineers roar.  
Please look at this as you scope out your 
plans.  

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 

number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace.  

A discussion of any potential 
changes in the noise environment 
will be provided in the Noise and 

Noise-Compatible Land Use section 
in Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS. 

191  Sandra Levin 

I've lived in other communities of the other 
states and there were rules about flying in 

the middle of the night and starting too 
early in the morning, and here it seems like 

it's a free-for-all.  The flights are both 
business and private ones and commercial 
because they are so low I can see the 

planes, and also, I have the little device 
where I can clock it and I send in my noise 

complaints, and I want to know what is 
being done because nothing has changed in 

ten months. 

The Proposed Action would not 

result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 

number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace.  
A discussion of any potential 

changes in the noise environment 
will be provided in the Noise and 

Noise-Compatible Land Use section 
in Chapter 4 of the EIS. 

192  Sandra Levin 

I have given comments.  I have written 

letters. I have never gotten a call back from 
the airport.  I send in my noise complaint.  
They say you're only allowed a certain 

amount of complaints and I reached the 
maximum, and I keep repeating it every 

month.  Someone help please. ·  

The FAA has followed all required 

protocols for involving the public in 
the scoping process for the Draft 
EIS.  Additional opportunities for 

input will be provided to the public 
when the Draft EIS is published.  A 

discussion of any potential changes 
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in the noise environment will be 
provided in the Noise and Noise-

Compatible Land Use section in 
Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS.  In 
addition, the Air Traffic 

Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 

involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/.   

193  Patricia Mann 

I talked to the Burbank Airport.  The noise 

person, I think his name is Mark Hardiman, 
and he tells me that the planes have not 

shifted routes, that nothing has changed, 
and I can tell you anecdotally that that’s not 
true.  There are probably 50 planes over my 

house per day, and Burbank Airport and the 
FAA do nothing.  They don’t care.  Burbank 

Airport used to be a wonderful neighbor.  
They aren’t.  

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace. A 
discussion of any potential changes 
in the noise environment will be 

provided in the Noise and Noise-
Compatible Land Use section in 

Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS.  In 
addition, the Air Traffic 
Organization of the FAA has 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/.  

194  Jayne McKay 

Our house, thankfully, was soundproofed by 
the FAA, but we can no longer dine outside 
because of the amount of air traffic.  I no 

longer garden.  I can’t walk in our 
neighborhood.  

Comment noted.   

195 Jayne McKay 
There used to be a voluntary curfew that 
people respected now we have charter plans 

throughout the night, every night.  

According to the Authority’s noise 
rules, Rule 9 states that aircraft 

originally certified as Stage 3 or 
quieter are permitted to fly 24 
hours per day.  The Authority’s 

noise rules can be found online at: 
http://hollywoodburbankairport.co

m/noise-environment/noise-rules-
summary/.  The Authority has a 
long-standing voluntary curfew on 

scheduled arrivals and departures 
of passenger airline operations 

between the hours of 10p.m. and 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
http://hollywoodburbankairport.com/noise-environment/noise-rules-summary/
http://hollywoodburbankairport.com/noise-environment/noise-rules-summary/
http://hollywoodburbankairport.com/noise-environment/noise-rules-summary/
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6:59a.m.  During those hours, 
airlines are strongly encouraged not 

to schedule any arrivals or 
departures. 

196 
Laverne 
Thomas 

I don’t like all the helicopters.  They’re flying 
lower than they should be flying.  I was told 
they had to fly with the freeways.  They 

don’t.  

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 

number of operations (including 
helicopters), timing of operations, 

or airspace.  In addition, the Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 

that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/.   

  PROPOSED ACTION  

197  Becky Arntzen 

I don’t want to support any construction at 
Burbank Airport until and when Burbank 

Airport vigorously starts to defend – 
advocate on behalf of the citizens of Studio 

City, Toluca Lake, Sherman Oaks, and the 

Comment noted. 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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people who are really truly affected by the 
activities at Burbank Airport.  

198  
Lisa Cahan 

Davis 

The data collection used to assess based on 
the FAA’s EIR or EIS, I would like to know 

what the – it should be as close to reality as 
to the alternates for moving of soil and land 
so that their measurement and quality of 

that relates a hundred percent to what the 
project of dirt and soil movement would be.  

The EIS will use the most current 
available data. The Draft EIS will 

describe all significant impacts 
associated with the Proposed Action 
and identify measures to mitigate 

those significant impacts in Chapter 
4 of the Draft EIS. 

199  
Janet Edmunds 

Cohen 

My concern is I would like to find out how, if 
they are increasing the cargo flights in size.  

Because, according to the plans over there, 
they’re tearing the old one down and 

building a new one, but there’s no data to 
show if they’re increasing the square 
footage.  And also, if they are, would there 

then be an increasing of the cargo planes in 
and out of the airport because of the 

decrease in the passenger planes at the 
terminal, and how that would change? 

The size of the new cargo facility is 
proposed at 8,000 square feet, 
while the existing air cargo facility 

is 16,000 square feet.  The 
Proposed Action would not result in 

changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 

number of operations (including 
cargo), timing of operations 
(including cargo), or airspace.  

200  Sandra Levin 

Now they're thinking of expanding the gates 
in Burbank Airport, and I guess they wanted 

more gates, but now they're back to the 
original numbers of gates.  But I realize it's 
a business, but it's affecting the community. 

· 

Comment noted.  The proposed 
replacement passenger terminal 
project that was evaluated in FAA’s 

1995 Final EIS included more gates 
than the existing 14 gates.  

However, the current proposed 
replacement passenger terminal 

building being evaluated in this EIS 
is only 14 gates.   
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201  Patricia Mann 

If they don’t change these flights and take 
into effect the impact that it has on us, then 

I will never support the Burbank Airport.  
This neighborhood is so resistant to it unless 

they do the right thing and they haven’t.  

Comment noted. 

202  Alison Martin 
I am completely against any expansion, and 
they way they have changed the flight path 
has completely impacted me and my family.  

Comment noted. 

203  Tom Materna 
I strongly oppose the new terminal 
expansion.  

Comment noted. 

204  Jayne McKay 

I seriously think that the new terminal needs 
to be reconsidered.  We know if you build it 

they will come, and we know more planes 
means more pollution, so clearly this is 

something that we all would like to see 
made smaller.  It really needs to be scaled 

down smaller.  

The Proposed Action is for a 14-
gate replacement passenger 

terminal building.   

205  
George 

Mooradian 

I know there are some safety issues, 

perhaps with a runway being more and more 
of an incline, but if this remodel of the 
terminal happens – which they say it has to 

because it didn’t meet code – that it 
somehow has to work the runways in to 

comply with the different and more 
industrial takeoff and landing.  I think that 
has to be done.  

The Proposed Action does not 

include any runway improvements 
or change to runway use.  

206  
George 
Mooradian 

I understand the runways aren’t increasing, 
they are just putting an access, and so for 

Comment noted. 
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me to be leveling a runway to make the 
airplanes again from different, there has to 

be a way.  I really, strongly urge the FAA 
and the City of Burbank to do this.  

207  Jennifer Parker 

I don’t think anybody should be approving to 

do this with the runway or that with the 
terminal until we can talk about the 
underlying flight pattern.  

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/.. 

208  
Laverne 

Thomas 

I’m concerned about how the airport is going 
to grow out.  It’s going to become an 
international airport.  It’s going to be a – 

what do you call it?  From LAX?  Whatever 
they call it.  “Hey go over to Burbank from 

LAX,” and a lot of different things.  

The Proposed Action is for a 14-
gate replacement passenger 

terminal building.   

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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  PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT  

209  
Lisa Cahan 
Davis 

They need more public notice.  They alerted 
people in December during the holidays, and 

here we are now.  Their communications 
should be far beyond just a Burbank 

footprint.  You have the Hills, you have the 
whole San Fernando that’s being impacted.  

The FAA has followed all required 
protocols for involving the public in 

the scoping process for the Draft 
EIS.  Additional opportunities for 

input will be provided through 
public notices using traditional 
media and online when the Draft 

EIS is published.  Every party who 
submitted scoping comments will 

receive notice of future public 
involvement efforts including public 

comment period(s), and public 
hearing(s). 

210  
Lisa Cahan 
Davis 

Why is it a 30-day Scoping period?  Are you 

having another meeting?  You should have 
one in different parts of the valley.  There 
should have been on in Studio City, 

Cahuenga Pass, Sherman Oaks, Valley 
Village.  

A 30-day period is the minimum 
required time period for scoping as 
specified in Paragraph 2-5.3 of FAA 

Order 1050.1F, Environmental 
Impacts: Policies and Procedures.  

Further, a 30-day period is 
consistent with the Administrative 
Procedures Act of 1946 (Public Law 

79-404).  The FAA has followed all 
required protocols for involving the 

public in the scoping process for the 
Draft EIS.  Additional opportunities 
for input will be provided through 

public notices using traditional 
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media and online when the Draft 
EIS is published.  Every party who 

submitted scoping comments will 
receive notice of future public 
involvement efforts including public 

comment period(s), and public 
hearing(s). 

211  
Lisa Cahan 
Davis 

The communication should be lifted faster 
and higher to the voices of your elected 

officials for them to get the word out as well. 

Comment noted.  

212  
Lisa Cahan 

Davis 

And when it comes time for the draft EIS, I 
expect as many community outreach efforts, 

including media, social media, and put 
money behind it regarding advertising.  

The FAA will continue to follow all 

required protocols for involving the 
public in the Draft EIS process.  

Additional opportunities for input 
will be provided through public 
notices using traditional media and 

online when the Draft EIS is 
published.  Every party who 

submitted scoping comments will 
receive notice of future public 
involvement efforts including public 

comment period(s), and public 
hearing(s). 

213  N. DeWolff 

This evening’s meeting was sadly 
misrepresented and has made more schisms 

in the community.  Approximately, because 
50 percent of the attendees incorrectly 

thought today’s meeting was about flight 
paths.  Another large constituency thought 

The scope of the proposed 
replacement passenger terminal 

building was announced in the 
FAA’s Notice of Intent to prepare 

the EIS.  That notice appeared in 
the December 18, 2018 issue of the 
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this would be an opportunity to get answers 
from various authorities.  So the 

communication was in fact misrepresented 
in that it would be very easy to say tonight 
is about us getting your input.  This is not 

an opportunity to get answers from us.  You 
would have had half of the attendees and a 

much better cooperation and a much better 
complaint base.  I urge the various 
authorities think about that before the next 

meeting, to properly communicate what the 
intent of the meeting and what the hopeful 

outcomes from the parties are.  

Federal Register 
(https://www.govinfo.gov/content/

pkg/FR-2018-12-18/pdf/2018-
27373.pdf).  A copy of the Notice of 
Intent will be included in Chapter 5 

of the Draft EIS.  Additionally, the 
FAA announced the scope in various 

local newspapers. The FAA has 
followed all required protocols for 
involving the public in the scoping 

process for the Draft EIS.  
Additional opportunities for input 

will be provided through public 
notices using traditional media and 
online when the Draft EIS is 

published.  Every party who 
submitted scoping comments will 

receive notice of future public 
involvement efforts including public 

comment period(s), and public 
hearing(s). 

214  N. DeWolff 

Of the representatives that are here, I was 

consistently redirected to various different 
representatives.  None of whom had 
answers to very simple questions such as: 

Where are the points of entry and exit to the 
Airport?  What were the traffic flow plans?  

The people who were supposed to be the 

The purpose of a scoping meeting is 
to determine the range of topics to 
be evaluated in the Draft EIS.  This 

is the beginning of the Federal 
environmental process and thus, 

specific information such as traffic 
flow impacts are not yet available 
for the EIS.  Similar information 

https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2018-12-18/pdf/2018-27373.pdf
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2018-12-18/pdf/2018-27373.pdf
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2018-12-18/pdf/2018-27373.pdf
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experts admitted they had no answers, thus 
this was not for answers, but for input.  

prepared under the California 
Environmental Quality Act is 

available for public review.  The 
FAA has followed all required 
protocols for involving the public in 

the scoping process for the Draft 
EIS.  Additional opportunities for 

input will be provided through 
public notices using traditional 
media and online when the Draft 

EIS is published.  Every party who 
submitted scoping comments will 

receive notice of future public 
involvement efforts including public 
comment period(s), and public 

hearing(s). 

215  Sandra Levin 
I’m very upset.  I have attended all the 
meetings and each time to no satisfaction.  

Comment noted. 

216  Sandra Levin 
We keep having these meetings.  It goes in 
circles.  Nothing happens.  

Comment noted. 

217  Jennifer Parker 

So before anything expands or gets better 
or whatever I just feel that somebody needs 
to get community buy in for the how these 

plans are going to come in, takeoff, and 
understand that and look at the terminal.  

Comment noted. 

218  Yoli Poropat 
Everybody thought this was going to be an 
open forum tonight not just a dog and pony 
show for the airport.  People are really 

The FAA has followed all required 
protocols for involving the public in 

the scoping process for the Draft 
EIS.  Additional opportunities for 
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annoyed.  This is not the way it was 
advertised.  

input will be provided through 
public notices using traditional 

media and online when the Draft 
EIS is published.  Every party who 
submitted scoping comments will 

receive notice of future public 
involvement efforts including public 

comment period(s), and public 
hearing(s). 

219  
Laverne 
Thomas 

I want to know why we had this meeting 
today at the same time that we’re having 

our council meeting; all right?  It has been 
published, they should know what it is and 
we shouldn’t have a meeting like that.  

Comment noted.  The notice for the 

scoping meeting was published 30 
days in advance of the scoping 

meeting. 

220  
Laverne 

Thomas 

I was prepared to sit and listen and then if I 
had an opportunity to ask questions from 

what I heard.  I don’t like dog and pony 
shows like this.  

During the public scoping meeting 
both FAA employees and the 

consultant addressed numerous 
questions from the public.  There 

was also a location for anyone to 
write comments or record 
comments from the public.  The 

FAA has followed all required 
protocols for involving the public in 

the scoping process for the Draft 
EIS.  Additional opportunities for 
input will be provided through 

public notices using traditional 
media and online when the Draft 

EIS is published.  Every party who 
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submitted scoping comments will 
receive notice of future public 

involvement efforts including public 
comment period(s), and public 
hearing(s). 

221  
Laverne 

Thomas 

“While you can ask us in your comment to 
withhold from public review your personal 

identifying information, we cannot guarantee 
that we will be able to do so.”  That’s 

baloney.  If you say – I can write to any 
bank I can write to anybody to withhold 

information okay?  That’s baloney.  That’s a 
farce, okay?  

Comment noted. 

222  
Laverne 
Thomas 

I don’t like the format of meetings like this.  
I expected to walk into a room and have all 

the chairs down, sit, and listen to somebody.  
This reminds me of that stupid, brown train 

going up north, okay?  

Comment noted.  The FAA has 
followed all required protocols for 
involving the public in the scoping 

process for the Draft EIS.  
Additional opportunities for input 

will be provided through public 
notices using traditional media and 
online when the Draft EIS is 

published.  Every party who 
submitted scoping comments will 

receive notice of future public 
involvement efforts including public 
comment period(s), and public 

hearing(s). 

  
PURPOSE AND NEED  (INCLUDES 
FORECASTS) 
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223  Becky Arntzen 

The new terminal is going to be able to 
accommodate more people, so it will be 

much more attractive to the airlines as they 
ramp up the number of flights they can do, 

so combine the capacities and the increased 
flights taking off, and we’re going to be even 
more negatively impacted.  

A discussion about the relationship 
between enplanements and a 
passenger terminal building is 

included in Chapter 1 of the Draft 
EIS.  The Proposed Action would 

not result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace.  

224 Ellen Byron 

Any increase or enlargement of this is 

airport is going to encourage *more flights*.  
I’m tired of the airlines getting preference 
over residents.  

The Proposed Action would not 

result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 

number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace. 

225  
Lisa Cahan 
Davis 

I would like to find out for the terminal that 
they were proposing based on the 

development and the logistics, what is the 
maximum capacities of additional airplanes 

that they can bring to life?  My concern is 
this is a logistics plan to allow maximum 
capacities for flights in and out, and it is 

disguised, or presented, as an FAA fix to 
being compliant. 

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace.  The 

proposed replacement passenger 
terminal building would have the 

same number of gates as the 
existing passenger terminal 
building. 

The Terminal Area Forecast (TAF) is 
the official FAA forecast of aviation 

activity for U.S. airports. The TAF 
contains historical and forecast data 
for enplanements, airport 
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operations, Terminal Radar 
Approach Control (TRACON) 

operations, and based aircraft. 
The TAF assumes a demand driven 
forecast for aviation services based 

upon local and national economic 
conditions as well as conditions 

within the aviation industry.  In 
other words, an airport’s TAF 
forecast is developed independent 

of the ability of the airport and air 
traffic control system to furnish the 

capacity required to meet demand. 
The growth in enplanements at the 
Airport occurring under the existing 

and forecasted conditions is not 
affected by the potential for a 

replacement passenger terminal 
building.  Additionally, the type of 

aircraft the proposed replacement 
terminal project is expected to 
accommodate will be disclosed in 

the Purpose and Need section in 
Chapter 1 of the Draft EIS.   

226  
Lisa Cahan 

Davis 

Which is the capacities for your cargo and 

the increase in flights related to FedEx and 
UPS, U.S. Postal Service, and others? 

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations (including 
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cargo), timing of operations, or 
airspace. 

227  Sandra Levin 

So I'm wondering but I don't understand 
how an airport can increase the number of 

flights and not have done a study first 
before they just increased them, and I know 
it's about business and making money but 

someone needs to hear about the people 
and the names that live there. 

The Proposed Action would not 

result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace . 

228  Roy Wiegand 

We’re very concerned about the potential 
capacities that the new, larger, more 

efficient terminal will be able to pump out 
many more planes per hour.  We know it’s 

the same amount of gates.  Fourteen gates, 
which we have now, but the footprint will, 
upon demand, meet much greater capacities 

and be able to turn flights in and out a lot 
quicker.  

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace. 

  

SOCIOECONOMICS (INCLUDES SURFACE 
TRAFFIC), ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE, 

AND CHILDREN’S ENVIRONMENTAL 
HEALTH AND SAFETY RISKS 

 

229 Lester Bass 

I will probably have to move.  I’ve lived in 
my house 75 years.  My kids grew up there, 

my family, and I think the problem is they 
have to help us.  

Comment noted. 

230 N. DeWolff 
With respect to the terminal design, the 
authorities need to make very conscientious 
efforts to clarify what the impacts on 

All potential project-related surface 
traffic impacts will be discussed in 
the Socioeconomics (including 
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traveling flow will be.  Not just directly 
adjacent to the airport but also relating to 

how people move through the city of 
Burbank to access the 5, the 134, and the 
101 freeways because those will be 

definitely impacted by the change of design 
of the airport terminal.  

surface traffic), Environmental 
Justice, and Children’s 

Environmental Health and Safety 
Risks section in Chapter 4 of the 
Draft EIS.   

231 N. DeWolff 

How this new layout will positively impact 

the living and business infrastructure that’s 
planned for the Golden State project that 

surrounds the airplane.  

An analysis of impacts to 
surrounding businesses and 

residents associated with the 
Proposed Action will be discussed in 

the Socioeconomics, Environmental 
Justice, and Children’s 
Environmental Health and Safety 

Risks section in Chapter 4 of the 
Draft EIS.  

232 Sandra Levin 

There aren’t any environmental studies that 

are being performed to research the effect 
of the increased air traffic on children and 

adults in this community.  

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace.  All 

potential project-related health 
impacts to children will be 

evaluated in the Socioeconomics, 
Environmental Justice, and 
Children’s Environmental Health 

and Safety Risks section in Chapter 
4 of the Draft EIS. 
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233 Alison Martin 

I’m a voiceover artist and my husband and I 

do our living by voiceover recordings, and 
we have a booth in our home, and the sound 

has increased so much and we can’t work.  
And if this expansion happens, it’s going to 
be detrimental to my work. 

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 

number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace.  A 

discussion of any potential changes 
in the noise environment will be 
provided in the Noise and Noise-

Compatible Land Use section in 
Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS. 

234 Alison Martin 

My children have reactive airway syndrome, 
and in the past six months they have had to 
increase their treatments for their lungs.  

And if this expansion happens, it’s going to 
be detrimental to my kids’ health.  

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace.  An 
analysis of children’s health impacts 
associated with the Proposed Action 

will be evaluated in the 
Socioeconomics, Environmental 

Justice, and Children’s 
Environmental Health and Safety 

Risks section in Chapter 4 of the 
Draft EIS.  

Written Comments from Public Received During 30-day Scoping Period 

  ALTERNATIVES  

235 
Natalie 

Adomian 

Unless you require alternative forms of fuel 

for planes there should be no expansion.  

All alternatives that meet the 

purpose and need of the Proposed 
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Action will be analyzed in the Draft 
EIS.  

236 Michelle Allen 
Please find alternatives to this new terminal 
and do not make these proposed procedures 
permanent.  

All alternatives that meet the 
purpose and need of the Proposed 

Action will be analyzed in the Draft 
EIS.  The proposal regarding 
airspace departure procedures is an 

independent project subject to a 
separate environmental review.  

The Air Traffic Organization of the 
FAA has announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Alternatives to 

flight patterns would be included in 
that EA.  Public involvement and 
input will be part of that EA 

process.  For updates on that EA, 
see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

237 

Ratziel Bander; 

Donna 
Materna; Tom 

Materna; Eric 
Theiss 

Viable alternatives have already been 

presented to the FAA in a comment letter by 
the City of Los Angeles, dated November 16, 

2018, which the FAA has failed to consider 
thus far. 

All alternatives that meet the 
purpose and need of the Proposed 
Action will be analyzed in the Draft 

EIS.  The proposal regarding 
airspace departure procedures is an 

independent project subject to a 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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separate environmental review.  
The Air Traffic Organization of the 

FAA has announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Alternatives to 
flight patterns would be included in 
that EA.  Public involvement and 

input will be part of that EA 
process.  For updates on that EA, 

see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

238 

Ratziel Bander; 
Linda Branca; 
Roslyn Dahl; 

Donna 
Materna; Tom 

Materna; Jeff 
Rohde; Eric 
Theiss; John 

Van Tongeren 

Reroute the flights east or southeast over 
Burbank, Glendale, and Pasadena.  They are 

reaping the profits from the airport but are 
not sharing in ANY of the air noise and 
pollution.  Los Angeles receives all the 

negative impacts with no reward or profit. 

The Proposed Action does not 

involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 

procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 

environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 

that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

239 

Ratziel Bander; 

Linda Branca; 
Roslyn Dahl; 
Donna 

Materna; Tom 
Materna; Jeff 

Rohde; Eric 
Theiss; John 
Van Tongeren 

Redesign by modifying and regrading the 

15/33 Runway so it can be regularly used 
for northern takeoffs. 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 

procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 

environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 

involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 

that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/.. 

240 

Ratziel Bander; 
Linda Branca; 

Roslyn Dahl; 
Donna 

Materna; Tom 

Redesign considering a dedicated Runway 

for Southwest Airlines, Burbank's largest 
carrier, to depart to the north. 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 

procedures is an independent 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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Materna; Jeff 
Rohde; Eric 

Theiss; John 
Van Tongeren 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/.. 

241 

Ratziel Bander; 
Linda Branca; 

Roslyn Dahl; 
Donna 

Materna; Tom 
Materna; Jeff 
Rohde; Eric 

Theiss; John 
Van Tongeren 

Redesign Runways and Departures to 

accommodate departures on other runways, 
in other directions to reduce southwestern 

departures. 

 The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

242 

Ratziel Bander; 

Roslyn Dahl; 
Donna 

Materna; Tom 
Materna; Jeff 
Rohde; Eric 

Theiss; John 
Van Tongeren 

Redesign Runways and "Wind" Arrival 
Procedures to provide alternatives to 

descending over mountainous terrain. 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

243 

Ratziel Bander; 

Donna 
Materna; Tom 

Materna; Jeff 
Rohde; Eric 

Redesign runways to accommodate alternate 
procedures for some "less competent jets" 

that can't always complete their turns prior 
to the 101 freeway. 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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Theiss; John 
Van Tongeren 

environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 

that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

244 

Ratziel Bander; 

Roslyn Dahl; 
David Kimball; 
Donna 

Materna; Tom 
Materna; Jeff 

Rohde; Eric 
Theiss; John 
Van Tongeren 

Restore the pre-NextGen historical 6-mile 

wide flight path, proven safe for decades. 

The Proposed Action does not 

involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 

environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

245 

Ratziel Bander; 
Jeff Rohde; Eric 

Theiss; John 
Van Tongeren 

Creating multiple tracks and alternate tracks 
in ALL directions.  There is webtrak evidence 

of numerous successful northern departures 
by all jets, as well as eastern departures. 

The Proposed Action does not 

involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 

procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 

environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 

that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

246 

Ratziel Bander; 

Roslyn Dahl; 
Donna 
Materna; Tom 

Materna; Jeff 
Rohde; Eric 

Transfer or shift some of the General 
Aviation or Cargo operations to another 
existing public airport (or airports) in 

Southern California. 

All alternatives that meet the 
purpose and need of the Proposed 
Action will be analyzed in the Draft 

EIS. 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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Theiss; John 
Van Tongeren 

247 

Ratziel Bander; 
Linda Branca; 

Nicholas Stein; 
Susan McGuire; 
Donna 

Materna; Tom 
Materna; Jeff 

Rohde; Eric 
Theiss; John 

Van Tongeren 

Retire all General Aviation operations.  The 
Expanded Terminal will encourage more 
General Aviation including large jets that are 

not subject to BUR's voluntary curfew, and 
will therefore fly over noise-sensitive areas 

late at night and early in the morning. 

See Topical Response Alternatives, 

1 

248 

Ratziel Bander; 

Linda Branca; 
Nicholas Stein; 
Susan McGuire; 

Donna 
Materna; Tom 

Materna; Jeff 
Rohde; Eric 
Theiss; John 

Van Tongeren 

Retire or reduce Cargo operations.  The 
Expanded Terminal will encourage more 

cargo and heavier slow-to-gain-altitude jets 
that are not subject to curfew, and will 

therefore fly over noise-sensitive areas late 
at night and early in the morning.  

See Topical Response Alternatives, 
2 

249 

Ratziel Bander; 

Linda Branca; 
Roslyn Dahl; 

David Kimball; 
Nicholas Stein; 

Susan McGuire; 
Donna 

Relocate the airport to a less populated 

area.  The Expanded Terminal will have 
Metrolink connections to Antelope Valley and 
Ventura.  These high-speed rail lines are 

two-way.  A New Airport designed to meet 
all FAA standards could be located on the 

See Topical Response Alternatives, 
3   
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Materna; Tom 
Materna; Jeff 

Rohde; Eric 
Theiss 

other end of either line in a less densely 
populated area.  

250  Alex Gary 

All airplanes should depart out of the 
Burbank airport airfield in the northern 
direction where the density of civilians living 

on the ground is the smallest. 

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 

number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace.  The 

proposal regarding airspace 
departure procedures is an 

independent project subject to a 
separate environmental review.  
The Air Traffic Organization of the 

FAA has announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

251  Jim Houghton 

Whatever happened to the Palmdale Airport?  

Instead of putting our hub out in the desert 
where it would bring good jobs to a 

depressed area, we continue to expand 

The proposed Palmdale 

International Airport was a proposal 
by the City of Los Angeles.  That 

proposal was evaluated in the early 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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capacity at airports smack in the middle of 
dense urban communities.  

1980s and the City withdrew its 
proposal.  Thus, the new airport 

was not built.  Neither the Authority 
nor the FAA have the authority to 
require construction of the formerly 

proposed Palmdale International 
Airport.  All alternatives that meet 

the purpose and need of the 
Proposed Action will be analyzed in 
the Draft EIS. 

252  Kimberly Biddle 

The FAA should consider alternatives that 

would adjust the arrival and departure 
routes used by aircraft accessing the 

proposed BUR replacement terminal.  In 
particular, the FAA should consider route 
concentrating overflights above the US-101 

corridor (i.e., north of the Santa Monica 
Mountains), where land uses and 

topography are most noise-compatible. Such 
routes are objectively reasonable, would 
help address noise impacts, and would not 

interfere with the Project's purpose and 
need.  

The Proposed Action does not 

involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 

procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 

environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 

involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 

that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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253  Kimberly Biddle 

If the EIS fails to evaluate alternative arrival 

and departure routes, the FAA will not have 
a legally-defensible basis for reaching a 
Record of Decision. 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

254 Kimberly Biddle 

Consider northern departures; Routing 

departures over industrial and commercial 
land. 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

255  
Linda Clarke; 
David Kimball 

Why not consider a much wider path as 
before, or multiple tracks and alternate 

tracks in all directions. 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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256  Matt Labate 

Enact time-of-day restrictions; Changes to 
departure and/or arrival routes;  Changes 

that would keep departures over the 
Highway 101 corridor;  Procedures allowing 

different take-off and landing configurations 
under certain meteorological circumstances;  
Restoring pre-Metroplex routes.  

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

257  Matt Labate 

We understand that some alternative may 
be outside the sole jurisdiction of the FAA.  
But that fact does not preclude their 

consideration in the EIS.  On the contrary, 
NEPA requires the FAA to fully consider 

alternatives that may require planning and 
approval by other agencies. 

All alternatives that meet the 
purpose and need of the Proposed 
Action will be analyzed in the Draft 

EIS. 

258  Helene Shoval 
It is my understanding that airplanes both 
take off and land into the wind, and flights 
are currently only landing towards the east, 

The Authority is not proposing to 
develop a new runway at the 
Airport.  Further, the Authority does 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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when they could, in fact, take off in the 
same direction, towards/over the cities of 

Burbank, Glendale, and Pasadena. 
Therefore, this would be a good opportunity 
to create two parallel runways, rather than 

having one go in a North-South direction, 
which is unnecessary.  Saving money for the 

airlines should not trump the quality of life 
for local citizens who gain no benefit from 
this airport. 

not have the real estate that would 
be necessary to accommodate 

parallel runways meeting FAA 
Airport Design Standards.  

259  Leon Sturman 

Having an airport in the middle of the city is 

ludicrous to begin with.  Thousands of 
homes are in the flight path of takeoffs and 
landings.  Instead of expansion Burbank 

airport should be winding down and closing 
their facilities.  The "new" airport should be 

built in the areas north of the valley out of 
the way of housing.  Expansion is dangerous 
…increased air traffic would ultimately make 

living in the city/valley more difficult and 
unhealthy.  Do not expand. Close the airport 

after a new one is built out of density 
populated areas. 

All alternatives that meet the 

purpose and need of the Proposed 
Action will be analyzed in the Draft 

EIS. 

  AIR QUALITY  

260  

Natalie 

Adomian; 
Kathy Arnos; 

Rodolfo 
Artavia; Lucie 

The quality of our lives and health needs to 
be considered.  Toxic jet particulates and 

pollution from the planes are hazardous and 
causes health related issues.  

See Topical Response Air Quality, 1 
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and Chris 
Ayres; Craig 

B.; Robert 
Baer; Ratziel 
Bander; 

William 
Beauter; Dana 

Boyd; Joelle 
Birnberg; 
Alexander 

Braunstein; 
Linda Clarke; 

Sherri Elkaim; 
Philip Gerson; 
Doron Kauper; 

Kevin Keegan; 
Jessica 

Keegan; Julie 
Keegan; Olivia 

Keegan; Matt 
Labate; Helene 
Shoval; Eric 

Theiss; 
Rosemarie 

Thomas; Shant 
Thomasian; 
Selina 

Thomasian; 
Renee Weber 
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261 Michael J Alti 

The EIS must fully address and evaluate 
short-term and long-term air quality 
impacts, including, without limitation; 

Impacts from construction activities; Dust 
emissions;  Toxic air contaminants; 

Objectionable odors;  Cancer-causing 
materials.  

An analysis of the potential changes 

in air pollutant emissions as result 
of the Proposed Action as compared 
to the No Action Alternative will be 

included in the Air Quality section in 
Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS.   

262  Stephanie Baio 
Our patio furniture needs cleaning daily. Our 
cars are always dirty causing us to clean 
them more frequently. 

Comment noted. 

263  Ratziel Bander 

Air quality degradation will be increased, 
threatening the health of residents, 
students, and visitors.  The greater the 

volume and frequency of jet overflights, the 
greater the pollution, and the greater the 

cumulative health risk. 

The Proposed Action would not 

result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace.  An 
analysis of the potential changes in 

air pollutant emissions as result of 
the Proposed Action as compared to 
the No Action Alternative will be 

included in the Air Quality section in 
Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS.   

264  

Donna 
Materna; Tom 

Materna; Jeff 
Rohde; Eric 

Theiss 

The new, more efficient Expanded Terminal 
will increase the already burdensome 

cumulative negative health effects from 
constant, low-flying jets over elevated 
terrain that degrade air quality and cause 

serious health problems. 
Health effects of jet pollution are severe. Jet 

fuel emissions are a toxic stew of benzene 

An analysis of the potential changes 

in air pollutant emissions as result 
of the Proposed Action as compared 
to the No Action Alternative will be 

included in the Air Quality section in 
Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS.   
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and hazardous chemicals.  At or below 3,000 
feet (mixing level), particulates fall to the 

ground rather than being absorbed in the 
atmosphere.  
Fine particulate emissions are dangerous 

and cause respiratory disease, heart disease 
and cancer.  Children and the elderly are 

"sensitive receptors" and are most 
susceptible.  Air quality degradation will be 
increased, threatening the health of 

residents, students, and visitors.  The 
greater the volume and frequency of jet 

overflights, the greater the pollution, and 
the greater the cumulative health risk. 

265  
Dr. Dennis 

Saffro 

Besides increased noise pollution, will the 
proposed plans at Burbank Airport affect the 

air environment of our communities?  Will 
the particulate matter increase to levels 
hazardous to the health of any and all 

animals including humans?!!!!!!  Also, will 
plant life be affected?  Will cancer and lung 

disease risk be increased?!!! Comprehensive 
long-term studies need to be done before 
any changes occur. 

An analysis of the potential changes 
in air pollutant emissions as result 
of the Proposed Action as compared 

to the No Action Alternative will be 
included in the Air Quality section in 

Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS.   

  BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES  

266  

Kathy Arnos; 
Rodolfo 

Artavia; Lucie 
and Chris 

The expansion of the airport will have an 
environmental impact on wildlife and 

animals over the Santa Monica mountain 
range. 

An analysis of potential impacts to 
biological resources as a result of 

the Proposed Action as compared to 
the No Action Alternative will be 
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Ayres; Ratziel 
Bander; Linda 

Clarke; Diane 
Hart; Doron 
Kauper 

included in the Biological Resources 
section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 

EIS.  

  CUMULATIVE IMPACTS  

267  

Ratziel Bander; 
Roslyn Dahl; 

Donna 
Materna; Tom 
Materna; 

Andrea Sher; 
John Van 

Tongeren 

Through cumulative actions taken by 
FAA/BUR, our communities and protected 

parklands have been fundamentally 
degraded - severely reducing quality of life 
by massively increasing noise and pollution. 

A list of cumulative projects will be 

developed and presented in 
Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS and 
analyzed in the Cumulative Impacts 

section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 
EIS. 

268  

Ratziel Bander; 

Donna 
Materna; Tom 
Materna; Eric 

Theiss 

The Expanded Terminal has a cumulative, 
compounding effect on FAA prior actions 

(the current flight path and proposed 
procedures) that have been demonstrated to 
be "highly controversial on environmental 

grounds" under NEPA Rule 1050 1F 5-2 
(10). 

A list of cumulative projects will be 

developed and presented in 
Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS and 
analyzed in the Cumulative Impacts 

section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 
EIS.   

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 
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Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 

involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/..   

269  

Ratziel Bander; 
Donna 
Materna; Tom 

Materna; John 
Van Tongeren; 

Eric Theiss 

The proposed Expanded Terminal will add 
significantly to the numerous cumulative 

negative impacts we are already 
experiencing under the disastrous 2017 
change in flight path that occurred without 

notice or environmental study, resulting in 
more than 260 overflights per day. 

A list of cumulative projects will be 
developed and presented in 
Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS and 

analyzed in the Cumulative Impacts 
section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 

EIS. 

270  

Ratziel Bander; 
Linda Branca; 

Jessica 
Keegan; Julie 

Keegan; Kevin 
Keegan; Olivia 
Keegan; Donna 

Materna; Tom 
Materna; Jeff 

Rohde; Eric 
Theiss 

The impact the proposed Expanded Terminal 
will have must be considered along with all 
other cumulative impacts. 

See Topical Response Cumulative, 

1 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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271  

Ratziel Bander; 

Jessica 
Keegan; Julie 
Keegan; Kevin 

Keegan; Olivia 
Keegan; David 

Kimball; Donna 
Materna; Tom 
Materna; Jeff 

Rohde; Eric 
Theiss 

Santa Monica Airport (SMO) shortened its 
runway in 2017 significantly reducing the air 

traffic out of that airport and causing more 
traffic to be routed to both VNY and BUR, 
thereby contributing to the cumulative 

impacts in the Affected Areas.  

See Topical Response Cumulative, 
2 

272  

Ratziel Bander; 
Kevin Keegan; 
Jessica 

Keegan; Julie 
Keegan; Olivia 

Keegan; David 
Kimball; Donna 
Materna; Tom 

Materna; Jeff 
Rohde; Eric 

Theiss 

SMO's complete closure is scheduled to 

occur in 2028 and will further increase the 
traffic, along with air and noise pollution, in 

the Affected Areas. 

See Topical Response Cumulative, 
3  

273  
Kimberly 
Biddle; Matt 

Labate 

NEPA requires federal agencies to account 

for all reasonably foreseeable direct, 
indirect, and cumulative impacts of a 
proposed project.  Here, the impact analysis 

must account for the reasonably foreseeable 
possibility that the replacement terminal - 

with its expanded amenities and increased 

A list of cumulative projects will be 
developed and presented in 

Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS and 
analyzed in the Cumulative Impacts 

section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 
EIS. 
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efficiency - will result in increased 
departures and arrivals at Hollywood 

Burbank Airport (BUR) even if the number of 
terminal gates remains constant.  Indeed, 
an August 2015 Technical Memorandum by 

AECOM entitled "Analysis of Airport Capacity 
Constraints" indicates that the maximum 

capacity of Hollywood Burbank Airport is 
nearly 12 MAP, far greater than current 
operations. 

274  Kimberly Biddle 

NEPA's implementing regulations provide 

that cumulative and connected actions 
should be considered in the same EIS. 40 
C.F.R. §1508.8.  The FAA is currently 

undertaking simultaneous NEPA reviews of 
(1) departure routes from BUR and (2) BUR 

terminal and airfield improvements.  These 
are precisely the kinds of actions that should 
be considered together, in a comprehensive 

EIS. 

A list of cumulative projects will be 
developed and presented in 

Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS and 
analyzed in the Cumulative Impacts 

section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 
EIS. 

275  

Kimberly 

Biddle; Kevin 
Keegan; 
Jessica 

Keegan; Julie 
Keegan; Olivia 

Keegan; Matt 
Labate 

NEPA requires federal agencies to address 

the cumulative impacts of their proposed 
projects together with other past, present, 

and reasonably foreseeable future actions. 
Here, the impacts of the terminal 
replacement project must be considered 

cumulatively with at least the following: The 
Metroplex project;  Changes to, and 

eventual closure of, Santa Monica Municipal 

A list of cumulative projects will be 
developed and presented in 
Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS and 

analyzed in the Cumulative Impacts 
section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 

EIS. 
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Airport (SMO), including relocation of some 
SMO operations to other area facilities; 

Changes in operations and routes at Van 
Nuys Airport (VNY);  Proposed open SIDs for 
OROSZ 3 and SLAPP 2 at BUR. 

276  Linda Clarke 

Van Nuys Airport traffic volume has 
significantly increased (and continues to 

increase) due to changes at Santa Monica 
Airport which include shortening a runway 

and news of that airport's (documented) 
impending closure.  Both circumstances 

have caused relocation of, and a notable 
increase in jet operations at Van Nuys.  The 
projected increase in both Burbank and Van 

Nuys operations will continue to increase 
and sustain adverse (cumulative) impacts 

already being experienced in multiple 
affected Santa Monica Mountain area 
communities. 

Comment noted. 

277  Roslyn Dahl 

As Santa Monica airport shuts down, those 
flights will simply be migrated to BUR or 
VNY.  Residents of Santa Monica can enjoy 

some peace and quiet, but we cannot. 

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace.  
A list of cumulative projects will be 
developed and presented in 

Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS and 
analyzed in the Cumulative Impacts 
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section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 
EIS. 

278  Sherri Elkaim 
The impact the proposed Expanded Terminal 
will have must be considered along with all 

other cumulative impacts. 

A list of cumulative projects will be 
developed and presented in 

Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS and 
analyzed in the Cumulative Impacts 
section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 

EIS. 

279  

Kevin Keegan; 
Jessica 
Keegan; Julie 

Keegan; Olivia 
Keegan; Donna 

Materna; Tom 
Materna; Jeff 
Rohde; Eric 

Theiss 

Proposed Expanded Terminal process must 

be halted until all cumulative actions taken 
by FAA/BUR that have already severely 

impacted Affected Areas are mitigated and 
alternatives are found. 

A list of cumulative projects will be 
developed and presented in 
Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS and 

analyzed in the Cumulative Impacts 
section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 

EIS. 

280  
David Kimball; 
John Van 

Tongeren 

The expansion of airside facilities such as 

the construction of a new 413,000 square 
foot aircraft ramp and the extension of 
Taxiway A and C will allow for improved 

operation efficiency and larger aircraft, 
thereby increasing cumulative impacts on 

the affected areas. 

The Proposed Action would not 

result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 

number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace.  
A list of cumulative projects will be 

developed and presented in 
Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS and 

analyzed in the Cumulative Impacts 
section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 

EIS. 
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281  David Kimball 

The expansion must not be considered in a 
vacuum.  It must be considered along with 
all other cumulative impacts such as:  The 

current, unauthorized procedures;  Proposed 
procedures;  Nearby flight paths from Van 

Nuys Airport and other SoCal Metroplex 
Airports. 

A list of cumulative projects will be 

developed and presented in 
Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS and 
analyzed in the Cumulative Impacts 

section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 
EIS. 

282  

David Kimball; 
Donna 

Materna; Tom 
Materna; Jeff 
Rohde; Eric 

Theiss 

Van Nuys Airport (VNY) has increased the 
number of departures by 35% since 2016 
and has moved their path HARYS TWO south 

and east (with institution of waypoint 
PRRRY) to traverse the same portion of the 

Santa Monica Mountains that BUR currently 
impacts by vector and that the proposed 
procedures SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE 

will continue to impact. 

A list of cumulative projects will be 
developed and presented in 

Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS and 
analyzed in the Cumulative Impacts 
section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 

EIS. 

283  

Paul Krekorian; 

Mark 
McLoughlin 

The Authority requests FAA consideration of 
the High-Speed Rail Project and the 
proposed Burbank Airport Station as a future 

condition during the planning and 
environmental processes for the 

Replacement Terminal Project at Hollywood 
Burbank Airport. 

A list of cumulative projects will be 

developed and presented in 
Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS and 
analyzed in the Cumulative Impacts 

section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 
EIS. 

284  
Paul Krekorian; 
Jeff Rohde; Eric 

Theiss 

To ensure that all significant issues are 

identified, this process must guarantee that 
all cumulative impacts of the proposed 

terminal relocation are thoroughly 
considered and reviewed.  

A list of cumulative projects will be 
developed and presented in 
Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS and 

analyzed in the Cumulative Impacts 
section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 

EIS. 
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285  

Donna 
Materna; Tom 

Materna; 
Jeanne 

McConnell; Jeff 
Rohde; Eric 
Theiss 

Previous cumulative actions taken by 
FAA/BUR that must be considered in 

combination with the proposed Expanded 
Terminal include, but are not limited to: The 
current, unauthorized departure procedures 

implemented in 2017 at same time as 
Metroplex;  Proposed departure procedures 

OROSZ THREE AND SLAPP TWO;  
Skyrocketing passenger and operations 
growth at both BUR and Van Nuys Airport 

(VNY);  Changes in flight path at nearby 
VNY;  Impending closure of Santa Monica 

Airport that has created increased 
operations at BUR and VNY;  Increase in 
helicopter traffic that must fly below the jets 

from both BUR and VNY, creating a stacking 
effect. 

All of the above actions currently contribute 
to, and will continue to contribute to, 
increased cumulative impacts on residents, 

students, local business, film industry, and 
parklands that are under the narrow, 

focused flight path. 

The Proposed Action would not 

result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace.  
A list of cumulative projects will be 

developed and presented in 
Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS and 
analyzed in the Cumulative Impacts 

section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 
EIS. 

286  
Donna 
Materna; Tom 
Materna 

The new, more efficient Expanded Terminal 

must not move forward until the FAA abides 
by this statutory law and finds alternatives 
to the cumulative actions already taken by 

FAA/BUR. 

A list of cumulative projects will be 
developed and presented in 
Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS and 

analyzed in the Cumulative Impacts 
section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 

EIS. 
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287  Manjeet Ranu 

The Metro Orange Line Bus Rapid Transit 
(BRT) Improvement Project is currently 

preparing designs for $320 million in 
upgrades to the existing line that operates 
between the North Hollywood Metro Red 

Line Station and the West San Fernando 
Valley 

(www.metro.net/projects/orangeline/).  A 
planning/environmental study is also 
underway to extend BRT service eastward 

from the North Hollywood Red Line Station 
to potentially connect to the Burbank Media 

District, Downtown Burbank, Downtown 
Glendale and Downtown Pasadena 
(www.metro.net/projects/noho-

pasadena/corridor).  Metro recommends that 
airport traffic and circulation studies include 

connectivity options to these existing and 
planned projects to better facilitate transit 
access to the airport.  For further 

information on these projects, please 
contact Cory Zelmer, at 213-922-1079 or 

zelmerc@metro.net. 

A list of cumulative projects will be 
developed and presented in 

Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS and 
analyzed in the Cumulative Impacts 
section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 

EIS. 

288  
John Van 

Tongeren 

The damaging and unreasonable cumulative 
impacts resulting from BUR/FAA action, as 
evidenced by widespread public controversy, 

must be addressed and resolved.  
Meanwhile, all plans for the proposed 

Expanded Terminal must immediately cease. 

A list of cumulative projects will be 
developed and presented in 
Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS and 

analyzed in the Cumulative Impacts 
section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 

EIS. 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
ACT, SECTION 4(f) 

 

289  

Heidi Abra; 
Rodolfo 
Artavia; Lucie 

and Chris 
Ayres; Robert 

Baer; Steven 
Baio; Eden 
Banas; Ratziel 

Bander; 
William 

Beauter; Darin 
Birchler; Dana 
Boyd; Troy 

Carter; Lynn 
Crosswaite; 

Daniel 
DeVincentis; 
William DeWitt 

III; Kevin 
Doty; Rachel 

Feser; Michele 
Florman; Steve 
Florman; Alex 

Gary; Lisa 
Goldberg; Jon 

Gordon; Susan 

The FAA, under the guise of safety and 

efficiency, is endangering our protected 
parkland and wildlife habitat, and admittedly 
without conducting any Environmental 

Studies for our area. The new, more 
efficient, expanded terminal must not 

proceed until the FAA moves the flight paths 
out of our protected parkland! 

The Proposed Action does not 

involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 

procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 

environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 

that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/.  
Any impacts to land uses protected 
under Section 4(f) of the 

Department of Transportation Act, 
such as parks and wildlife refuges, 

will be evaluated in the Department 
of Transportation Section 4(f) 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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Graber; Debra 
and Craig 

Harwin; 
Samantha and 
Colin Hanks; 

Jonathan 
Hanna; Melissa 

Hanson; 
Richard Hull; 
Alex 

Intelligator; 
Seth Joel; 

Francie Kaplan; 
Linda Chaman 
Katiraei; Kathy 

Kelada; Oliver 
Latsch; Deirdre 

Lenihan; Gary 
Lewis; J.D. 

Lobue; Louis 
Milito; Paula 
Latsch; Maria 

London; 
Deborah 

Lorenz; Phillis 
Lovit; Heidi 
MacKay; Donna 

Maternal; Tom 
Materna; Eric 

section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 
EIS. 
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McConnell; 
Jennifer 

Messer; Henry 
Milgrom; Ray 
Neapolitan; 

Mark Ormandy; 
Leslie Poliak; 

Charles Reed; 
Catherine 
Reisinger; Jeff 

Rohde; Brent 
Schenk; 

Monique 
Schenk; 
Catherine 

Schick; Laura 
Scuticchio; Ron 

Shulem; 
Annette; 

Dennis 
Skinner; Jay 
Sonbolian; 

Jennifer 
Sunderland; 

Julie Sweeney; 
Geraldine 
Symon; Kristen 

Tarnol; Talin 
Tenley; Melissa 
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Thompson; 
Leah Tighe; 

Rachel Tobias; 
Cindy Ware; 
Renee Weber; 

Kenneth 
Weatherwax 

290  

Heidi 2022222; 
Rodolfo 

Artavia; Robert 
Baer; Steven 

Baio; Eden 
Banas; Ratziel 
Bander; 

William 
Beauter; Dana 

Boyd; Troy 
Carter; Daniel 
Cohen; Lynn 

Crosswaite; 
Daniel 

DeVincentis; 
William DeWitt 
III; Rachel 

Feser; Michele 
Florman; Steve 

Florman; 
Masami 
Fukuhara; Alex 

Burbank Airport aims to destroy precious 

resources such as the Santa Monica 
Mountains Recreation Area. 

Comment noted. 
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Gary; Lisa 
Goldberg; Jon 

Gordon; Susan 
Graber; 
Samantha and 

Colin Hanks; 
Jonathan 

Hanna; Melissa 
Hanson; Debra 
and Craig 

Harwin; 
Richard Hull; 

Alex 
Intelligator; 
Seth Joel; 

Francie Kaplan; 
Linda Chaman 

Katiraei; Matt 
Labate; Louis 

Milito; Kathy 
Kelada; Oliver 
Latsch; Paula 

Latsch; Maria 
London; 

Deborah 
Lorenz; Phillis 
Lovit; Heidi 

MacKay; Eric 
McConnell; 
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Donna 
Maternal; Tom 

Materna; 
Jennifer 
Messer; Henry 

Milgrom; Ray 
Neapolitan; 

Mark Ormandy; 
Leslie Poliak; 
Charles Reed; 

Catherine 
Reisinger; 

Brent Schenk; 
Monique 
Schenk; 

Catherine 
Schick; Laura 

Scutticchio; 
Ron Shulem; 

Annette 
Skinner; 
Dennis 

Skinner; Jay 
Sonbolian; 

Jennifer 
Sunderland; 
Julie Sweeney; 

Geraldine 
Symon; Kristen 
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Tarnol; Talin 
Tenley; Melissa 

Thompson; 
Leah Tighe; 
Rachel Tobias; 

Cindy Ware; 
Kenneth 

Weatherwax; 
Renee Weber; 
Guido Zwicker 

291  

Ratziel Bander; 

Doron Kauper; 
Jessica 
Keegan; Julie 

Keegan; Kevin 
Keegan; Olivia 

Keegan; David 
Kimball; Donna 
Materna; Tom 

Materna; Eric 
Robinson; Jeff 

Rohde; Eric 
Theiss 

It will increase fire risk in an area where 

ingress and egress by emergency vehicles is 
severely limited. 

See Topical Response 
Socioeconomics, Environmental 

Justice, and Children’s 
Environmental Health and Safety 
Risks, 6   

292  

Ratziel Bander; 
Linda Branca; 

Jeff Rohde; Eric 
Theiss 

The FAA is required to look at all other 
alternatives to avoid overflying 4(f) 

protected parkland and has failed to do so. 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
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COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 

that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/. 
Any impacts to land uses protected 
under Section 4(f) of the 

Department of Transportation Act, 
such as parks and wildlife refuges, 

will be evaluated in the Department 
of Transportation Section 4(f) 

section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 
EIS. 

293  

Ratziel Bander; 
Jessica 
Keegan; Julie 

Keegan; Kevin 
Keegan; Olivia 

Keegan; David 
Kimball; Donna 
Materna; Tom 

The Expanded Terminal will further degrade 
our public parklands - our quiet refuge from 

noisy city life. 

See Topical Response DOT Section 
4(f), 3   

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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Materna; Jeff 
Rohde; Eric 

Theiss 

294  

Ratziel Bander; 

Linda Branca; 
Jessica 
Keegan; Julie 

Keegan; Kevin 
Keegan; Olivia 

Keegan; Donna 
Materna; Tom 

Materna; Jeff 
Rohde; Eric 
Theiss; John 

Van Tongeren 

FAA must address and consider request from 
BUR to use Section 175 of the FAA 

Reauthorization Act to create dispersed 
lateral tracks away from the 4(f) protected 
Santa Monica Mountains.  Use of Section 

175 has the support of the City of Los 
Angeles through its Resolution dated 2/5/19. 

See Topical Response DOT Section 

4(f), 4  

295  Linda Clarke 

Wildlife, vegetation, and protected parkland 

are repeatedly being exposed to and 
impacted by the extent of noise and toxic 
emissions from such a high volume of low 

flying jet aircraft constantly crisscrossing the 
same noise-sensitive / environmentally 

sensitive areas.  Increased flight activity will 
only further aggravate the cumulative noise 
and emission impact to already adversely 

impacted areas. 

The Proposed Action does not 

involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 

environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
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COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 

that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

Any impacts to land uses protected 
under Section 4(f) of the 

Department of Transportation Act, 
such as parks and wildlife refuges, 
will be evaluated in the Department 

of Transportation Section 4(f) 
section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 

EIS. 

296  
Lorraine 
Johnson 

Why would they make the decision to 
change the flight pattern to fly over 

protected land and parks that people from 
all over the City use for solace and 

recreation? 

The Proposed Action would not 

result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 

number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace.  Any 
impacts to land uses protected 

under Section 4(f) of the 
Department of Transportation Act, 

such as parks and wildlife refuges, 
will be evaluated in the Department 
of Transportation Section 4(f) 

section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 
EIS. 

297  
Jeanne 
McConnell 

Substantial impairment of the parks and 
protected open spaces in the San Fernando 

Valley.  Los Angeles and the San Fernando 

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

Valley are park poor and this further 
exacerbates those issues. 

number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace.  Any 

impacts to land uses protected 
under Section 4(f) of the 
Department of Transportation Act, 

such as parks and wildlife refuges, 
will be evaluated in the Department 

of Transportation Section 4(f) 
section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 
EIS. 

298  

Eric Robinson; 
Shant 

Thomasian; 
Selina 
Thomasian 

The tranquility of the Fryman Canyon hiking 
trails in Wilacre Park has been destroyed by 

jets constantly screaming over this 
treasured open space preserve.  These flight 

paths are ruining one of the most important 
resources of our community. 

The Proposed Action will not 

increase the number or change the 
type of aircraft operating at the 
Airport, nor does it propose to 

change any airspace procedures.  
Any impacts to land uses protected 

under Section 4(f) of the 
Department of Transportation Act, 
such as parks and wildlife refuges, 

will be evaluated in the Department 
of Transportation Section 4(f) 

section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 
EIS. 

  FLIGHT PATHS  

299  

Heidi Abra; 

Lucie and Chris 
Ayres; Robert 

Baer; Steven 
Baio; Eden 

The flight paths have seriously disrupted my 

life and my work.  

Comment notes.  See Topical 

Response Flight Paths, 1.  
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Banas; Ratziel 
Bander; 

William 
Beauter; Darin 
Birchler; Linda 

Clarke; Daniel 
Cohen; Daniel 

DeVincentis; 
Max Eisenberg; 
Sherri Elkaim; 

Ayelet Feig; 
Michael Fields; 

Michele 
Florman; Steve 
Florman; Alex 

Gary; Philip 
Gerson; Jon 

Gordon; Judy 
Gordon; Lisa 

Goldberg; 
Susan Graber; 
Samantha and 

Colin Hanks; 
Jonathan 

Hanna; Melissa 
Hanson; Debra 
and Craig 

Harwin; Vicky 
Herman; 
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COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

Richard Hull; 
Alex 

Intelligator; 
Seth Joel; 
Lorraine 

Johnson; 
Francie Kaplan; 

Linda Chaman 
Katiraei; Kathy 
Kelada; Oliver 

Latsch; Paula 
Latsch; Maria 

London; 
Deborah 
Lorenz; Phillis 

Lovit; Roy 
Lyons; Heidi 

MacKay; Donna 
Materna; Tom 

Materna; Eric 
McConnell; 
Jeanne 

McConnell; 
Jennifer 

Messer; Henry 
Milgrom; Ray 
Neapolitan; 

Mark Ormandy; 
Leslie Poliak; 
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Charles Reed; 
Catherine 

Reisinger; Eric 
Robinson; 
Brent Schenk; 

Monique 
Schenk; 

Catherine 
Schick; Laura 
Scutticchio; 

Ron Shulem; 
Annette 

Skinner; 
Dennis 
Skinner; Jay 

Sonbolian; 
Jennifer 

Sunderland; 
Julie Sweeney; 

Geraldine 
Symon; Kristen 
Tarnol; Talin 

Tenley; 
Rosemarie 

Thomas; 
Melissa 
Thompson; 

Leah Tighe; 
Rachel Tobias; 
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COMMENT 
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John Van 
Tongeren; 

Cindy Ware; 
Kenneth 
Weatherwax; 

Renee Weber  

300  

Heidi Abra, 

Michelle Allen, 
Rodolfo 

Artavia; Lucie 
and Chris 

Ayres; Craig B., 
Robert Baer; 
Stephanie Baio; 

Steven Baio; 
Eden Banas; 

Ratziel Bander; 
William 
Beauter; Darin 

Birchler; Dana 
Boyd; Linda 

Branca; Patty 
Burnsle; Troy 
Carter; Lynn 

Crosswaite; 
Daniel 

DeVincentis; 
William DeWitt 
III; Kevin 

The FAA must move the recently changed 
flight paths before proceeding with the 
replacement terminal! 

See Topical Response Flight Paths, 

1. 
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COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

Doty; Sherri 
Elkaim; Ayelet 

Feig; Rachel 
Feser; Michele 
Florman; Steve 

Florman; 
Andrea 

Francola; 
Masami 
Fukuhara; Alex 

Gary; Philip 
Gerson; J.P. 

Geuens; Lisa 
Goldberg; Jon 
Gordon; Susan 

Graber; 
Samantha and 

Colin Hanks; 
Jonathan 

Hanna; Melissa 
Hanson; Shelby 
Huston Haro; 

Diane Hart; 
Debra and 

Craig Harwin; 
James Higgins; 
Richard Hull; 

Alex 
Intelligator; 
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COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

Seth Joel; Josh 
Justman;  

Francie Kaplan; 
Linda Chaman 
Katiraei; Doron 

Kauper; Rose 
Kauper; Jessica 

Keegan; Julie 
Keegan; Kevin 
Keegan; Olivia 

Keegan; Kathy 
Kelada; Oliver 

Latsch; Paula 
Latsch; Deirdre 
Lenihan; Gary 

Lewis; J.D. 
Lobue; Janet 

Loeb; Maria 
London; 

Deborah 
Lorenz; Phillis 
Lovit; Roy 

Lyons; Heidi 
MacKay; Donna 

Materna; Tom 
Materna; Eric 
McConnell; 

Jennifer 
Messer; Henry 
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COMMENT 
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COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

Milgrom; Louis 
Milito; Ray 

Neapolitan; 
Mark Ormandy; 
Renee Palyo; 

Del Persinger; 
Leslie Poliak; 

Charles Reed; 
Catherine 
Reisinger; 

Laurie 
Rittenberg; 

Larry Rybacki; 
Brent Schenk; 
Monique 

Schenk; 
Catherine 

Schick; Laura 
Scutticchio; 

Helene Shoval; 
Ron Shulem; 
Annette 

Skinner; 
Dennis 

Skinner; Jay 
Sonbolian; 
Jennifer 

Sunderland; 
Julie Sweeney; 
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COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

Geraldine 
Symon; Kristen 

Tarnol; Talin 
Tenley; Eric 
Theiss; 

Rosemarie 
Thomas; Selina 

Thomasian; 
Shant 
Thomasian; 

Melissa 
Thompson; 

Leah Tighe; 
Rachel Tobias; 
Cindy Ware; 

Renee Weber; 
John Van 

Tongeren; 
Kenneth 

Weatherwax; 
Matthew 
Yedlin; Guido 

Zwicker 

301  

Natalie 

Adomian; 
Kathy Arnos; 

Robert Baer; 
Stephanie Baio; 
Steven Baio; 

This increase in flights and change in flight 

pattern have affected me or my family’s 
health.  

See Topical Response Flight Paths, 

1.   
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COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

Charles Boyd; 
Daniel 

DeVincentis; 
Andrea 
Francola; 

Lorraine 
Johnson; Josh 

Justman; 
Jessica 
Keegan; Julie 

Keegan; Kevin 
Keegan; Olivia 

Keegan; J.D. 
Lobue; Larry 
Rybacki; 

Barbara Shore 

302  Karen Aheam 
The new departure routes were recklessly 
implemented without a full environmental 
assessment. 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 
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from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/.   

303  Karen Aheam 
Burbank Airport should actively assess the 
numerous adverse impacts of the new 

routes and take corrective actions.  

The Proposed Action does not 

involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

304  Andros 

Everyone's worst nightmare is a collision 

over this densely populated area.  With the  
introduction of drones, this possibility has 

increased even though flying them near an 

The Proposed Action would not 

result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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airport is illegal…What sort of security will be 
installed to safe guard the airport skies? 

number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace.  

305  

Robert Baer; 
Steven Baio; 

Eden Banas; 
Ratziel Bander; 
William 

Beauter; Darin 
Birchler; 

Charles Boyd; 
Dana Boyd; 

Patty Burnsle; 
Troy Carter; 
Lynn 

Crosswaite; 
Daniel 

DeVincentis; 
William DeWitt 
III; Kevin 

Doty; Sherri 
Elkaim; Ayelet 

Feig; Rachel 
Feser; Michael 
Fields; Michele 

Florman; Steve 
Florman; 

Masami 
Fukuhara; Alex 
Gary; Philip 

I am one of many people suffering under the 
flight paths that were changed in early 2017 

without notice or environmental study. 

See Topical Response Flight Paths, 

1.  
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Gerson; Lisa 
Goldberg; Jon 

Gordon; Susan 
Graber; 
Samantha and 

Colin Hanks; 
Jonathan 

Hanna; Melissa 
Hanson; Shelby 
Huston Haro; 

Debra and 
Craig Harwin; 

James Higgins, 
Richard Hull; 
Alex 

Intelligator; 
Seth Joel; 

Francie Kaplan; 
Linda Chaman 

Katiraei; Doron 
Kauper; 
Rosemarie 

Thomas-
Kauper; Jessica 

Keegan; Julie 
Keegan; Kevin 
Keegan; Olivia 

Keegan; Kathy 
Kelada; David 
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Kimball; Matt 
Labate; Diane 

Laney; Oliver 
Latsch; Paula 
Latsch; Deirdre 

Lenihan; Gary 
Lewis; J.D. 

Lobue; Maria 
London; 
Deborah 

Lorenz; Phillis 
Lovit; Heidi 

MacKay; Donna 
Materna; Tom 
Materna; Eric 

McConnell;  
Jennifer 

Messer; Henry 
Milgrom; Ray 

Neapolitan; 
Mark Ormandy; 
Leslie Poliak; 

Charles Reed; 
Catherine 

Reisinger; Jeff 
Rohde; Brent 
Schenk; 

Monique 
Schenk; 
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COMMENT 
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Catherine 
Schick; Laura 

Scutticchio; 
Helene Shoval; 
Ron Shulem; 

Annette 
Skinner; 

Dennis 
Skinner; Jay 
Sonbolian; 

Jennifer 
Sunderland; 

Julie Sweeney; 
Kristen Tarnol; 
Talin Tenley; 

Eric Theiss; 
Rosemarie 

Thomas; 
Melissa 

Thompson; 
Leah Tighe; 
Rachel Tobias; 

Cindy Ware; 
Kenneth 

Weatherwax; 
Renee Weber; 
Matthew 

Yedlin; Guido 
Zwicker  
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306  Robert Baer 

Share the burden with other valley 

residents.  We don’t need a superhighway 
over our heads.  I am sure the planes can 

take off and turn in a more scattered 
manner.  

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

307  Stephanie Baio 
The NEXTGEN program of focused flights 
paths is not working for anyone.  

Comment noted. 

308  

Stephanie Baio; 
Ratziel Bander; 

Eric Robinson; 
Kenneth 
Weatherwax 

Why divert flights over a mountain range 
that is subject to massive wildfires without 

adequate roadways for emergency vehicles. 
Eventually one of your low flying jets will 

crash into our mountains and burn most of 
Los Angeles to the ground. 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 

that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

309  Kimberly Biddle 

The EIS must also evaluate "means to 
mitigate adverse environmental impacts." 

For this reason too, the FAA must 
thoroughly and objectively consider 

adjustments to BUR arrival and departure 
routes.  In addition, the EIS should include 
mitigation measures that would limit the 

number and timing of future arrivals and 
departures at BUR. 

The Proposed Action does not 

involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 

procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 

environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 

that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

310  Linda Clarke 

Since the implementation of FAA NextGen 
flight path departure changes, jets departing 

Burbank (proceeding westward) and Van 
Nuys (going eastward) have effectively been 
criss-crossing each other over multiple 

Santa Monica Mountain/ Mulholland corridor 
communities (flats and rising hillsides) south 

of the 101 freeway-- effectively 
compounding dramatic, intrusive noise 

conditions created by FAA NextGen flight 
path departure procedure changes at both 
airports.  Now we experience dual 

overlapping flight patterns-with a high 
volume of jets from both Burbank and Van 

Nuys routed in concentrated overlapping 
paths over homes, schools, and parkland of 
Studio City, Sherman Oaks, Encino, and Bel 

Air.  This has resulted in an extremely 
congested airspace – with loud, low flying 

ascending jets flying across the same air 
space, deep into topography which has 
never before (prior to FAA NextGen 

implementation) experienced this kind of 
intensity and frequency of jet traffic. 

The Proposed Action does not 

involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 

environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 

that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/.   

311  
Linda Clarke; 
Roslyn Dahl 

Returning to previous safe departure 
procedures which include, for example the 

wider 6 mile dispersal path and steeper 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  The proposal 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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ascent, and/or considering alternate 
departure path directions (to re-direct/ shift 

and disperse jet traffic) would help alleviate 
the severe noise disturbance and toxic 
emissions exposure we are (insensitively 

and inappropriately) being forced to endure. 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/..   

312 Daniel Cohen 
The FAA must eliminate the waypoints or 
move them north over the natural "noise 
corridor" of the 101 freeway. 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/.. 

313  Roslyn Dahl 

Too many airport officials and the FAA 
continue to communicate there is no 
significant change to the environment or 

quality of life for residents under the FAA 
NEXGEN/METROPLEX Airport Efficiency 

Program changes rolled out at Burbank and 
Van Nuys Airport ... including, but not 
limited to SLAPP TWO, OROSZ THREE, 

HARYS TWO, and PPRRY flight paths. 

The Proposed Action does not 

involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/.  

314  Roslyn Dahl 

We cannot assume Pilots will always follow 

the "rules".  Pilots come in all forms, just 
like airplanes.  Accidents don't need to 

include a commercial jetliner, it can just be 

Comment noted.   

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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the kamikaze or reckless pilot of a small 
plane.  Since NexGen was introduced I have 

twice witnessed and complained to airport 
authorities about a private airplane (I 
believe the same one) that circled our 

residence and street multiple times, at high 
speed through a small valley and mountain 

peak, at lower than 1500ft altitude.  This 
endangers all of our lives.  Hillsides are 
playgrounds for some; adventurous and 

dangerous.  Flat lands are boring, but safer 
for those living under flight paths. 

315  Julia Doty 

The FAA has not addressed our concerns 

thus far of the airplanes going over the 
exact same area over and over with the 

extremely narrow flight paths that they 
imposed. 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 

procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 

involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 
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https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

316  Alex Gary 

When I called the Burbank Airport Toll-Free 
24-Hour Noise Complaint Hotline in early 
2017 they informed me that no changes in 

flight patterns happened.  However, I come 
to find out that I was lied to and there was 

indeed a change in flight patterns.  It’s 
amazing that I could be so bluntly lied to by 
a federal agency. 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 

involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

317  Jon Gordon 
I am in opposition to NEXTGEN and the 
routing of aircraft over the same exact 

location, day after day, endlessly. 

Comment noted.   

318  Jon Gordon 

I request in the most strong terms, that 

something be done regarding NEXTGEN. 
Either aircraft should take off to the north, 

or if they must depart to the south, even 
when planes are headed north or east, the 

The Proposed Action does not 

involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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departure paths must be varied.  The 
departure paths must be dispersed so that 

more of the area is served by the airport 
bears the burden of these over flights.  

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

319  
R Greene; 
Stephanie 

Michels 

The flight paths that are currently over our 
neighborhoods and schools are not 

acceptable.  

Comment noted.   

320  
Shelby Huston 

Haro 

Why did the wide departure and arrival 
pattern change?  Why are you flying lower 
and louder and concentrated over canyons 

that echo?  The old pattern of departure and 
arrivals were working for the 20 years I 

have lived and paid property taxes in Studio 
City.  Why divert flights over a mountain 
range that is subject to massive wildfires 

without adequate roadways for emergency 
vehicles.  

The Proposed Action does not 

involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 

procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 

environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 

involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

321  Vicky Herman 
Flights are so low and so frequent that the 
house actually shakes.  

Comment noted. 

322  Matt Labate 

It is incumbent upon Burbank Airport to 
actively assess the numerous adverse 
impacts of SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE 

and take corrective actions.  Only after 
these corrective actions are implemented 

can members of the public make an 
informed assessment of the impact of 
Burbank Airport's proposed expansion.  Until 

that time, Burbank Airport's growth must be 
checked, otherwise the damage to our 

communities will only multiply. 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 

procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 

involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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323  
Benjamin 
Marsh 

The FAA arbitrarily and capriciously 

consolidated virtually all air traffic out of 
Burbank Airport as a result of the recent 
implementation of two amendments to the 

departure routes out of its airport: SLAPP 
TWO and OROSZ THREE without conducting 

a full environmental impact study.  The 
FAA's contention that these are historical 
flight paths and therefore will not burden 

Studio City residents is malarkey.  Even if it 
is true that Burbank Airport is utilizing light 

paths that existed in the past, these flight 
paths were infrequently used and were 
traversed at much higher altitudes. 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

324  
Benjamin 

Marsh  

It is incumbent upon Burbank Airport to 
actively assess the numerous adverse 
impacts of SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE 

and take [corrective action, including but not 
limited to, modifying its proposed expansion 

plans to incorporate ameliorative measures.  
Only after these corrective actions are 
implemented can members of the public 

make an informed assessment of the impact 
of Burbank Airport's proposed expansion. 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

325  Del Persinger 

I find it hugely ironic that planes from the 
Burbank Airport do not fly over Burbank. 

Presumably, this is because the citizens of 
Burbank do not want planes flying over 
them.  So instead the planes immediately 

turn and fly a totally unnecessary 10-15 mile 
loop over you and me -- and I live more 

than 5 miles from the airport. 

Comment noted.  

326  Del Persinger 

Why do the planes have to turn south, 
anyway?  They could gain sufficient altitude 

(flying over Burbank!) and turn directly 
north, where they are ultimately headed. 

The Proposed Action would not 

result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace.  

327  Eric Robinson 

In order to prevent a cataclysmic fire, no 

airplanes should take off anywhere near the 
Santa Monica mountains and the extremely 

high-fire risk they pose.  All planes should 
stay north of the 101 freeway as they did for 

decades to minimize the risk of a terrible 
fire. 

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace.  

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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328  Eric Robinson 

It is completely unrealistic to expect one 
group of citizens to shoulder the entire 

burden of noise and pollution resulting from 
these narrow, undeviating and low altitude 

flight paths.  Airplanes should be dispersed 
as they were for decades without any safety 
problems. 

The Proposed Action would not 

result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 

number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace.  

329  Andrea Sher 

Just as people from all over Los Angeles 
take advantage of the convenience of the 
Burbank Airport, we feel that the flight path 

should be over a much larger area so that 
no one community should be affected, but 

we should all share this equally. 

The Proposed Action would not 

result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace.  

330 
Kenneth 
Weatherwax 

The recent takeoff and departure operations 

thus have exacerbated a crowded airspace 
problem, not improved it. 

Comment noted. 

  
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS, SOLID 
WASTE, AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

 

331  Michael J Alti 

The EIS must fully address and evaluate the 

presence of hazardous materials as well as 
airport operation hazards. 

An evaluation of hazardous 
materials including transportation 

impacts will be included in the 
Hazardous Materials section in 
Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS. 

332  

Ratziel Bander; 
Jessica 

Keegan; Julie 
Keegan, Kevin 

Keegan; Olivia 

Residents near BUR and along the soil 
export route have grave concerns about vast 

amounts of contaminated soils traversing 
their neighborhoods, potentially exposing 

them to dangerous materials. 

An evaluation of hazardous 
materials will be included in the 

Hazardous Materials section in 
Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS. 
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Keegan; David 
Kimball; Donna 

Materna; Tom 
Materna; Jeff 
Rohde; Eric 

Theiss 

333  Barbara Shore 

[There are flights over my roof] one after 

another after another.  Dropping cancer 
causing jet fuel all over us.  Including 

children. 

An evaluation of hazardous 

materials will be included in the 
Hazardous Materials section in 

Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS.  In 
addition, an evaluation of impacts 

to children’s health will be 
discussed in the Socioeconomics, 
Environmental Justice, and 

Children’s Environmental Health 
and Safety Risks section in Chapter 

4 of the Draft EIS. 

  

HISTORICAL, ARCHITECTURAL, 

ARCHEOLOGICAL, AND CULTURAL 
RESOURCES 

 

334  Eric McLeod 

If you ask anyone why they like the Burbank 
Airport, they'll most likely say that it is a 
landmark rich in local history.  Don't you 

think that when people are made aware that 
the airport's planning to spend $18 million to 

demolish the terminal, residents are being 
robbed of historical preservation? 

An analysis of the impacts to 

historic resources will be included in 
the Historical, Architectural, 

Archeological, and Cultural 
Resources section in Chapter 4 of 
the Draft EIS. 

  LAND USE  
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335  Michael J Alti 

The EIS must fully address and evaluate 

land use including whether the Proposed 
Action will disturb or divide the property in 
the Association.  

An analysis of land use impacts will 
be included in the Land Use section 

in Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS. 

336  Barbara Shore 

Your airport is in the middle of residential 
neighborhoods.  You should have thought of 
that long ago.  The development of the 

valley was allowed to happen, making you 
only able to be a secondary airport at best. 

Comment noted. 

  NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE  

337  

Kimberly 

Biddle; Jessica 
Keegan; Julie 

Keegan; Kevin 
Keegan; Olivia 
Keegan; Matt 

Labate; Donna 
Materna; Tom 

Materna; Jeff 
Rohde; Eric 
Theiss 

The EIS must use an appropriate baseline. 

In developing that baseline, the FAA should 
account for the fact that the initial segment 

of the departure routes currently being flown 
at BUR were never subject to NEPA review 

during the Southern California Metroplex 
project.  Nor, to our knowledge, have the 
current routes ever been reviewed as part of 

any other NEPA analysis. Moreover, the 
routes appear to be in flux - the number and 

path of departing aircraft varies significantly 
from day to day.  For each of these reasons, 
pre-Metroplex conditions provide the most 

appropriate and equitable baseline against 
which to measure project impacts. 

See Topical Response No Action 
Alternative, 1 and Topical Response 

Flight Paths, 1.    

  
NOISE AND NOISE-COMPATIBLE LAND 
USE 
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338  

Heidi Abra; 
Michelle Allen; 

Clarisse and 
Doug Hamblin; 

Eric Theiss; 
Kenneth 
Weatherwax 

There is never a day off from the noise. Comment noted.  

339  Heidi Abra 
We now cannot sleep through the night, the 
jets start by 6 am and don’t end until 11 pm 
and there are still jets throughout the night.  

Comment noted. 

340  

Heidi Abra; 
Michelle Allen; 

Ratziel Bander; 
Sherri Elkaim; 

Michele 
Florman; 
Catherine 

Gibbons; Vicky 
Herman; 

Monique 
Schenk; Leah 
Tighe; John 

Van Tongeren 

The anxiety and stress we are feeling is 
affecting every area of our lives and health. 

Comment noted.  See Topical 
Response Noise and Noise-

Compatible Land Use, 3   

341  Karen Aheam 
The noise from the new flight paths needs to 

be investigated.  

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 

number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace.  A 

discussion of any potential changes 
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in the noise environment will be 
provided in the Noise and Noise-

Compatible Land Use section in 
Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS. 

342  

Karen Aheam; 
Rodolfo 
Artavia; Craig 

B.; Stephanie 
Baio; William 

Beauter; Susan 
Schwarz 

Berton; Joelle 
Birnberg; 
Charles Boyd; 

Dana Boyd; 
Alexander 

Braunstein; 
Patty Burnsle; 
Troy Carter; 

Linda Clarke; 
Meredith 

Collier; Lynn 
Crosswaite; 
Rosyln Dahl; 

Julia Doty; 
Kevin Doty; 

Max Eisenberg; 
Sherri Elkaim; 
Ayelet Feig; 

Existing aircraft noise pollution affects my 
sleep, my work, and my quality of life.  

See Topical Response Noise and 
Noise-Compatible Land Use, 4     
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Rachel Feser; 
Michele 

Florman; Steve 
Florman; 
Andrea 

Francola; 
Masami 

Fukuhar; Alex 
Gary; 
Catherine 

Gibbons; Lisa 
Goldberg; Jon 

Gordon; Susan 
Graber; 
Clarisse and 

Doug Hamblin; 
Samantha and 

Colin Hanks; 
Jonathan 

Hanna; Melissa 
Hanson; Shelby 
Huston Haro; 

Debra and 
Craig Harwin; 

Vicky Herman; 
James Higgins; 
Richard Hull; 

Alex 
Intelligator; 
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Seth Joel; 
Lorraine 

Johnson; Josh 
Justman; 
Francie Kaplan; 

Linda Chaman 
Katiraei;  

Doron Kauper; 
Rosemarie 
Thomas-

Kauper; Kathy 
Kelada; David 

Kimball; Matt 
Labate; Ken 
Laski; 

Michelene 
Laski; Oliver 

Latsch; Paula 
Latsch; Gary 

Lewis; J.D. 
Lobue; Maria 
London; 

Deborah 
Lorenz; Phillis 

Lovit; Roy 
Lyons; Heidi 
MacKay; 

Benjamin 
Marsh; Donna 
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Maternal; Tom 
Materna; Eric 

McConnell; 
Jennifer 
Messer; Henry 

Milgrom; Ray 
Neapolitan; 

Jessica Neyer; 
Mark Ormandy; 
Leslie Poliak; 

Charles Reed; 
Catherine 

Reisinger; Eric 
Robinson; 
Brent Schenk; 

Monique 
Schenk; 

Catherine 
Schick; Laura 

Scutticchio; 
Ron Shulem; 
Annette 

Skinner; 
Dennis 

Skinner; Jay 
Sonbolian; 
Jennifer 

Sunderland; 
Julie Sweeney;  
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Geraldine 
Symon; Kristen 

Tarnol; Talin 
Tenley; 
Rosemarie 

Thomas; Selina 
Thomasian; 

Shant 
Thomasian; 
Melissa 

Thompson; 
Leah Tighe; 

Rachel Tobias; 
Cindy Ware; 
Renee Weber; 

John Van 
Tongeren; 

Kenneth 
Weatherwax; 

Renee Weber; 
Matthew 
Yedlin; Guido 

Zwicker 

343  Karen Aheam 

Burbank Airport could easily maximize its 
proximity to natural noise corridors and 

mitigate air noise by directing planes over 
the highway system as it did for decades.  

The Proposed Action would not 

result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 

number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace.  
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344  
Michelle Allen; 
Linda Clarke; 

Barbara Shore 

The NextGen noise is out of control and 
awful for this valley community.  

Comment noted.   

345  

Michelle Allen; 
Rodolfo 
Artavia; Lucie 

and Chris 
Ayres; Robert 

Baer; 
Stephanie Baio; 
Steven Baio; 

Eden Banas; 
Ratziel Bander; 

Darin Birchler; 
Charles Boyd; 
Dana Boyd; 

Troy Carter; 
Linda Clarke; 

Daniel Cohen; 
Lynn 
Crosswaite; 

Daniel 
DeVincentis; 

William DeWitt 
III; Ayelet 
Feig; Rachel 

Feser; Michele 
Florman; Steve 

Florman; 

Why are you flying lower and louder and 
concentrated over canyons that echo?  The 

low altitudes of the aircraft combined with 
the higher elevation of our hillside, and 

canyon acoustics, cause the noise to be 
widely amplified and create a rebound 
effect. 

See Topical Response Noise and 

Noise-Compatible Land Use, 5 



A P P E N D I X  B  –  S C O P I N G  R E P O R T  

Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport      B-857 
Proposed Replacement Terminal Project Draft EIS 

COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

Masami 
Fukuhara; Alex 

Gary; Lisa 
Goldberg; Jon 
Gordon; Susan 

Graber; 
Samantha and 

Colin Hanks; 
Jonathan 
Hanna; Shelby 

Huston Haro; 
Debra and 

Craig Harwin; 
Melissa 
Hanson; 

Richard Hull; 
Alex 

Intelligator; 
Seth Joel; 

Francie Kaplan; 
Linda Chaman 
Katiraei; 

Rosemarie 
Thomas-

Kauper; Jessica 
Keegan; Julie 
Keegan; Kevin 

Keegan; Olivia 
Keegan; Kathy 
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Kelada; Oliver 
Latsch; Paula 

Latsch; J.D. 
Lobue; Maria 
London; 

Deborah 
Lorenz; Phillis 

Lovit; Roy 
Lyons, Heidi 
MacKay; Donna 

Materna; Tom 
Materna; Eric 

McConnell; 
Susan McGuire; 
Jennifer 

Messer; Henry 
Milgrom; Ray 

Neapolitan; 
Mark Ormandy; 

Leslie Poliak; 
Charles Reed; 
Catherine 

Reisinger; 
Brent Schenk; 

Monique 
Schenk; 
Catherine 

Schick; Laura 
Scutticchio; 
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Helene Shoval; 
Ron Shulem; 

Annette 
Skinner; 
Dennis 

Skinner; Jay 
Sonbolian; 

Nicholas Stein; 
Jennifer 
Sunderland; 

Julie Sweeney; 
Geraldine 

Symon; Kristen 
Tarnol; Talin 
Tenley; Eric 

Theiss; 
Rosemarie 

Thomas; 
Melissa 

Thompson; 
Leah Tighe; 
Rachel Tobias; 

Cindy Ware; 
Kenneth 

Weatherwax; 
Renee Weber; 
Guido Zwicker 
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346  
Michelle Allen; 
Shelby Huston 
Haro 

How are flights even allowed during curfew? 

Why are they not fined? 

See the response to comment 

#107. 

347  Michael J Alti 

The EIS must fully address and evaluate 
noise and vibration impacts (both from 
construction activities and from the 

occupancy and use of the replacement 
terminal and other structures as well as 

from traffic arising from the extension of 
Cohasset Street and secondary Airport 
access.  

A discussion of any potential 
changes in the noise environment 

will be provided in the Noise and 
Noise-Compatible Land Use section 

in Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS.  A 
discussion of any potential changes 
to surface traffic will be provided in 

the Socioeconomics (including 
surface traffic), Environmental 

Justice, and Children’s 
Environmental Health and Safety 
Risks section in Chapter 4 of the 

Draft EIS. 

348  Andros 

[T]he noise of the planes has become less 
intrusive thanks to quieter engines.  Once 
upon a time, conversation was impossible 

when a plane was passing overhead.  We 
also appreciate the rotating flight patterns 

that "share" the noise throughout the area. 

Comment noted. 

349  Andros 

We certainly hope that the curfew will 
continue to guarantee no 24 /7 flights and 

that the current 7 am to 10 pm schedule will 
prevail. 

A discussion of any potential 

changes in the noise environment 
will be provided in the Noise and 
Noise-Compatible Land Use section 

in Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS.  

350  Kathy Arnos 
With the new proposed takeoff route my 
house is now not only affected by the 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 
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landing noise and pollution but now I am 
directly under the takeoff pattern. 

procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 

procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 

involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

351  

Stephanie Baio; 
Steven Baio; 

Darin Birchler; 
Lisa Goldberg; 

Richard Hull; 
Selina 
Thomasian; 

Shant 
Thomasian; 

John Van 
Tongeren; 
Guido Zwicker; 

We experienced so many planes that we 

cannot hear ourselves think let alone watch 
TV without having to increase the volume. 

See Topical Response Noise and 
Noise-Compatible Land Use, 6   

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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Masami 
Fukuhara 

352  

Ratziel Bander; 

Jessica 
Keegan; Julie 
Keegan; Kevin 

Keegan; Olivia 
Keegan; Donna 

Materna; Tom 
Materna; Jeff 

Rohde; Eric 
Theiss; John 
Van Tongeren 

FAA'S Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) must define the "Affected Area" to 

include the footprint of procedures 
overflying the noise-sensitive hillside 

communities of Studio City, Sherman Oaks, 
and Encino, and the protected 4(f) Santa 
Monica Mountains.  All Environmental 

Resource Categories should be evaluated 
and analyzed in the "Affected Area" thus 

defined. 

Two study areas will be identified 
for use in describing existing 

conditions in the Airport area and 
evaluating the potential impacts of 
the Proposed Action and any 

reasonable alternatives.  These two 
areas—identified as the Detailed 

Study Area and the General Study 
Area—will be identified in Chapter 3 

of the Draft EIS. 
In addition, see Topical Response 
Noise and Noise-Compatible Land 

Use, 7.   

353  

Ratziel Bander; 

Linda Branca; 
Linda Clarke; 

Jessica 
Keegan; Julie 
Keegan; Kevin 

Keegan; Olivia 
Keegan; David 

Kimbal; Donna 
Materna; Tom 
Materna; Jeff 

Rohde; Eric 
Theiss; John 

Van Tongeren 

It has already been determined by an 

independent analysis conducted by Landrum 
& Brown that the BUR flight paths shifted 
south in a concentrated path over the 

Affected Areas.  This change in flight track 
occurred in early 2017 without notice or 

environmental study.  Prior to 2017, there 
was only occasional jet noise.  Now there is 
a constant, disruptive, low, loud jet 

disruption in our formerly tranquil, hillside 
neighborhoods.  The proposed Expanded 

Terminal will amplify these impacts that the 
FAA/BUR has failed to address/mitigate 

See Topical Response Noise and 
Noise-Compatible Land Use, 8.   
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despite intense and widespread public 
controversy. 

354  

Ratziel Bander; 

Jessica 
Keegan; Julie 

Keegan; Kevin 
Keegan; Olivia 
Keegan; David 

Kimball; Donna 
Materna; Tom 

Materna; Jeff 
Rohde; Eric 
Theiss 

Both BUR and VNY estimate a projected 
15% increase per year in air traffic, which 

will contribute significantly to the current air 
noise over the Affected Areas.  The proposed 

Expanded Terminal will compound these 
projections. 

The Terminal Area Forecast (TAF) is 
the official FAA forecast of aviation 

activity for U.S. airports. The TAF 
contains historical and forecast data 
for enplanements, airport 

operations, Terminal Radar 
Approach Control (TRACON) 

operations, and based aircraft. 
The TAF assumes a demand driven 

forecast for aviation services based 
upon local and national economic 
conditions as well as conditions 

within the aviation industry.  In 
other words, an airport’s TAF 

forecast is developed independent 
of the ability of the airport and air 
traffic control system to furnish the 

capacity required to meet demand. 
The growth in enplanements at the 

Airport occurring under the existing 
and forecasted conditions is not 
impacted by the potential for a 

replacement terminal building. 
In addition, see Topical Response 

Noise and Noise-Compatible Land 
Use, 9    
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355  

Ratziel Bander; 

Donna 
Materna; Tom 

Materna; Jeff 
Rohde 

Mountains Recreation & Conservation 

Authority and Santa Monica Mountains 
Conservancy consider “quiet to be a critical 
component of the natural lands visitation 

experience” (SMMC Letter 1 /28/19).  The 
Expanded Terminal combined with other 

actions taken by FAA/BUR “contribute to a 
continually increasing level of impacts 
inconsistent with the recreational and quiet 

refuge values of the affected natural 
Parklands” (SMMC Letter 1 /28/19). 

A discussion of any potential 

changes in the noise environment 
will be provided in the Noise and 

Noise-Compatible Land Use section 
in Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS. 

356  Matt Labate 

To accurately address the significant noise 
issues at BUR - which will be intensified by 
the new terminal and supporting 

infrastructure - the EIS must incorporate 
and address the following:  Impacts on all 

noise-sensitive land uses, including schools, 
parks, open space, preserves, historic 
resources, and others, associated with 

departures and arrivals directly, indirectly, 
and cumulatively related to the Project;  

Unique topography, including, in particular, 
the hills and canyons south of the airport; 
Single-event noise measurements for 

departures and arrivals directly, indirectly, 
and cumulatively related to the Project; 

California and federal noise metrics;  The 
likelihood that aircraft will not adhere to 
published departure and arrival routes. 

A discussion of any potential 
changes in the noise environment 

will be provided in the Noise and 
Noise-Compatible Land Use section 

in Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS.  In 
addition, any impacts to land uses 

protected under Section 4(f) of the 
Department of Transportation Act, 
such as parks and wildlife refuges, 

will be evaluated in the Department 
of Transportation Section 4(f) 

section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 
EIS. 
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357  Linda Clarke 

The frequency and intensity of noise impact 
from both airports [Burbank and Van Nuys] 
with low flying departing jets is 

considerable, and new to affected 
communities since FAA NextGen procedure 

changes.  Jet engine sounds reverberate 
against the rising canyon hillsides;  you can 
see and hear them coming, passing over, 

and leaving for quite a while.  Increased 
flight activity will only further aggravate 

cumulative noise impact to (our) already 
adversely impacted noise-sensitive Santa 
Monica Mountains hillside communities. 

The Proposed Action will not 
increase the number or change the 
type of aircraft operating at the 

Airport, nor does it propose to 
change any airspace procedures.   

A discussion of any potential 
changes in the noise environment 

will be provided in the Noise and 
Noise-Compatible Land Use section 
in Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS. 

358  Roslyn Dahl 

There is no guarantee a "voluntary" curfew 
will continue, when (a) it is "voluntary" and 

not mandated and (b) it already excludes 
other private aircraft such as UPS and FedEx 

which fly over our homes at very low 
altitudes routinely at lam ... 3am ... 5am ... 

6am. 

See the response to comment 
#107. 

359 Roslyn Dahl 

I doubt the average individual understands 

the average ambient noise decibels they live 
with, until an outsider instantly increases it 
up to 50% or more ... and claims there is no 

"significant" difference. 

Comment noted.  
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360  

Sherri Elkaim; 
Sean Miller; 

Jessica Neyer; 
Kenneth 

Weatherwax 

Make whatever changes you need to make 
to reduce the noise and pollution you've 

caused in our neighborhood by your decision 
to fly airplanes low and loud and frequent 

over my home and community. 

A discussion of any potential 
changes in the noise environment 
will be provided in the Noise and 

Noise-Compatible Land Use section 
in Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS.  The 

proposal regarding airspace 
departure procedures is an 

independent project subject to a 
separate environmental review.  
The Air Traffic Organization of the 

FAA has announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

361  Alex Gary 

Simple Proposed Solutions to mitigate Noise: 
Mandatory curfew of all aircraft of Stage 3 
aircraft not to fly between hours of 10pm- 

7am. 

See the response to comment 
#107. 

362  Alex Gary 
Airplanes must ascend to higher elevation 

more quickly immediately after takeoff to 

The Proposed Action does not 

include changes to any airspace 
procedures.  A discussion of any 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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minimize noise impact to civilians on the 
ground. 

potential changes in the noise 
environment will be provided in the 

Noise and Noise-Compatible Land 
Use section in Chapter 4 of the 
Draft EIS.  

363 Alex Gary 

Airplanes to follow airspace directly above 
freeways upon descent or takeoff to 

minimize noise impact to civilians living 
directly below. 

The Proposed Action does not 
include changes to any airspace 

procedures.  A discussion of any 
potential changes in the noise 

environment will be provided in the 
Noise and Noise-Compatible Land 

Use section in Chapter 4 of the 
Draft EIS. 

364  Rose Kauper 

There is a voluntary curfew at the Burbank 
Airport yet numerous flights originate and 
land there throughout the night.  There's NO 

effective curfew at the Van Nuys airport and 
endless flights of helicopters and various 

general aviation aircraft throughout the 
night. 

See the response to comment 
#107. 

The Proposed Action would have no 
effect on aircraft operations at Van 

Nuys Airport.  

365  

Jessica 
Keegan; Julie 
Keegan; Kevin 

Keegan;  Olivia 
Keegan; Donna 

Materna; Tom 
Materna; Jeff 

Rohde; Eric 
Theiss 

Expanded Cargo Facilities will encourage 

more cargo jets creating heavier, slow-to 
gain-altitude jets that are not subject to 

curfew, thereby flying over noise sensitive 
areas late at night and early in the morning. 

The Proposed Action would not 

result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 

number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace.  A 
discussion of any potential changes 

in the noise environment will be 
provided in the Noise and Noise-
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Compatible Land Use section in 
Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS.   

366 

Jessica 
Keegan; Julie 

Keegan; Kevin 
Keegan;  Olivia 
Keegan; Donna 

Materna; Tom 
Materna; Jeff 

Rohde; Eric 
Theiss 

Expanded General Aviation Facilities will 
encourage more general aviation aircraft 
that are not subject to curfew, thereby flying 

over noise sensitive areas late at night and 
early in the morning 

The Proposed Action does not 
include any expansion of general 
aviation facilities.  A discussion of 

any potential changes in the noise 
environment will be provided in the 

Noise and Noise-Compatible Land 
Use section in Chapter 4 of the 
Draft EIS.   

367 

Jessica 

Keegan; Julie 
Keegan; Kevin 
Keegan;  Olivia 

Keegan; Donna 
Materna; Tom 

Materna; Jeff 
Rohde; Eric 
Theiss 

The FAA/BUR has failed to consider this 

aggravating circumstance when taking 
previously cumulative actions to re-route 
low-flying jets over this type of terrain and 

must consider, study, and measure the 
unique topography when considering how 

the Expanded Terminal will further amplify 
already devastating cumulative noise 
impacts. 

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace.  A 

discussion of any potential changes 
in the noise environment will be 

provided in the Noise and Noise-
Compatible Land Use section in 
Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS.  The 

proposal regarding airspace 
departure procedures is an 

independent project subject to a 
separate environmental review.  
The Air Traffic Organization of the 

FAA has announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
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proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 

that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

368  

Jessica 

Keegan; Julie 
Keegan; Kevin 

Keegan; Olivia 
Keegan; Donna 
Materna; Tom 

Materna; Eric 
Theiss 

Health effects of noise are severe. According 

to the World Health Organization and a 
Columbia University study, noise has been 

proven to cause heart and lung disease, 
strokes and even reduce longevity. The 
greater the volume and frequency of jet 

over flights, the greater the cumulative 
health risk. 

Comment noted.   

369  Paul Krekorian 

Minimizing and mitigating for the impacts of 
the Airport has proven to be a tremendous 
challenge for many years.  The increased 

frequency of flights in the same airspace will 
most certainly lead to increased noise levels 

and have impacts on air quality. 

The Proposed Action will not 
increase the number or change the 

type of aircraft operating at the 
Airport, nor does it propose to 
change any airspace procedures.  

A discussion of any potential 
changes in the noise environment 

will be provided in the Noise and 
Noise-Compatible Land Use section 
in Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS.   

370  Paul Krekorian 

Residents of Van Nuys, North Hollywood, 

Toluca Lake, Valley Village, Valley Glen, Sun 
Valley and Studio City already must bear the 

Comment noted.  

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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brunt of the burden of noise from departing 
and arriving aircraft. 

371  Matt Labate 
Noise mitigation is especially important 
here. 

Comment noted.  A discussion of 
any potential changes in the noise 

environment will be provided in the 
Noise and Noise-Compatible Land 
Use section in Chapter 4 of the 

Draft EIS.   

372  
Benjamin 
Marsh 

Burbank Airport has not responded any of 
the 3,961 noise complaints that I have 
lodged due to the steady and unrelenting 

stream of low altitude flights at or near my 
home.  Burbank Airport appears to be 

employing an ostrich defense ln connection 
with these noise complaints.  This course of 

conduct demonstrates a callous disregard for 
Burbank Airport's surrounding neighbors 
that have been negatively impacted by 

recent implementation of SLAPP TWO and 
OROSZ THREE.  It also suggests that 

Burbank Airport is flagrantly breaching its 
“separate duty to reduce noise," as 
confirmed by the California Supreme Court 

in Baker v. Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena 
Airport Authority, 39 Cal.3d 862, 873 

(1985). 

Comment noted.  A discussion of 
any potential changes in the noise 
environment will be provided in the 

Noise and Noise-Compatible Land 
Use section in Chapter 4 of the 

Draft EIS.  The Proposed Action 
does not involve changes to any 
airspace procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
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that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/.   

373  Eric McLeod 

Due to the way the Burbank airport 

authority has interacted with public on the 
recent increase in airplane noise and 
pollution, I don't support a new terminal. 

The airport has essentially ignored the Los 
Angeles residents in addressing their 

concerns for some type of solution or noise 
abatement.  The FAA has stated that the 
increase in airplane traffic over Studio City is 

due to an increase in flights originating from 
Burbank.  The Burbank airport has stated 

that the FAA is lying and they are forced to 
fly over the Studio City area due to 
Metroplex?  Which public statement is 

accurate the FAA or the Burbank Airport 
authority because both cannot be true? 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 

procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 

involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 

that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/.  

374  Sean Miller 

We are writing to file a complaint about the 
level of noise pollution brought upon our 

community from the Burbank Airport flight 
patterns. 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 

procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 

involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/.  

375  Caroline Rankin 

There are signs all over the airport terminal 
asking to fly quietly; but that's a little 

impossible for a 737 taking off, don't you 
think? 

Comment noted.  

376  
Andrea 
Francola 

Whatever happened to studio cities “Quiet” 
skies? 

Please see the following link: 
https://www.studiocityforquietskies

.com/home.  

377  
Andrea 

Francola 

What about those cargo jets flying over our 

homes without any regulation? 

All aircraft flying in the United 

States must comply with the 
appropriate regulations.  See the 
responses to comment #107 and 

comment #108.  

378  Eric Robinson 

The tranquility I paid for so dearly has been 
obliterated by the re-routing of air traffic 
that never used to come over my house. 

Now we have planes both departing and 
arriving in the same path directly over my 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.studiocityforquietskies.com/home
https://www.studiocityforquietskies.com/home
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home and our local schools at all hours of 
the day and night. 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

379  Eric Robinson 

Despite BUR having a voluntary curfew from 
10 pm to 5 am, there are planes (both 

commercial and private) that routinely take 
off and land throughout the night (12:30 
am, 1:30 am, 4:30 am, etc) and now fly 

directly over our home, waking my family up 
frequently because they are low and loud 

and impossible to ignore. 

See the response to comment 
#107.  

380  

Jeff Rohde; 

Larry Rybacki; 
Eric Theiss; 
Selina 

Thomasian; 
Shant 

Thomasian  

Noise increases disruption in schools and 

interferes with students' ability to learn.  
Hillside schools are not designed to be under 
a flight path.  

Flight frequency due to the higher efficiency 
of the proposed Expanded Terminal will 

increase cumulative impacts already 

The Proposed Action will not 

increase the number or change the 
type of aircraft operating at the 
Airport, nor does it propose to 

change any airspace procedures.  
A discussion of any potential 

changes in the noise environment 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

suffered by our children as a result of 
previous actions taken by FAA/BUR. 

will be provided in the Noise and 
Noise-Compatible Land Use section 

in Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS. 

381  Larry Rybacki 

My family, neighbors and neighboring 
communities are all suffering terribly with 

the current condition of low flying aircraft 
over our homes all day and night. 

The noise is unbearable in this once serene 
Santa Monica Mountain Range but the main 
concern of the overhead 150 plus flights per 

day is the issue of health. 

The Proposed Action does not 

involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 

procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 

environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 

that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/.  

382  
Pamela 
Scharlach 

The huge increase in air traffic and overhead 
noise is dramatic and disruptive. The aircraft 

used to fly over our house only when the 
winds were strong, particularly during the 

Santa Ana winds season.  Now it’s all the 
time. 

The Proposed Action does not 

involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 

procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 

environmental review.  The Air 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 

involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/.  

383  
Pamela 

Scharlach 

The airport used to have a 10 pm curfew 
with a few unforeseen exceptions.  The 

airport's hours of operation have obviously 
increased.  Last week I saw 3 aircraft flying 

overhead coming in to land between 11: 15 
pm and 11:45 pm, much later than the 10 
pm curfew. 

See the response to comment 

#107. 

384  Barbara Shore 
At various points of the day, there are 
deafening flights every minute flying low and 

climbing noisily over my roof. 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 

procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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COMMENT 
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COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/.  

385  

Selina 

Thomasian; 
Shant 

Thomasian 

The constantly increasing volume of low 
altitude flights and countless number of 

helicopters flying above our heads night and 
day have caused tremendous stress and 
anxiety to my family. 

Comment noted.  

386  
Kenneth 
Weatherwax 

I am hearing impaired, yet still am affected 
by aircraft noise.  

Comment noted.  

387  
Kenneth 

Weatherwax 

The yard cannot be soundproofed from the 
enormous noise.  The FAA, and the airport, 

does not have the right to destroy my 
existing right to quiet enjoyment of my 

home. 

Comment noted.   

388 
Kenneth 
Weatherwax 

The operations from Hollywood Burbank 

Airport are also creating cumulative noise 
impacts.  The FAA is slotting the northbound 

Hollywood Burbank takeoffs, once they 
make their turn over Studio City and 
Sherman Oaks, through the empty airspace 

above the Van Nuys Airport (and below the 
LAX traffic high above that).  In doing so, 

The Proposed Action will not 

increase the number or change the 
type of aircraft operating at the 

Airport, nor does it propose to 
change any airspace procedures.  
A discussion of any potential 

changes in the noise environment 
will be provided in the Noise and 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

they force the takeoffs and landings from 
Van Nuys Airport to fly lower to avoid 

interfering with the Hollywood Burbank 
traffic, which in turn forces helicopter traffic 
to fly still lower, right over our homes.  

Noise-Compatible Land Use section 
in Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS.   

389  
Kenneth 

Weatherwax 

Hollywood Burbank Airport is violating its 
"noise curfew." We have planes from 

Hollywood Burbank Airport flying low and 
loud over our home at all hours of the night, 

not only during daylight hours. 

See the response to comment 

#107. 

390  

Heidi Abra; 

Rodolfo 
Artavia; Robert 

Baer; Steven 
Baio; Ratziel 
Bander; 

William 
Beauter; Darin 

Birchier; 
Charles Boyd; 
Dana Boyd; 

Troy Carter; 
Lynn 

Crosswaite; 
Daniel 
DeVincentis; 

William DeWitt 
III; Ayelet 

Feig; Rachel 

The noise level is unbearable with a barrage 
of more than 260 aircraft overhead at all 

hours of the day and night from BUR and 
VNY, primarily BUR. 

Comment note.  See Topical 
Response Noise and Noise-
Compatible Land Use, 10     
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COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

Feser; Michele 
Florman; 

Steven 
Florman; 
Masami 

Fukuhara; Alex 
Gary; Phillip 

Gerson; Lisa 
Goldberg; Jon 
Gordon; Susan 

Graber; Melissa 
Hanson; Debra 

and Craig 
Harwin; 
Richard Hull; 

Alex 
Intelligator; 

Seth Joel; 
Francie Kaplan; 

Linda Chaman 
Katiraei; Kath 
Kelada; Oliver 

Latsen; J.D. 
Lobue; Marla 

London; 
Deborah 
Lorenz; Phyllis 

Lovit; Donna 
Materna; Tom 
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COMMENT 
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Materna; Eric 
McConnell; 

Jennifer 
Messer; Hanna 
Milgrom; Henry 

Milgrom;  
Jonathan 

Milgrom; Ray 
Neapolitan; 
Mark Ormandy; 

Leslie Poliak; 
Charles Reed; 

Catherine 
Reisinger; 
Brent Schenk; 

Monique 
Schenk; 

Catherine 
Schick; Laura 

Scutticchio; 
Helene Shoval; 
Ron Shulem; 

Annette 
Skinner; 

Dennis 
Skinner; Jay 
Sonbolian; 

Jennifer 
Sunderland; 
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COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

Julie Sweeney; 
Kristen Tarnol; 

Talin Tenley; 
Leah Tighe; 
Rachel Tobias; 

Cindy Ware; 
Ranee Weber; 

Guido Zeicker 

  PROPOSED ACTION  

391  

Heidi Abra; 
Natalie 

Adomian; 
Michelle Allen; 

Rodolfo 
Artavia; Lucie 
and Chris 

Ayres; Robert 
Baer; Steven 

Baio; Eden 
Banas; Ratziel 
Bander; 

William 
Beauter; Susan 

Schwarz 
Berton; Darin 
Birchler; 

Charles Boyd; 
Dana Boyd; Jon 

Brouse; Patty 

I oppose the new expanded terminal at 
Burbank Airport.  

Comment noted.   
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COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

Burnsle; Troy 
Carter; Linda 

Clarke; Lynn 
Crosswaite; 
Roslyn Dahl; 

Daniel 
DeVincentis; 

William DeWitt 
III; Julia Doty; 
Kevin Doty; 

Sherri Elkaim; 
Ayelet Feig; 

Rachel Feser; 
Michele 
Florman; Steve 

Florman; 
Masami 

Fukuhara; Alex 
Gary; Philip 

Gerson; Lisa 
Goldberg; Jon 
Gordon, Susan 

Graber; 
Samantha and 

Colin Hanks; 
Jonathan 
Hanna; Melissa 

Hanson; Debra 
and Craig 
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COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

Harwin; James 
Higgins;  

Richard Hull; 
Alex 
Intelligator; 

Seth Joel, 
Francie Kaplan; 

Linda Chaman 
Katiraei; Kathy 
Kelada; Diane 

Laney; Ken 
Laski; 

Michelene 
Laski; Oliver 
Latsch; Paula 

Latsch;  Elinor 
Lenehen; 

Thomas 
Lenehen; J.D. 

Lobue; Janet 
Loeb; Maria 
London; 

Deborah 
Lorenz; Phillis 

Lovit; Heidi 
MacKay; Eric 
McConnell; 

Donna 
Materna; Tom 
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COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

Materna; 
Jennifer 

Messer; Henry 
Milgrom;   
Louis Milito; 

Ray 
Neapolitan; 

Jessica Neyer; 
Mark Ormandy; 
Leslie Poliak; 

Charles Reed; 
Catherine 

Reisinger; Jeff 
Rohde; Larry 
Rybacki; 

Pamela 
Scharlach; 

Brent Schenk; 
Monique 

Schenk; 
Catherine 
Schick; Laura 

Scutticchio; 
Helene Shoval; 

Ron Shulem; 
Dennis 
Skinner; 

Annette 
Skinner; Jay 
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COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

Sonbolian; 
Jennifer 

Sunderland; 
Julie Sweeney; 
Geraldine 

Symon; Kristen 
Tarnol; Talin 

Tenley; Eric 
Theiss; Melissa 
Thompson; 

Leah Tighe; 
Rachel Tobias; 

Cindy Ware; 
Kenneth 
Weatherwax; 

Renee Weber; 
Guido Zwicker  

392  
Heidi Abra; 
Michelle Allen 

We did not move near the airport, the 
airport moved over us! Not acceptable 

Comment noted. 

393  

Heidi Abra; 
Steven Baio; 

Eden Banas; 
Ratziel Bander; 

William 
Beauter; Darin 
Birchler; 

Charles Boyd; 
Dana Boyd; 

Patty Burnsle; 

The FAA must not allow the terminal 

expansion because that will further increase 
the health risk from noise and toxic jet 
particulates that fall to the ground.  

See Topical Response Proposed 
Action, 3   
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Troy Carter; 
Linda Clarke; 

Daniel Cohen; 
Lynn 
Crosswaite; 

Daniel 
DeVincentis; 

William DeWitt 
III; Kevin 
Doty; Ayelet 

Feig; Rachel 
Feser; Michele 

Florman; Steve 
Florman; 
Masami 

Fukuhara; Alex 
Gary; Diane 

Hart; Vicky 
Herman; James 

Higgins; Lisa 
Goldberg; Jon 
Gordon; Susan 

Graber; 
Samantha and 

Colin Hanks; 
Jonathan 
Hanna; Melissa 

Hanson; Debra 
and Craig 
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COMMENT 
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COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

Harwin; 
Richard Hull; 

Alex 
Intelligator; 
Seth Joel; 

Francie Kaplan; 
Linda Chaman 

Katiraei; Kathy 
Kelada; David 
Kimball; Oliver 

Latsch; Paula 
Latsch; J.D. 

Lobue; Maria 
London; 
Deborah 

Lorenz; Phillis 
Lovit; Heidi 

MacKay; Donna 
Materna; Tom 

Materna;  Eric 
McConnell; 
Jennifer 

Messer; 
Stephanie 

Michels; Henry 
Milgrom; Ray 
Neapolitan; 

Mark Ormandy; 
Leslie Poliak; 
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COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

Charles Reed; 
Catherine 

Reisinger; 
Brent Schenk; 
Monique 

Schenk; 
Catherine 

Schick; Laura 
Scutticchio; 
Ron Shulem; 

Annette 
Skinner; 

Dennis 
Skinner; Jay 
Sonbolian; 

Jennifer 
Sunderland; 

Julie Sweeney; 
Geraldine 

Symon; Kristen 
Tarnol; Talin 
Tenley; Melissa 

Thompson; 
Leah Tighe; 

Rachel Tobias; 
Cindy Ware; 
Renee Weber; 

Guido Zwicker  
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COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

394  

Karen Aheam; 
Matt Labate; 
Benjamin 

Marsh 

Any expansion of Burbank Airport would be 
grossly inappropriate at this time.  

Comment noted.   

395 Andros 

We are also wondering if any more carriers 

will be welcome at the airport.  Would that 
increase the demand and frequency of 

flights?  As you suggest in your talking 
points, if more carriers are added, there 
could be conflicts with departure and arrival 

routes.  Will the closure of SMO add to this 
density?  

The Proposed Action will not 

increase the number or change the 
type of aircraft operating at the 
Airport.  

396 Andros 
Will Santa Monica be sending some of its 

planes in our direction to add to the mix? 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 

procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 

involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 
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https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/.  

397  Andros 

Will the take off and landings still be 

primarily over the SFV due to the Verdugo 
mountains east/south of the airport? 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 

involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

398  Michael J Alti 

The Association's location across the street 
from the Airport positions it to be uniquely 

impacted by the Proposed Action, 
particularly because of the long-term 
construction activities and the proposed 

secondary terminal access road. The EIS 
must thoroughly evaluate and mitigate the 

An analysis of potential 
environmental impacts associated 
with the Proposed Action (including 

surface traffic and construction 
noise) will be included in Chapter 4 

of the Draft EIS.  

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

impacts of the Proposed Action on the 
Association and its member businesses. 

399  Stephanie Baio 
Please stop the New Terminal until the flight 
paths are moved out of the Santa Monica 

Mountains. 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/.  

400  

Ratziel Bander; 
Jessica 
Keegan; Julie 

Keegan; Kevin 
Keegan; Olivia 

Keegan; David 
Kimball; Gary 
Lewis; Donna 

The proposed Expanded Terminal, with its 
greater size, increased amenities, and 

improved airside facilities, will increase 
efficiency, allow for processing of more 

passengers, and result in a greater number 
of flights and larger jets. 

See Topical Response Proposed 
Action, 4   

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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Materna; Tom 
Materna; Jeff 

Rohde; Eric 
Theiss; Selina 
Thomasian; 

Shant 
Thomasian; 

John Van 
Tongeren; 
Matthew Yedlin 

401  

Ratziel Bander; 

Linda Branca; 
Jessica 
Keegan; Julie 

Keegan; Kevin 
Keegan; Olivia 

Keegan; Donna 
Materna; Tom 
Materna; Jeff 

Rohde; Eric 
Theiss 

The proposed Expanded Terminal is 

expected to have the same number of gates 
(14) as the existing terminal.  However, with 
its increased size, it is reasonably 

foreseeable that more gates will be added in 
the future, and therefore must be 

considered as a cumulative impact.  All it 
would take to expand beyond 14 gates is 
approval by the City of Burbank.  The City of 

Los Angeles would have no say in the 
matter. 

See Topical Response Proposed 

Action, 5.   

402  Ratziel Bander 
The proposed Expanded Terminal must be 
put on hold NOW and not proceed until the 

FAA completes its process. 

Comment noted. 

403  

Ratziel Bander; 

Jessica 
Keegan; Julie 

Keegan; Kevin 
Keegan; Olivia 

Increasingly, simultaneous departures and 

arrivals, often within 1,200 feet of each 
other, are occurring over mountainous 

terrain.  This practice contributes to and 
significantly worsens the dangerous 

See Topical Response Proposed 

Action, 6     
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COMMENT 
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Keegan; Donna 
Materna; Tom 

Materna; Jeff 
Rohde; Eric 
Theiss 

cumulative safety impacts and the welfare of 
our communities.  The new, more efficient 

Expanded Terminal will increase this 
phenomenon. 

404  

Ratziel Bander; 
Linda Branca; 

Donna 
Materna, Tom 

Materna; Jeff 
Rohde; John 

Van Tongeren  

Based on prior actions taken by FAA/BUR, 

mitigation of harm must be implemented 
before plans for the proposed terminal can 
continue. 

Comment noted.   

405  Kimberly Biddle 

We agree with the FAA that the Project's 

significant environmental consequences 
require the preparation of a full EIS rather 
than an Environmental Assessment (EA). 

Comment noted.  

406  

Linda Branca; 
Jessica 

Keegan; Julie 
Keegan; Kevin 

Keegan; Olivia 
Keegan; Donna 
Materna; Tom 

Materna; Jeff 
Rohde; Eric 

Theiss 

The new, more efficient Expanded Terminal 
must not move forward until the issues are 
addressed and a full Environmental study is 

done by the FAA which will take 12-18 
months. 

See Topical Response Proposed 
Action, 7.   

407  Linda Clarke 

The proposed action would have a direct 

bearing on jet traffic capacity; and it would 
absolutely increase and intensify the 

The Proposed Action does not 

involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 
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COMMENT 
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frequency and volume of invasive jet traffic 
now being experienced with severe adverse 

consequences as a direct result of flight path 
changes instituted as part of the FAA's 
NextGen program at Burbank Airport--

changes which have already resulted in the 
constant, concentrated jet traffic across my 

neighborhood and multiple surrounding 
communities. 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/.  

408  Meredith Collier 
Do not allow any increase air traffic over our 
home.  

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 

number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace.  

409  Roslyn Dahl 

There is no guarantee that Burbank won't 
eventually seek to further expand, and 
become the next LAX of the Valley, further 

multiplying the adverse impact. 

The proposed replacement 
passenger terminal building does 

not seek to expand gates or 
increase operations at the Airport. 
All future projects involving 

expansion would undergo a 
separate environmental review 

before proceeding.  

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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410  
Roslyn Dahl; 

Sherri Elkaim 

The cumulative impact of the increase in 

volume of flights (and Jet size) over the 
same narrow corridor we reside under, has 

not been properly assessed. VNY can also 
expand, and increase the volume of flights 
and size of jets over our residence. 

The Proposed Action would not 

result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace. 

411  Roslyn Dahl 

Have independent bodies inquired or 
determined if BUR is entering into other 

"private" settlements with potentially 
impacted parties from the proposed BUR 

development, and if so, have or are these 
legally required to be disclosed publicly? Do 
these support "fair treatment"? If not legally 

required, would the interests of the public be 
better served if they knew, before approving 

a proposal? If so, that information should be 
disclosed. 

The Authority does not control the 
EIS review process and cannot 

guarantee any specific outcome.  
FAA controls the EIS process and 
remains committed to completing 

the process in a transparent and 
fair manner.   

412  
Roslyn Dahl; 

Bud Ovrom 

What about the safety of residents 
immediately under this superhighway of 

aircraft? 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 

procedures. 

413  Roslyn Dahl 

It is time that data provided or used by the 

FAA, BUR, VNY or others MUST BE 
"AUDITED" by a Big 4 Professional 
Accounting firm or other Highly Specialized 

Firm in this topic, to provide a truly 
independent evaluation of the sufficiency 

and accuracy of information utilized in any 
proposal ... and the results of the audit 
should be delivered by that firm to the 

Comment noted.    
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public. Consultants are not held to the same 
standards as qualified and certified Auditors. 

If there is nothing to hide, allow the 
additional scrutiny and fact verification. 
Further, all Consultant and internally 

generated reports used by the FAA and 
others to design and implement the 

NEXGEN/METROPLEX Airport Efficiency 
Program, including, but not limited to SLAPP 
TWO, OROSZ THREE, HARYS TWO, and 

PPRRY flight paths should be audited. No 
steps should be taken to proceed with the 

BUR Terminal Replacement/Expansion until 
ALL information and claims made about this 
development are thoroughly and 

independently audited and reported to the 
public. 

414  Jane Goe 

I do not oppose the terminal replacement in 
principle, but I do worry about the resilience 

of the historical commitment to citizen 
wellbeing in the face of what is looking like 

the undertaking of a potentially 
crippling debt. Previous upgrade bonds are 
still being paid off, and the addition of an 

already overestimate terminal replacement 
budget at over 1 Billion dollars seems a very 

fraught situation. BUR has held to the same 
14 gates, but I can imagine the pressure to 
scrape up every dime of income will be a 

Comment noted.  
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very strong incentive to start to fudge on 
curfew (which is actually only "voluntary"), 

and numbers of flights. 

415  Judy Gordon 
The expansion of the Burbank terminal, 
additional flights, and the flight pattern 
changes will make it so much worse.  

The Proposed Action would not 

result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace.   

416  R Greene 

I am against the replacement terminal 
proposal which is actually an expansion to 
increase business at the airport by 

approximately 50%.  

Comment noted.   

417  

Jessica 

Keegan; Julie 
Keegan; Kevin 

Keegan;  Olivia 
Keegan; David 
Kimball; Donna 

Materna; Tom 
Materna; Jeff 

Rohde; Eric 
Theiss; John 
Van Tongeren 

BUR estimates that the proposed Expanded 

Terminal will cost $1.24 billion, significantly 
increased from the originally estimated $400 
million. To increase revenue, as they must 

do, BUR will increase capacity by bringing in 
more passengers in larger jets. Larger, 

heavier jets will make slower turns, driving 
the aircraft even further south, thereby 
contributing to increased future cumulative 

impacts and danger to the Affected Areas. 

See Topical Response Proposed 
Action, 8   

418  

Ratziel Bander; 

Jessica 
Keegan; Julie 
Keegan; Kevin 

Keegan; Olivia 
Keegan; Donna 

The efficiency of the state-of-the-art 
Expanded Terminal will increase the 

frequency of low altitude arrivals and 
contribute to an already dangerous action 
taken by FAA/BUR. 

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace. 
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Materna; Tom 
Materna; Jeff 

Rohde 

419  Paul Krekorian 

Establishing a modern, safe, efficient and 

attractive terminal for the Airport, with 
increased amenities and improved airside 
facilities will increase efficiency, potentially 

allowing for more passengers and flights. 

The Proposed Action would not 

result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace.   

420  Paul Krekorian 
I urge that the Agency thoroughly identify 
and analyze all impacts upon the 

communities of Los Angeles.  

The potential impacts as a result of 
the Proposed Action as compared to 
the No Action Alternative will be 

discussed in the Chapter 4 of the 
Draft EIS. 

421  Matt Labate 

An EIS must fully evaluate measures to help 

mitigate the potential impacts of a proposed 
project. 

The Draft EIS will describe all 
significant impacts associated with 

the Proposed Action and identify 
measures to mitigate those 
significant impacts. 

422  Deidre Lenihan 
Was airline travel less safe before the March 
2017 OROSZ and SLAPP routes were 

implemented? 

The Proposed Action does not 

involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 

procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 

environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 
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proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 

that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/.    

423  Roy Lyons 

I look forward to hearing from regarding 

actions you will take to alleviate the 
community distress the AA is causing 

residents. 

Comment noted. 

424  
Benjamin 
Marsh 

Of equal concern is the absence of any 

discussion in the FAA's Draft Environmental 
Review Proposed Categorical Exclusion For 
The Proposed OROSZ THREE DEPARTURE 

(RNAV) and SLAPP TWO DEPARTURE (RNAV) 
Open Standard Instrument Departure 

Procedures al Hollywood Burbank Airport 
dated October 2018, of ways in which 
Burbank Airport's runways, taxiways and 

other facilities could be modified to 
ameliorate the excessive and unreasonable 

impact that the new departure routes have 
had on residents in Studio City and other 
southerly neighborhoods. The FAA arbitrarily 

and capriciously implemented these new 
departure routes and now appears poised to 

rubberstamp Burbank Airport's proposed 

The Proposed Action would not 

result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace.   
The Proposed Action does not 

involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 

procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 

environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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expansion without requiring Burbank Airport 
to affirmatively address the nuisance 

created by SLAPP TWO and OROSZ THREE. 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 

involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

425  Jessica Neyer 
A study must be done before you can 

degrade our neighborhood any further! 

A Draft EIS is currently being 
prepared to identify the impacts 

associated with the Proposed 
Action. 

426  Bob Ovrom 

It is necessary to maximize every 
environmental remediation we do control 

with the construction and operation of the 
airport to help offset the ones we can't 
control. For example, we expect the 

replacement terminal to seek a minimum of 
LEED Gold certification. 

Comment noted. 

427  Bob Ovrom 

The new terminal will have mass transit 

stops at either end, but how are people 
going to get to and from them and the 
terminal? The rental car parking structure 

was built to service the old terminal - how is 
it going to conveniently serve the new 

terminal? How is the terminal going to 
accommodate ride sharing and future 

autonomous cars/ buses? 

The continuation of shuttle access 
to allow connectivity between the 

rail stations and the existing rental 
car facility and the proposed 
replacement passenger terminal 

building will be discussed in the 
Socioeconomics (including surface 

traffic), Environmental Justice, and 
Children’s Environmental Health 

and Safety Risks section in Chapter 
4 of the Draft EIS.    

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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428  Bob Ovrom 

We expect this terminal to be the epitome of 
state of the art technology in every aspect of 
its construction and operation. The challenge 

is that we do not know what future 
technologies are going to be! You need to 

build in the design flexibility to 
accommodate whatever advances the future 
holds. 

The Authority will design the 
replacement passenger terminal 

building and associated facilities in 
accordance with City of Burbank 
design and building standards and 

will be required to obtain a building 
permit subject to approval by the 

City of Burbank.  The final 
construction drawings and plans will 
be developed after the NEPA review 

process.  Therefore, this topic is 
outside the scope of this EIS. 

429  Bob Ovrom 

This new terminal needs to make an 
architectural statement that is immediately 

recognizable and a source of community 
pride. It must have a 'wow factor'. Do not 

bring us a functional box! 

The Authority will design the 
replacement passenger terminal 

building and associated facilities in 
accordance with City of Burbank 

design and building standards and 
will be required to obtain a building 
permit subject to approval by the 

City of Burbank.  The final 
construction drawings and plans will 

be developed after the NEPA review 
process.  Therefore, this topic is 

outside the scope of this EIS. 

430  Bob Ovrom 
The newer/better version must not lose 
those characteristics and charm that people 
most love about the old terminal. 

The Authority will design the 

replacement passenger terminal 
building and associated facilities in 
accordance with City of Burbank 

design and building standards and 
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will be required to obtain a building 
permit subject to approval by the 

City of Burbank.  The final 
construction drawings and plans will 
be developed after the NEPA review 

process.  Therefore, this topic is 
outside the scope of this EIS. 

431  Bob Ovrom 

We expect the new terminal to be built and 
operated in a prudent financial manner. But, 

we will not accept anyone hiding behind, 'we 
can't afford it' or the 'airlines won't pay for 
it' as a justification to cut corners and 

compromise the critical items listed above. 
This is a very long term investment and it 

needs to be done right and not what is 
cheapest in the short term. 

Comment noted.  The Authority will 
design the replacement passenger 

terminal building and associated 
facilities in accordance with City of 

Burbank design and building 
standards and will be required to 
obtain a building permit subject to 

approval by the City of Burbank.  
The final construction drawings and 

plans will be developed after the 
NEPA review process.  Therefore, 
this topic is outside the scope of 

this EIS. 

432  Janet Loeb 
Burbank airport is a regional facility and 

should remain so. 
Comment noted. 

433  Caroline Rankin 
Please do not expand the airport and/or 
have the planes change their route. 

The Proposed Action would not 

result in changes to the runway 
configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 

number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace.  

434  Manjeet Ranu 
The proposed Project is adjacent to 
Metrolink right-of-way (ROW), owned by 

Comment noted.  The continuation 
of shuttle access to allow 
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Metro, two Metrolink Stations (Burbank 
Airport South and Burbank Airport North), 

bus stops, and a planned bus rapid transit 
(BRT) line that will run from North 
Hollywood to Pasadena.  Due to the Project's 

adjacency to these transit facilities, Metro 
hopes to meet with the Burbank-Glendale-

Pasadena Airport Authority (Airport 
Authority) in the coming months to ensure 
coordination on our shared interests and to 

support the development of transit oriented 
communities (TOCs) while maintaining 

consistency with the airport's land use 
compatibility planning. 

connectivity between the rail 
stations and the proposed 

replacement terminal building will 
be discussed in the Socioeconomics 
(including surface traffic), 

Environmental Justice, and 
Children’s Environmental Health 

and Safety Risks section in Chapter 
4 of the Draft EIS. 

435  Manjeet Ranu 

Metro would like to provide the Airport 
Authority with two resources: 1) the Metro 

Adjacent Development Handbook 
(attached), which provides an overview of 
common concerns for development adjacent 

to Metro-owned right-of-way (ROW) and 2) 
the Adjacent Construction Manual with 

technical information (also attached).  These 
documents and additional resources are 
available at 

www.metro.net/projects/devreview.  

Comment noted. 

436  Manjeet Ranu 

To provide safe and convenient bus service, 

Metro recommends that the Airport 
Authority work closely with Metro and other 

operators on service planning and potential 

The City of Burbank and the 

Authority are responsible for 
coordinating any potential bus stop 

http://www.metro.net/projects/devreview
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bus stop relocations during construction.  
The Adjacent Development Handbook 

provides recommendations for bus stop 
design and coordination needs.  For streets 
where Metro provides bus service, Metro 

recommends that the City require outside 
right lanes to be 12-foot-wide (or at 

minimum 11 foot wide) for bus travel. 

relocations needed during 
construction, if necessary.  

437  Manjeet Ranu 

The proposed replacement terminal location 

is about a block from the Burbank Airport-
North Metrolink station on the Antelope 

Valley Line without a direct accessible path 
between the Metrolink station and the 
proposed terminal location.  Therefore, the 

Replacement Terminal project should 
provide direct passenger connectivity 

including but not limited to pedestrian 
improvements that will facilitate transfers 
between the Burbank Airport-North station 

and the new terminal location.  The Burbank 
Airport-North station is an important train-to 

plane station funded in partnership between 
Metro and the Airport Authority to enhance 
train-to-plane connectivity between the 

Metrolink system and the Airport.  The 
Airport currently operates an on-demand 

shuttle service between the Burbank Airport-
North station and the Airport terminals. 

Because the Authority does not own 

or control the property between the 
proposed replacement terminal 

building and the Metrolink station, 
the Proposed Action that will be 
analyzed in the Draft EIS does not 

include a connection to Metrolink.  
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438  Manjeet Ranu 

The Project is adjacent to Metro-owned ROW 
operated and maintained by the Southern 
California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA) to 

run the Metrolink commuter rail service, 
including the Antelope Valley Line AVL to the 

north, and the Ventura County Line to the 
south.  Amtrak Pacific Surfliner intercity 
passenger trains also operate on this ROW.  

The Airport Authority is advised that rail 
service operates in both directions and that 

trains may operate, in and out of revenue 
service, 24 hours a day, seven days a week, 
in the ROW adjacent to the proposed 

Project. 

Comment noted.  

439  Manjeet Ranu 

The Project should include design treatments 

to accommodate transfer activity between 
bus and rail customers that will occur along 

the sidewalks and public spaces.  Metro 
recently completed the Metro Transfers 

Design Guide, a best practice document on 
transit improvements.  This can be accessed 
online at 

https://www.metro.net/projects/systemwide
design.  

Because the Authority does not own 

or control the property between the 
proposed replacement terminal 
building and the Metrolink station, 

it is not appropriate for the 
Authority to include such design 

treatments as part of the project.  
Therefore, this is outside the scope 
of this EIS.  

440  Manjeet Ranu 

The Terminal Project should address first-
last mile connections to transit, encouraging 

development that is transit accessible with 
bicycle and pedestrian-oriented street 
design connecting transportation with 

Because the Authority does not own 
or control the property between the 

proposed replacement terminal 
building and the Metrolink station, 
it is not appropriate for the 

https://www.metro.net/projects/systemwidedesign
https://www.metro.net/projects/systemwidedesign


A P P E N D I X  B  –  S C O P I N G  R E P O R T  

Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport      B-905 
Proposed Replacement Terminal Project Draft EIS 

COMMENT 
NUMBER 

COMMENTER COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT 

housing and employment centers.  For 
reference, please view the First Last Mile 

Strategic Plan, authored by Metro and the 
Southern California Association of 
Governments (SCAG), available on-line at: 

http://media.metro.net/docs/sustainability 
path design guidelines.pdf.   

Authority to include such design 
treatments as part of the project.  

Therefore, this is outside the scope 
of this EIS. 

441  Manjeet Ranu 

Metro strongly encourages the installation of 
wide sidewalks, pedestrian lighting, a 

continuous canopy of shade trees, enhanced 
crosswalks with ADA-compliant curb ramps, 

and other amenities along all public street 
frontages of the development site to 
improve pedestrian safety and comfort to 

access the nearby bus stops and rail 
stations.  The City should consider requiring 

the installation of such amenities as part of 
the conditions of approval. 

Because the Authority does not own 

or control the property between the 
proposed replacement terminal 

building and the Metrolink station, 
it is not appropriate for the 
Authority to include such design 

treatments as part of the project.  
Therefore, this is outside the scope 

of this EIS. 

442  Manjeet Ranu 

Metro encourages the Airport Authority to 
promote bicycle use through adequate 
short-term bicycle parking, such as ground-

level bicycle racks, as well as secure and 
enclosed long-term bicycle parking, such as 

bike lockers or a secured bike room, for 
guests, employees, and residents.  Bicycle 
parking facilities should be designed with 

best practices in mind, including: highly 
visible siting, effective surveillance, easy to 

locate, and equipment installed with 

The Authority will design the 
replacement passenger terminal 
building and associated facilities in 

accordance with City of Burbank 
design and building standards and 

will be required to obtain a building 
permit subject to approval by the 
City of Burbank.  Inclusion of 

bicycle-related facilities in the 
replacement passenger terminal 

building will be considered as part 
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preferred spacing dimensions, so they can 
be conveniently accessed.  Additionally, the 

Project should help facilitate safe and 
convenient connections for pedestrians, 
people riding bikes, and transit users 

to/from the Airport. 

of the final design of the project.  
The final construction drawings and 

plans will be developed after the 
NEPA review process.  Therefore, 
this topic is outside the scope of 

this EIS. 

443 Manjeet Ranu 

Metrolink/Amtrak stations wayfinding 

signage and real-time train arrival 
information should be prominently displayed 

at the new terminal.  Wayfinding signage 
should be considered as part of the Project 

to help people navigate through the Airport 
to all modes of transportation.  Any 
temporary or permanent wayfinding signage 

with content referencing Metro services, or 
featuring the Metro brand and/or associated 

graphics (such as bus or rail pictograms) 
requires review and approval by Metro Art & 
Design.  Please contact Lance Glover, Senior 

Manager of Signage and Environmental 
Graphic Design, at 213-922-2360 or 

GloverL@metro.net. 

The Authority will design the 

replacement passenger terminal 
building and associated facilities in 
accordance with City of Burbank 

design and building standards and 
will be required to obtain a building 

permit subject to approval by the 
City of Burbank.  Inclusion of 
wayfinding signage will be 

considered as part of the final 
design of the project.  The final 

construction drawings and plans will 
be developed after the NEPA review 
process.  Therefore, this is outside 

the scope of this EIS. 

444 Manjeet Ranu 

Prior to permit approval, Metro and 

Metrolink need to review engineering 
drawings and calculations, as well as 
construction plans, including any crane 

placement and radius, to evaluate any 
impacts to rail structures in relationship to 

the proposed Project.  Please refer to the 

Comment noted. 
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Adjacent Construction Design Manual for 
more details regarding submitting drawings 

and calculations to Metro.  Note that Metro 
requires an Engineering Review Fee for staff 
review time. 

445  Manjeet Ranu 

There shall be no encroachment onto the 
railroad ROW.  Any future work performed 

on the proposed Project's structures or 
property requiring access to the railroad 

ROW, shall be covered by specific Right-of-
Entry temporary access permits with specific 

requirements.  SCRRA should be contacted 
for these Right-of Entry requirements.  
Information can be found on their website at 

www.metrolinktrains.com.  Other 
requirements may include permits for 

construction of buildings, and any future 
repairs, painting, graffiti removal, etc., 
including the use of overhead cranes or any 

other equipment that could potentially 
impact railroad operations and safety.  

Frequent access for maintenance tasks such 
as graffiti removal, will necessitate an active 
license agreement.  This agreement will 

include an annual license fee, and other 
requirements that meet safety standards for 

access to a ROW with active rail operations. 

The City of Burbank and the 
Authority are responsible for 

establishing right-of-way permitting 
requirements following the 

completion of the EIS. 

446  Manjeet Ranu 
Metro and/ or SCRRA staff shall be 

permitted to monitor construction activity to 

Any monitoring of construction 

activities will be agreed upon by the 

http://www.metrolinktrains.com/
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ascertain any impact to the ROW.  During 
construction, a protection barrier shall be 

constructed to prevent objects, material, or 
debris from falling onto the ROW.  The 
Airport Authority will be required to notify 

Metro and SCRRA of any changes to the 
construction/building plans that may or may 

not impact the ROW. 

City of Burbank, the Authority, and 
MTA following the completion of the 

EIS. Therefore, this is outside the 
scope of this EIS.  

447  
Pamela 

Scharlach 

Southwest Airlines has increased their 

schedule by 70 flights. 
Comment noted. 

448  
Pamela 
Scharlach 

The helicopter school which has been in BUR 

for about 2 years practices take offs and 
landings while flying low over the 

surrounding neighborhood. 

Comment noted. 

449  
Pamela 

Scharlach 

The people of Santa Monica have put 

pressure on the Santa Monica Airport to 
close down the runways and the airport.  It's 
a perfectly fine airport just inconvenient to 

the residents. Now where are those aircraft 
going to go?  The aircraft are being moved 

to other airports.  The FAA has appeased the 
people of Santa Monica while passing the 
problem on to other parts of Los Angeles. 

Comment noted.  

450  

John Van 

Tongeren; 
Matthew Yedlin 

We cannot allow the proposed Expanded 

Terminal to go forward without fundamental 
and comprehensive changes in the flight 
path, protection of our communities and 

parklands, and limits on airport growth and 
operations. 

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace.   
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The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

451  
Kenneth 

Weatherwax 

The terminal expansion would further 

increase the problem.  When I invested in 
my neighborhood, we had only occasional, 

insignificant air traffic.  Now, the noise level 
cannot be borne, with a barrage of hundreds 
of aircraft overhead at all hours of the day 

and night from Hollywood Burbank Airport 
and Van Nuys Airport.  The last thing that is 

needed is to facilitate an increase in such 

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace.  The 

Proposed Action does not involve 
changes to any airspace 

procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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operations using these unacceptable flight 
paths. 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

452  
Kenneth 

Weatherwax 

The airport and the FAA are each 
responsible for the problems the aircraft 

operations create. 

Comment noted. 

  PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT  

453  Michael J Alti 

Please keep us on your notification list with 

respect to the EIS and any upcoming 
meetings.  For notification purposes, my 

email is michael@attorneyforhoa.com. 

All persons attending the public 
scoping meeting who provided an 

email address will receive email 
updates on the NEPA process.  
Additionally, please visit the project 

website 
(https://www.bobhopeairporteis.co

m/public-involvement/) and sign up 
to receive updates on the project. 

454  
Ratziel Bander; 
Donna 

Public Controversy continues during the 
comment period for BUR Expanded Terminal 

Comment noted. 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.bobhopeairporteis.com/public-involvement/
https://www.bobhopeairporteis.com/public-involvement/
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Materna; Tom 
Materna; 
Jeanne 

McConnell; Eric 
Theiss 

with high public turnout at the Public 
Scoping meeting on January 29, 2019, and a 
Petition opposing the Expanded Terminal so 

far signed by more than 1,200 people. 

455  William Beauter 

We have also left messages with the Hilda 
Landaverde to express our concerns on 2/16 

and 2/20 and have not received any 
response.  If she is currently out of the 
office, we can understand there may be a 

slight lag in her response, though it would 
seem someone else on staff should be 

tasked with responding to concerns of the 
surrounding community impacted by the 
noise in her absence.  We hope and would 

anticipate a staff member will respond soon, 
but we are becoming concerned our 

communications may not receive response 
which would be highly disappointing. 

Comment noted.   

456  Daniel Cohen 

Faulty online procedure materials 

misrepresent geographical location of path 
and waypoints.  The FAA must, in the 
interest of transparency, provide corrected 

maps and restart the comment period. 

The proposal regarding airspace 
departure procedures is an 

independent project subject to a 
separate environmental review.  
The Air Traffic Organization of the 

FAA has announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 
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from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

457  Roslyn Dahl 

Have independent bodies inquired or 

determined if BUR is entering into other 
"private" settlements with potentially 

impacted parties from the proposed BUR 
development, and if so, have or are these 

legally required to be disclosed publicly? Do 
these support "fair treatment"?  If not 
legally required, would the interests of the 

public be better served if they knew, before 
approving a proposal?  If so, that 

information should be disclosed. 

The FAA has followed all required 
protocols for involving the public in 

the scoping process for the Draft 
EIS.  Additional opportunities for 

input will be provided to the public 
when the Draft EIS is published. 

458  Jon Gordon 

I know this letter will not be read or 

responded to.  It will however, hopefully be 
added to the numerous others you have 
received, regarding this issue that is 

negatively impacting the quality of life for 
thousands of valley residents.  

Comment noted. 

459  James Higgins 

I write in protest of these recent and 
proposed changes at BUR and VNY not only 

because I am aggrieved by the 
consequences but more because no public 

process was followed in the course of 
making the changes in air traffic.  This 

The FAA has followed all required 
protocols for involving the public in 

the scoping process for the Draft 
EIS.  The Proposed Action does not 

involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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omission is grievous and appears intentional 
in light of the understandable breath and 

intensity of the opposition it has 
engendered. No doubt some would assert 
that these changes were boldly illegal.  

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/.   

460  David Kimball 

The very fact that this plan was 
implemented with Zero involvement of the 
affected communities, let alone any advance 

warning that it was about to happen, speaks 
loud and clear to a complete disregard for a 

community and its residents and the 
resulting effects are destroying the 
community of Studio City. which, to quote 

multiple news, print and media sources, is 
"being hammered." SHAME ON THE FAA, 

AND SHAME ON BURBANK AIRPORT!!! 

The FAA has followed all required 

protocols for involving the public in 
the scoping process for the Draft 

EIS.   

461  Paul Krekorian 
The residents of the City of Los Angeles, and 

especially those in the East San Fernando 

The FAA has followed all required 

protocols for involving the public in 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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Valley, have been largely left out of the 
dialogue about the future of the Airport. 

the scoping process for the Draft 
EIS.  Additional opportunities for 

input will be provided to the public 
when the Draft EIS is published. 

462  Paul Krekorian 

I further remind the Agency that FAA Order 
5050.4B directs the Agency “to involve other 
Federal agencies, State and local agencies, 

agencies and officials having expertise on 
environmental resources and the affected or 

interested public in this process.”  To that 
end, I request that you consult with and 

update the Los Angeles City Attorney’s 
Office on this cumulative analysis and 
pursuant to FAA Order 1050.1F, which 

requires that the Agency consult with local 
units of government early in the NEPA 

process.   

The FAA will add the Los Angeles 
City Attorney’s Office to future 

outreach efforts, as requested. 

463  Paul Krekorian 

Finally, I again ask you to include my 

constituents in all public outreach efforts 
relating to this proposal.  Although the 
existing terminal and the proposed 

replacement are located in the City of 
Burbank, I urge the Agency to keep in mind 

that the impacts of the Airport are 
experienced at least as significantly in Los 
Angeles.  It is therefore incumbent upon the 

management of the Airport and all of the 
members of the Agency to show due respect 

to the people of Los Angeles who must daily 

Anyone who attended the scoping 
meeting and left their email 
address was added to the contact 

list.   Anyone who did not leave an 
email can be added to the contact 

list by visiting the project website 
(https://www.bobhopeairporteis.co
m/public-involvement/) and signing 

up to receive updates on the 
project. 

https://www.bobhopeairporteis.com/public-involvement/
https://www.bobhopeairporteis.com/public-involvement/
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deal with the adverse impacts of the 
Airport’s operations.  I hope that you will 

carefully consider and fully respond to these 
and all public comments from the residents 
of Los Angeles who are deeply impacted by 

the proposed project.   

464  Deirdre Lenihan 

I met with the dozen representatives from 

the FAA at the Pickwick Gardens in Burbank. 
(November 7&8 2018)  They were 

unprepared to handle our questions and deal 
with our frustrations.  None were from the 

San Fernando Valley- in fact none were from 
California. 

Comment noted. 

465  Deirdre Lenihan 

When the Carpenter School (a school in the 
satellite based cross-hairs) mothers and 
students arrived to protest the FAA action, 

the police were ordered to break up the 
meeting. 

Comment noted. 

466  Eric McLeod 

The Burbank Airport flys 100% of all their 
arriving and departing flights directly over 

Los Angeles and 0 arrivals over Burbank, 
Glendale and Pasadena.  Only a small 
portion of Burbank air space is used for their 

departures.  However, the residents of 
Burbank have had the opportunity to vote 

and made completely aware of their 
expansion plans for years.  In addition, the 

Burbank voters were guaranteed that none 
of their tax dollars will be used for the 

The FAA has followed all required 
protocols for involving the public in 

the scoping process for the Draft 
EIS.  Additional opportunities for 
input will be provided to the public 

when the Draft EIS is published.  
The Proposed Action does not 

involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 
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expansion.  Since all the flights pass over 
Los Angeles why are most people that live in 

Los Angeles completed unaware of this 
mega expansion being planned.  The 
Burbank Airport has operated in secrecy 

about this expansion from the Los Angeles 
residents.  The airport needs to be forced to 

make Los Angeles residents aware of this 
expansion due to the fact that those 
residents are the ones adversely impacted 

by this expansion, not Burbank residents. 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/.   

467  Eric McLeod 

When I have logged an air noise complaint 
in relation to Van Nuys airport the Los 

Angele World Airport investigates my 
complaint and mails me a detailed letter 
with an explanation.  When a complaint to 

the Burbank Airport Authority is logged they 
don't respond.  In addition, when I have 

called the Burbank airport doesn't speak to 
me and send me to voicemail.  This is not an 
appropriate way to handle the public which 

they serve.  Due to the fact, that the 
Burbank airport has been derelict in their 

duty to work with the community they serve 
and don't deserve to increase their 
operations.  An airport serves the 

Comment noted. 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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community and should be engaged with its 
customers and residents.  This is absolutely 

not how the Burbank Airport Authority has 
operated and it's very disconcerting.  They 
should not build the new terminal since they 

have no respect or concern for their 
community. 

468  Del Persinger 

I agree with you 100% about the misleading 
public face of the airport authorities.  Even 

with their current gates 
and runways, they prove every day in the 7-

7:30 am period and during several other 
extended periods throughout the day that 
they can already send out a plane every 90 

seconds if they have enough passengers. 

Comment noted. 

469 
Kenneth 
Weatherwax 

There can be no trust between the 

community, Hollywood Burbank Airport, Van 
Nuys Airport, and the FAA, when the airports 

and FAA knowingly and intentionally violate 
their own rules. 

Comment noted. 

470  
Kenneth 

Weatherwax 

The FAA's public outreach has been 

inadequate. 

The FAA has followed all required 
protocols for involving the public in 
the scoping process for the Draft 

EIS.  Additional opportunities for 
input will be provided to the public 

when the Draft EIS is published. 

471  
Kenneth 
Weatherwax 

The scoping meeting did not address the 

problem of the current flight paths. Most of 
the hundreds of people there were there to 

The FAA has followed all required 

protocols for involving the public in 
the scoping process for the Draft 
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register their upset at the recent changes in 
flight operations and to oppose any 

expansion of them (to say nothing of a 
reduction of their unacceptable effects).  Yet 
the meeting materials and presentations had 

not a single word mentioning that problem.  
It was, thus, a meeting that ignored the 

elephant in the room. 

EIS.  Additional opportunities for 
input will be provided to the public 

when the Draft EIS is published.  
The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 

procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 

involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 

that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/.   

472  
Kenneth 

Weatherwax 

I was never notified of, nor was given an 
opportunity to oppose, a new invisible 

freeway for aircraft over my house.  One day 
the planes just began flying over, as little as 

30 seconds apart, and simply did not stop.  
We did not receive a letter in the mail, the 
mayor's office did not announce it, the city 

The FAA has followed all required 
protocols for involving the public in 
the scoping process for the Draft 

EIS.  Additional opportunities for 
input will be provided to the public 

when the Draft EIS is published. 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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attorney's office did not announce it, and the 
FAA did not announce it.  The FAA's oblique 

announcements of new waypoints in the 
Federal Register are hardly enough, just as 
they would not be enough to build a real 

freeway over someone's house. 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/.    

  
PURPOSE AND NEED  (INCLUDES 
FORECASTS) 

 

473  

Ratziel Bander; 
Jessica 

Keegan; Julie 
Keegan; Kevin 
Keegan; Olivia 

Keegan; Donna 
Materna; Tom 

Materna; Jeff 

The FAA is underestimating its impact on our 
communities and underestimating future 

growth.  Although passengers 
(enplanements) at Burbank Airport (BUR) 
have increased 28% over the last 3 years 

(11.7% of that in 2018 alone), the FAA is 
projecting growth from 2019 through 2029 

at only 1.2% to 2% annually.  These 

See Topical Response Purpose and 
Need, 1   

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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Rohde; Eric 
Theiss 

projections are simply not credible. In fact, 
in marketing materials, BUR touts that 

growth is explosive, stating, "the airline 
industry is only now beginning to fully 
recover from the Great Recession11 (LA 

Curbed Article 2/19).  The proposed state-
of-the-art Expanded Terminal will further 

increase passenger numbers, thereby 
multiplying the cumulative impacts on the 
Affected Areas. 

474  Paul Krekorian 

Enplanements at Hollywood Burbank Airport 

have increased 31% over the last three 
years, but the Agency only projects a 1.2% 
to 2.2% annual growth between the 2019 

through 2029 period.  I strongly advise the 
Agency to reevaluate growth projections for 

enplanements and air carrier operations.  I 
believe that the projected growth numbers 
are inadequate to understand the full 

impacts of this project.  I request that all 
analysis as part of the EIS process for the 

Proposed Replacement Terminal Project at 
Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport use 
accurate and increased airside operations 

projections when determining environmental 
impacts of this new terminal. 

The Terminal Area Forecast (TAF) is 

the official FAA forecast of aviation 
activity for U.S. airports. The TAF 
contains historical and forecast data 

for enplanements, airport 
operations, Terminal Radar 

Approach Control (TRACON) 
operations, and based aircraft. 
The TAF assumes a demand driven 

forecast for aviation services based 
upon local and national economic 

conditions as well as conditions 
within the aviation industry.  In 
other words, an airport’s TAF 

forecast is developed independent 
of the ability of the airport and air 

traffic control system to furnish the 
capacity required to meet demand. 
The growth in enplanements at the 
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Airport occurring under the existing 
and forecasted conditions is not 

impacted by the potential for a 
replacement terminal building.   

475  Eric McLeod 

If Southwest Airlines goes out of business or 
chooses to use another airport for the Los 
Angeles region, would there still be a need 

for the new terminal at Burbank? Southwest 
makes up approximately 70% of commercial 

flights for Burbank and is the anchor user.  A 
new terminal would primarily benefit 

Southwest which is currently having a very 
hard time in business.  They are involved in 
a contentious labor dispute and they 

recently crashed a plane on the Burbank 
runway citing that the runway is far too 

short.  The outlook that Southwest will 
remain in business or will need of the 
Burbank airport remains speculative. 

Comment noted. 

476  
Kenneth 
Weatherwax 

I was struck by the data and forecasts 
presented on slides that the FAA was 

offering to the public about future flight 
operations.  As a former engineer who 

modeled distribution systems in the electric 
utility industry, I know something about 
forecasts and data.  These were misleading. 

See the response to comment 
#474.   

477  
Kenneth 
Weatherwax 

The information at the scoping meeting 

presented no predictions of how the terminal 
expansion would increase operations.  The 

See the response to comment 
#474.   
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forecast operations on the FAA's slides 
showed only a modest increase in 

operations.  When I questioned the FAA 
consultant nearby he explained this 
"predicted" data was generated based on 

the assumption that the new terminal 
expansion would not be built. 

That is honestly misleading.  And if it was 
misleading to an experienced modeler like 
myself, it must also have been misleading to 

many of the other hundreds of angry 
residents who attended. 

  

SOCIOECONOMICS (INCLUDES SURFACE 
TRAFFIC), ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE, 

AND CHILDREN’S ENVIRONMENTAL 
HEALTH AND SAFETY RISKS 

 

478  

Heidi Abra; 
Rodolfo 

Artavia; Lucie 
and Chris 
Ayres; Robert 

Baer; Steven 
Baio; Eden 

Banas; Ratziel 
Bander; 
William 

Beauter; Darin 
Birchler; Dana 

Boyd; Linda 

The current unauthorized flight paths have 

already diminished local filming and threaten 
the studios and thousands of people who 
work in the film industry.  

Comment noted.  The Proposed 

Action does not involve changes to 
any airspace procedures. 

In addition, see Topical Response 
Socioeconomics, Environmental 
Justice, and Children’s 

Environmental Health and Safety 
Risks, 1   
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Branca; Troy 
Carter; Lynn 

Crosswaite; 
Daniel 
DeVincentis; 

William DeWitt 
III; Kevin 

Doty; Rachel 
Feser; Michele 
Florman; Steve 

Florman; Alex 
Gary; Lisa 

Goldberg; Jon 
Gordon; Susan 
Graber; 

Samantha and 
Colin Hanks; 

Jonathan 
Hanna; Melissa 

Hanson; Debra 
and Craig 
Harwin; 

Richard Hull; 
Alex 

Intelligator; 
Seth Joel; 
Francie Kaplan; 

Linda Chaman 
Katiraei; 
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Jessica 
Keegan; Julie 

Keegan; Kevin 
Keegan; Olivia 
Keegan; Kathy 

Kelada; Oliver 
Latsch; Paula 

Latsch;  J.D. 
Lobue; Maria 
London; 

Deborah 
Lorenz; Phillis 

Lovit; Heidi 
MacKay; Donna 
Materna; Tom 

Materna; Eric 
McConnell; 

Jeanne 
McConnell; 

Susan McGuire; 
Jennifer 
Messer; Henry 

Milgrom; Louis 
Milito; Ray 

Neapolitan; 
Mark Ormandy; 
Leslie Poliak; 

Charles Reed; 
Catherine 
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Reisinger; Eric 
Robinson; Jeff 

Rohde; Brent 
Schenk; 
Monique 

Schenk; 
Catherine 

Schick; Laura 
Scutticchio; 
Ron Shulem; 

Annette 
Skinner; 

Dennis 
Skinner; Jay 
Sonbolian; 

Nicholas Stein;  
Jennifer 

Sunderland; 
Julie Sweeney; 

Kristen Tarnol; 
Talin Tenley; 
Eric Theiss; 

Melissa 
Thompson; 

Leah Tighe; 
Rachel Tobias; 
Cindy Ware; 

Kenneth 
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Weatherwax; 
Renee Weber 

479  

Heidi Abra; 
Rodolfo 

Artavia; Lucie 
and Chris 
Ayres; Robert 

Baer; Steven 
Baio; Eden 

Banas; Ratziel 
Bander; 

William 
Beauter; Darin 
Birchler; Dana 

Boyd; Troy 
Carter; Lynn 

Crosswaite; 
Daniel 
DeVincentis; 

William DeWitt 
III; Kevin 

Doty; Sherri 
Elkaim; Ayelet 
Feig; Rachel 

Feser; Michele 
Florman; Steve 

Florman; 
Masami 
Fukuhara; Alex 

A new, expanded terminal will give all the 
monetary benefit to the City of Burbank and 

export all the noise and pollution to the City 
of Los Angeles. 

The Proposed Action would not 
result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, 
number of operations, timing of 
operations, or airspace.  

In addition, see Topical Response 
Socioeconomics, Environmental 

Justice, and Children’s 
Environmental Health and Safety 
Risks, 2   
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Gary; Philip 
Gerson; Lisa 

Goldberg; Jon 
Gordon; Susan 
Graber; 

Samantha and 
Colin Hanks; 

Jonathan 
Hanna; Melissa 
Hanson; Debra 

and Craig 
Harwin; 

Richard Hull; 
Alex 
Intelligator; 

Seth Joel; 
Francie Kaplan; 

Linda Chaman 
Katiraei; Kathy 

Kelada; David 
Kimball; Oliver 
Latsch; Paula 

Latsch; J.D. 
Lobue; Maria 

London; 
Deborah 
Lorenz; Phillis 

Lovit; Heidi 
MacKay; Donna 
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Maternal; Tom 
Materna; Eric 

McConnell; 
Jennifer 
Messer; Henry 

Milgrom; Louis 
Milito; Ray 

Neapolitan; 
Mark Ormandy; 
Leslie Poliak; 

Charles Reed; 
Catherine 

Reisinger; 
Brent Schenk; 
Monique 

Schenk; 
Catherine 

Schick; Laura 
Scutticchio; 

Helene Shoval; 
Ron Shulem; 
Annette 

Skinner; 
Dennis 

Skinner; Jay 
Sonbolian; 
Jennifer 

Sunderland; 
Julie Sweeney; 
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Geraldine 
Symon; Kristen 

Tarnol; Talin 
Tenley; Melissa 
Thompson; 

Leah Tighe; 
Rachel Tobias; 

Cindy Ware; 
Kenneth 
Weatherwax; 

Renee Weber; 
Guido Zwicker 

480  
Natalie 
Adomian 

Sometimes you have to do the right thing 
and object to something that may result in 

more money for the city or more 
convenience of travel.  It’s a balancing test 

that in this instance tips in favor of human 
health.  

Comment noted. 

481  

Heidi Abra; 
Rodolfo 
Artavia; Lucie 

and Chris 
Ayres; Robert 

Baer; Steven 
Baio; Eden 
Banas; Ratziel 

Bander; 
William 

Beauter; Darin 

Home values are dropping which in turn is 

potentially reducing by hundreds of millions, 
tax revenues for the City of Los Angeles. 

Comment noted.  See Topical 
Response Socioeconomics, 

Environmental Justice, and 
Children’s Environmental Health 
and Safety Risks, 3   
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Birchler; Dana 
Boyd; Linda 

Branca; Lynn 
Crosswaite; 
Daniel 

DeVincentis; 
William DeWitt 

III; Kevin 
Doty; Ayelet 
Feig; Rachel 

Feser; Masami 
Fukuhara; Alex 

Gary; Lisa 
Goldberg; Jon 
Gordon; Susan 

Graber; 
Samantha and 

Colin Hanks; 
Jonathan 

Hanna; Melissa 
Hanson; Debra 
and Craig 

Harwin; 
Richard Hull; 

Alex 
Intelligator; 
Seth Joel; 

Francie Kaplan; 
Linda Chaman 
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Katiraei; 
Jessica 

Keegan; Julie 
Keegan; Kevin 
Keegan; Olivia 

Keegan; Kathy 
Kelada; Oliver 

Latsch; Paula 
Latsch;  J.D. 
Lobue; Maria 

London; 
Deborah 

Lorenz; Phillis 
Lovit; Heidi 
MacKay; Donna 

Materna; Tom 
Materna; Eric 

McConnell; 
Jennifer 

Messer; Henry 
Milgrom; Louis 
Milito; Ray 

Neapolitan; 
Mark Ormandy; 

Leslie Poliak; 
Charles Reed; 
Catherine 

Reisinger; Jeff 
Rohde; Brent 
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Schenk; 
Monique 

Schenk; 
Catherine 
Schick; Laura 

Scutticchio; 
Ron Shulem; 

Annette 
Skinner; 
Dennis 

Skinner; Jay 
Sonbolian; 

Jennifer 
Sunderland; 
Julie Sweeney; 

Geraldine 
Symon; Kristen 

Tarnol; Talin 
Tenley; Eric 

Theiss; Melissa 
Thompson; 
Leah Tighe; 

Rachel Tobias; 
Cindy Ware; 

Kenneth 
Weatherwax; 
Renee Weber; 

Guido Zwicker  
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482  Karen Aheam 
The flight paths put children, protected 
lands, and residents in harm’s way.  

The Proposed Action will not 
increase the number or change the 
type of aircraft operating at the 

Airport, nor does it propose to 
change any airspace procedures.  

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/.   Any 
potential impacts to land uses 

protected under Section 4(f) of the 
Department of Transportation Act, 

such as parks and wildlife refuges, 
will be evaluated in the Department 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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of Transportation Section 4(f) 
section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 

EIS.  In addition, an evaluation of 
impacts to children’s health will be 
discussed in the Socioeconomics, 

Environmental Justice, and 
Children’s Environmental Health 

and Safety Risks section in Chapter 
4 of the Draft EIS. 

483  

Karen Aheam; 
Kathy Arnos; 

Robert Baer; 
Dana Boyd; 
Ayelet Feig; 

J.P. Geuens; 
Jane Goe; Jon 

Gordon; Shelby 
Huston Haro; 
Lorraine 

Johnson; Doron 
Kauper; David 

Kimball; Eric 
Robinson; Jeff 
Rohde; 

Geraldine 
Symon; John 

Van Tongeren 

Burbank Airport is devastating communities 
and decreasing home and property values.  

See Topical Response 
Socioeconomics, Environmental 

Justice, and Children’s 
Environmental Health and Safety 
Risks, 4  

484  
Michelle Allen; 

Kathy Arnos; 

Existing aircraft noise is having an impact on 

our schools and school children.  

See Topical Response 

Socioeconomics, Environmental 
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Robert Baer; 
Stephanie Baio; 

Ratziel Bander; 
Susan Schwarz 
Berton; Darin 

Birchler; Daniel 
Cohen; Roslyn 

Dahl; Julia 
Doty; Rachel 
Feser; Shelby 

Huston Haro; 
Jessica 

Keegan; Julie 
Keegan; Kevin 
Keegan;  Olivia 

Keegan; David 
Kimball; Matt 

Labate; Donna 
Materna; Tom 

Materna; Rodd 
Peart; Eric 
Robinson 

Justice, and Children’s 
Environmental Health and Safety 

Risks, 5    

485  Michael J Alti 

The EIS must fully address and evaluate 
traffic impacts (including construction traffic 

and traffic resulting from the proposed 
extension of Cohasset Street and the 

operation of the new terminal and new 
structures.  

All potential project-related surface 
traffic impacts will be discussed in 

the Socioeconomics (including 
surface traffic), Environmental 

Justice, and Children’s 
Environmental Health and Safety 
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Risks section in Chapter 4 of the 
Draft EIS.   

486  Michael J Alti 

The EIS must fully address and evaluate 
direct parking and traffic impacts on the 

Association from the construction and 
operation of the secondary terminal access 
road and the extension of Cohasset Street, 

and how those impacts will be mitigated 
through specific, effective measures (beyond 

simple signage) without imposing any 
financial burden on the Association (a 

particular concern is whether Airport users 
will try to park along Lockheed Drive, 
Cohasset Street, and the Association’s 

private parking area, thereby impairing the 
Association’s parking resources.  

All potential project-related surface 
traffic impacts will be discussed in 

the Socioeconomics (including 
surface traffic), Environmental 

Justice, and Children’s 
Environmental Health and Safety 
Risks section in Chapter 4 of the 

Draft EIS.  The Proposed Action 
would provide the same amount of 

public parking that currently exists 
at the Airport.   

487  Michael J Alti 

The EIS must fully address and evaluate 
traffic impacts on the intersection of 

Cohasset Street and Lockheed Drive along 
with impacts on the level of service of both 

of those roads.  

All potential project-related surface 
traffic impacts will be discussed in 

the Socioeconomics (including 
surface traffic), Environmental 
Justice, and Children’s 

Environmental Health and Safety 
Risks section in Chapter 4 of the 

Draft EIS.   

488  Michael J Alti 

The EIS must fully address and evaluate 

traffic impacts on the intersection of San 
Fernando Boulevard and Cohasset Street in 

light of the proposed secondary access road 
from Cohasset Street.  

All potential project-related surface 

traffic impacts will be discussed in 
the Socioeconomics (including 

surface traffic), Environmental 
Justice, and Children’s 
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Environmental Health and Safety 
Risks section in Chapter 4 of the 

Draft EIS.   

489  Michael J Alti 

The EIS must fully address and evaluate the 

impacts on the intersection of Lockheed 
Drive with San Fernando Road in light of the 
proposed secondary access road for the 

Airport (a particular concern is whether 
visitors to the airport will use Lockheed 

Drive to access the Airport, not just 
Cohasset Street.  

All potential project-related surface 

traffic impacts will be discussed in 
the Socioeconomics (including 
surface traffic), Environmental 

Justice, and Children’s 
Environmental Health and Safety 

Risks section in Chapter 4 of the 
Draft EIS.   

490  Michael J Alti 

The EIS must fully address and evaluate 
whether airport construction workers will be 

prohibited from parking on Cohasset Street, 
Lockheed Drive and the Association’s private 
parking areas.  

The construction staging areas and 

construction worker parking areas 
would be on Airport property.   

491  Kathy Arnos 

The residents deserve the quality of life we 
signed up for when we purchased our 

homes: a safe place that offered us a 
QUIET, healthful and sustainable 

environment for our families and wildlife.  

Comment noted. 

492  Ratziel Bander 

My question is why we have to point these 

things out to you!  You are supposed to be 
professionals and should (or do) know all 

this, and yet you choose to ignore it to 
further your agenda which obviously owes 
more allegiance to the corporations who 

lobby you rather than the people you should 
be representing and protecting.  

Comment noted. 
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493  

Ratziel Bander; 
Jessica 
Keegan; Julie 

Keegan; Kevin 
Keegan; Olivia 

Keegan; David 
Kimball; Donna 
Materna; Tom 

Materna; Jeff 
Rohde; Eric 

Theiss 

The new, more efficient Expanded Terminal 
will increase the economic loss already 

experienced in the Affected Areas.  Negative 
effects on local businesses and restaurants 
will increase. 

See Topical Response 
Socioeconomics, Environmental 

Justice, and Children’s 
Environmental Health and Safety 
Risks, 7     

494  Roslyn Dahl 

The current situation is a gross abuse of the 
supposed "environmental justice" 
requirements, and there is no "fair 

treatment" for the class or group of citizens 
specifically under these narrowed pathways. 

An environmental justice analysis 

will be included in the discussed in 
the Socioeconomics, Environmental 
Justice, and Children’s 

Environmental Health and Safety 
Risks section in Chapter 4 of the 

Draft EIS. 

495  Roslyn Dahl 

Risk of aircraft accident/event leading to 
property damage or loss of my life since the 

new procedures were implemented will be 
worsened with BUR Terminal Expansion. 

The Proposed Action will not 

increase the number or change the 
type of aircraft operating at the 

Airport, nor does it propose to 
change any airspace procedures.  

496  Roslyn Dahl 

What risk analysis has been performed to 
ensure that as a RESDIENT LIVING UNDER 
this FAA, BUR & VNY induced superhighway 

of aircraft, my risk of loss of life &/or 
insured/uninsured property damage is 

minimized?  Where is the analysis explaining 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 
procedures.  The proposal 

regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
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to me why 'you have no alternatives' other 
than to fly over this topography, with these 

fire hazards and lack of emergency access or 
resident exit routes.  Why is my life worth 
more in the air flying over my residence, 

than under that plane living in that same 
house? 

environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 

announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 

that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/. 

497  Miya Edmonson 

To determine if the project will have a 

significant impact at the intersection of S/B 
(Southbound) Interstate 5 (I-5) Freeway 

on/off-ramps toward Hollywood Way, it is 
recommended that a Traffic Impact Study 
(TIS) be prepared to include the following: 

The current and projected airport generated 
traffic volumes using the S/B I-5 Freeway 

off-ramp, the airport generated traffic 
volumes using the S/B I-5 Freeway onramp, 
and the general existing ramp volumes; 

Please provide a traffic control solution at 
the intersections of the S/B 1-5 Freeway off-

ramp, Hollywood Way, existing driveways, 
and the S/B 1-5 Freeway on-ramp.  The 
solution should enhance safety at this 

All potential project-related surface 
traffic impacts will be discussed in 

the Socioeconomics (including 
surface traffic), Environmental 

Justice, and Children’s 
Environmental Health and Safety 
Risks section in Chapter 4 of the 

Draft EIS.   

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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intersection by addressing and reducing 
conflict points; Additionally, this study 

should include queuing and delay analysis 
for the S/B I-5 Freeway on-ramp and off-
ramp.  If queuing is occurring, please 

consider either widening the ramp or 
creating an auxiliary lane to reduce the 

conflict do to speed differentials; It is 
recommended that the project provide a fair 
share mitigation towards the interim 

improvement of a traffic signal installation. 

498  Miya Edmonson 

Caltrans recommends a TIS be prepared to 
include State Route 134 and 170 and their 
ramps that may be affected by the proposed 

project; This study needs to include the 
cumulative impacts of other projects in 

planning or in construction; Potentially 
effected on/off-ramps will require queuing 
analysis based on Highway Capacity Manual 

(HCM) queuing methodology. 

All potential project-related surface 

traffic impacts will be discussed in 
the Socioeconomics (including 
surface traffic), Environmental 

Justice, and Children’s 
Environmental Health and Safety 

Risks section in Chapter 4 of the 
Draft EIS.   

499  Miya Edmonson 

Caltrans recommends the Lead Agency 

develop a verifiable performance-based 
Vehicle Miles Travelled (VMT) criteria as this 

is required by SB 743.  If VMT methodology 
is being used the lead agency should refer to 
the traffic study consultant of the Developer 

to OPR's website guidelines in the evaluation 
of traffic impact: 

All potential project-related surface 

traffic impacts will be discussed in 
the Socioeconomics (including 

surface traffic), Environmental 
Justice, and Children’s 
Environmental Health and Safety 

Risks section in Chapter 4 of the 
Draft EIS.   
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http://opr.ca.gov/docs/Revised_VMT_CEQA_
Guidelines_Proposa1_January_20_2016.pdf 

500  Miya Edmonson 

Caltrans emphasizes that safety and mobility 
are the most important criteria. This needs 

to be the main consideration. Increased 
congestion on local arterial and freeways 
contributes to an increase in the number of 

accidents. 

Comment noted.  

501  Miya Edmonson 

If this project intends to use Level of Service 
(LOS) and HCM methodology for the Traffic 
Impact Study (TIS), we recommend the use 

of "Caltrans Guide for the Preparation of 
Traffic Impact Studies" for traffic impact on 

the State highways and freeways and the 
appurtenant facilities. Please note that these 
guidelines are different than those applied in 

the Los Angeles County Congestion 
Management Program (CMP).  For State 

thresholds and guidance on preparation of 
acceptable traffic studies, please refer to 
Caltrans (State) Guide for Traffic Impact 

Studies: 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/offices/ocp/ig

r_ceqa_files/tisguide.pdf 

All potential project-related surface 

traffic impacts will be discussed in 
the Socioeconomics (including 
surface traffic), Environmental 

Justice, and Children’s 
Environmental Health and Safety 

Risks section in Chapter 4 of the 
Draft EIS.   

502 Miya Edmonson 

Caltrans recommends the project to consider 

the use of methods such as, but not limited 
to, pedestrian and bicyclist warning signage, 

flashing beacons, crosswalks, signage and 
striping, be used to indicate to motorists 

Comment noted.  
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that they should expect to see and yield to 
pedestrians and bicyclists.  Visual indication 

from signage can be reinforced by road 
design features such as lane widths, 
landscaping, street furniture, and other 

design elements. 

503 Miya Edmonson 

Any transportation of heavy construction 

equipment and/or materials which requires 
use of oversized-transport vehicles on State 

highways will need a Caltrans transportation 
permit.  We recommend large size truck 

trips be limited to off-peak commute 
periods. 

Comment noted.  The need for 
oversized transport vehicles will be 
addressed by the contractor and is 

outside the scope of this EIS.  

504 Alex Gary 

I have lost promotions, bonuses, and pay 
due to the impact of my sleep result from 
the airport noise.  My wife too is losing pay 

at work due to the impact of the noise. 

Comment noted.   

505  Vicky Herman 

In an effort to save money for a big airlines 

in fuel they are destroying people’s health 
and wellbeing.  

Comment noted. 

506  
Lorraine 
Johnson 

Why would they fly over the many schools in 
this immediate area?  

The Proposed Action will not 
increase the number or change the 

type of aircraft operating at the 
Airport, nor does it propose to 

change any airspace procedures.  
The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 
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procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will 
be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 

involvement and input will be part 
of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/.  Any 

potential impacts to children’s 
health will be discussed in the 
Socioeconomics, Environmental 

Justice, and Children’s 
Environmental Health and Safety 

Risks section in Chapter 4 of the 
Draft EIS.  

507  
Lorraine 

Johnson 

Why would they fly planes over home and 
historic designated areas that are already 
higher in attitude that other areas?  

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 
procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate 
environmental review.  The Air 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 

existing aircraft departure routes 
from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co
mmunity_involvement/bur/.   

508  

Jessica 

Keegan; Julie 
Keegan; Kevin 
Keegan;  Olivia 

Keegan; Eric 
Theiss 

Residents near BUR also have concerns 
about the growth of the airport, as well as 
increased traffic surrounding the airport, and 

air pollution from traffic. 

The Proposed Action will not 
increase the number or change the 
type of aircraft operating at the 

Airport.  Additionally, all potential 
project-related surface traffic 

impacts will be discussed in the 
Socioeconomics (including surface 

traffic), Environmental Justice, and 
Children’s Environmental Health 
and Safety Risks section in Chapter 

4 of the Draft EIS.   

509  David Kimball 

We do not wish to move, but we are now, 

for the first time, considering selling and 
moving out of the area if this unbearable 

assault on our lives continues. 

Comment noted. 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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510  
Janet Loeb; Del 
Persinger 

Increased traffic, both in the skies and on 
the ground will negatively impact quality of 

life for communities across the entire region.  

The Proposed Action will not 

increase the number or change the 
type of aircraft operating at the 
Airport.  Additionally, all potential 

project-related surface traffic 
impacts will be discussed in the 

Socioeconomics (including surface 
traffic), Environmental Justice, and 
Children’s Environmental Health 

and Safety Risks section in Chapter 
4 of the Draft EIS.   

511  Eric McLeod 

The Environmental Impact Assessment 
preparer was completely unaware that the 
Burbank Airport is planning to use train links 

and expanding roads to feed passengers into 
the terminal.  How is it possible that they 

were unaware that the roads and train 
terminals plan to be installed? 

The continuation of shuttle access 
to allow connectivity between the 
rail stations and the proposed 

replacement terminal building will 
be discussed in the Socioeconomics 

(including surface traffic), 
Environmental Justice, and 
Children’s Environmental Health 

and Safety Risks section in Chapter 
4 of the Draft EIS.   

512  Eric McLeod 

The Environmental Impact Assessment for 
the Burbank Airport terminal expansion used 

the Terminal Area Forecast (TAF) to 
estimate the amount of additional 
anticipated flights.  It shows a very small 

increase in flights project for the next 5 
years.  The EIA estimated all their 

calculations of various impacts from this 

See response to comment #474.  
Analysis of the sponsor’s funding 
plan for the Proposed Action is 

outside the scope of this EIS.    
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constant.  An FAA representative stated to 
me that new terminals are not considered to 

drive more passengers, so the FAA doesn't 
use this a metric for an increase in flights.  
This position is false for 1 main reason, the 

Burbank Airport needs to fund a $1.25+ 
Billion construction loan.  In addition, the 

airport is only allowed under FAA guidelines 
to increase the passengers’ fees by $4.25 
per person.  This mean that financially the 

airport will never be able to obtain financing 
for the construction or repay the loan.  

Therefore, the actual number of flights after 
the expansion will be far greater than 
modeled by the FAA in TAF. This would 

mean that the EJA has a fundamental flaw 
that makes its finding irrelevant. 

I'd like to know how the airport expects to 
derive its income based on the modest 

amount of projected flight increases as 
projected by TAF?  

513  Sean Miller 
The airport belongs to Burbank, Pasadena 
and Glendale - let their residents deal with 
the environmental impact of BUR.  

Comment noted. 

514  Manjeet Ranu 

The Burbank Airport-South (VCL) Metrolink 
station serves the Metrolink Ventura County 

Line and the Amtrak Pacific Surfliner trains.  
The station is currently less than 2,000 feet 

from the current terminal location;  

The continuation of shuttle access 
to allow connectivity between the 

rail stations and the proposed 
replacement terminal building will 

be discussed in the Socioeconomics 
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however, the proposed location of the new 
terminal will be nearly a mile from the 

existing Metrolink station.  Therefore, 
shuttle service will be required to connect 
the existing Metrolink station to the new 

Airport terminals. 

(including surface traffic), 
Environmental Justice, and 

Children’s Environmental Health 
and Safety Risks section in Chapter 
4 of the Draft EIS. 

515  Manjeet Ranu 

There are at-grade rail crossings in close 

proximity to the Project along North San 
Fernando Blvd and Vanowen Street.  The 

Project is likely to increase traffic volumes 
across these crossings, which could 

potentially impact the safety of the crossing.  
As such, these traffic and safety impacts 
should be analyzed.  This rail crossing is 

regulated by the California Public Utilities 
Commission (CPUC) and maintained by 

Metro.  CPUC may have additional 
comments and requirements regarding this 
Project and should be contacted in outreach 

efforts. 

All potential project-related surface 
traffic impacts will be discussed in 

the Socioeconomics (including 
surface traffic), Environmental 
Justice, and Children’s 

Environmental Health and Safety 
Risks section in Chapter 4 of the 

Draft EIS.   

516  Manjeet Ranu 

Metro would like to inform the Airport 

Authority of Metro's employer transit pass 
programs including the Annual Transit 

Access Pass (A-TAP) and Business Transit 
Access Pass (B-TAP) programs which offer 
efficiencies and group rates that businesses 

can offer employees as an incentive to 
utilize public transit.  For more information 

Comment noted. 
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on these programs, contact Devon Deming 
at 213-922-7957 or DemingD@metro.net. 

517  Jesus Serrano 

Subsequently, the expansion of the 
passenger terminal will increase the vehicle 

trips.  Also, the traffic ambient growth and 
other related new projects surrounding the 
airport will result in additional vehicle trips 

on the adjacent road network, including 
streets that are located in the City of Los 

Angeles.  LADOT recommends that the new 
traffic study include City of Los Angeles's 

intersections close to airport.  The traffic 
study to be submitted to LADOT, Valley 
Development Review Section, 6262 Van 

Nuys, CA 91202 for review and comments. 

The EIS general study area includes 

portions of the cities of Burbank 
and Los Angeles. All potential 
project-related surface traffic 

impacts in this study area will be 
discussed in the Socioeconomics 

(including surface traffic), 
Environmental Justice, and 

Children’s Environmental Health 
and Safety Risks section in Chapter 
4 of the Draft EIS.   

518  
John Van 

Tongeren 

I create music for a living and have a studio 

at my house and my recording activity has 
been severely impacted by the jet noise.  It 

is literally impossible to have a recording 
session during the day anymore, which 
creates undo stress with delivery deadlines. 

Comment noted.   

519  
Kenneth 

Weatherwax 

Is my business so much less important to 

the cities of Los Angeles and Burbank than 
the increased profits of the airlines and the 
convenience of corporate jets flying into and 

out of the airports? 

The Proposed Action does not 
involve changes to any airspace 

procedures.  The proposal 
regarding airspace departure 

procedures is an independent 
project subject to a separate 

environmental review.  The Air 
Traffic Organization of the FAA has 
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announced that a separate 
Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the 
proposed amendments to the 
existing aircraft departure routes 

from the Airport.  Public 
involvement and input will be part 

of that EA process.  For updates on 
that EA, see 
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/co

mmunity_involvement/bur/.  The 
FAA has followed all required 

protocols for involving the public in 
the scoping process for the Draft 
EIS.  Additional opportunities for 

input will be provided through 
public notices using traditional 

media and online when the Draft 
EIS is published.  Every party who 

submitted scoping comments will 
receive notice of future public 
involvement efforts including public 

comment period(s), and public 
hearing(s). 

  VISUAL EFFECTS  

520  Michael J Alt 

The EIS must fully address and evaluate 

visual effects on the Association from 
construction activities as well as the 

An analysis of visual effects impacts 

will be included in the Visual Effects 
section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 

EIS. 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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proposed structures and proposed secondary 
Airport access road.  

521 Manjeet Ranu 

Metro Arts & Design encourages the 
thoughtful integration of art and culture into 

public spaces.  Any proposals for temporary 
or permanent public art and/or placemaking 
facing Metro ROW requires review and 

approval by Metro Art & Design.  Please 
contact Susan Gray, Director of Arts & 

Design, at 213-922-2729 or 
GrayS@metro.net. 

The Authority will design the 
replacement passenger terminal 

building and associated facilities in 
accordance with City of Burbank 
design and building standards and 

will be required to obtain a building 
permit subject to approval by the 

City of Burbank.  Inclusion of art in 
the replacement passenger terminal 

building will be considered as part 
of the final design of the project.  
The final construction drawings and 

plans will be developed after the 
NEPA review process.  Therefore, 

this topic is outside the scope of 
this EIS. 

WATER RESOURCES 

522 Miya Edmonson 

Storm water run-off is a sensitive issue for 

Los Angeles County.  Please be mindful that 
projects should be designed to discharge 
clean run-off water.  Discharge of storm 

water run-off is not permitted onto State 
Highway facilities without a storm water 

management plan.  

An analysis of surface water 

impacts will be included in the 
Water Resources section in Chapter 

4 of the Draft EIS. 
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A. INTRODUCTION 

The FAA has become aware that comments we received during the scoping process 

for the proposed Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport Terminal Replacement 

Project were inadvertently left out of the scoping report for the Draft Environmental 

Impact Statement, which the FAA released last week. The FAA has reviewed the 

comments and determined that the majority were similar or identical to other 

comments that we received from others during the scoping process. The FAA will 

address all substantive comments in the Final EIS. 

The following presents the two comment letters submitted by Studio City for Quiet 

Skies followed by responses to those comment letters. 

  



Studio City of Quiet Skies Scoping Comment Letters and Responses 2 

B. COMMENT LETTER #1  
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February 28, 2019 

OFFICIAL COMMENTS ON BURBANK'S 
NEW EXPANDED TERMINAL 

COMMENT ONE OF TWO COMMENTS 

Introduction:	

*According	to	the	Federal	Register,	under	the	National	Environmental	Policy	Act	(NEPA),
“an	Environmental	Impact	Statement	(EIS)	will	be	prepared	to	assess	the	potential	impacts
of	the	proposed	Replacement	Terminal	Project	and	its	connected	actions.”		To	ensure	that
all	significant	issues	are	identified,	interested	agencies	and	persons	shall	“submit	oral
and/or	written	comments	representing	the	concerns	and	issues	they	believe	should	be
addressed”	(Federal	Register,	Vol.	83,	No.	242,	12/18/18).		The	following	impact	analysis
will	show	that	BUR’s	“replacement”	terminal	is	essentially	an	“expansion”	that	will	result	in
increased	operations	and	efficiency	such	that	it	will	significantly	increase	noise	and
pollution	to	the	surrounding	communities.		According	to	NEPA,	the	FAA	must	consider	all
cumulative	impacts	of	the	proposed	terminal	expansion.

*This	proposed	Expanded	Terminal	represents	a	profound	threat	to	our	LA	Valley
communities.	Through	cumulative	actions	taken	by	FAA/BUR,	our	communities	and
protected	parklands	have	been	fundamentally	degraded	–	severely	reducing	quality	of	life
by	massively	increasing	noise	and	pollution.	The	proposed	Expanded	Terminal	at	Burbank
will	guarantee	increased	efficiency,	even	without	adding	more	gates.	That	means	more
flights,	larger	jets	and	jets	flying	even	closer	together.	The	proposed	Expanded
Terminal	will	add	significantly	to	the	numerous	cumulative	negative	impacts	we	are
already	experiencing	under	the	disastrous	2017	change	in	flight	path	that	occurred	without
notice	or	environmental	study,	resulting	in	more	than	260	overflights	per	day.		We	cannot
allow	the	proposed	Expanded	Terminal	to	go	forward	without	fundamental	and
comprehensive	changes	in	the	flight	path,	protection	of	our	communities	and
parklands,	and	limits	on	airport	growth	and	operations.		FAA’S	EIS	must	define	the
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2	

“Affected	Area”	to	include	the	footprint	of	procedures	overflying	the	hillside	communities	
of	Studio	City,	Sherman	Oaks,	and	Encino,	and	the	protected	4(f)	Santa	Monica	Mountains.	
All	Environmental	Resource	Categories	should	be	evaluated	and	analyzed	in	the	“Affected	
Area”	thus	defined.	

Cumulative	Future	Impacts	Directly	Resulting	From	Proposed	Expanded	Terminal:	

*The	terminal	expansion	must	not	be	considered	in	a	vacuum.	The	National	Environmental
Policy	Act	(NEPA)	requires	that	the	FAA	evaluate	the	impact	of	its	action	(replacing	the
terminal)	"when	added	to	other	past,	present,	and	reasonably	foreseeably	future	actions,"
whether	direct	or	indirect	(40	CFR	1508.7,	1508.8).		The	impact	the	proposed
Expanded	Terminal	will	have	must	be	considered	along	with	all	other	cumulative	impacts.

*The	proposed	Expanded	Terminal,	with	its	greater	size,	increased	amenities,	and
improved	airside	facilities,	will	increase	efficiency,	allow	for	processing	of	more
passengers,	and	result	in	a	greater	number	of	flights	and	larger	jets.	We	have	already
witnessed	the	occasional	large	jet,	such	as	a	767,	taking	off	at	BUR	even	with	its	shorter
runways	measuring	6,886	(Runway	15/33)	and	5,802	feet	(Runway	8/26)	(Exhibit	0	–
Webtrak	of	767	on	1/1/19).

*The	proposed	Expanded	Terminal	is	expected	to	have	the	same	number	of	gates	(14)	as
the	existing	terminal.	However,	with	its	increased	size,	it	is	reasonably	foreseeable	that
more	gates	will	be	added	in	the	future,	and	therefore	must	be	considered	as	a	cumulative
impact.	All	it	would	take	to	expand	beyond	14	gates	is	approval	by	the	City	of	Burbank.	The
City	of	Los	Angeles	would	have	no	say	in	the	matter.

*The	FAA	is	underestimating	its	impact	on	our	communities	and	underestimating	future
growth.		Although	passengers	(enplanements)	at	Burbank	Airport	(BUR)	have	increased
31%	over	the	last	3	years	(11.07%	of	that	in	2018	alone),	the	FAA	is	projecting	growth
from	2019	through	2029	at	only	1.2%	to	2.2%	annually.		(Exhibit	1	-	Scoping	Enplanement
Projections;	Exhibit	2	–	Excel	Growth/Enplanements	31%	increase)	These	projections	are
simply	not	credible.	In	fact,	in	marketing	materials,	BUR	touts	that	growth	is	explosive,
stating,	"the	airline	industry	is	only	now	beginning	to	fully	recover	from	the	Great
Recession"	(Exhibit	3	-	LA	Curbed	Article	2/7/19).

-Furthermore,	growth	in	Air	Carrier	(AC)	operations	is	up	25%	in	the	last	three	years.
Air	Carrier	operations	(which	include	Air	Taxis),	have	in	recent	years,	been	trending	
upward	rapidly,	as	a	percentage	of	overall	operations	--	from	47.7%	of	total	operations	in	
2015,	to	56.4%	of	total	operations	in	2018.		A	2015	report	from	Southern	California	
Association	of	Governments	(SCAG),	estimated	Burbank	Airport’s	maximum	capacity	to	be	
10.8	to	11.9	million	passengers	if	Air	Carriers	were	56%	of	the	operational	mix.	At	56.4%	i
2018,	we	have	already	surpassed	that	benchmark.	In	order	to	comprehend	how	great	an	
impact	further	increases	would	make	to	passenger	volume,	SCAG’s	estimated	increase	from
54%	AC	operations	to	56%	AC	Operations,	led	to	an	increase	of	38.5%	in	passenger	
volume.		At	the	Public	Scoping	meeting,	FAA	failed	to	supply	any	illustrations	or	data	
regarding	AC	operations	at	BUR	(Exhibit	4	-	Air	Carrier	(excel)	Exhibit	5	-	SCAG	Summary	
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3	

of	Airfield	Analysis	for	BUR).	Clearly,	more	and	larger,	commercial	jets	will	be	the	most	
disruptive	to	our	communities.	The	proposed	state-of-the-art	Expanded	Terminal	will	
increase	passenger	numbers,	thereby	multiplying	the	cumulative	impacts	on	the	noise-
sensitive	hillside	communities	of	Studio	City,	Sherman	Oaks,	and	Encino,	and	the	protected	
4(f)	Santa	Monica	Mountains	(Affected	Areas).		

*BUR	estimates	that	the	proposed	Expanded	Terminal	will	cost	$1.24	billion,	significantly
increased	from	the	originally	estimated	$400	million.	To	increase	revenue,	as	they	must	do,
BUR	will	increase	capacity	by	bringing	in	more	passengers	in	larger	jets.	Larger,	heavier
jets	will	make	slower	turns,	driving	the	aircraft	even	further	south,	thereby	contributing	to
increased	future	cumulative	impacts	and	danger	to	the	Affected	Areas.

*Expanded	Cargo	Facilities	will	encourage	more	cargo	jets	creating	heavier,	slow-to-gain-
altitude	jets	that	are	not	subject	to	curfew,	thereby	flying	over	noise	sensitive	areas	late	at
night	and	early	in	the	morning.

*Expanded	General	Aviation	Facilities	will	encourage	more	general	aviation	aircraft	that
are	not	subject	to	curfew,	thereby	flying	over	noise	sensitive	areas	late	at	night	and	early	in
the	morning.

Metroplex	and	Cumulative	Impacts:	

* Proposed	Expanded	Terminal	process	must	be	halted	until	all	cumulative	actions	taken	by
FAA/BUR	that	have	already	severely	impacted	Affected	Areas	are	mitigated	and
alternatives	are	found.

*Previous	cumulative	actions	taken	by	FAA/BUR	that	must	be	considered	in	combination
with	the	proposed	Expanded	Terminal	include,	but	are	not	limited	to,	the	following:

-The	current,	unauthorized	departure	procedures	implemented	in	2017	at	same	time	as
Metroplex	(Exhibit	6	-	Landrum	&	Brown	Final	Study);	

-Proposed	departure	procedures	OROSZ	THREE	AND	SLAPP	TWO	(Exhibit	7	-	Proposed
Procedures	OROSZ	THREE	and	SLAPP	TWO);	

-Skyrocketing	passenger	and	operations	growth	at	both	BUR	and	Van	Nuys	Airport
(VNY)	(Exhibit	8-	Ian	Gregor	40%	growth/Los	Angeles	City	Council	seeks	FAA	
transparency	on	Hollywood	Burbank	Airport);	

-Changes	in	flight	path	at	nearby	VNY	(Exhibit	9	–	Van	Nuys	Study);

-Impending	closure	of	Santa	Monica	Airport	that	has	created	increased	operations	at
BUR	and	VNY	(Exhibit	10	-	Santa	Monica	Airport	will	close	in	2028	and	be	replaced	by	a	
park,	officials	say	-	Los	Angeles	Times);	
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4	

-Increase	in	helicopter	traffic	that	must	fly	below	the	jets	from	both	BUR	and	VNY,
creating	a	stacking	effect.	

All	of	the	above	actions	currently	contribute	to,	and	will	continue	to	contribute	to,	
increased	cumulative	impacts	on	residents,	students,	local	business,	film	industry,	and	
parklands	that	are	under	the	narrow,	focused	flight	path.	

*The	FAA's	Environmental	Impact	Statement	(EIS)	must	not	claim	a	baseline	that	include
the	currently	flown	unstudied	and	undisclosed	departure	procedures	introduced	in	2017.
To	do	so	would	constitute	a	false	baseline.	To	do	an	accurate	comparison,	the	FAA	must
use	pre-Metroplex	conditions	as	a	baseline	to	compare	the	impacts	that	the	proposed
Expanded	Terminal	would	have	on	the	environment	and	surrounding	communities,	in
other	words,	compare	the	proposed	Expanded	Terminal	impacts	to	the	time	period	befor
NextGen	was	even	being	considered	(2014	or	earlier).

*It	has	already	been	determined	by	an	independent	analysis	conducted	by	Landrum	&
Brown	that	the	BUR	flight	paths	shifted	south	in	a	concentrated	path	over	the	Affected
Areas	(See	above	Exhibit	6	–	Landrum	&	Brown).	This	change	in	flight	track	occurred	in
early	2017	without	notice	or	environmental	study.		Prior	to	2017,	there	was	only
occasional	jet	noise.	Now	there	is	a	constant,	low,	loud	jet	disruption	in	our	formerly
tranquil,	hillside	neighborhoods.	The	proposed	Expanded	Terminal	will	amplify	these
impacts	that	the	FAA/BUR	has	failed	to	address/mitigate	despite	intense	and	widespread
public	controversy.

*BUR	proposed	procedures,	SLAPP	TWO	and	OROSZ	THREE,	would	make	permanent	the
current	path	that	FAA/BUR	began	vectoring	in	March	2017,	without	notice	or
environmental	study,	over	the	Affected	Areas,	and	even	exacerbate	it	by	inserting	GPS
waypoints	near	schools,	in	the	hearts	of	the	communities	of	Studio	City	and	Sherman
Oaks.		BUR	has	stated	that	the	FAA	is	planning	to	do	an	Environmental	Analysis	(EA)	as	a
result	of	extreme	public	outcry	(though	we	have	no	independent	corroboration	from	FAA
Such	EA	is	expected	to	take	12-18	months.		The	proposed	Expanded	Terminal	must	be	pu
on	hold	NOW	and	not	proceed	until	the	FAA	completes	its	process.

*Through	its	own	analysis,	VNY	reports	an	increased	number	of	departures	by	35%	since
2016	(See	above	Exhibit	9	–	Van	Nuys	Study).	It	has	also	moved	departure	path	HARYS
TWO	south	and	east	(with	institution	of	waypoint	PPRRY	in	May	2018)	to	traverse	the
same	portion	of	the	Santa	Monica	Mountains	that	BUR	currently	impacts	by	its
departures;	and	that	the	proposed	departure	procedures	SLAPP	TWO	and	OROSZ	THREE
will	continue	to	impact	by	adding	waypoints	JAYTE	and	TEAGN.	The	proposed	Expanded
Terminal	must	not	proceed	until	these	paths,	already	cumulatively	impacting	Affected
Areas,	are	changed,	and	alternate	paths	consistent	with	Section	175	of	the	FAA
Reauthorization	Act	and	acceptable	to	the	communities	in	Affected	Areas,	are	explored
(Exhibit	11	–	BUR	175	Request).		Any	alternate	or	dispersed	lateral	tracks	created	under
Section	175	must	be	away	from	the	protected	Santa	Monica	Mountains,	with	the	most
southern	track	at	the	noise	corridor	of	the	101	freeway,	consistent	with	requests	by	the
City	of	LA.
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5	

*Both	BUR	and	VNY	estimate	rapid,	increased	annual	growth,	which	will	contribute
significantly	to	the	current	air	noise	over	the	Affected	Areas.		The	proposed	Expanded
Terminal	will	compound	these	projections	(Exhibits	12	BUR	Article;	Exhibit	13	VNY
Article).

*Santa	Monica	Airport	(SMO)	shortened	its	runway	in	2017	significantly	reducing	the	air
traffic	out	of	that	airport	and	causing	more	traffic	to	be	routed	to	both	VNY	and	BUR,
thereby	contributing	to	the	cumulative	impacts	in	the	Affected	Areas.	SMO’s	complete
closure	is	scheduled	to	occur	in	2028	and	will	further	increase	the	traffic,	along	with	air
and	noise	pollution,	in	the	Affected	Areas	(See	above	Exhibit	10	-	Santa	LA	Times	Article).

PUBLIC	CONTROVERSY:	

*The	Expanded	Terminal	has	a	cumulative,	compounding	effect	on	FAA	prior	actions	(the
current	flight	path	and	proposed	procedures)	that	have	been	demonstrated	to	be	“highly
controversial	on	environmental	grounds”	under	NEPA	Rule	1050	1F	5-2	(10).	Highly
controversial	is	defined	as	“opposition	on	environmental	grounds	to	an	action,	by	a
Federal,	state	or	local	government	agency,	or	by	a	…	a	substantial	number	of	the	persons
affected	by	such	action....”	Such	opposition	occurred	during	the	comment	period	for	the	
proposed	procedures,	SLAPP	TWO	and	OROSZ	THREE,	ending	November	18,	2018	as	
exhibited	by	the	protests	of	thousands	of	community	members	(evidenced	by	the	Petition	
signed	by	almost	3,500	people	–	Exhibits	14A/14B	–	Flight	Path	Petition	
Signatures/Comments);	392,000	noise	complaints	filed	(Exhibit	15	-Airnoise	Stats,	
attached	electronically	only	due	to	size	of	file	SEPARATE	PDF	NOT	WRAPPED),	the	
opposition	of	current	paths	and	proposed	procedures	by	elected	local,	state,	and	federal	
officials	(Exhibit	16A-16M	–	Official	Letters);	the	opposition	by	Burbank	Airport	itself	
(Exhibit	17	-	Burbank	Original	Request,	and	see	above	Exhibit	11	-	Section	175	Request);	
the	over-capacity	turnout	at	the	October	18,	2018	Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena	Airport	
Authority	meeting,	high	public	turnout	at	FAA	Workshops	on	November	7/8,	2018;	and	
blanket	press	coverage,	see	SCFQS	website	Press	Section	at		
https://www.studiocityforquietskies.com/copy-of-about.		

Public	Controversy	continues	during	the	comment	period	for	BUR	Expanded	Terminal	with	
high	public	turnout	at	the	Public	Scoping	meeting	on	January	29,	2019,	and	a	Petition	
opposing	the	Expanded	Terminal,	so	far	signed	by	more	than	1,300	people	(Exhibits	
18A/18B	–	Terminal	Petition/Comments).	Many	in	the	community	are	writing	comment	
letters.	However	the	FAA	is	effectively	suppressing	comments	by	not	providing	an	email	or	
portal	option.	To	add	to	the	confusion,	FAA	Federal	Register	Notice	includes	a	website	link	
for	comments	that	is	not	actually	functioning	as	such.	Furthermore,	the	instructions	to	the	
public	were	not	clear.		It	is	confusing	as	to	whether	“submit	by”	means,	“received	by”	or	
“postmarked	by.”		We	asked	BUR	to	clarify	to	the	public	and	they	never	did.		Dee	Phan	of	
FAA	admitted	that	instructions	were	unclear	(Exhibit	19A	-	Email	Exchange).		We	have	
received	many	comments	on	our	website	email	and	have	been	asked	by	the	community	to	
deliver	them	to	the	FAA.	A	few	comment	letters	are	included	here	(Exhibit	19B	–	Sampling	
of	Community	Letters).	See	also	community	videos,	attached	electronically	only.		
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6	

*Such	controversy	resulted	in	the	agreement	by	ALL	interested	parties	to	move	current
path	and	proposed	procedures	over	101	freeway,	or	101	freeway	with	dispersal	north.
Parties	include:
-Benedict	Hills	litigants	(Exhibit	20	-	Taber	Letter);
-Communities	Represented	by	all	local	Quiet	Skies	groups;
-Los	Angeles	City	Attorney	(See	above	Exhibits	16A-C	–	City	Attorney	Letters)	and	City

Council	(Exhibit	21,	21A	Resolutions);		
-SMMC,	MRCA,	and	other	environment	groups	including	Save	Coldwater	Canyon	(SCC),

Hillside	Federation,	and	Friends	of	Griffith	Park	(Exhibit	22A-22E	-	Environmental	Letters);	
and		
-Burbank	Airport	(See	above	Exhibit	11	-	175	Request,	Exhibit	17	-	Original	Reques)t.

This	route	would	also	satisfy	FAA	stated	requirement,	revealed	in	Benedict	Hills	
Settlement,	of	3	miles	lateral	and	1000	feet	vertical	clearance	(Exhibit	23	-	Benedict	Hills	
Settlement).	

Impacts	to	Protected	Department	of	Transportation,	Section	4(f)	Parkland:	

*Under	Section	4(f)	of	the	U.S.	Department	of	Transportation	Act,	the	FAA	must
avoid	potential	impacts	to	"publicly	owned	parks,	recreation	areas	(including	recreational
trails),	wildlife	and	water	fowl	refuges,	or	public	and	private	historic	properties"	(23	SFR
774).	The	FAA	is	required	to	look	at	all	other	alternatives	to	avoid	overflying	4(f)	protected
parkland	and	has	failed	to	do	so.	The	new,	more	efficient	Expanded	Terminal	must	not
move	forward	until	the	FAA	abides	by	this	statutory	law	and	finds	alternatives	to	the
cumulative	actions	already	taken	by	FAA/BUR.	Viable	alternatives	have	already	been
presented	to	the	FAA	in	a	comment	letter	by	the	City	of	Los	Angeles,	dated	November	16,
2018,	that	the	FAA	has	failed	to	consider	thus	far	(See	above	Exhibit	16A-C	–	City	Attorney
Letters).		The	Expanded	Terminal	will	further	degrade	our	public	parklands	–	our	quiet
refuge	from	noisy	city	life.	It	will	negatively	impact	the	already	dwindling	wildlife	and
increase	fire	risk	in	an	area	where	ingress	and	egress	by	emergency	vehicles	is	severely
limited.		Mountains	Recreation	&	Conservation	Authority	(MRCA)	and	Santa	Monica
Mountains	Conservancy	(SMMC)	consider	"quiet	to	be	a	critical	component	of	the	natural
lands	visitation	experience"(SMMC	Letter	1/28/19).	The	Expanded	Terminal	combined
with	other	actions	taken	by	FAA/BUR	"contribute	to	a	continually	increasing	level	of
impacts	inconsistent	with	the	recreational	and	quiet	refuge	values	of	the	affected	natural
parklands"	(See	above	Exhibit	22A	-	SMMC	Letter).

FAA	must	consult	with	SMMC/MRCA	and	all	park	directors	and	managers,	regarding	FAA	
actions’	and	proposed	action’s	effects	on	the	parks’	ability	to	provide	all	of	their	intended	
uses,	including	essential	quiet	refuge.	

Biological	Resources:	

FAA	must	identify,	consider,	and	analyze	all	potential	impacts	of	Expanded	Terminal	in	the	
Affected	Area	–	direct,	indirect,	and	cumulative	–	to	wildlife,	fish,	plants,	unique	and	
endangered	natural	habitats,	included	in	both	parklands	and	natural	open	space,	that	are	
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7	

essential	to	viability	of	wildlife,	biodiversity,	as	well	as	wildlife	corridors	and	connectivity.		
Impacts	to	be	analyzed	must	include	noise	and	air	quality.	FAA	must	consult	with	
SMMC/MRCA	and	all	other	park	directors	and	managers	and	jurisdictional	government	
officials,	regarding	FAA’s	actions	and	proposed	action’s	effects	on	the	parks’	ability	to	fulfill	
all	of	their	intended	uses,	including	that	of	essential	quiet	refuge.	

Visual	Effects	

FAA	must	identify,	consider	and	analyze	all	potential	impacts	of	Expanded	Terminal	in	the	
Affected	Area–	direct,	indirect,	and	cumulative	–	to	key	visual	resources	in	the	affected	
areas.		SMMC/MRCA	own	and	manage	over	a	dozen	parklands	in	the	affected	area	on	the	
north	face	of	the	Santa	Monica	Mountains.	Parklands	include	four	legislatively	established	
scenic	overlooks	along	the	Mulholland	Scenic	Parkway	within	the	Santa	Monica	Mountains	
National	Recreation	Area.	These	natural	parklands	are	incompatible	with	the	visual	
disturbance	of	constant	jet	traffic	flying	at	low	altitudes	overhead.	Such	use	is	an	
inappropriate	and	incompatible	Land	Use	and	further,	denies	the	public	the	right	to	use	
and	benefit	from	their	public	parklands,	purchased	with	taxpayer	dollars	(See	above	
Exhibit	22A	-	SMMC	Letter	and	Exhibit	22B	-	MRCA	Letter).		FAA	must	consult	with	
SMMC/MRCA	and	all	other	park	directors	and	managers	regarding	FAA’s	actions’	and	
proposed	action’s,	negative	impacts	or	visual	effects.	

Appropriate	visual	surroundings	are	also	essential	for	enjoyment	of	cultural	and	historical	
resources,	including	historic	structures	and	neighborhoods,	as	well	as	architectural	
resources.	These	cultural	and	historic	resources	are	incompatible	with	the	visual	
disturbance	of	constant	jet	traffic	flying	at	low	altitudes	overhead.	Such	use	is	an	
inappropriate	and	incompatible	Land	Use.	FAA	must	consult	with	all	appropriate	
jurisdictional	managers	of	these	valuable	resources	regarding	potential	further	negative	
impacts	by	Expanded	Terminal	on	the	public’s	enjoyment	of	these	public	resources.	

Water	Resources	

FAA	must	identify,	consider	and	analyze	all	potential	impacts	of	Expanded	Terminal	in	the	
Affected	Area	–	direct,	indirect,	and	cumulative	–	to	key	water	resources	in	the	affected	
areas.		These	may	include	surface	waters,	groundwater,	and	wild	and	scenic	rivers,	as	well	
as	wetlands	and	floodplains.	The	affected	areas	of	FAA’s	actions	and	proposed	action	
include	multiple	rivers	and	streams,	lakes,	ponds	and	reservoirs.		Surface	waters	in	Fryman	
Canyon,	Dixie	Canyon,	Oakshire,	and	Streamview	(Laurel	Canyon)	are	affected	by	constant	
overflights	(Exhibit	24	-	WILDLIFE	PILOT	Study,	24A	–	Water	Map).		These	impacts	will	be	
exacerbated	by	the	Expanded	Terminal	and	air	pollution	that	falls	to	the	ground	when	
aircraft	are	flying	below	3000	feet	AGL.		FAA	must	consult	with	all	jurisdictional	authorities	
and	managers	of	these	water	resources,	including	SMMC	and	MRCA,	in	analyzing	such	
impacts.	
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Climate	

FAA	must	identify,	consider	and	analyze	all	potential	impacts	of	Expanded	Terminal	in	the	
Affected	Area–	direct,	indirect,	and	cumulative	–	on	climate,	greenhouse	gasses,	and	climate	
change.		Jets	create	vast	amounts	carbon	pollution,	particulates	and	other	toxic	substances	
that	are	responsible	for	some	portion	of	climate	change.		Further,	climate	change	has	
aircraft	operational	impacts	and	pushes	jets	into	new	areas	(See	above	Exhibit	6	-	Landrum	
Brown	Study).	Climate	change	has	a	negative	impact	on	general	quality	of	life,	wildlife	and	
natural	habitats,	and	exacerbates	fire	risk.		

According	to	Fortune	Magazine	(Exhibit	25	-	1/22/19	Fortune	Magazine	Article),	“Air	
travel	adds	a	significant	amount	of	greenhouse	gases	into	the	atmosphere,	with	
nearly	25%	of	emissions	occurring	during	landing	and	take-off,	according	to	a	2010	
report	from	NASA.”	This	is	of	particular	interest	to	those	living,	working,	studying	and	
visiting	affected	areas	under	the	path.	

Historical,	Architectural,	Archaeological,	and	Cultural	Resources,	Including	Historic	
Neighborhoods	and	Historic	Cultural	Monuments:	

FAA	must	identify,	consider	and	analyze	all	potential	impacts	of	Expanded	Terminal	in	the	
Affected	Area	–	direct,	indirect,	and	cumulative	–	to	key	Historical,	Architectural,	
Archaeological,	and	Cultural	resources	in	the	affected	areas,	including	historical	
neighborhoods	and	Historical	Cultural	Monuments.		For	example,	one	environmentally	
sensitive	Historical	Cultural	Monument,	the	“Laurel	Terrace	Street	Trees,”	located	on	
Cantura	Street	in	Studio	City,	between	Vantage	and	Rhodes	Avenue”	(#1082	on	HCM	list),	
lies	directly	under	the	flight	path.	(Exhibit	26	–	HCM	List	of	resources)	A	full	list	of	City	of	
Los	Angeles	Historic	Cultural	Monuments	may	also	be	found	here:		
https://preservation.lacity.org/sites/default/files/HCMDatabase%23040118.pdf	

There	are	many,	state,	local,	and	federal	historic	properties	and	neighborhoods	in	the	
Affected	Area,	as	well	as	National	Register-Properties	and	City	of	Los	Angeles	Historic	
Cultural	Monuments.	The	Los	Angeles	Conservancy	also	lists	historic	places	on	their	
website:	https://www.laconservancy.org/explore-la/historic-places	
A	list	of	historic	resources,	prepared	by	Historic	Resources	Group,	including	neighborhoods	
in	the	immediate	area	of	overflights	may	be	found	here:	
http://preservation.lacity.org/sites/default/files/SO-SC-TL-
CP%20Survey%20Report%202.26.13_HPLAEdit_0.pdf			
FAA	must	consult	with	all	local,	state,	and	federal	agencies	in	analyzing	potential	impacts	in	
all	study	areas.	

Noise	and	Noise	Compatible	Land	Use	--	Mountainous	Topography	Amplifies	All	
Cumulative	Impacts:	
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*Hillside/canyon	acoustics	exacerbate	noise.	Many	of	those	in	the	Affected	Areas	live	in	the
Santa	Monica	Mountain	range	and	foothills	at	elevations	of	800	to	well	over	1000	feet,
thereby	making	aircrafts'	effective	Above	Ground	Level	(AGL)	altitude	lower	than	if
overflying	flat	land.	Noise	concentrates	in	bowl-like	canyons	and	sustains	and	bounces	off
mountains	in	all	directions,	creating	more	noise	for	everyone,	even	spilling	and	deflecting
to	neighborhoods	outside	the	immediate	hillside	area.	The	FAA/BUR	has	failed	to	consider
this	aggravating	circumstance	when	taking	previously	cumulative	actions	to	re-route	low-
flying	jets	over	this	type	of	terrain	and	must	consider,	study,	and	measure	the	unique
topography	when	considering	how	the	Expanded	Terminal	will	further	amplify	already
devastating	cumulative	noise	impacts.

*FAA	has	not	actually	studied	and	measured	hillside	acoustics	in	affected	communities.
Noise	must	be	measured	not	modeled.	Any	EIS	addressing	cumulative	impacts	of
Replacement	Terminal	must	include	actual	noise	measurements,	including	Single	Event
measurement,	in	all	regions	of	the	affected	area,	i.e.	under	the	footprint	of	current	and
proposed	departure	procedure	and	wind	arrival	paths.	Noise	measurement	must	be
capable	of	considering	topographical	effects	of	sustained	reverberation/echo,	and	bounce.
Noise	metric	must	account	for	both	high	frequencies	(dB	A)	and	low	frequencies	(dB	B)	and
measure	accurately	–	including	both	the	high-pitched	whines	of	private	jets	and	the	super
low,	visceral	reverberations	through	the	canyons.	Pilots	exit	the	airport	and	fly	flat,	gaining
altitude	slowly	until,	nearing	terrain,	and	then	gun	the	engines	over	the	Affected	Areas	to
gain	speed.		Actual	noise	measurement	in	the	Affected	Areas	must	be	part	of	any	EIS	for	the
proposed	Expanded	Terminal.

Wind	and	Weather	Impacts	–	Mountainous	Topography	

*Wind	and	weather	paths	are	increasingly	becoming	the	norm.	Wind	Day	Paths	bring
arrivals	over	affected	communities	instead	of	departures	(Exhibit	27A-C	–	Southern	Wind
Day	Arrivals).	Extremely	low	landing	altitudes	over	terrain	with	many	obstacles	increase
danger	to	aircraft	and	passengers	as	well	as	to	those	on	the	ground.		Significant	health	risks
are	magnified.	The	efficiency	of	the	state-of-the-art	Expanded	Terminal	will	increase	the
frequency	of	low	altitude	arrivals	and	contribute	to	an	already	dangerous	action	taken	by
FAA/BUR.

Safety	Impacts	–	Mountainous	Topography:	

*Increasingly,	simultaneous	departures	and	arrivals	(Exhibit	28A	and	28B	-	Webtrak),
often	within	1,200	feet	of	each	other,	are	occurring	over	mountainous	terrain	(Exhibit	28C
– Webtrak).	This	practice	contributes	to	and	significantly	worsens	the	dangerous
cumulative	safety	impacts	and	the	welfare	of	our	communities.	The	new,	more	efficient
Expanded	Terminal	will	increase	this	phenomenon.	It	will	also	increase	the	sheer	number
and	frequency	of	aircraft	traversing	the	mountains	at	lower	altitudes,	thereby
compounding	the	probability	that	a	crash	will	occur	over	dry	parkland,	creating
catastrophic	urban	wildfires	that	will	spread	through	the	Santa	Monica	Mountains	(Exhibit
28D	–	Webtrak	Aircraft	Over	Mountainous	Topography).	Lack	of	ingress	and	egress
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through	the	terrain	make	it	impossible	for	emergency	vehicles	to	pass.	This	is	exceedingly	
reckless	and	constitutes	a	dereliction	of	the	FAA's	obligation	to	society.	

Health	Impacts	of	Noise	and	Degraded	Air	Quality:	

*The	new,	more	efficient	Expanded	Terminal	will	increase	the	already	burdensome
cumulative	negative	health	effects	from	constant,	low-flying	jets	over	elevated	terrain	that
degrade	air	quality	and	cause	serious	health	problems:

-Health	effects	of	jet	pollution	are	severe.	Jet	fuel	emissions	are	a	toxic	stew	of	benzene
and	hazardous	chemicals.	At	or	below	3,000	feet	(mixing	level),	particulates	fall	to	the	
ground	rather	than	being	absorbed	in	the	atmosphere.	Fine	particulate	emissions	are	
dangerous	and	cause	respiratory	disease,	heart	disease	and	cancer.	Children	and	the	
elderly	are	"sensitive	receptors"	and	are	most	susceptible.	Air	quality	degradation	will	be	
increased,	threatening	the	health	of	residents,	students,	and	visitors.	The	greater	the	
volume	and	frequency	of	jet	overflights,	the	greater	the	pollution,	and	the	greater	
the	cumulative	health	risk	(Exhibit	29	-	Health	Effects	-	Time	magazine/How	Loud	Noise	
Exposure	is	Linked	to	Heart	Disease	2/6/2018;	Exhibit	30	-	Health	Effects	--	Sonic	doom_	
how	noise	pollution	kills	thousands	each	year	_	Life	and	style	_	The	Guardian).	

-Health	effects	of	noise	are	severe.	According	to	the	World	Health	Organization	and	a
Columbia	University	study,	noise	has	been	proven	to	cause	heart	and	lung	disease,	strokes	
and	even	reduce	longevity	(Exhibit	31-Health	Effects	WHO	Europe	Press	Release	noise	
guidelines	for	Europe	released;	Exhibit	32	-	Health	Effects	Lawmaker	Urges	LaGuardia	
Flight	Path	Changes	-	WSJ).		The	greater	the	volume	and	frequency	of	jet	over	flights,	the	
greater	the	cumulative	health	risk.	

-Noise	increases	disruption	in	schools	and	interferes	with	students’	ability	to	learn
(Exhibit	33	–	Air	pollution	linked	to	“huge”	reduction	in	Intelligence;	Exhibit	34	–	Business	
Insider	Article	-	Air	pollution	leads	test	scores	to	drop	over	time_	study).	Hillside	schools	
are	not	designed	to	be	under	a	flight	path.	They	were	not	built	near	an	airport	or	freeway	
and	therefore	do	not	have	soundproofing,	triple	paned	windows,	or	air	filtration.		Flight	
frequency	due	to	the	higher	efficiency	of	the	proposed	Expanded	Terminal	will	increase	
cumulative	impacts	already	suffered	by	our	children	as	a	result	of	previous	actions	taken	
by	FAA/BUR.	

*Any	EIS	addressing	cumulative	impacts	of	Replacement	Terminal	must	include	actual
testing	of	air	quality	in	all	regions	of	the	Affected	Area;	under	the	footprint	of	current	and
proposed	departure	procedure	and	wind	arrival	paths.

Economic	Impacts:	

*The	new,	more	efficient	Expanded	Terminal	will	increase	the	economic	loss	already
experienced	in	the	Affected	Areas.

-Negative	effects	on	local	businesses	and	restaurants	will	increase.
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11	

-The	film	industry	centered	in	Studio	City	is	already	disappearing	due	to	current
unauthorized	flight	paths	that	a	New	Terminal	would	exacerbate.	TV	and	film	shoots	in	
Studio	City	and	Sherman	Oaks	-	a	critical	part	of	our	local	economy,	with	CBS	Television	
Studios	a	huge	contributor	of	jobs	and	local	tax	revenues	-	would	be	severely	affected	by	
the	Expanded	Terminal.	Crews	already	have	to	"hold	a	shot"	every	90	seconds	as	a	flight	
passes	due	to	other	cumulative	actions	already	taken	by	FAA/BUR.	Many	on-location	
shoots	are	simply	moving	elsewhere	due	to	the	constant	noise	(Exhibit	35A-35C	-	Letters	
from	Community	in	Film	Industry).	

-Home	values	have	already	been	impacted	and	are	on	the	decline.	Research	shows	living
under	a	flight	path	may	reduce	a	home’s	value	up	to	29%	(Exhibit	36	-	The	Impact	of	
Airport	Noise	on	Residential	Real	Estate	By	Randall	Bell,	MAI;	July	2001).	

Cumulatively,	this	in	turn,	causes	a	massive	reduction	in	tax	revenues	to	the	City	of	Los	
Angeles.	

Construction	Environmental	Impacts:	

*Residents	near	BUR	and	along	the	soil	export	route	have	grave	concerns	about	vast
amounts	of	contaminated	soils	traversing	their	neighborhoods,	potentially	exposing	them
to	dangerous	materials.	Residents	near	BUR	also	have	concerns	about	the	growth	of	the
airport,	as	well	as	increased	traffic	surrounding	the	airport,	and	air	pollution	from	traffic.

Mitigation:	

*Based	on	prior	actions	taken	by	FAA/BUR,	mitigation	of	harm	must	be	implemented
before	plans	for	the	proposed	terminal	can	continue.		The	damaging	and	unreasonable
cumulative	impacts	resulting	from	BUR/FAA	action,	as	evidenced	by	widespread	public
controversy,	must	be	addressed	and	resolved.		Meanwhile,	all	plans	for	the	proposed
Expanded	Terminal	must	immediately	cease.

-FAA	must	address	and	consider	request	from	BUR	to	use	Section	175	of	the	FAA
Reauthorization	Act	to	create	dispersed	lateral	tracks	away	from	the	4(f)	protected	Santa	
Monica	Mountains.		Use	of	Section	175	has	the	support	of	the	City	of	Los	Angeles	through	
its	Resolution	dated	2/27/19	(See	above	Exhibit	21A	–	Resolution).		All	aircraft	are	capable	
of	making	early	turn	15	seconds	sooner	so	that	turn	is	made	over	noise	corridor	of	the	
freeway	(See	Exhibits	37A-37D	–	Tight	Turns).	

-FAA	must	thoroughly	analyze	all	possible	departure	routes,	in	all	directions,	even	if
some	route	require	design	modification.		This	must	be	determined	before	final	design	of	
Replacement	Terminal	or	any	further	design	or	construction.	

-FAA	must	consider	moving	waypoints	to	the	101	freeway,	which	would	satisfy	the
requests	of	Benedict	Hills	litigants;	Communities	Represented	by	all	local	Quiet	Skies	
groups;	Los	Angeles	City	Attorney	and	City	Council;	SMMC,	MRCA,	and	other	environment	
groups	including	Save	Coldwater	Canyon	(SCC),	Hillside	Federation,	and	Friends	of	Griffith	
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Park;	and	Burbank	Airport,	as	well	as	meet	FAA’s	safety	standard	of	3	miles	lateral	and	
1000	feet	vertical	separation	from	arrivals	runway	8,	as	stated	in	Benedict	Hills	Settlement		
(See	all	Exhibits	14-23	listed	in	Public	Controversy	section	above).	

-FAA	must	consider	a	full	"reset"	of	BUR	path	to	the	historical	dispersed	path	as	written
but	not	currently	flown.	

Alternatives:	

Other	alternatives	must	be	considered	such	as:	

*Replacement	Passenger	Terminal	in	Southwest	Quadrant	to	allow	for	more	efficient
departures	to	East	and	North.

*Redesign/Airfield	Configuration:	Modify	and	regrade	the	15/33	Runway	so	it	can	be
regularly	used	for	northern	takeoffs.	BUR	has	stated	that	Northern	takeoffs	are	impossible
in	windless	conditions.	We	have	evidence	of	Northern	takeoffs	in	calm	weather	situations
(Exhibits	38A-38E	–	Webtrak).

*Redesign/Airfield	Configuration:	Create	New	Departure	Procedures	considering	a
dedicated	Runway	for	Southwest	Airlines,	Burbank’s	largest	carrier,	to	depart	to	the	north.
BUR	has	stated	that	Northern	takeoffs	are	impossible	in	windless	conditions.	We	have
evidence	of	Northern	takeoffs	in	calm	weather	situations	(See	above	Exhibits	38A-38E	–
Webtrak).

*Redesign/Airfield	Configuration:	Create	New	Departure	Procedures	to	accommodate
departures	on	other	runways,	in	other	directions	to	reduce	southwestern	departures
(Exhibit	39	-	Procedure	for	LESS	CAPABLE	Aircraft/Metroplex	Map	2016).

*Redesign:	Create	New	“Wind”	Arrival	Procedures	to	provide	alternatives	to	unsafe
practice	of	descending	over	mountainous	terrain.		We	have	Webtrak	evidence	in	wind
conditions	of	aircraft	both	departing	and	arriving	in	the	north	(Exhibit	40A-40D	–
Webtrak).

*Redesign:	Create	alternate	procedures	for	some	“less	competent	jets”	that	can’t	always
complete	their	turns	prior	to	the	101	freeway.	Use	the	arrival	runway	8	to	head	east	or
straight	out	west	(See	above	Exhibit	39	-	Procedure	for	LESS	CAPABLE	Aircraft/Metroplex
Map	2016).

*Restore	the	pre-Nextgen,	historical	6-mile	wide	flight	path,	proven	safe	for	decades.	This
track	is	still	written	in	the	Federal	Register	but	is	not	flown	the	way	it	is	written	(Exhibit	41
– BUR	Existing	Procedures).

*Develop	procedures	to	achieve	rapid	vertical	gain	(optimized	climb	profile),	such	as	in
use	by	John	Wayne	Airport	for	noise	abatement.		Jets	ascend	rapidly	and	turn.		Such
procedures	would	minimize	affected	area	by	accomplishing	turns	to	north	and	east	in	the
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vicinity	of	the	airport,	rather	than	in	the	protected	Santa	Monica	Mountains.		According	to	
JWA,	“airlines	are	required	to	meet	noise	limits,	but	how	those	limits	are	achieved	is	up	to	
them”	(Exhibit	42	–	JWA	Vertical	Gain	Procedures).			

*Reroute	the	flights	east	or	southeast	over	Burbank,	Glendale,	and	Pasadena.	They	are
reaping	the	profits	from	the	airport	but	are	not	sharing	in	ANY	of	the	air	noise	and
pollution.		Los	Angeles	receives	all	the	negative	impacts	with	no	reward	or	profit	(See
Exhibit	16H		-	Congressman	Sherman’s	Letter).

*Create	alternate	tracks	in	ALL	directions.	There	is	webtrak	evidence	of	numerous
successful	northern	departures	by	all	jets	(See	Exhibits	38A-38C	-	Webtrak),	as	well	as
eastern	departures	(Exhibit	38F	-Webtrak).

*Transfer	or	shift	some	of	the	General	Aviation	or	Cargo	operations	to	another	existing
public	airport	(or	airports)	in	Southern	California.

*Retire	all	General	Aviation	operations.	The	Expanded	Terminal	will	encourage	more
General	Aviation	including	large	jets	that	are	not	subject	to	BUR's	voluntary	curfew,	and
will	therefore	fly	over	noise-sensitive	areas	late	at	night	and	early	in	the	morning.

*Retire	or	reduce	Cargo	operations.		The	Expanded	Terminal	will	encourage	more	cargo
and	heavier,	slow-to-gain-altitude	jets	that	are	not	subject	to	curfew,	and	will	therefore	fly
over	noise-sensitive	areas	late	at	night	and	early	in	the	morning.

*Relocate	the	airport	to	a	less	populated	area.	The	Expanded	Terminal	will	have	Metrolink
connections	to	Antelope	Valley	and	Ventura.		These	high-speed	rail	lines	are	two-way.		A
New	Airport	designed	to	meet	all	FAA	standards	could	be	located	on	the	other	end	of	either
line	in	a	less	densely	populated	area.

SUBMITTED	BY:		

Kimberly	Turner	
3637	Goodland	Avenue	
Studio	City,	CA	91604	

Suellen	Wagner	
18124	Laurel	Terrace	Drive	
Studio	City,	CA	91604	

STUDIO	CITY	FOR	QUIET	SKIES
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List	of	Exhibits	
	

Exhibit	00	and	0	–	Future,	foreseeable	capacity	-heavier	jets;	Webtrak	of	767	1/1/19		

Exhibit	1	-	Scoping	enplanement	projections;		
	
Exhibit	2	–	Excel	Growth/Enplanements	31%	increase	

Exhibit	3	-	LA	Curbed	Article	2/7/19		

Exhibit	4	-	Air	Carrier	(excel)	ops	up	25%,	are	56.4%	of	all	ops;		
	
Exhibit	5	-	SCAG	Summary	of	Airfield	Analysis	for	BUR	
	
Exhibit	6	-	Landrum	&	Brown	Study	
	
Exhibit	7		-	Proposed	Procedures	
	
Exhibit	8	-	Ian	Gregor	40%	growth/Los	Angeles	City	Council	seeks	FAA	
transparency	on	Hollywood	Burbank	Airport	

Exhibit	9	–	Van	Nuys	Airport	Study	

Exhibit	10	–	LA	Times	Santa	Monica	Airport	will	close	in	2028		

Exhibit	11	–	BUR	Section	175	Letter	

Exhibit	12	–	LA	Times	BUR	closes	out	2018	highest	passenger	count	

Exhibit	13	–	Growth	takes	off	at	VNY	

Exhibit	14	–	Petition	re	Change	Path	

Exhibit	15	–	Petition	Comments	re	Change	Path	

Exhibit	16A	–	City	Attorney	Letter	to	FAA	

Exhibit	16B	–	City	Attorney	November	18	Letter	to	FAA	

Exhibit	16C	–	City	Comment	letter	August	2018	to	FAA	

Exhibit	16D	–	Councilmember	Krekorian	Letter	to	FAA	

Exhibit	16E	–	Councilmember	Krekorian/City	Extension	Letter	to	FAA	
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Exhibit	16F	–	Councilmember	Ryu	Letter	to	FAA	

Exhibit	16G	-	Councilmember	Ryu	Letter	

Exhibit	16H	–	Congressman	Sherman	Letter	November	2018	to	FAA	

Exhibit	16I	–	Congressman	Sherman	Letter	August	2018	to	FAA	

Exhibit	16J	–	State	Senator	Hertzberg	Letter	to	FAA	

Exhibit	16K	–	Assemblyman	Nazarian	Letter	to	FAA	

Exhibit	16L	–	City	of	LA	FAA	FOIA	Appeal	and	Supplemental	Comments	

Exhibit	16M	–	Studio	City	Neighborhood	Council	Letter	to	FAA	

Exhibit	17	–	BUR	Letter	to	FAA	re	Move	Path	

Exhibit	18A	–	Petition	re	Terminal	Comments	

Exhibit	18B	–	Petition	re	Terminal	Signatures	

Exhibit	19A	–	Email	Exchange	with	Dee	Phan	of	FAA	

Exhibit	19B	–	Sampling	of	Community	Letters	

Exhibit	20	–	Taber	Comment	Letter	

Exhibit	21A–	City	Resolution	re	Section	175	

Exhibit	21B	–	City	Resolution	Opposing	Flight	Path	

Exhibit	22A	–	SMMC	Letter	to	FAA	

Exhibit	22B	–	MRCA	Letter	to	FAA	

Exhibit	22C	–	Nazarian/Krekorian	Letter	to	SMMC/MRCA	

Exhibit	22D	–	Save	Coldwater	Canyon	Letter	to	FAA	

Exhibit	22E	–	Hillside	Federation	Letter	to	FAA	

Exhibit	22F	–	Friends	of	Griffith	Park	Letter	to	FAA	

Exhibit	23	–	Benedict	Hills	Settlement	Agreement	
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Exhibit	24	–	Wildlife	Pilot	Study	

Exhibit	24A	–	Map	of	Bodies	of	Water	in	Santa	Monica	Mountains	

Exhibit	25	–	Fortune	Magazine	Climate	Change	Article	

Exhibit	26		-	Historic	Cultural	Monuments	List	

Exhibit	27A	–	Wind	Days	–	Northern	Departures	Rapid	Vertical	Gain	

Exhibit	27B	–	Wind	Day	Arrivals	Over	Mountains	

Exhibit	27C	–	Wind	Day	Arrivals	Over	Mountains	

Exhibit	28A	–	Simultaneous	Departures/Arrivals	Over	Mountains	

Exhibit	28B	–	Simultaneous	Departures/Arrivals	Over	Mountains	

Exhibit	28C	–	Departures	and	Arrivals	–	No	Separation	over	Mountains	

Exhibit	28D	–	Webtrak	Aircraft	Over	Mountainous	Topography	

Exhibit	29	–	Time	Magazine	–	Health	Effects	of	Loud	Noise	and	Heart	Disease		

Exhibit	30	–	The	Guardian	–	Health	Effects	Sonic	Doom	Noise	

Exhibit	31	–	Who	Europe	–	Health	Effects	Noise	Guidelines	

Exhibit	32	–	Wall	Street	Journal	–	Lawmaker	Urges	Fight	Path	Change	

Exhibit	33	–	Modern	Diplomacy	–	Learning	–	Air	Pollution	Reduces	Intelligence	

Exhibit	34	–	Business	Insider	-		Learning	–	Air	Pollution	Drop	in	Test	Scores	

Exhibit	35A	–	Film	Industry	Letter	(Stein/McGuire)	

Exhibit	35B	–	Film	Industry	Letter	(Crosswaite)	

Exhibit	36	–	Airport	Noise	and	Real	Estate	

Exhibit	37A	–	Tight	Turns	SWA	and	UPS	

Exhibit	37B	-	Tight	Turns	FedEx	and	Alaska	Airlines	

Exhibit	37C	-	Tight	Turns	AMF	and	FedEx	
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Exhibit	37D	-	Tight	Turns	AMF,	SKW,	and	FedEx	

Exhibit	38A	–	Northern	Departure	Calm	Conditions	

Exhibit	38B	-	Northern	Departure	Calm	Conditions	

Exhibit	38C	-	Northern	Departure	Calm	Conditions	

Exhibit	38D	-	Northern	Departure	Calm	Conditions	

Exhibit	38E	-	Northern	Departure	Calm	Conditions	SWA,	SWA,	JSX	

Exhibit	38F	–	Eastern	Departures	

Exhibit	39	–	East	West	Procedure	for	Less	Capable	Aircraft	

Exhibit	40A	-	Northern	Arrivals	and	Departures	

Exhibit	40B	-	Northern	Arrivals	and	Departures	

Exhibit	40C	-	Northern	Arrivals	and	Departures	

Exhibit	40D	–	Northern	Arrivals	and	Departures	

Exhibit	41	–	BUR	Existing	Procedures	Appendix	A	

Exhibit	42	–	Vertical	Climb	

The attachments to this letter are available upon request
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C. COMMENT LETTER #2
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FEBRUARY 28, 2019 

OFFICIAL COMMENTS RE CEQA/FEIR UNDERLYING 
BURBANK'S NEW EXPANDED TERMINAL 

COMMENT TWO OF TWO COMMENTS 

Outdated	CEQA	Environmental	Report	Requires	Repeat	Study	or	Revision:	

The	outdated	CEQA	FEIR,	certified	by	the	Authority	on	6/28/16,	does	not	reflect	
substantial	changes	in	operations	and	FAA	actions	made	since	its	certification.	FAA	must	
not	rely	on	any	data	or	finding	within	the	FEIR	in	preparing	an	EIS.	Therefore,	the	FEIR	
should	be	repeated	or	revised.		For	reference,	please	see	Burbank	documents	at	
https://burreplacementterminal.com/documents/.	

California	Environmental	Quality	Act	(CEQA)	Prepared	PRIOR	to	the	Following	
Changes:	

-2017	NextGen	changes	in	flight	path:		FEIR	Appendix	K	states,	“Since	April	2013	Part	150
Study,	flight	tracks	have	not	changed.		No	option	would	have	effect	on	flight	tracks”	(K-3).
However,	in	early	2017	BUR’s	departure	flight	path	did	indeed	change,	shifting	south,
newly	impacting	thousands	of	people	without	notice	or	study.		Since	then,	all	departing	jets
overfly	Santa	Monica	Mountain	communities,	close	to	200	times	daily	with	95%+	of	all
aircraft	now	passing	through	the	south	gate	(See	Studio	City	For	Quiet	Skies	Main	Terminal
Comment	One	“Comment	One”	–	Exhibit	6	-	Landrum	and	Brown	Study).	The	FAA	admitted
that	the	hillside	communities	of	Studio	City,	Sherman	Oaks,	and	Encino,	and	the	protected
4(f)	Santa	Monica	Mountains	“Affected	Areas”	under	the	new	flight	path	have	not	been
studied	(Attached	To	This	Comment	“Comment	Two”	Exhibit	1	–	FAA	Statement	in	Daily
News	Article).

-Other	damaging	cumulative	impacts:		Due	to	actions	taken	by	the	FAA,	more	cumulative
impacts	to	the	Affected	Areas	occurred	that	were	not	included	in	the	2016	FEIR.	Such
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impacts	include:	lower	altitudes	from	NextGen	procedures;	change	in	Van	Nuys	flight	
departures	path	–	moving	departures	south	and	east	to	travel	the	same	path	as	BUR,	but	in	
the	opposite	direction	(Comment	One	Exhibit	9	–	VNY	Study);	15%	annual	growth	at	VNY;	
impending	closure	and	runway	shortening	at	SMO	driving	more	jets	to	both	BUR	and	VNY	
(Comment	One	Exhibit	10	–	SMO	Closure).		

-BUR	changes	in	fleet:	BUR	has	made	many	changes	in	their	fleet,	resulting	in	an	increased
number	of	larger,	heavier	jets.		For	example,	in	November	2018	Executive	Director	Frank
Miller	reported	that	BUR	replaced	smaller	50	seat	RJ50	regional	jets	with	145	seat	737s
(https://youtu.be/1iYTyk2WiAg	at	1:27:24).		Therefore,	the	claim	that	the	fleet	mix	will	be
“identical”	in	the	future	is	false	(Comment	Two	Exhibit	2	-	Flight	Path	and	Fleet	Mix)

-Tremendous	increase	in	passenger	growth:	Since	2016,	Burbank	Airport	“enplanements”
and	total	passengers	have	increased	by	31%.		(Comment	One	Exhibit	2	–	Enplanements	up
31%)	Projections	included	in	the	CEQA	study	are	unrealistic	and	do	not	reflect	recent
growth	and	some	have	already	been	surpassed.	FEIR	estimates	of	operations	are	much
lower	than	FAA’s	projections	presented	in	the	scoping	meeting	–	even	while	FAA’s
projections	represent	far	a	smaller	increase	than	we	are	experiencing	now	(Comment	Two
Exhibit	3	–	Operations	Growth).		(Comment	Two	Exhibit	4	–	CEQA	Terminal	Operations
Projections)	In	addition,	statistics	from	BUR	airport	prove	that	the	largest	and	most
disruptive	category	of	aircraft,	Air	Carriers	and	Air	Taxis,	have	grown	by	25%	in	the	last	3
years.	In	additions,	Enplanements	are	up	31%	in	3	years.	If	Enplanements	(passengers)
were	to	continue	growing	at	the	current	rate	of	11.07%	annually,	for	a	total	of	5.2	million
passengers	--	then	by	2029	enplanements	would	be	4.5	million,	and	a	total	of	9	million
passengers.

-SCAG	analysis	(dramatic	changes	in	projections):	Southern	California	Association	of
Governments	(SCAG)	Regional	Aviation	Aircrafts	Analysis	of	Airport	Capacity	Constraints
Technical	Memorandum	presented	the	following	scenario:		Currently	Burbank’s	operations
mix,	combined	Air	Carrier	and	Air	Taxi,	is	at	58%	--	higher	than	the	highest	projections
from	the	SCAG	2015	study,	surpassing	the	most	aggressive	scenario,	depicted	in	Table	19
below,	of	10,794,000	–	11,8177,000	passengers	annually	(Comment	One	Exhibit	5	–	SCAG).
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The	2016	FEIR	does	not	reflect	any	of	these	significant	changes,	thereby	rendering	it	
flawed,	and	thus	no	longer	relevant.	A	new	CEQA	study	must	be	completed	that	takes	into	
account	these	cumulative	impacts.		

In	addition,	there	are	multiple	serious	omissions	in	the	DEIR	and	FEIR.		The	area	studied	
does	not	include	the	Affected	Areas	under	the	2017	flight	path	change.		There	is	no	
consideration	of	the	current	and	future	impacts	to	the	biological	resources,	health,	safety,	
noise,	Section	4(f)	parklands,	historic	and	cultural	monuments	and	neighborhoods;	water	
resources	and	land	use,	in	Affected	Areas.			

Measure	B/Joint	Power	Agreement	(CEQA	Requirement):	

In	2015,	after	decades	of	conflict	between	the	Authority	and	the	City	of	Burbank,	the	two	
parties	developed	a	Conceptual	Term	Sheet	for	a	replacement	passenger	terminal	that	
stipulated	the	following:	
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• The	Authority	would	receive	a	vested	right	to	build	a	replacement	passenger	terminal	on
an	airport-zoned	property,	including	the	proposed	former	Lockheed	B-6	Plant	site.

• The	City	of	Burbank	would	receive	certain	governance	protections	to	be	created	and
documented	in	a	Joint	Power	Agreement	(JPA)	governing	the	Authority.

• A	California	Environmental	Quality	Act	(CEQA)	analysis	must	be	completed	by	the
Authority	for	the	replacement	passenger	terminal.

The	Authority	prepared	an	EIR	for	the	replacement	passenger	terminal	and	ancillary
projects	to	comply	with	the	requirements	of	CEQA	and	the	JPA	and	issued	a	Notice	of
Determination	certifying	the	EIR	in	July	2016.		On	October	28,	2016,	Frank	R.	Miller,
executive	director	of	the	Airport,	sought	assurances	from	the	FAA,	that	there	would	be	no
increase	in	departures	to	the	east	over	Glendale/Pasadena	if	the	existing	terminal	were
removed.	On	October	31,	2016,	he	was	assured	by	Glen	A.	Martin	of	the	FAA,	that	the
“restriction	would	remain	if	the	existing	terminal	was	removed”	(Comment	Two	Exhibit	5A
and	5B	–	F.	Miller	letter	page	1	and	2;	Comment	Two	Exhibit	6	–	G.	Martin	FAA	letter).		The
Agreement	provided	further	protections	for	the	City	of	Burbank	via	new	rules	that	gave	the
Burbank	Commissioners	“supermajority”	voting	rights	so	that	they	could	control	the	future
of	the	Airport	(Comment	Two	Exhibit	7-	Joint	Powers	Agreement;	Comment	Two	Exhibit	8
– The	Agreement).	Thus,	the	City	of	Burbank	secured	assurances	that	their	voters	would	be
protected	from	jet	noise	and	pollution	and	Measure	B	passed	in	favor	of	the	replacement
passenger	terminal	by	roughly	70	percent.		With	the	passage	of	Measure	B,	the	provisions
contained	in	the	JPA	between	the	Authority	and	the	City	of	Burbank	became	effective.

*For	additional	background	information,	refer	to	FAA	Replacement	Terminal	Project
Background	and	EIS	Process:	https://bobhopeairporteis.com/about/background-eis-
process/

	Opportunity	for	Self-Dealing:	

The	Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena	Airport	Authority	(Authority	or	Airport	Sponsor)	
prepared	the	EIR	and	certified	the	EIR,	with	no	oversight	other	than	from	the	cities	that	
share	in	Airport	profits.	As	the	Lead	Agency	on	the	project,	the	Airport	Authority	can	
determine	that	the	needs	of	the	proposed	project	outweigh	detrimental	adverse	
environmental	effects.		Is	the	Burbank	Airport	Authority	allowed	to	be	the	judge,	jury	and	
executioner	for	Los	Angeles’	protected	parkland	and	wildlife	preserves?	

No	Protections	For	Los	Angeles:	

Measure	B	was	on	the	ballot	in	November	2016	and	passed	with	20,110	Burbank	
voters	in	favor	of	the	measure.		Los	Angeles	did	not	get	to	vote,	however	hundreds	of	
thousands	of	LA	residents	are	negatively	affected	by	Burbank	Airport’s	noise	and	pollution.	
The	expansion	will	make	it	worse.	(Comment	Two	Exhibit	9	–	Hollywood	Burbank	
Airport	Closes	out	2018…)	

There	are	no	protections	for	residents	of	Los	Angeles	even	though	Los	Angeles	is	the	chief	
recipient	of	Burbank	Airport’s	exported	noise	and	pollution.	BUR	extends	into	Los	Angeles	
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on	two	sides.	Air	traffic	traverses	only	a	small	portion	of	the	City	of	Burbank,	and	for	a	very	
short	distance,	right	after	takeoff	and	just	before	arrival.	The	remainder	of	the	time,	
Burbank’s	almost	400	low	departures	and	arrivals	occur	over	Los	Angeles.	

Governing	State	Law:	

Under	California	State	law,	the	EIR	should	be	repeated	or	a	supplemental	report	
should	be	required.	

State	of	California	PUBLIC	RESOURCES	CODE	Section	21166:	When	an	environmental	impact	
report	has	been	prepared	for	a	project	pursuant	to	this	division,	no	subsequent	or	
supplemental	environmental	impact	report	shall	be	required	by	the	lead	agency	or	by	any	
responsible	agency,	unless	one	or	more	of	the	following	events	occurs:	

(a) Substantial	changes	are	proposed	in	the	project	which	will	require	major	revisions	of	the
environmental	impact	report.

(b) Substantial	changes	occur	with	respect	to	the	circumstances	under	which	the	project	is
being	undertaken	which	will	require	major	revisions	in	the	environmental	impact	report.

(c) New	information,	which	was	not	known	and	could	not	have	been	known	at	the	time	the
environmental	impact	report	was	certified	as	complete,	becomes	available.
(Amended	by	Stats.	1977,	Ch.	1200.)

SUBMITTED	BY:		

Suellen	Wagner	
18124	Laurel	Terrace	Drive	
Studio	City,	CA	91604	

Kimberly	Turner	
3637	Goodland	Avenue	
Studio	City,	CA	91604	

STUDIO	CITY	FOR	QUIET	SKIES
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D. RESPONSES TO COMMENT LETTERS 

1. The Proposed Action will not increase the number or change the type of aircraft 

operating at the Airport, nor does it propose to change any airspace procedures. 

A discussion of the changes in air pollutant emissions resulting from the 

Proposed Action will be provided in the Air Quality section in Chapter 4 of the 

Draft EIS. In addition, a discussion of any potential changes in the noise 

environment will be provided in the Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use 

section in Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS. A list of cumulative projects will be 

developed and presented in Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS and analyzed in the 

Cumulative Impacts section in Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS.  

2. NEPA requires a discussion of the affected environment, or the environment of 

the area(s) to be affected or created by the alternatives under consideration 

(see 40 CFR 1502.15).  Two study areas will be identified for use in describing 

existing conditions in the Airport area and evaluating the potential impacts of 

the Proposed Action and any reasonable alternatives.  These two areas—

identified as the Detailed Study Area and the General Study Area—will be 

described and illustrated in the Affected Environment chapter of the Draft EIS. 

3. The square footage of the proposed replacement passenger terminal building is 

greater than the square footage of the existing passenger terminal building; 

however, the replacement passenger terminal building is proposed to have the 

same number of aircraft gates that are at the existing passenger terminal 

building. 

In the cumulative impact analysis for the Draft EIS, the FAA will include past, 

present, and reasonably foreseeable actions in the project study area. 

4. The Proposed Action would not result in changes to the runway configuration, 

aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of operations, or airspace. 

Forecasted growth at the Airport will be presented in the Purpose and Need 

chapter of the Draft EIS.  

5. The Authority and the City of Burbank developed a Conceptual Term Sheet in 

2015 for a replacement passenger terminal that stipulated the following: 

• The Authority would receive a vested right to build a 14-gate 

replacement passenger terminal on an airport-zoned property, 

including the proposed former Lockheed B-6 Plant site. 
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• The City of Burbank would receive certain governance protections to 

be created and documented in a Joint Power Agreement (JPA) 

governing the Authority. 

• A California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) analysis must be 

completed by the Authority for the replacement passenger terminal. 

 City of Burbank citizens then voted on the replacement passenger terminal, 

as required by Measure B, in the November 2016 election.  Measure B passed 

in favor of the replacement passenger terminal by roughly 70 percent.  Thus, 

the Proposed Action is for a 14-gate replacement terminal.  If the Authority 

wanted to add more aircraft gates in the future, a change to the Conceptual 

Term Sheet would be required.  Any change to the Conceptual Term Sheet 

would require coordination between the Authority and City of Burbank, as 

well as a vote from City of Burbank residents. 

A discussion of what is included in the Proposed Action will be provided in the 

Alternatives chapter of the Draft EIS. 

6. The Proposed Action would not increase the operational capacity of the airfield 

at the Airport or affect the inherent annual service volume of the Airport.  The 

growth in enplanements has been occurring with the existing terminal and is not 

related to the potential for a replacement terminal.  The ability of the Airport to 

accommodate air carrier, cargo, military, and general aviation operations is a 

function of the number and configuration of the runway system, and air traffic 

operational procedures and supporting navigational aids.  Growth in the number 

of aircraft operations at the Airport would be the result of the demand of the 

flying public and efforts by the airlines to accommodate this growth, as well as 

other factors independent to the replacement terminal.  This growth is reflected 

in the FAA-approved Terminal Area Forecast (TAF), which will be used as the 

basis for the future number of aircraft operations at the Airport and utilized for 

the analysis in this EIS.  The potential impacts of the Proposed Action as 

compared to the No Action Alternative will be analyzed and disclosed in this EIS 

as required by NEPA. 

7. The Proposed Action would not increase the operational capacity of the airfield 

at the Airport or affect the inherent annual service volume (i.e., enplanements) 

of the Airport.  The ability of the Airport to accommodate air carrier, cargo, 

military, and general aviation operations is a function of the number and 

configuration of the runway system, and air traffic operational procedures and 

supporting navigational aids.  The Proposed Action does not change the number 

or configuration of the runway system.  Jet size is constrained by the length and 

configuration of the runways which will not change.  Growth in the number of 



Studio City of Quiet Skies Scoping Comment Letters and Responses 28 

aircraft operations at the Airport would be the result of the demand of the flying 

public and efforts by the airlines to accommodate this growth, as well as other 

factors independent to the replacement terminal.  This growth is reflected in the 

FAA-approved TAF, which will be used as the basis for the future number of 

aircraft operations at the Airport and utilized for the analysis in this EIS.  The 

potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Action as compared to the No 

Action Alternative will be analyzed and disclosed in this EIS as required by NEPA. 

8. The Proposed Action would not result in changes to the runway configuration, 

aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of operations, or airspace.  A 

discussion of any potential changes in the noise environment will be provided in 

the Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use section in Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS.  

The Proposed Action includes the construction of an 8,000-square-foot 

replacement airline cargo building, the construction of an 8,000-square-foot 

ground support equipment (GSE) and passenger terminal maintenance building, 

and the demolition of a 16,000-square-foot airline cargo and GSE maintenance 

building.  Thus, no expansion of airline cargo facilities is included as part of the 

Proposed Action. 

9. The Proposed Action does not include construction of any new general aviation 

facilities.  The relocation of the Aircraft Rescue and Firefighting (ARFF) facility 

from the hangar in the northwest quadrant of the Airport to a new ARFF facility 

in the northeast quadrant would allow the hangar in the northwest quadrant to 

become available for general aviation uses. The FAA does not have the authority 

to direct or place influence upon general aviation (GA) aircraft operators to shift 

their activity and services from one airport to another or to operate at specific 

times of the day.  In addition, the Airport Sponsor does not have the authority 

to place restrictions on a targeted segment of the general aviation fleet that 

operates at the Airport or any other public use airport. 

The Proposed Replacement Terminal Project would not result in changes to the 

Airport’s runway configuration, timing of operations, or airspace.  Additionally, 

the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project is not expected to result in changes 

to the aircraft fleet mix because the type of aircraft operating at the Airport is 

limited by the length of the runways, not the size of the terminal.  No change in 

the length of either runway at the Airport is proposed as part of the project.  

Finally, the GA jets do not use the terminal for their operations, the 

enplanement of pilots and their guests, or the loading of cargo.  Therefore, the 

type of general aviation aircraft that would operate at the Airport in the future 

would be the same as the type of aircraft that operate at the Airport today. 
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10. A list of cumulative projects will be developed and presented in Chapter 3 of the 

Draft EIS and analyzed in the Cumulative Impacts section in Chapter 4 of the 

Draft EIS. 

11. The Proposed Action would not result in changes to the runway configuration, 

aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of operations, or airspace. 

A list of cumulative projects will be developed and presented in Chapter 3 of the 

Draft EIS and analyzed in the Cumulative Impacts section in Chapter 4 of the 

Draft EIS. 

12. The Draft EIS will analyze and disclose the potential environmental impacts 

resulting from the proposed replacement passenger terminal project (Proposed 

Action) at the Bob Hope “Hollywood Burbank” Airport (Airport) and will discuss 

them in Environmental Consequences chapter of the Draft EIS. This analysis will 

include various impact categories of concern expressed in the scoping comments 

such as air quality, noise, socioeconomic impacts, children’s health, etc. 

However, the purpose of the EIS is not to address existing conditions at the 

Airport, but to evaluate the future conditions that would result when comparing 

the Proposed Action and any reasonable alternatives to the No Action 

Alternative. The Proposed Action will not result in changes to the Airport’s 

runway configuration, aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of 

operations, or airspace.  In addition, the Proposed Action would have no effect 

on the number of aircraft operations or destinations served by airlines. 

13. The Proposed Action does not involve changes to any airspace procedures.  The 

proposal regarding airspace departure procedures is an independent project 

subject to a separate environmental review.  The two projects are not connected 

actions.  The Air Traffic Organization of the FAA has announced that a separate 

Environmental Assessment (EA) will be prepared that addresses the proposed 

amendments to the existing aircraft departure routes from the Airport.  Public 

involvement and input will be part of that EA process.  For updates on that EA, 

see https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/.  

For this EIS, the Proposed Action would not result in changes to the runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of operations, or 

airspace. 

A discussion of any potential changes in the noise environment using FAA-

approved noise metrics for California (CNEL) will be provided in the Noise and 

Noise-Compatible Land Use section of the Environmental Consequences and 

Mitigation Measures chapter in the Draft EIS. 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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14. The proposal regarding airspace departure procedures is an independent project 

subject to a separate environmental review.  The two projects and are not 

connected actions.  The Air Traffic Organization of the FAA has announced that a 

separate Environmental Assessment (EA) will be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the existing aircraft departure routes from the Airport.  

Public involvement and input will be part of that EA process.  For further 

information on the EA for airspace please go to the following link:  

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/. 

15. Because the Proposed Action would not result in changes to the Airport’s runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of operations, or 

airspace, addressing the use of Section 175 of the FAA Reauthorization Act is 

not appropriate for this EIS. 

16. The Proposed Action would not result in changes to the runway configuration, 

aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of operations, or airspace.  The 

Terminal Area Forecast (TAF) is the official FAA forecast of aviation activity for 

U.S. airports. The TAF contains historical and forecast data for enplanements, 

airport operations, Terminal Radar Approach Control (TRACON) operations, and 

based aircraft. 

The TAF assumes a demand driven forecast for aviation services based upon 

local and national economic conditions as well as conditions within the aviation 

industry. In other words, an airport’s TAF forecast is developed independent of 

the ability of the airport and air traffic control system to furnish the capacity 

required to meet demand. The growth in enplanements at the Airport occurring 

under the existing and forecasted conditions is not affected by the potential for a 

replacement passenger terminal building. 

A discussion of any potential changes in the noise environment using FAA-

approved noise metrics for California (CNEL) will be provided in the Noise and 

Noise-Compatible Land Use section of the Environmental Consequences and 

Mitigation Measures chapter in the Draft EIS. 

17. In the cumulative impact analysis for the Draft EIS, the FAA will include past, 

present, and reasonably foreseeable actions.   The shortening of the runway at 

SMO is not within the General Study Area identified in Chapter 3 of the Draft 

EIS.  Therefore, the shortening of the runway at SMO as a cumulative project is 

not within the scope of this EIS.  A discussion of cumulative impacts will be 

included in the Environmental Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapter of 

the Draft EIS. 
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18. A list of cumulative projects will be developed and presented in Chapter 3 of the 

Draft EIS and analyzed in the Cumulative Impacts section in Chapter 4 of the 

Draft EIS. 

The Proposed Action does not involve changes to any airspace procedures.  The 

proposal regarding airspace departure procedures is an independent project 

subject to a separate environmental review.  The Air Traffic Organization of the 

FAA has announced that a separate Environmental Assessment (EA) will be 

prepared that addresses the proposed amendments to the existing aircraft 

departure routes from the Airport.  Public involvement and input will be part of 

that EA process.  For updates on that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/. 

19. Comment noted. 

20. The Proposed Action does not involve changes to any airspace procedures.  The 

proposal regarding airspace departure procedures is an independent project 

subject to a separate environmental review.  The Air Traffic Organization of the 

FAA has announced that a separate Environmental Assessment (EA) will be 

prepared that addresses the proposed amendments to the existing aircraft 

departure routes from the Airport.  Public involvement and input will be part of 

that EA process.  For updates on that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/.  

21. The Proposed Action would occur on-Airport property and not result in a direct 

effect to the Santa Monica Mountains Recreation Area.   A discussion of the 

impacts to recreational areas will be provided in the Section 4(f) section of the 

Environmental Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapter of the Draft EIS.  

In addition, a discussion of any potential changes in the noise environment will 

be provided in the Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use section of the 

Environmental Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapter of the Draft EIS. 

22. An analysis of potential impacts to biological resources as a result of the 

Proposed Action as compared to the No Action Alternative will be included in the 

Biological Resources section in Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS.  In addition, a 

discussion of the impacts to Section 4(f) resources will be provided in the 

Section 4(f), Noise, and Air Quality sections in Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS. 

23. An analysis of visual effects, Section 4(f), noise, and air quality impacts within 

the Detailed Study Area will be included in the Visual Effects, Section 4(f), 

Noise, and Air Quality sections in Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS.  The impacts to 

4(f) resources, including parks and historic structures eligible for the National 

Register, will be evaluated. 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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24. An analysis of water resources impacts within the Detailed Study Area will be 

included in the Water Resources section in Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS. 

25. An analysis of potential impacts associated with climate will be included in the 

Climate section in Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS.  

26. An analysis of the impacts to historic resources within the General Study Area 

will be included in the Historical, Architectural, Archeological, and Cultural 

Resources section of the Draft EIS.  Additionally, the FAA is required to consult 

with the State Historic Preservation Officer, as well as relevant Tribal Historic 

Preservation Officers, for impacts to resources eligible for listing in the National 

Register of Historic Places prior to affecting such resources.  Consultation efforts 

will be presented in the Draft EIS. 

27. The Proposed Action would not result in changes to the runway configuration, 

aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of operations, or airspace. 

A discussion of any potential changes in the noise environment using FAA-

approved noise metrics for California (CNEL) will be provided in the Noise and 

Noise-Compatible Land Use section of Chapter 4 in the Draft EIS. 

Additionally, the Air Traffic Organization of the FAA has announced that a 

separate Environmental Assessment (EA) will be prepared that addresses the 

proposed amendments to the existing aircraft flight patterns from the Airport.  

For updates on that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/. 

28. A discussion of any potential changes in the noise environment will be provided 

in the Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 

EIS.  The proposal regarding airspace departure procedures is an independent 

project subject to a separate environmental review.  The Air Traffic Organization 

of the FAA has announced that a separate Environmental Assessment (EA) will 

be prepared that addresses the proposed amendments to the existing aircraft 

departure routes from the Airport.  Public involvement and input will be part of 

that EA process.  For updates on that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/. 

29. The Proposed Action would not result in changes to the runway configuration, 

aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of operations, or airspace, 

including flight paths. 

A discussion of any potential changes in the noise environment using FAA-

approved noise metrics for California (the Community Noise Equivalent Level 

[CNEL]) will be provided in the Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use section of 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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the Environmental Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapter in the Draft 

EIS. 

30. The Proposed Action would not result in changes to the runway configuration, 

aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of operations, or airspace. 

A discussion of any potential changes in the noise environment will be provided 

in the Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use section of the Environmental 

Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapter in the Draft EIS. 

31. The Proposed Action would not result in changes to the runway configuration, 

aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of operations, or airspace. 

A discussion of the changes in air pollutant emissions resulting from the 

Proposed Action will be provided in the Air Quality section of the Environmental 

Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapter of the Draft EIS. 1 under air 

quality topical – 260 and 1 under proposed action topical  

32. The Proposed Action would not result in any change in aircraft operations.  An 

analysis of the potential changes in air pollutant emissions that would occur as a 

result of the Proposed Action as compared to the No Action Alternative will be 

included in the Air Quality section of the Draft EIS. In addition, an analysis of 

the effects on children’s health and environmental justice populations will be 

included in the Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and Children’s Health 

and Safety section of the Draft EIS. 

A discussion of any potential changes in the noise environment will be provided 

in the Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use section in Chapter 4 of the Draft 

EIS.  

33. A discussion of any potential impacts to economic activity that would be required 

as a result of the Proposed Action will be provided in the Socioeconomics, 

Environmental Justice, and Children’s Environmental Health and Safety Risks 

section of the Environmental Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapter of 

the Draft EIS. 

34. The direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts associated with the No Action 

Alternative, the Proposed Action, and reasonable alternatives will be identified 

and disclosed for the environmental resource categories defined in FAA Order 

1050.1F and FAA Order 5050.4B, such as Socioeconomics Impacts, and included 

in the Environmental Consequences and Mitigation Measures chapter of the 

Draft EIS. 
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35. If applicable, construction mitigation measures to account for fugitive dust will 

be disclosed in the Air Quality section of the Draft EIS. An analysis of the 

potential changes in air pollutant emissions as result of the Proposed Action as 

compared to the No Action Alternative will be included in the Air Quality section 

in Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS.  In addition, an analysis of impacts related to 

hazardous waste as a result of the Proposed Action as compared to the No 

Action Alternative will be included in the Hazardous Materials, Pollution 

Prevention, and Solid Waste section in chapter 4 of the Draft EIS. 

An evaluation of construction noise and any potential changes in operations 

noise that would occur as a result of the Proposed Action as compared to the No 

Action Alternative will be included in the Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use 

section of the Draft EIS.  Noise levels will adhere to FAA standards in 14 CFR 

Part 150 Airport Noise Compatibility Planning. 

All potential project-related surface traffic impacts will be discussed in the 

Socioeconomics (including surface traffic), Environmental Justice, and Children’s 

Environmental Health and Safety Risks section in Chapter 4 of the Draft EIS. 

36. A list of cumulative projects will be developed and presented in Chapter 3 of the 

Draft EIS and analyzed in the Cumulative Impacts section in Chapter 4 of the 

Draft EIS. 

37. The Proposed Action does not involve changes to any airspace procedures. The 

proposal regarding airspace departure procedures is an independent project 

subject to a separate environmental review. The proposals are independent 

projects and are not connected actions. The Air Traffic Organization of the FAA 

has announced that a separate Environmental Assessment (EA) will be prepared 

that addresses the proposed amendments to the existing aircraft departure 

routes from the Airport. Public involvement and input will be part of that EA 

process. For more information on the EA for airspace please see the following 

link: https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/. 

Because the Proposed Action would not result in changes to the Airport’s runway 

configuration, aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of operations, or 

airspace, addressing the use of Section 175 of the FAA Reauthorization Act is 

outside the scope of this EIS. 

38. The Proposed Action does not involve changes to any airspace procedures. 

39. The Proposed Action does not involve any changes to any airspace procedures. 

40. An alternative of constructing a replacement passenger terminal in the 

southwest quadrant of the Airport will be included in Chapter 2 of the Draft EIS. 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/
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41. The Proposed Action does not involve changes to any airspace procedures. The 

proposal regarding airspace departure procedures is an independent project 

subject to a separate environmental review. The Air Traffic Organization of the 

FAA has announced that a separate Environmental Assessment (EA) will be 

prepared that addresses the proposed amendments to the existing aircraft 

departure routes from the Airport. Public involvement and input will be part of 

that EA process. For updates on that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/. 

42. The Proposed Action does not involve changes to any airspace procedures. The 

proposal regarding airspace departure procedures is an independent project 

subject to a separate environmental review. The Air Traffic Organization of the 

FAA has announced that a separate Environmental Assessment (EA) will be 

prepared that addresses the proposed amendments to the existing aircraft 

departure routes from the Airport. Public involvement and input will be part of 

that EA process. For updates on that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/. 

43. The Proposed Action does not involve changes to any airspace procedures. The 

proposal regarding airspace departure procedures is an independent project 

subject to a separate environmental review. The Air Traffic Organization of the 

FAA has announced that a separate Environmental Assessment (EA) will be 

prepared that addresses the proposed amendments to the existing aircraft 

departure routes from the Airport. Public involvement and input will be part of 

that EA process. For updates on that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/. 

44. The Proposed Action does not involve changes to any airspace procedures. The 

proposal regarding airspace departure procedures is an independent project 

subject to a separate environmental review. The Air Traffic Organization of the 

FAA has announced that a separate Environmental Assessment (EA) will be 

prepared that addresses the proposed amendments to the existing aircraft 

departure routes from the Airport. Public involvement and input will be part of 

that EA process. For updates on that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/. 

45. The Proposed Action does not involve changes to any airspace procedures. The 

proposal regarding airspace departure procedures is an independent project 

subject to a separate environmental review. The Air Traffic Organization of the 

FAA has announced that a separate Environmental Assessment (EA) will be 

prepared that addresses the proposed amendments to the existing aircraft 

departure routes from the Airport. Public involvement and input will be part of 
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that EA process. For updates on that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/. 

46. The Proposed Action would not result in any change in aircraft operations. All 

alternatives that meet the purpose and need of the Proposed Action will be 

analyzed in the Draft EIS. One of the alternatives to the Proposed Action is to 

move the airport to another location (see Chapter 2 of the Draft EIS). If this 

alternative meets the purpose and need of the Proposed Action, then it will be 

fully analyzed in the Draft EIS. 

In addition, the Proposed Action does not involve changes to any airspace 

procedures. The proposal regarding airspace departure procedures is an 

independent project subject to a separate environmental review. The Air Traffic 

Organization of the FAA has announced that a separate Environmental 

Assessment (EA) will be prepared that addresses the proposed amendments to 

the existing aircraft departure routes from the Airport. Public involvement and 

input will be part of that EA process. For updates on that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/. 

47. The Proposed Action would not result in changes to the runway configuration, 

aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing of operations, or airspace.  

Therefore, an alternative associated with flight paths is outside the scope of this 

EIS. 

48. The Proposed Action would not result in any change in aircraft operations. All 

alternatives that meet the purpose and need of the Proposed Action will be 

analyzed in the Draft EIS. One of the alternatives to the Proposed Action is to 

move the airport to another location (see Chapter 2 of the Draft EIS). If this 

alternative meets the purpose and need of the Proposed Action, then it will be 

fully analyzed in the Draft EIS. 

49. The Proposed Action would not result in any change in aircraft operations. In 

addition, the Proposed Action does not involve changes to any airspace 

procedures. The proposal regarding airspace departure procedures is an 

independent project subject to a separate environmental review. The Air Traffic 

Organization of the FAA has announced that a separate Environmental 

Assessment (EA) will be prepared that addresses the proposed amendments to 

the existing aircraft departure routes from the Airport. Public involvement and 

input will be part of that EA process. For updates on that EA, see 

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/community_involvement/bur/. 

50. All alternatives that meet the purpose and need of the Proposed Action will be 

analyzed in the Draft EIS. 
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51. The FAA does not have the authority to direct or place influence upon general 

aviation (GA) aircraft operators to shift their activity and services from one 

airport to another or to operate at specific times of the day. In addition, the 

Airport Sponsor does not have the authority to place restrictions on a targeted 

segment of the general aviation fleet that operates at the Airport or any other 

public use airport. 

The Proposed Replacement Terminal Project would not result in changes to the 

Airport’s runway configuration, timing of operations, or airspace. Additionally, 

the Proposed Replacement Terminal Project is not expected to result in changes 

to the aircraft fleet mix because the type of aircraft operating at the Airport is 

limited by the length of the runways, not the size of the terminal. No change in 

the length of either runway at the Airport is proposed as part of the project. 

Finally, the GA jets do not use the terminal for their operations, the 

enplanement of pilots and their guests, or the loading of cargo. Therefore, the 

type of general aviation aircraft that would operate at the Airport in the future 

would be the same as the type of aircraft that operate at the Airport today. 

52. The FAA does not have the authority to direct or place influence upon air cargo 

aircraft operators to shift their activity and services from one airport to another 

or to operate at specific times of the day. In addition, the Airport Sponsor does 

not have the authority to place restrictions on a targeted segment of the air 

cargo fleet that operates at the Airport or any other public use airport. 

The Proposed Replacement Terminal Project would not result in changes to the 

Airport’s runway configuration, aircraft fleet mix, number of operations, timing 

of operations, or airspace. In addition, no expansion of airline cargo facilities is 

included as part of the Proposed Action (see Response #8, above). 

53. All alternatives that meet the purpose and need of the Proposed Action will be 

analyzed in the Draft EIS. One of the alternatives to the Proposed Action is to 

move the airport to another location (see Chapter 2 of the Draft EIS). If this 

alternative meets the purpose and need of the Proposed Action, then it will be 

fully analyzed in the Draft EIS. 

54. Comments regarding the environmental review documentation prepared in 

compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act are outside the scope 

of this EIS. 
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