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APPENDIX C PUBLIC WORKSHOP/MEETING NOVEMBER 2012

AND PUBLIC COMMENTS

Publication of Public Notice

PROOF OF PUBLICATION
(20155 C.C.P.)

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
County of Los Angeles

| am a citizen of the United States and a resident
of the County aforesaid; | am over the age of
eighteen years, and not a party to or interested
in the above-entitied matter. | am the principal
clerk of the printer of The Argonaut, a newspaper
of general circulation, printed and published
weekly in the County of Los Angeles, State of |
California, under the date of March 7, 1973,
modified Octaber 5, 1976, Case Number
C47170; that the notice, of which the annexed is
& printed copy (set.iniype not smaller than
nonpareil), has been published in each regular
and entire issue of said newspaper and not in
any supplement thereof on the following dates,
to-wit:

1111

Allin the year _ 2012

| certify (or declare) under penalty of perjury that
the foregoing is true and correct,

Dated at Los Angeles

California, ~ the 1% of November, 2012

Proof of Publication of

Los Angiéles World Airports
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“RUNWAY USE RESTRICTION"
‘ at
| nal Airport, Los Angeles, Callfornia

9 :
y meg:l;wuid mmnsn.mmhuenywmlnx;)uumnmulmesubash.nmmy 8
that.

| use restriction ot kos A Alrport (
aircraft, with certal he hours when LAXs |/
ithi"Over-Ocean”or *Westerly” operations mode. i
Title 140f the C: art 16114 CER Part 161),
- i atice, d irpol
rs ith 14 CFR. Part 36
suges LAWA titled "Los Alrport Part
161 Applicaton for Apgr way “that ad full
Part 161. ) requ hec
|| ing the ollowing information:
| 1 Th £
t lnsloge!eslmmawmlmrmluhgdqmﬁunh
2. Adedr, conc érof prefer-
memlngusmmmmvd\lMi y Stage 3 restriction, and:
public inspec-

o =
The ptopose esricton b s on o sl deparres o e, i bt o et
to Stage 3 alreraft, with

|- 'Tn Over-Ocean or ly Oper During itions,-all am:laft wﬂl be pemvhnd tu
.3' - ;
To reduce i f of nigii ings for residents living near Los

ty Operations

7 of the LAX 14 CRR. Part 161 application
In surimary, the restriction will aﬁz;t any
eratons sbsent:

" passenges;caigo, or 'g i W
mun#udmgmnﬁ'ﬁ&-m todepartio n LAKis

erations.

period friearly 11 ‘yoarskfrom Jare. hmghum.hzmn.sw-man departures {or an aver-

#gsa;wmm Rave becn affected i this uie hod been n effect.

Westedy Op-

feg.

| isme

-aftywcmsmegf inznce with.eafor

%hmﬁm
3 ﬁim&ahnlﬁlsﬁs:vm announce-
in

6. Anar By
mnr@;i%'ﬂgvlﬁ'!m .uwshmu.u For

The Atgonaut

Located at: 5355 McConnell Ave.,
Los Angeles, CA 90086

(310) 822-1629 x 103

__: SWaft LAX Part ‘a’l

Publ
Online at HYPERINK
LAWA e St LAX 7301 . ym 312, Los Angeles, CA
90045, Monday through Eriday, 7:30 AM to 400 PM i
Inglewoed Puhncubmy 107W, Manchester Bvd: nglewood, CA 90301
County of Library-- 4359 Lef L CA0304

ey Thomas entiée8H145. Vermont Ave, L3 Angeles, CA 50044
W-’L&MM*" ranch Library, 71 1 W, Manchester Ave, Los Angeles, CA 90045

el

Inchudde;’

Los Angeles World Airports

T SETI— "
1 T Ciyof Hawthome Gity of Santa Morica
ity of Hérmosa Beach . CiyofseaiBeact’
Ctyof HuntngronPark —.. -

cominent period: ©

u«wm«n.mpmgmqum xnemw
2012

9Tl i mme ¥  Inclug-
, ing jdentification of a coritatt person: Ead ‘
1] Comments may be submi m/en/C ipvwriting to
. the follawing conta L

‘Emaik: laxpart1§1@lawa.org




Los Angeles International Airport May 2014
Appendix C - Public Workshop/Meeting November 2012 and Public Comments page C-2

— TosAnglea Wi v (LAWA) ;
AVISO DE LA RESTRICCION PROP] TA'DEL USO DEL AEROPUERTO: e
X . ! “RESTRICCIO Eg L, USO DE PISTA" 5 i

Internacional de Los. es (LAX), Los Lngele:, California

).ddrn aviso de la propuesta; para ¢stablecer una restriccion del uso de plsta e

1 geles gL ), se yrocura prohibir las salidas hacid el este, con ciertas excepc;
he'y 6 30.de la tafiana cuzm o LAX ‘esth & &n opemcmnes subre el océano o cuando pemmu

PROOF OF PUBLICATION
(2015.5C.C.P)

La Opinion

www.laopinion.com @roMedid

700S. Flower St. « Los Angeles, CA 90017
Tel: (213) B96-2260 « Fax: (213) 896-2238

14 (14 CFR Part 161), “Aviso y Apmbncx(m el
dlisis, aviso, y aprobacién de requisitos de los.op-
ectan & cualquier avién. que cumple con: los requisi-
tltulado “Solicitud de Aprobacién de Ta Restriccion
Parte 161" que amuncia lcs reqmsnns en su totalidad.

puerto I.iltemncwnal de Lcs_, nge

(Esta’ ot:ﬁcacxbn expllca Eme 161 303 (c) los, 1 q
i El nombnz del

do Ia siguie mfoxmam(m_. i

y estados

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

1 am a citizen of the United States and a
resident of the county aforesaid; | am over |
the age of eighteen years, and not a party

to or interested in the above-entitle matter.

, en orderide p

ciones por i

e
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La Opini6n a newspaper of general
circulation, printed and published daily in
the city of Los Angeles, County of

Los Angeles, and which newspaper has
been adjudged a newspaper of general
circulation by the Superior Court of the I
County of Los Angeles, State of California, 1
under the date of July 28, 1969, Case "k
Number: 950176; that the notice, of which L
the annexed is a printed copy, has been
published in each regular and not in any
supplement thereof on the following dates,
to-wit:
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Herald Publications

312 E. Imperial Ave.

El Segundo, CA 90245

(3100 322-1830 = Fax (310) 322-2787

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; | am over the age of eighteen
years, and not a party to or interested in the above- |
entitled matter. 1 am the principal clerk of the |
printer of the El Segundo Herald, a newspaper of |
general circulation, printed and published weekly |
in the City of El Segundo, County of Los Angeles,|

and which newspaper has been adjudged a|
newspaper of general circulation by the Superior |
Court of the County of Los Angeles. State of |
California, under the date of May 18, 1934, Case |
Number 372819; that the notice, of which the |
annexed is a printed copy (set in type not smaller |
than nonpareil). has been published in each regular =
and entire issue of said newspaper and not in any
supplement thereof on the following dates, to-wit:

11/1/2012

All in the year
I certify (or declare) under penalty of perjury tha
the foregoing is true and correct. [
Dated at El Segundo, California,

this 1 dayof November 2012

Signature

Code # H-23554

Los Angeles World Airports
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2 G : TN
Dal Iy Bl'eele NOTICE OF pnoross"ﬂﬂigga% USE RESTRI cmmr :

21250 HAWTHORNE BLVE, STE 170~ TORRANCE CALIFORNIA 905034077 RUNWAY USERESTRICHION
Direct: (310) 543-6635 Fax: (310) 316-6827 ot

PROOF OF PUBLICATION i.osAn;lleslmemuﬂum irpon Les Amale:. Culllarrﬂu
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H [ Title 14 of the Code of Federal Renu(uﬂcns Purf 'Iﬁl [Id C.F. R
! Gounty of Los Angeles, Pari 1611, *Nofice and Approval of Airpart Noise and® Access'

! Restrictions deafines analysls, notice, and.opproval requirements
for-airport cperaiers prcposmlghuse restrictions thot offect any

iti i i alrcratt shown to._comply With 14 C.F.R, Port 36 Stade 3
| am a citizen of the U.nlted States and a resident O mente: " LAWA nas prepared o reporl jltied 'Los Angeles
of the County aferesaid; | am over the age of eigh- },P“;",,?;‘ﬁ‘;:'k'“‘mﬁm??fm Lﬂdrﬁ:sﬁ%ﬁeurlﬁr rﬁgg{m}vﬁf i
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notlfication nddrasscs Part. 161 s reclulmmems for|
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the printer of the THE DAILY BREEZE ¢ of the aliport and assecicted cities and statesi
5.1t rnational Airpart. Los Angeles, Ca]lfarnlu S et
2. A clear, conclse’ r!escrlpﬂnn of the nmm&ed resmcho
—— Y plle;nmlvgs_, in-grder of preferancal, Ipcludmg q sta
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. 3 . ti ] n-midnight and &:30
been adjudg.ed a newspaper of general circulation é:.'mi?:lgm mnfﬁ-';?rrt";s'?n perqﬂonn g, \ﬂgster Iy
by the Supe_nor Court of County of Los Angeles, 4 ldenificalion the Iypes of altcrart]s
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i i aircra partul oF Qn;verage eqr] ave been
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-The proposed:effective date Is estimated 1o be Dec m

will. be 1hrwnh - cmhol Arigeles ordind
November 1,
all in the year 2012
the foregoing is true and correct.
Dated at Torrance
California, this_ 1 November 2012

Vermamme,l.usAng:tes,C 50044 |

& / / ( /< |- wastcaester - Lovot Village Branch lerurv, rmw
4 Munchmerave ., Los Angeles, CA 50045

*Tha Daily Breeza circulation includes the following clties: i nc eﬁ;ﬁ%ﬁ*ﬁ%&%ﬂfﬁ”ﬁ&“ smdwm'wmm e

Carson, Compton, Culver City, El Segundo, Gardena, Harbor City,

Hawthome, Hermosa Beach, Inglewood, Lawndale, Lomita,

Leng Beach, Manhattan Beach, Palos Verdes Peninsula, Palos

Verdes, Rancho Palos Verdes, Rancho Palos Verdes Estates,

Redondo Beach, San Pedro, Santa Monica, Terrance and Wilmington

CAS0N i«
Lennox, CA 90304 @
{5 :
\ /b\/‘\_/\ Mark Ridley. Themas Constituent Services C|n1er 5475 5. !

© Clivof
«City of Bellflower
cmr of Bell Gardens

of Carso 4 X
Cih{ of Cnmmurcl s “ !
- Cliy of Compton 8
City of Cudahy
Lty of Cuiver City
City ol Dowmey
Cltv ol El .‘wnundo
City of .
City.of Huw‘murne- st L
City of Hermosa Beach e o
Cliv.of Huntington Pcrk 5
nalewood :

BCODORODOOOOOD

Los Angeles World Airports
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PROOF OF PUBLICATION
(20155 C.C.)

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
County of Los Angeles

1 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 the

California Crusader News

a newspaper of general circulation, printed and
published Weekly in the County of L?s Angeles
and which newspaper has been so adjudged a

newspaper of general circulation by the

Superior Court of the County of Los Angeles,

State of California, under the Case Number BS75313

date of September 30, 1998

That the notice, of which the annexed is a p‘rinted
copy (set in type not smaller than nonpareil), has

been published in each regular and entire issue of
said newspaper and not in any supplement thereof

following dates, to wit:

Date Pub: H// // Z

I certify (or declare) under penalty of perjury that

The foregoing is true and correct.
Dated at Hawthorne, California

/

This day of
Signature ez
CALIFO RUSADER NEWS

11633 HawtHorne Blvd., Suite 211
Hawthorne, California 90250
Telephone (310) 673-5555 / (310) 679-2288

legal8

[\/aVCmbey—

27

This space is for the county Clerk's
Stamp ‘ !

Los Angeles World Alrports
NOTICE OF PROPOSED AIRPORT USE RESTRICTION:
“RUNWAY USE RESTRICTION”

al
Los Angeles International Alrport, Los Angelas, Californla

Los Angales Worl¢ Airports (LAWA) hareby provides notice of its Proposat o establish a runway use restrition at Les
Angeles Interational Airport (LAX) that resiricis easterly departures of afl aircrafl, with certain exemptions, betwean
the hours of 12:00 midnight and 6:30 a.m. when LAX is in the “Over-Ocaan” or 'Waslerx' oparations made. ©
Tills 14 of the Code of Faderal Regulations Part 161 (14 C.FR. Part 164}, “Notice and Approva! of Aiport Noise and
Access Restrictions,” defines analysis, notice, and agprovsl requirements for airport operators PToposing use restrictions
that affact any aircraft shown fo comply with 14 G.FR. Part 36 Stage 3 requirements. a: i
‘Lus.AngaIs; Iinlafurrlnlnlinnal Alrport Part 161 Application for Approval of a Runway Usa Restriction” that addmsses the
requirements in &ll, !

;n;?’s nn:.iﬁceliun addresses Part 161.303(c) requirements for published and posted noticas including the following
information: g

1. The name of the airport and associated cities and states;

Los Angeles Intemational Airport, Los Angeles, Califernla

2. A dlear, concise deseription of the proposed reslricion (and any altematives, in arder of praforenca), including a
statement that it will be a mandatory Stage 3 fesiriction, and where the complota text of the ¢estiction, and any sanctions
for noncompiiance, are available ?ur publie inspection:

The proposed restriction is a ban on all aircraft departures to the east, Including but not limited to Stage 3 alrcraft, with
certain exemplions, from 12:00 midnight to 6:30 a.m. when the airport is in Over-Ocean or Westerly Operations, Quring
mesenwndilinr\s, all aircraft wilt be permitted to depart to the west. ltem & provides further details on public review
oppertunities.

3. FA oiief discussian of the specific nged for, and goal of, the restriction. .
To reduce the occummence and fr uency of nightiims awaksnings for residents Iivlng near Los Angeles Intemational
Airport by efiminating not-conforming operations between midnight and 6:30 a.m. when the airport is in Over-Ocean
Qperations o5 Westerly Operations.

4. Idantification of the oparators and the types of aircraft expected to be affacted:
Seclion 7 of the LAX 14 G.FR. Part 161 application idsntifias the operators and dypes of aircraft affected. In summary,
the rastritisn will affsct An! passenger, cargo, or general aviation aircraft, s
seek betwean midnight and 6:30 a.m. fo depart fo the east when LAX Is in Over-Ocoan or Woesterly Operations. Historical
information indicates ve? fow oﬁemﬁuns would be affected; 2000
ghrv't'ughLMarm 2010, 639 aircrait departures (or an averags of 85/ear) would have been affected if this rule had besn
in effect

5. The proposed effoctive date of the resriction, the proposed methad of implementation (e.g.. ity ordinance, aliport
fuls, lease or other document), and any proposed enfarcamant mechanism:
The proposed effagtive data is estimated to be December 1, 2013. Implementation will be through a Gity of Los Angales
ordinance with enforcement similar o other airport restrictions,

6. An analysls of the m’posnd restriction, in accondance with Section 161.305, or an announcement regarding where
the analysis is aveilable for public inspection:

The Notica and Drafl LAX Part 161 Study applicaticn and supporting materials will bo availabl for public inspection
beoginning November 1, 2012 at tha fallowing Jocations:

* Oncline at www,Jaxpart1 61.com/

» LAWA Enviranmentat Services Division at LAX — 7361 World Way West, Room 312, Los Angalas, CA 90045, Monday
through Friday, 7:30 AM to 4:00 PM

+ Inglawood Public Library — 101 W, Manchester Blvd,, Inglewcod, CA 20301

+ County of Los Angeles Public Library - 4353 Lennox Blvd., Lennox, CA 90304

* Mark Ridley Thomas Constituent Services Center - 8475 S, Vermont Ave,, Los Angeles, CA 90044
* Wostchestar — L?gula Village Branch Library, 7114 W, Manchester Ave., Los Angeles, CA 90045

+ Gty Halls within the aiiport noise study area, which will recelve an efectronic copy on disk, include:

City of Bell

Gity of Ballflowsr
City of Bell Gardens
Gity of Carson
City ¢f Commerce
Gity of Compten
City of Cudahy
Gity of Gulver Cily
City &f Downoy
City of El Segundo
Clty of Gardena

City of Homasa Beach
City of Huntington Park
Gity of Inglewood
City of Lakewood
City of Lawndale
City of Lomita
City of Los Angelss, Office of Mayor
City of Lynwood
City of Manhattan Beach

i ro0d

ity of Ma)
C"y of Mmabslto
Palos Verdes Estales
City of Paramount
Rancho Palos Verdes
City of Redondo Beach
Rolling Hills Estates
City of Roling Hills
City of Santa Monica
City of Seal Beach
Signal Hill
Gity of South Gale

Gity of Hawthome ]

City of Torrance
Gty of Vemon

©O0r0000PROUEO0000D000000DNN0BNEDGGO

7. An invitation to comment on tha proposed festriction and analysis, with a minimum 45-day comment period:

LAWA wifl accept comments on the proposed reslriction and analysis untl 5 pam, on December 17, 2012, Written

‘comments must ba submitted to the addresses identified in item 9, _—
i 1aw 10 request a copy of the complele text of the restriction, including any sanctions far noncemptiance,

and the analysis (if not ineluded with this notice):

The camplete text of the restriction, including any exemptions and sanctions for fhon-compflance is provided in Section

3 of the LAX 14 C.ER. Part 161 Repor, which will be available for public inspection beginning November 1, 2012 at

locations identified in item 6.

8, The address for submitiing enmments o the silport operator proposing the restriction, including identification of a

contact parson:

Cammenpg may ba submitted online at www laxparti61.comienfComments, cfm or in wiiting 1o tha following contact:

Mr, Scott Tatro
Los Angeles World Aiporis
1 World Way, PO, Box 92216
Los Angeles, CA 90009-2216
Email: laxpari161 @lawa.org
PUB: 1112012
LAX NOTICE-1
CCN

Los Angeles World Airports
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Los Angeles World Airports

Palos Verdes
Peninsula News

21250 Hawwhome Biva. Ste 170, Tormance, CA 80503

PROOF OF PUBLICATION
(20155C.CP)

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
County of Los Angeles,

| am a citizen of the United States and a resident
of the County aforesaid; | am over the age of eigh-
teen years, and not a party to or interested in the
above-entitled matter. | am the chief legal
advertisng clerk of the publisher of the

PALOS VERDES PENINSULA NEWS

a newspaper of general circulation, printed and
published weekly in the City of Rolling Hills

Estate County of Los Angeles, and which

has been adjudged a

general circulation by the Superior Court of
County of Los Angelss, State of Califomia. under
the date of February 15, 1977
Case Number C824957, that the notice of which
the annexed is a printed copy, has been
published in each regular and entire issue of
said newspaper and not in any suppiement
thereof on the following dates, to wit:

November 1.

all in the year _2012

| certify (or declare) under penalty of perjury that
the foregoing is true and correct.

Dated at Rolling Hills Estates,  California

this _01, of November
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“IIIG YES on MBHSIII‘E ﬂﬂ
Nov. 6th, 2012

New Charter School Wins -

Appeal to Remain in lnglewood
(Continned. ﬁom page8) '

ditiorial TUSD students choose to”

attend ECMS-1, The amount rep-

resents a loss of $5,214 ADA per |

student.”

Ingulate Now or Die Trying
{Continued from page 9)

“Tthink it’s a poor idea. Thete’s

. enough stores where pedple can get

liquor. We-don’t need any more 1i-

quor establishments in this city,” a

woman sa1d One man wants a.lco-

Mﬂmﬂmmw -
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NOTlCE OF PROPOSED AIRPORT USE RESTRICTION “RUNWAY USE 'RESTRICTION”

Lcs Angeles World Airports (LAWA) hereby
! provides nofice of its proposal o establish
i runway use restiction at Los Angeles
| Intemational - Alrport . (LAX) that restricts
easterly departures of all.-aircraft,” with
rtain exemptions, betweer the hours of
12:00 midright.and 6:30 a.m. when LAX is
+in the “Over-Ocean’ or“VVesteriy“ operations
: mode

¥ Ttle 14 of the Code of Federa! Regulations
“Part 161 (14 G.FR. Part 161), “Notice
-and Approval of Airport Noise and Access
“Restrictions,” defines analysis, notice, and
approval requirements for airport operators
propasing use restrictions that affect any
alrcraft shown to comply with 14 CFR.
Part 36 Stage 3 requirements. LAWA
has prepared a report titted ‘Los. Angeles
International Airport Part 161 Application for
Approval of a Runway Use Restriction” that
addresses the requirements in full.

This notification addresses Part 161.303(c}
requirements; for’ published and posted
notices including the following infoimation:

1. The name of the airport and associated
citiés-and states:

Los Angeles Interiational Alrport Los
Angeles, California.

" Los Angeles World Alrports

at Los Angeles International Alrport Los Angeles; California

3. Abrief discussion of the specific need for

and goal of, the restriction.

To reduce the occurrence and frequency
of nighttime awakernings for resid living
near Los Angeles International Alrport by
€éliminating - non-conforming  operations
between midnight and 6:30 a.m. when
the airport is in Over-Ocean Operations or
Westerly Operations. ¥

4. Kentification of the operators and.the
types of aircraft expected to be affected:

Section 7 of the LAX 14 C:F.R. Part 161
dpplication identifies the operators and
types of aircraft affected: In summary, the
restriction will affect any passenger, cargo,
or general aviation aircraft, whose operators
would, absent the restriction, seek between

midnight and 6:30 a.m. o depart to the east -

when LAX is in Over-Ocean or Westerly
Operations. Historical information indicates
very few operations would be affécted; in
the_130-month : period (nearly- 11 years)
from Jurie 2000 through March 2010, 693
aircraft departures (or an average of 65/
year) woulkt have been affected if this rule
had been in effect.

5" The proposed effective date of* the

(astrictior;,

the - proposed method * of

2, A clear congise
igtion (and any. ¥
order of preferer.2e), Including a

of the
tives, i

imy

(e.g., oity ordinance, aiport
rule,” lease or other documenr), and. any

that it will be a maridatory Stage 3 restriction,
andwhere the complete text of the rasfncﬂap,
and any sancnons for noncomphs al
 “available for publtc spectlon

The proposed restnctmn is a ban on-all
“aircraft departures to the east, including but
J-not limited to Stage 3 aircraft, withcertain’
exemptions, frém 12:00 midnight to 6:30
am. when the airport is in -Over-Ocean
or Westerly Operations.
conditions, al aircraft will be permitted to

_details on public review opportunities.

During these

‘depart to the west. . tem 6 provides further.

proposed

- The proposed effective daté is estimated to
be December 1, 2013,
e throligh & City of Log Angelés ordinance

Implementation will

‘with “enfarcement ‘similar fo other aimport
restrictions.

6. An analysrs of the proposed restriction,

in"adcordlarice  with ‘Section 161,305, or an .

announcefment regarding where the analysis
is gvaitable for p tblic inspection:

The Notice and Draft LAX Part™ 161 Study ~

.application” and supporting materials will

be avallable for public inspection beginhing

November 1, 2012 atthe fullowing locations:
“+ Ondine at www.laxpart161.com/

+ LAWA Envitonmental Services Divisioh
at LAX — 7301 World Way Wes, Room 312,
Los Angeles CA ‘90045, Monday through *
Friday; 7:30 AM to 4:00 PM -

+ Inglewood Public Library = 101 W
Manchester Blvd., lnglewood,VCAgoso‘l

« County of Los Angeles Public Library —
4358 Lennox Bivd., Lennox, CA 90304

* Mark  Ridley Thomas " Constituent
Services Center 8475 S, VermontAve., Los
Angeles, CA 90044

+ Westchester — Loyola Village Branch
Library, . 7114 ‘W. Manchester Ave., los
Angeles, CA 90045

+ Gity Halls within the airport noise study
area, which will receive an electronlc copy
on disk, include:
o City of Bell
o City of Beliflower
o City of Bell Gardens
o Gity of Carson
o City of Commerce .
o City of Compton
o City of Gudahy
o City of Culver City
Kl City of Downey
"¢ City of El'Segundo
o-City of Gardena
¢ City of Hawthome
o City of Hermosa Beach
- o City of Huntlng(on Park
{0 City of Inglewuod
o City of Lakewdod
o City of Lawndale
o City of Lomita
"¢ City of Los Apgeles, Office of Mayor
o City of LynWood L
o City of Manhattan Beach
o City of Maywoad
. .o City of Montebello:
o Palos Verdes states

“any exemptions and  sanctions for non-

-must be submitted to the addresses

“*Mr: Stott Tatro
1 World Way, P.O. Box 92216

_Email; laxpart161@lawa.org

. 0. City Bf Paramount .. .
o Rancho Palos Verdes
o City of Redondo Beach
[] Rolllng Hiils Estates
o Gity of Rolling Hills
o City of Santa Monica
o City of Seal Beach
o Signal Hill
"o City of South Gale
o City of Tomance
o Cityof Vemon
1. An invitation to comment onthe proposed
restriction and analysis, w:th a minimurm 45
day,comment period:
LAWA will accept’ comments on the
proposed restriction and analysis until 5 p.m.
on December 17, 2012. Wiitten comments

identified initem 9.

8. Information an haw fo request a copy of
the complete text of the restriction, including
any sanctions for noncompliance, and the |
analysis (if nof included with this nofice):

The complete text of the restriction, inciuding

comphance is prowded in Section 3 of the
1AX-14 C.FR. Part 161 Report, which W|Il
be-available for public inspection beglnnlng
November 1, 2012-at locations identified in
item 6.

9, The address for submitting cormments to
the airpoit opera {orproposmg the restnctlan
including fdentification of a contact person: ]
Comments may be submitted online at®
www.laxpart161.com/en/Comments.cfm or |
in,writing fo the following contact.

Los Angeles World Airports

Los Angeles, GA 90009-2216 i

Los Angeles World Airports
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LosAqunlu World' Alrports :
GE OF PROPOSED AIRPORT USE RESTRICTION
Y-USE ESTRICTION"

tos Angeles Infernation Alrpork Los" Angeles, Gali ‘mla = i
i i mnd Toins lty.vestlgnlse e
; o8 ; d siz
Los Angeles Warid Alrpnrls (LAWA) hereby provides notice of its to ish.d fuhway use iction atLos Angeles Inter~ m;ng (lans thet may = Q
national Alrport {(LAX) that restricts easterly departures of all aircraft, with certain exemptions, between the hours of 12:00 midnight le oyun‘:.; g ’
- and 6:30 a.m.when LAX s jn tha “Over-Ocsan” or “Westerly’ operations mode. ar's ce of a tlfle . I3
Tille 14 of the Code of Federal Regulatiohs Part 161 (14.C.ER. Part 161), “Notice and Approval of Airport Noise and Aooess ; H"},{;uﬂ‘ai',:: fe:]
Restrictions,” defines analysis, nolice, and approval requirements for airport; use i that affest any air- ‘I you” consult —l‘
craft shown 16 comply with 14 C.F.R. Par} 36 Stage 3 requifements: LAWA has prepared a report tillad “Los Angsles Internalmnal b m’%‘g{’{h";mf; =
- Airport Part 167 Application forApproval ofa Runway Use Restriction” that-addresses the requirements in full. ] ‘ald’ smigre than ons g
This notfi catmn addresses Part 161.303(c) requirements for publlshed and posted nuuoes including the following infarmation: . © Qegg:é{”ﬂg{lg‘é"fg g
; ; iATY OWNER The ssle
. The name, ofthe sitpott ad associated cmes and siales; [ o 5 &b fiown o thie noticaof S,P\;
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: . s - 2 ; - : ilorpid ode. The %
2. ‘Aclear; concise descriolion of the X fon'{and any ives, in order of preference) incliting a statement hat ™" Jodres th3t 'g'°"“‘=‘";12 b
itwillbe a y Stage 3 iction, and where the complete text offh'n iction, and any ions: for i are ade
- dvailable for public |nspectmn VL ’ L P : [ig ?;Zﬁ;,:;‘iol?hm
The proposed restriction is a baii on aft alrcraft departures to fhie east, |nclud|ng but not limited to. Stage 3 aircraﬂ with certa:n - hisent &t the sale, I you
gxemptians, from 12:00 midnight to 6:30.a.m. when the airport is i Over-Ocean of Westerly Operations. During these condltlons, 3 u‘*"“ W"""“”ﬂ,“'“};
g all alrcraﬂ. \NI" be pel d THe sm 6 pruvrdes funher detmls on pubhc review uppurtunmes Icable, ﬂoﬂmuch du\ed
;i nd ‘dlate It tn& sals of
3 the speclfc need far.and goal uf ths reslnmuun 3
‘Tor duce the'& snce and freque of fiighttima ings for Ilwng near Las Angeles Interna onl Aurporlb
\ i fians between "'_ ight ="d 6 30 a.m. wheri the alrpurt is m Over-Ocean Operahons or Westerly
] ) - ' -

n tols ¢ 5 of a:rcraﬁ axpscfed (] be e T i
Sectlan 7 of th‘e LAX 14.C. FR. Part 161 applmatlo ntifigs the oparators and types of snrcraft affet:led summary, the restn
tion will affect any ¢ passenger, cargo, or general aviation a[rcraﬂ whose operators wotild, absent the restriction; seek betwaon, .-

=midnight and §:30.a.m. to depart to-the sast when LAX i i$ in Over-Ocean or Woesterly Operations. Historical infarmation indicates
Very few operatians would be affected; in the 130-mionth pefiod (nearly 11 yaars) from June 2000 thraugh March 2010, 639 aurcraﬁ
departuras (or an ayerage of SSIyear) would havs been aﬂected If this rule had bean i in effect.
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Media Release for Notice and Public Workshop

v.| 1L ST LAX ONT PMD VNY

Los Angeles World Airports News Release

CONTACT: Marshall Lowe
(424) 646-5260

PUBLIC REVIEW, WORKSHOP SET FOR COMPLETED LAX PART 161 NOISE STUDY

(Los Angeles, California — October 25, 2012) Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA) has
completed its LAX Part 161 Study and is releasing the draft application for public review and
comment. The public review and comment period begins November 1 and ends December 17.
A public workshop will be held on November 13 from 6 p.m. to 8 p.m. at the Flight Path Learning
Center, 6661 West Imperial Highway, Los Angeles.

The draft application is the final work product of the Part 161 Study and includes
documentation and support materials to justify approval of the proposed runway use restriction
by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA).

The LAX Part 161 Study is an attempt to restrict the easterly departure of all aircraft at
Los Angeles International Airport with certain limited exemptions, between midnight and 6:30
a.m. when the airport is in over-ocean operations, or when it is in westerly operation during
these hours. This would reduce the nighttime noise burden for communities most affected by
non-conforming easterly departures during this time. The proposed restriction would not be in
effect when LAX is in easterly operations.

The LAX Part 161 Study is a technical and legal document that will be submitted to the
FAA in January requesting a waiver of the federal pre-emption and authorization to implement
the proposed restriction.

The Notice of Proposed Restriction and the Part 161 application analysis report will be
available for public review beginning November 1 at the following locations:

-more-

Los Angeles World Airports
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LAX Part 161 Study ... Page 2 of 2

On-line at www.laxpart161.com/

LAWA Environmental Services Division at LAX = 7301 World \Way West, Room 312, Los
Angeles, CA, 90045, Monday through Friday, 7:30 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.

Inglewood Public Library — 101 W. Manchester Blvd., Inglewood, CA 90301

County of Los Angeles Public Library — 4359 Lennox Blvd., Lennox, CA 20304 Mark
Ridley Thomas Constituent Services Center - 8475 S. Vermont Ave., Los Angeles, CA
90044

« WWestchester — Loyola Village Branch Library, 7114 W, Manchester Ave., Los Angeles,
CA 90045
Interested persons wishing to comment on the LAX Part 161 Study may do so by one of

the following methods:

Submit written comments at the public workshop on November 13
Submit written comments via the Online Comment Form of the LAX Part 161 web page

hitp:/ivwww laxpart161.com/en/Comments .cfm
+ Inwriting to: Scott Tatro, Los Angeles World Airports, Environmental Services Division, 1

World Way, P.O. Box 922186, Los Angeles, CA 90009-22216
e Written comments by e-mail to laxpart161@lawa.org

Once the application is submitted to the FAA, the FAA has 180 days to complete its
review and approve or disapprove the application. During the review period, FAA will open a
public docket and accept written comments for a 45-day period.

If the application is approved, LAWA would initiate the ordinance approval process,
which requires an environmental analysis under the California Environmental Quality Act. Upon
completion of the analysis, the proposed ordinance would be submitted for approval to the
Board of Airport Commissioners and then transmitted to the Los Angeles City Council for
approval and ordinance enactment.

For further information regarding the LAX Part 161 Study, contact Scott Tatro,

Environmental Services Division, at (424) 646-6499.

HEH#H#H

K-file>word=releases>LAX>2012>LAX Part 161 Study
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Written Notice and Public Workshop Information sent to Government Officials

U.S. Senate

Senator
Senator

Barbara Boxer
Dianne Feinstein

U.S. Congress

Congressman

Congressman

Congresswoman
Congresswoman
Congresswoman
Congresswoman
Congresswoman
Congresswoman
Congresswoman
Congresswoman

Henry Waxman
Xavier Becerra
Judy Chu

Karen Bass

Lucille Roybal-Allard
Maxine Waters
Janice Hahn

Laura Richardson
Grace Napolitano
Linda Sanchez

County of Los Angeles

District Attorney
Supervisor
Supervisor
Supervisor
Supervisor
Supervisor

Steve Cooley

Gloria Molina

Mark Ridley-Thomas
Zev Yaroslavsky

Don Knabe

Michael D. Antonovich

City of Los Angeles

Mayor
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
City Controller
City Attorney

Los Angeles World Airports

Antonio Villaraigosa
Ed Reyes

Paul Krekorian
Dennis Zine

Tom LaBonge
Paul Koretz

Tony Cardenas
Richard Alarcon
Bernard Parks
Jan Perry

Herb Wesson

Bill Rosendahl
Mitch Englander
Eric Garcetti

Jose Huizar

Joe Buscaino
Wendy Greuel
Carmen Trutanich

City of Bell
Mayor Ali Saleh
Vice Mayor Violeta Alvarez
Councilman Danny Harber
Councilwoman Ana Maria Quintana
Councilman Nestor Valencia

City Manager

Doug Willmore

City of Bellflower

Mayor

Mayor Pro Tem
Councilmember
Councilmember

Dan Koops
Raymond Dunton
Scott Larsen
Sonny Santa Ines

City of Bell Gardens

Mayor

Mayor Pro Tem
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
City Manager

Pedro Aceituno
Sergio Infanzon
Daniel Crespo
Priscilla Flores
Jennifer Rodriguez
Phillip Wagner

City of Carson

Mayor

Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember

Jim Dear

Elito Santarina
Julie Ruiz-Raber
Lula Davis-Holmes
Mike Gipson

City of Commerce

Mayor Lilia Leon
Mayor Pro Tem Tina Baca Del Rio
Councilmember Jose Aguilar

Councilmember
Councilmember

City Administrator

Ivan Alatamirano
Denise Robles
Jorge Rifa

City of Compton

Mayor

Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember

Eric Perrodin
Janna Zurita

Lillie Dobson
Yvonne Arceneaux
Dr. Willie Jones

City of Cudahy

Mayor

Frank Gurulé
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Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
City Manager

Jack Guerrero
Josue Barrios
Juan Romo
Hector Rodriquez

City of Culver City

Mayor

Vice Mayor
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
City Manager

Andrew Weissman
Jeffrery Cooper

Jim Clarke

Meghan Sahli-Wells
Michedl O'Leary
John Nachbar

City of Downey

Mayor

Mayor Pro Tem
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember

Roger Brossmer
Fernando Vasquez
David Gafin

Mario Guerra

Luis Marquez

City of El Segundo

Mayor

Mayor Pro Tem
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember

Carl Jacobson
Bill Fisher

Marie Fellhauer
Dave Atkinson
Suzanne Fuentes

City of Gardena

Mayor

Mayor Pro Tem
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember

Paul K. Tanaka
Tasha Cerda
Rachel Johnson
Ronald K. Ikejiri
Dan Medina

City of Hawthorne

Mayor

Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember

Daniel Juarez
Alex Vargas
Angie English
Nilo Michelin
Olivia Valentine

City of Hermosa Beach

Mayor

Los Angeles World Airports

Jeff Duclos

Mayor Pro Tem
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
City Manager

Patrick Bobko
Howard Fishman
Michael DiVirgilio
Peter Tucker
Stephen Burrell

City of Huntington Park

Mayor

Vice Mayor
Vice Mayor
Councilmember
Councilmember

Andy Molina
Mario Gomez
Elba Guerrero
Ofelia Hernandez
Rosa Perez

City of Inglewood

Mayor

Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember

James Butts Jr.
Michael Stevens
Judy Dunlap
Eloy Morales, Jr.
Ralph Franklin

City of Lakewood

Mayor

Vice Mayor
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember

Diane DuBois
Steve Croft

Jeff Wood

Larry Van Nostran
Todd Rogers

City of Lawndale

Mayor

Mayor Pro Tem
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember

Harold Hofmann
Larry Rudolph

Pat Kearney
James Osborne
Robert Pullen-Miles

City of Lomita

Mayor

Mayor Pro Tem
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
City Manager

James Gazeley
Margaret Estrada
Henry Sanchez
Michael Savidan
Ben Traina
Michael Rock

City of Lynwood

Mayor

Jim Morton




Los Angeles International Airport

Appendix C - Public Workshop/Meeting November 2012 and Public Comments

May 2014
page C-15

Mayor Pro Tem
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
City Manager

Sal Alatorre

Aide Castro

Maria Santillan
Ramon Rodriguez
Roger Haley

City of Manhattan Beach

Mayor

Mayor Pro Tem
Councilmember
Councilmember

Councilmember

Wayne Powell
David Lesser
Nicholas Tell
Amy Howorth
Richard P.
Montgomery

City of Maywood

Mayor

Mayor Pro Tem
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
City Manager

Edward Varelo
Veronica Guardado
Felipe Aguirre
Thomas Martin
Oscar Magafia
Lilian Myers

City of Montebello

Mayor

Mayor Pro Tem
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember

City Administrator

Frank Gomez
Christina Cortez
Art Barajas
William Molinari
Jack Hadjinian
Francesca Tucker-
Schuyler

Palos Verdes Estates

Mayor

Mayor Pro Tem
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
City Manager

George Bird Jr.
James Goodhart
John Rea

Rosemary Humphrey

Helen Perkins
Judy Smith

City of Paramount

Mayor

Vice Mayor
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
City Manager

Los Angeles World Airports

Peggy Lemmons
Gene Daniels
Tom Hansen
Daryl Hofmeyer
Diane Martinez

Linda Benedetti-Leal

City of Pico Rivera
Mayor Bob Archuleta
Mayor Pro Tem Gustavo Camacho
Councilmember David Armenta
Councilmember Brent Tercero
Councilmember Gregory Salcido
City Manager Ronald Bates

Rancho Palos Verdes
Mayor Anthony Misetich
Mayor Pro Tem Brian Campbell
Councilmember Susan Brooks
Councilmember Jim Knight
Councilmember Jerry Duhovic
City Manager Carolyn Lehr

City of Redondo Beach
Mayor Mike Gin
Councilmember Steve Aspel
Councilmember Bill Brand
Councilmember Pat Aust

Councilmember Steven Diels
Councilmember Matthew Kilroy
City Manager Bill Workman

City of Rolling Hills
Mayor James Black
Mayor Pro Tem Frank Hill
Councilmember B. Allen Lay
Councilmember Thomas Heinsheimer
Councilmember Godfrey Pernell
City Manager Anton Dahlerbruch

Rolling Hills Estates
Mayor Susan Seamans
Mayor Pro Tem Frank Zerunyan
Councilmember Steven Zuckerman
Councilmember Judy Mitchell
Councilmember John Addleman
City Manager Douglas Pritchard

City of Santa Monica

Mayor Richard Bloom
Mayor Pro Tem Gleam Davis
Councilmember Bobby Shriver
Councilmember Kevin McKeown
Councilmember Robert Holbrook
Councilmember Terry O'Day
Councilmember Pam O'Connor
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City of Seal Beach City of Torrance
Mayor Michael Levitt Mayor Frank Scotto
Mayor Pro Tem Gary Miller Mayor Pro Tem Gene Barnett
Councilmember Ellery Deaton Councilmember Bill Sutherland
Councilmember David Sloan Councilmember Cliff Numark
Councilmember Gordon Shanks Councilmember Pat Furey
City Manager Jill Ingram Councilmember Susan Rhilinger

Councilmember Tom Brewer
Signal Hill

Mayor Tina Hansen City of Vernon
Vice Mayor Michael Noll Mayor Bill Davis
Councilmember Larry Forrester Vice Mayor W. Michael McCormick
Councilmember Ellen Ward Councilmember Michael Ybarra

Councilmember
City Manager

Edward Wilson
Kenneth Farfsing

City of South Gate

Mayor

Vice Mayor
Councilmember
Councilmember
Councilmember
City Manager

Los Angeles World Airports

Bill DeWitt

Gil Hurtado
Jorge Morales
Henry Gonzalez
Maria Davila
George Troxcil

Councilmember

Richard Maisano
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Sample Letter

Los Angeles

LAX

LA/Ontario

Van Nuys

City of Los Angeles

Antonio R. Villaraigosa
Mayor

Board of Airport
Commissionars

Michael A, Lawson
President

Valeria C. Velasco
Vice President

Joseph A. Aredas
Robert D. Beyer

Boyd Hight

Ann M. Hallister
Fernando M. Torres-Git

Gina Marie Lindsey
Executive Director

o
e
%ﬁ World Airporis

October 29, 2012

Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa

200 North Spring Street, Rm. 303

City of Los Angeles, Office of the Mayor, CA 90012

SUBJECT: LOS ANGELES INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT NOTICE OF PROPOSED
AIRPORT USE RESTRICTION AND RELEASE OF DRAFT PART 161
APPLICATION

Dear Mayor Villaraigosa,

Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA) is pleased to transmit the enclosed Notice of Proposed
Airport Use Restriction: Runway Use Restriction.

The LAX Part 161 Study consists of the analysis of a Noise and Access Restriction at Los
Angeles International Airport (LAX) which was done in an attempt to provide meaningful
noise relief to communities impacted by certain non-conforming aircraft departing to the
east, during the noise sensitive hours of midnight to 6:30 a.m., when all other aircraft are
able fo take off to the west. The result of the study is the enclosed LAX Part 161
Application, which will be submitted to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) for review,

The public comment period on the Part 161 Study will begin on November 1, 2012 and end
on December 17, 2012. LAWA will be holding a public workshop regarding the LAX Part
161 Study on November 13, 2012.

The LAX Part 161 Study commenced in 2005 at the request of the LAX/Community Noise
Roundtable, which determined that a serious noise disturbance problem exists with the late
night easterly departures and asked LAWA to restrict these operations through the Part 161
process. LAWA agreed fo perform the study in the LAX Master Plan lawsuit Stipulated
Settlement agreement, and in the LAX Master Plan Community Benefits Agreement. LAWA
also designaied the LAX Part 161 Study as a mitigation measure in the Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program of the LAX Master Plan EIR/EIS.

The public workshop on November 13, 2012 will be held at the LAX Flight Path Museum
and Learning Center from 6 PM to 9 PM. The museum is located at 6661 West Imperial
Highway, Los Angeles, 80009. During the workshop, a presentation on the LAX Part 161
Study will be given at the beginning of the meeting, and then later in the evening in order to
accommodate various schedules. .

If you or your staff have any questions about the workshop itself, please contact Dakota
Communications at (310) 815-8444. Any questions about the study or application itself
should be directed to Robert Holden of my staff at (424) 646-6507 or to me at (424) 646-
6499.

Sincerely,

ZW
Scott'Tatro
Airport Environmental Manager

1 World Way Los Angeles California 90045-5803 Mail P.O, Box 92216 Los Angeles California 90009-2216 Telephene 310 646 5252 Internet www.lawa.aero

Los Angeles World Airports
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Presentation to Los Angeles International Airport Area Advisory Committee
(November 8, 2012), Public Workshop (November 13, 2012),LAX/Community
Roundtable (November 14, 2012)

i
(Y
e

Part 161 Study for
Los Angeles International Airport

Los Angeles World Airports

=

LAX Part 161 Application for a
Proposed Noise Rule
November 2012

~ What is a Part 161 Study?

www.hmmh.com

= Title 14, Part 161 of the Code of Federal Regulations
specifies procedures that an airport must follow to
implement a noise or access restriction affecting most types
of civilian jets

= Part 161 requirements include:
= Analysis of the benefits and costs of the proposed rule
= Examination of alternatives
= Public notification and opportunity for public comment
= Establishment of a public docket

= FAA must approve the study and restriction before
implementation

Los Angeles World Airports
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 What is a Part 161 Application?

www.hmmh.com

In simple terms, it addresses six “statutory conditions”
required for FAA approval:

= Is reasonable, nonarbitrary and nondiscriminatory

= Will not create an unreasonable burden on interstate or
foreign commerce

= Will maintain safe and efficient use of navigable airspace

= Will not conflict with any existing federal statute or
regulation

= Does not create an unreasonable burden on the national
aviation system

» Was the subject of adequate public notice and opportunity
for public comment

< Lax
2 Las Aneles

Wonid Airpores

Why is LAWA completing a Part 161 Study for LAX?

www.hmmh.com

To reduce the occurrence and frequency of awakenings for
residents living near LAX by restricting non-conforming
easterly departures between midnight and 6:30 a.m. when the
airport is in Over-Ocean Operations or Westerly Operations

= LAWA has committed to pursue this objective in several
agreements and public initiatives:

« LAX/Community Noise Roundtable Work Program, Item A2
= Master Plan Mitigation Measure (MM-N-5)

= Stipulated Settlement Agreement

« Community Benefits Agreement (CBA)

Los Angeles World Airports
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www.hmmh.com

Forecast Operations
with or without
Proposed Restriction(s)

Determine Benefits
and Cost of
Proposed Restriction(s)

Compare Proposed : :
Restriction(s) to Non-
Restrictive Alternatives

(5)

Conduct Outreach/
Prepare
Documentation

i
A\\\Y
iE

&

o Apgeles
World Airports

1 — Define Noise Problem

www.hmmh.com

= From midnight to 6:30 a.m., LAX typically operates in either:
= Over-Ocean Operations
. Aircraft arrive and depart over the ocean
- Requires calm winds of 10 knots or less
. This is the preferred nighttime runway use
= Westerly Operations
- Aircraft arrive from the east and depart over the ocean
- Occurs with steady winds from the west are above 10 knots
= When wind is steady from the east, LAX operates in:
= Easterly Operations
- Aircraft arrive over the ocean and depart to the east
- Easterly departures are only expected in these conditions
= Occurs during Santa Ana winds or strong Pacific storms

Los Angeles World Airports
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1 — Define Noise Problem

www.hmmh.com

. = During late night hours when the airport is in either Over-
Ocean or Westerly Operations, the FAA must grant pilot
requests to depart to the east, even when they:
= Are contrary to the flow of the airport at the time

= Result in aircraft departing over highly populated
communities that expect these operations only during
Santa Ana conditions or strong Pacific storms

= Awaken and highly annoy thousands of residents,
predominantly minority and/or low income

Since LAWA began monitoring “non-conforming”

operations during Over-Ocean or Westerly Operations (in

September 2000), on average these easterly departures:

= Have occurred on only 30 nights per year
= Represent a total of 65 takeoffs per year

LAX

A

Lios Angeles
Workd Airprorts

1 - Define Noise Problem

| Source: 12 months of non-conforming operations (April 2-010 — March 2011)
View Fark e R b

www.hmmh.com
Lackera |

Wingser Hits

Representative Sample
of Non-Conforming =
Operations

PR s o
=

i Aport Boundary

Nk ¥l ——
— Runway | iy // -/‘(.'&\ f P e K=
Rancho Paios Verdes K =
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2 - Specify Proposed Restriction

www.hmmh.com

Restrict easterly departures of aircraft, with
certain exemptions, between the hours of
midnight and 6:30 a.m. when the Airport is
in Over-Ocean Operations, or when it
remains in Westerly Operations

2 LAX
2 Loe i

Wonid Airpores

3 - Forecast Operations

www.hmmh.com

= Aircraft operations forecast was completed for two periods:

= 2013 — expected year of implementation and application
submittal to the FAA

= 2018 - five years after the year of expected implementation

= Forecasts are consistent with FAA’s December 2011
Terminal Area Forecast (TAF) and received FAA approval

= Total aircraft operations are not expected to change with the
implementation of the proposed restriction

= Operators are expected to:
= Delay flight until unfavorable winds subside

= Offload cargo and/or passengers to meet weight
requirements

= Accommodate restriction through flight planning

Los Angeles World Airports
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4 — Determine Benefits and Costs

www.hmmh.com

- = Expected upper bound costs to the operators to offload
payload (net present value (NPV) in 2013 dollars):

Annual Growth | Period NPV is | Payload Reduction | Payload Reduction
in Cargo Rates | Calculated of 10,000 Ibs. of 20,000 Ibs.

5 years $3,249,000 $9,591,000
No increase 10 years $5,566,000 $16,430,000
20 years $8,395,000 $24,782,000
5 years $3,539,000 $10,448,000
3% Increase 10 years $6,465,000 $19,084,000
20 years $10,881,000 $32,122,000

Source: SH&E

= Estimates represent upper bound since some or all of the
affected payloads will be transferred to other flights
operated by the same carrier with no net loss in revenue

= No other costs are expected

4 — Determine Benefits and Costs

www.hmmh.com

| = Estimated benefits include the following:

= Aircraft operational efficiencies

- Estimated 219,000 Ibs. of carbon dioxide emissions saved
per year

- $500,000 in fuel costs over 20 years (in 2013 dollars)
= Environmental justice

- Without restriction, approximately 60% of awakenings are to
minority or low-Income residents

= Quality of life
- Fewer annual awakenings
— Over 8,000 fewer awakenings on some nights

Los Angeles World Airports
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www.hmmh.com

An example:

On January 27, 2012,
seven non-conforming
operations occurred
during between
midnight and 1 a.m.

If the restriction had
been in place, it would
have resulted in an
estimated reduction of
over 8,000 awakenings
that night.

=k Compare Restriction to Nonrestrictive Alternatives

www.hmmh.com

= The Board of Airport Commissioners (BOAC) has addressed
easterly departures during late night hours in four formal
resolutions since 1972

= The State of California Noise Variances, including the most
recent effective February 2011, state that LAX is to:
“...continue in full force ... and enforcement of”’ the noise

abatement policies that includes the Over-Ocean
Operations between midnight and 6:30 a.m.

= LAWA monitors, identifies and contacts operators of each
non-conforming operation, and requests a response

Los Angeles World Airports
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= LAX

2 Los Angeles
Werld Airpurts

5 — Compare Restriction to Nonrestrictive Alternatives

www.hmmh.com

The City concludes that nonrestrictive mechanisms are
insufficient and that a formal runway use restriction is
the only feasible course of action to reduce non-
conforming operations from awakening thousands of
residents each night they occur.

<= LAX
2 Los Al

World Airgurts

6 — Conduct Outreach

. = LAX/Community Noise Roundtable briefings

* Los Angeles Area Advisory Committee briefing

= Public workshops:
= South Los Angeles, Inglewood, Lennox — November 2006
= Final workshop, Flight Path Center — November 2012

= Handouts on Noise Effects and FAQs

= Part 161 website: www.laxpart161.com

= Toll-free hotline: (866) 441-4664

= Spanish language translations of web site and handouts;
Spanish translators at study introduction public workshops

Los Angeles World Airports
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6 — Prepare Documentation

www.hmmh.com

= Draft document available to the public November 2012

= 45-day public review period to obtain public comments
during November and December 2012

= Comment docket for public inspection established at the
start of the public comment period

= Will continue as long as LAWA pursues or enforces the
restriction

2 LAX
2 Loe i

World Airports

Analysis Results of the Proposed Restriction

www.hmmh.com

v Is reasonable, nonarbitrary and nondiscriminatory

v Will not create an unreasonable burden on interstate or
foreign commerce

v" Will maintain safe and efficient use of navigable airspace
v Will not conflict with existing federal statutes or regulations

v Does not create an unreasonable burden on the national
aviation system

v" Will be subject of adequate public notice and comment
opportunities

Los Angeles World Airports
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Display Boards for Public Workshop (November 13, 2012)

Part 161 Study for
Los Angeles International Airport

1

Los Angeles World Alrports ‘

Public Workshop
November 13, 2012

Proposed Restriction

www.hmmh.com

* LAWA proposes to:

= Restrict the easterly departure of aircraft, with certain
exemptions, from midnight to 6:30 a.m. when the airport
is in Over-Ocean Operations or Westerly Operations.

= |f FAA approves the proposed restriction, LAWA will
proceed with
= Environmental analysis under CEQA
= BOAC and City Council approval of a City Ordinance

Los Angeles World Airports
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Proposed Restriction — Affected Flights
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Proposed Restriction — Affected Flights

Los Angeles World Airports
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Number of Non-conforming Flights by Year
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Proposed Restriction — Statutory Conditions

www.hmmh.com

FAA requires that the proposed restriction:

vis reasonable, nonarbitrary, and nondiscriminatory

v'would not create an undue burden on interstate or foreign
commerce

v'would maintain safe and efficient use of navigable
airspace

v'would not conflict with any existing federal statute or
regulation

v'was subject to adequate opportunity for public comment

v'does not create an undue burden on the national
aviation system

Nonrestrictive Alternatives

www.hmmh.com

Continue to pursue voluntary compliance through:
= Over-Ocean operations from midnight to 6:30 am
= Weather and operational conditions permitting

= Continuous monitoring and reporting of east departures at night
when in

= Over-Ocean operations
= Westerly operations
» Regular communication with and education of operators
= Letters to operators requesting an explanation for conducting
the non-conforming east departures
= Started September 2011
= Recommended by the LAX/Community Noise Roundtable

LAWA concludes that nonrestrictive mechanisms are
insufficient to obtain compliance with this measure.

Los Angeles World Airports
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£

~ Aircraft Operations Forecast — 2013 and 2018

www.hmmh.com

- = Projected annual operations
= 2013: 594,000
= 2018: 649,000

» Forecasts used multiple data sources
= LAX airport records
= U.S. Department of Transportation data
= Passenger and all-cargo aircraft schedules
= Multiple FAA sources
= Airline fleet data
= Industry forecast from Boeing, Airbus and the FAA

= FAA found the forecasts were consistent with its December
2011 Terminal Area Forecast (TAF)

Benefits and Costs of Restriction

www.hmmh.com

= Potential benefits include
= Fewer people exposed to aircraft noise overall
= Fewer people awakened
= Reduced fuel consumption from more direct routing

= Potential costs include

= Revenue associated with the offloading of cargo or
passenger baggage to reduce takeoff weight so aircraft
can safely depart to the west with slight tailwind

» Offloaded cargo and/or baggage would fly on a later flight

[}

Los Angeles World Airports
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< LAX
2 Los Augeles

World Airports

Noise Analysis

www.hmmh.com

= Sleep Disturbance
= Based on American National Standards Institute (ANSI)
Standard S12.9-2008/Part 6:

“Methods for Estimation of Awakenings Associated with
Outdoor Noise Events Heard in Homes”

= Up to 185,000 fewer awakenings annually
» An estimated 8,627 awakenings from seven non-
conforming operations on January 27, 2012

= Environmental Justice
= No significant change to 65 dB CNEL contour
» Reduced awakenings with proposed restriction

- Approximately 60% of the people potentially awakened by
non-conforming flights are minority or low income

Noise Analysis

www.hmmh.com

~ Graphic depicts estimated
number of awakenings
from the non-conforming
operations on January 27,
2012.

* Geographic distribution
of changes in
awakenings

» Extensive areas receive
benefit

» Darker areas are closer
to the airport and under
the most common flight
paths for these non-
conforming operations

Los Angeles World Airports



Los Angeles International Airport

Appendix C - Public Workshop/Meeting November 2012 and Public Comments

May 2014
page C-34

< LAX
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World Airports

Noise Contours — 2013

www.hmmh.com

Figure 18
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Noise Contours — 2018
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Public Workshop Sign-in Sheets

MEETING SIGN-IN SHEET
Project: FAR PART 161 at LAX Meeting Date: November 13, 2012
Facilitator: Lawa Place/Room: FUght Pt wEarming
Name Address / & Phone E-Mail
- BIQ I-ALos | BADES DAVD,” 43 310) ’ ;
V. VVO LA MR | Pz n, 1T eAcH, TA 90271 37&—;%@4 o RE= wWollner @/m‘d 2E-TaML,
. ST [oeae? Lafy | At i) &7 . }
feviy Jeet. e »IrJ(:qf’: & 19 Vo2 |fevin.e Aeef @ clelHa . coom
i v, o Ellep) M y
Hfh}/‘f}sﬂ’lj 1 kePA i bﬂ*;ru:n?:J s Arjﬂtﬂ,:i'@-c- ¢ 343 2y | Nireshi, ‘heyé @ wea.dero
(hpd Molnew A3-30€-7595 | @ had- mohar @Mc&y,ar},
MEETING SIGN-IN SHEET
Project: FAR PART 161 at LAX Meeting Date: November 13, 2012
Facilitator: LAWA Place/Room: e e
Name Address ' Phone [ E-Mail |
Mia Letthid ﬁ@zﬂ wedp yoosaen N
Derovy Sevepley  Famiata  [Ble SF#99 DO @ WEL SO FET oy
2l
Koy todlog| L ol chape Bl [Phiseey | Kemenace Adlavy

~J 6\MW\

260 N ,%orma*.ﬂ; w303

23423 DLOG

Jm. b ekt har f‘@ f&fdy el

Los Angeles World Airports




Los Angeles International Airport May 2014
Appendix C - Public Workshop/Meeting November 2012 and Public Comments page C-38

This page intentionally left blank

Los Angeles World Airports




Los Angeles International Airport May 2014
Appendix C - Public Workshop/Meeting November 2012 and Public Comments page C-39

Comments Received at Public Workshop
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The City’s Responses to Comments
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The City’s Responses to Comments
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The City’s Responses to Comments

Section 3 provides explicit information on the limited exemptions for the proposed restriction.
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C.1 Comments Received during Public Review Period
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December 3, 2012

Mr. Scott Tatro

Los Angeles World Airports

1 World Way, P.O. Box 92218
Los Angeles, CA 90009-2216

RE:  Support for Proposed Restriction at LAX that Restricts Nighttime Non-Conforming East
Departures

Dear Mr. Tatro:

As you know, the Los Angeles Internaticnal Airport/Community Noise Roundtable (Roundtable)
is a voluntary and independent body that consists of membership from local elected officials and
staff, representatives of congressional offices, members of recognized community groups, the
airlines, the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), and Los Angeles World Airporis (LAWA).
These parties work together to identify noise issues that affect communities surrounding LAX
and to seek feasible solutions to reduce noise over those affected communities.

One of our long standing noise issues is aircraft departing to the east during late night and early
morning hours. As you know, the vast majority of aircraft operating at LAX depart in a westerly
direction, but on occasion, there are a few large aircraft that depart to the east causing a serous
noise disturbance to residents of numerous communities. These departures also fly at low
altitudes during the night, when residents are most sensitive to aircraft noise, and can cause
sleep disturbance as well.

As a possible mitigation measure for this issue, the Roundtable, in 2001, requested LAWA
initiate a Federal Aviation Regulations (FAR) Part 161 Study to examine the possibility of
restricting these non-conforming east departures during the hours of midnight and 6:30 a.m.
when LAX is in Over Ocean or YWesterly Operations. After the long but worthwhile wait, we are
delighted to hear that LAWA has finished the study and will be submitting the application to the
FAA to seek approval to implement this proposed restriction.

We wish to express our sincere appreciation to LAWA for putting forth remarkable efforts o
complete the LAX Part 161 Study and for honoring its commitment to the communities in
reducing noise impacts. By restricting these non-conforming east departure operations at LAX, it
will provide the residential communities a meaningful noise relief and a better overall quality of
life. Because of the potential benefits that this proposed restriction will provide to the residents,
we wish to offer our full support for LAWA's pursuit of this proposed restriction at LAX.

I would like to also thank you and yeur staff, on behalf of the members of the Roundtable, for
your continuing support of our efforts in addressing aircraft noise that affects the communities
surrounding LAX. With your support, we have achieved great progress in reducing noise
exposure over the last decade. The Roundtable continues to look forward in working with LAWA
i to explore new ways to further reduce noise from LAX aircraft operations.

1 World Way = Los Angeles + CA = 92216 = (310) 646-9640
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The City’s Responses to Comments

The City responds as follows:

The City thanks Mr. Denny Schneider for his comments on behalf of the LAX/Community Noise
Roundtable.

Los Angeles World Airports
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Scott Tatro, LAWA
December 3, 2012
Page 2

The position stated in this letter is the opinion of the majority of the membership of the
Roundtable and is not the official position of the Federal Aviation Administration, the City of L.os
Angeles or Los Angeles World Airports.

Sincerely,

Ly A 2

Denny Schneider, Chairman
LAX/Community Noise Roundtable

Los Angeles World Airports
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The City’s Responses to Comments
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SHUTE MIHALY
WEINBERGER ip

396 HAYES STREET, SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102 OSA L. WOLFF

T: 415 552-7272 F: 415 552-5816 Attorney

www.smwlaw.com wol ff@smwlaw.com
December 7, 2012

Via E-Mail and U.S. Mail

Mr. Scott Tatro

Los Angeles World Airports

1 World Way, P.O. Box 92216
Los Angeles, CA 90009-2116

Re: Proposed Runway Use Restriction at LAX (Part 161)

Decar Mr. Tatro;

On behalf of the City of El Scgundo, thank you for the opportunity to review the
Application for Approval of a Runway Use Restriction for Los Angeles International
Airport (LAX) recently prepared by Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA) pursuant {o
Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 161 (14 CTR Part 161). With this
application, LAWA is taking an important step toward reducing LAX nighttime noise.
Specifically, LAWA is proposing to make enforceable its existing voluntary prohibition
on departures to the east when LAX is in over-ocean operations at night.

El Segundo applauds LAWA for its efforts to address the adverse noise impacts
associated with aircraft operations that do not conform te the voluntary runway usc
procedures currently in place at LAX. The draft application prepared by LAWA is both
thorough and compelling. As such, it warrants prompt and complete approval by the
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) under the Airport Noise and Capacity Act of
1990 (ANCA) and 14 CFR Part 161. That s particularly true because the proposed
runway use restriction would not ban any flights or causc flight diversions, only require
operators to conform to reasonable runway use rules. Fl Segundo joins LAWA in urging
FAA to approve the application.

Los Angeles World Airports
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The City’s Responses to Comments

The City responds as follows:

The City thanks Ms. Osa Wolf for her comments on behalf of the City of El Segundo.
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Mr. Scott Tatro
December 7, 2012
Page 2

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please keep El Segundo informed of

developments relating to the proposed runway use restriction.

Very truly yours,

SHUTE, MIHALY & WEINBERGER LLP

&}-uvjo\, 4

Osa L. Wolff

446080.1

SHUTE, MIHALY
WEINBERGER

Los Angeles World Airports
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The City’s Responses to Comments
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From: JATRO, SCOTT
Te: HOLDEN, ROBERT B,
Subject: PW: EXPRESSION OF APPRECIATION FROM RESIDENTS OF LADERA HEIGHTS
Date: Friday, December 14, 2012 7:02:06 AM

For the file.

Scott Tatro

LAWA Environmental Services Division
(424) 646-6499

Slaro@lawaorg

From: Bernice Yvonne [mailto: bedforby @ca.rr.com]

Sent: Thursday, December 13, 2012 9:45 PM

To: TATRO, SCOTT; drallanb@mac.com

Subject: EXPRESSION OF APPRECIATION FROM RESIDENTS OF LADERA HEIGHTS

Ladera Heights Civic Association
5357 Centinela Ave,
Los Angeles, CA 90045

Mr. Scott Tatro

Los Angeles World Airports

1 World Way, P.O. Box 92216
Los Angeles, CA 90009-2216

RE: Appreciation for completing LAX Part 161 Study

Dear Mr. Scott Tatro:

As the Ladera Heights Civic Association { LHCA ) representative to the Los Angeles
International Airport ( LAX )/ Community Noise Roundtable, | represent residents of nearly
four (4) thousand households in the Ladera Heights Community located approximately two
(2) miles Northeast of LAX.

At this distance from LAX, the quality of life for residents is very much impacted by aircraft
noise and emissions. Some examples of this noise include ground run-ups, loop departures,
Easterly departures, and an increase in aircraft flight activity over residents' homes. The
restriction of Easterly departures during Over-Ocean or Westerly Operations from midnight
to 6:30 AM as defined by the LAX Part 161 Study will afford some relief from sleep
interruption during these early morning hours for residents.

On behalf of the residents of Ladera Heights | commend and very much appreciate the

Los Angeles World Airports
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The City’s Responses to Comments

The City responds as follows:

The City thanks Ms. Yvonne Bedford for her comments on behalf of the Ladera Heights Civic
Association.
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persistent effort by you and the LAWA Staff for completing the LAX Part 161 Study and
submitting it to the Federal Aviation Administration { FAA ) for approval.

Sincerely,
Yvonne Bedford
LHCA Representative

Los Angeles World Airports
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The City’s Responses to Comments
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LAX Alliance for a Regional Selution te Airport Congestion
EXPANSION 322 Culver Boulevard, #231 Playa del Rey, CA 96293
infolaregionalsolution. org
"9 November 30, 2012

Mr. Scott Tatro
Los Angeles World Airports 1 World Way, P.O. Box 92216 Los Angeles, CA 90009-2216

VIA Email: laxpart16 1@ lawa.or

Re: Comments for LAX Notice of Airport Use Restriction during Midnight to 6:30 AM
October 2012 draft of final submittal

Dear Mr. Tatro,

ARSAC is a community oriented organization advocating for safe .AX operations, improving LAX
passenger experience, plus protecting and increasing the economic benefits to areas local to LAX, and to
the region as a whole. We also work towards fostering operational policies that limit environmental
impacts on all communities.

We strongly urge the FAA to approve this restriction. This restriction approval is an opportunity for the
FAA to show that it is serious about its role of protecting the environment and citizens while fostering
commerce. The proposal is reasonable, does not restrict the number of departures, and is cost effective.
It will codify a process which reduces the impacts on tens of thousands of people surrounding LAX.

ARSAC acknowledges LAWA for taking on the approval application preparation task and for doing it
so comprehensively. This effort will reduce the noise impacts on residents living around LAX by
restricting the night-time flights to the east when LAX is in “over ocean”™ or “westerly operations.” This
effort recognizes an often used noise mitigation that has been voluntary sinece the 1970s, has been listed
as a positive effort during each CA noise variance approved for LAX, and 1s included in the Stipulated
Settlement of 2006 to which ARSAC 1s a party.

Each easterly take off at night that then turs over highly populated areas to go west impacts a broad
number of people in the densely populated areas to the east and north/south areas surrounding LAX.
We note that no flights are restricted from departing LAX and therefore there is minimal negative
economic impact.

We understand that the FAA has very strict limitations on what expenses are considered in the Part 161
evaluation. The costs for implementation err on the side of conservatism. They including revenue lost
for cargo offloaded to meet aircraft weight restrictions even when that cargo can be placed on another
aireraft. If health impact costs were included. the benefits shown would be far greater than presented.

Please contact me with any questions: (213) 675-1817 or dennvi@welivefree.com

Sincerely,
Aﬂmﬂ}%ﬁ&)
Denny Schneider

President, Alliance for a Regional Solution to Airport Congestion

ARSAC Comments to Request for Part 161 Restriction Approval by FAA

Los Angeles World Airports
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The City’s Responses to Comments

The City responds as follows:

The City thanks Mr. Denny Schneider for his comments on behalf of Alliance for a Regional
Solution to Airport Congestion.
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Airlines for America

December 17, 2012
Submitted via email to laxpart1 61 @lawa org

Mr. Scott Tatro

Los Angeles World Airports

1 World Way, P.O. Box 92216
Los Angeles, CA 90009-2216

Re: Comments on the 14 CFR Part 161 Application for Approval of a Runway Use Restriction at the
Los Angeles International Airport

Dear Mr. Tatro:

Airlines for America® (A4A) appreciates this opportunity to comment on the application of the Los Angeles
World Airports (LAWA) for approval of a runway use restriction at the Los Angeles International Airport
(LAX). AdA is the principal trade and service organization of the U.S. airline industry, and its member
airlines and their affiliates transport more than 90 percent of all U.S. airline passenger and cargo traffic.
These comments are based on the application prepared pursuant to Federal Aviation Regulation (FAR)
Part 161 and the Airport Noise and Capacity Act of 1990 (ANCA) and the supporting analysis prepared by
LAWA’s consultants (hereinafter “Part 161 Application”). As detailed below, we oppose the proposed
operating restriction as we do not believe the analysis demonstrates a noise exposure problem
warranting a mandatory restriction and the proposed restriction is unduly burdensome. In addition to
opposing the proposed restriction overall, we have grave concerns about the proposed enforcement
provisions and the penalties proposed for non-compliance.

A Mandatory Restriction Is Not Warranted

At the outset, it is important to note that restrictions on operations of aircraft meeting Stage 3 noise
criteria are disfavored under U.S. law and policy. Gur national aviation policy is premised on full access
by aircraft operators to the airports that have received public funding or other subsidies over the years.
While some exceptions exist in the form of airport curfews or operational limits, for the most part these
pre-date the passage of ANCA and were specifically grandfathered in the Act. The criteria for a new
access restriction under ANCA and FAR part 161 are appropriately stringent and the process to obtain
approval from the U.S. Federal aviation Administration (FAA) is consequently rigorous.

Key among the criteria for access restrictions are that any such restriction must be “reasonable” and must
be predicated on identification of a bona fide noise problem.2 In this case, we do not believe that LAWA 1-1

' AdA’s members are: Alaska Airlines, Inc., American Airlines, Inc., Atlas Air, Inc., Delta Air Lines, Inc.,
Federal Express Corporation, Hawaiian Airlines, JetBlue Airways Corp., Southwest Airlines Co., United
Continental Holdings, Inc., UPS Airlines, US Airways, Inc.; Air Canada, Inc. is an associate member.

2 The statutory criteria, which are premised on the need to address a noise problem, expressly include
reasonableness. See 49 U.S.C. § 47524(c). Identification of a bona fide noise problem warranting a
restriction also is required under the internationally-agreed policy for aircraft noise mitigation, known as
the “Balanced Approach to Noise,” to which the United States has agreed that it — and its airports with
international service — will adhere.

1301 Pennsylvania Ave, NW, Suite 1100, Washington, DC 20004-1707 T:202.626.4000 E:ada@airlines.org W: airlines.org
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The City’s Responses to Comments

The City responds as follows:

The City thanks Airlines for Americafor its comments.

1-1. Los Angeles International Airport’s 14 C.F.R. Part 161 Application for Approval of a Runway
Use Restriction (the * Application”) demonstrates that the proposed restriction meets each of the
ANCA requirements, including the requirement the restriction be reasonable, non-arbitrary and non-
discriminatory. See specifically, Section 8.1. Asrequired under 14 C.F.R. § 161.305(e)(2)(i)(A)(1),
the Part 161 Application demonstrates that a current and projected noise problem exists — night
awakenings caused by non-conforming operations — and that the problem will be relieved by the
restriction. See Sections 6.2 and 8.1.1.
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has demonstrated a noise problem warranting the proposed mandatory restriction. Moreover, the
voluntary restriction already in place has successfully mitigated noise exposure from departures to the 1-1

east at night, even with an occasional deviation as dictated by operational imperatives. Thus, the
proposed mandatory restriction is not warranted and is unreasonable.

A4A and its members take environmental protection seriously and we have a strong record in this regard.

With specific respect to noise mitigation, data from FAA confirm that the number of people exposed to
significant levels of aircraft noise in the United States has dropped by over 90 percent since the late 1-2
1970s, even as enplanements have tripled. LAWA acknowledges that much has been done to reduce

noise exposures in the vicinity of LAX. Indeed, Section 4.2 of the Part 161 details key elements of the
current Aircraft Noise Abatement Program (ANAP) in effect at LAX. Further, Section 4.3 details other
noise mitigation measures, including the extensive sound insulation program that has provided noise
mitigation for thousands of homes with thousands more in the works. While these summary points provide
some context, they fail to capture the full extent of the many actions that have been and are being taken
by airlines and the airport to address noise exposures, such as the significant additions to the Land Use
Mitigation Program (LUMP).>

In light of the noise reduction already achieved and the already extensive noise mitigation initiatives in

place at LAX and in surrounding areas, what the proposed restriction would address is a very small
number of night operations to the east. The reason the number of operations is small (estimated to be 65 1-3

annual operations on average, 0.1% of total nighttime operations in 2013) is because of the success of
the voluntary “Over-Ccean Operations Runway Use Program,” which, as LAWA acknowledges in its
application, has significantly reduced the noise exposure of concern. While appreciating that any
particular person experiencing aircraft sound may have a negative experience, the very small number of
operations4 and the estimated number of people who may (or may not) experience resulting noise®
exposure do not rise to the level warranting a mandatory restriction. Ironically, LAWA cites the success of
the voluntary measure as a significant part of the justification for imposing a mandatory one, stating that
“because there are so few aircraft that depart east during Over-Ocean and Wasterly Operations, and the
airport is rarely in sasterly flow, communities have come to expect no aircraft departures over their homes
during late-night hours.” See Part 161 Application, at Section 1.2, That very staternent confirms that the
voluntary measure has been a success, and such success should not be punished with a mandatory
measure. Further, the few aircraft that do depart to the east are doing so because of aircraft certification
or regulatory performance limits that dictate such departures.

* A summary of a number of the additions to the LAX LUMP and other mitigation measures is provided in
the presentation titled “Land Use Mitigation Program — Los Angeles World Airports — A Status Report,”
(May 18, 2008), available at

http:ffwwrwr lawa.org/PDF/board agenda/BOAC%20Presentation%20LUMP%20Program%20Summary%

20Final pdf.

* The Part 161 Application confirms that there is only a “small number” of late night flights that do not
follow the voluntary measure. See Part 161 Application at Section 6.2 In fact, LAWA acknowledges that
these departures “represent an extremely small share of total aircraft operations at LAX.” Part 161
Application, Appendix M, Section 3.0, p. 15.

® Given the limited time-period for comment, we have not been able to undertake an independent analysis

of the noise exposure from any such flights. However, we question the conclusions reached in the LAWA 1-4
analysis. Given that FAA sometimes directs that night departures should be to the east, the effects

attributed to the nights in which westerly/over-ocean departures are oceurring but where there may be an
occasional easterly departure seem overstated. Also, it is not clear that the analysis took into account the
extent to which certain residences that otherwise might be affected have sound insulation or otherwise
are slated for such insulation in the future.
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1-2. The application takes account of the Aircraft Noise Abatement Program (ANAP) in Section 4.2
and Land Use Mitigation Program (LUMP) in Section 4.3.

1-3. Thenoise problem is caused by non-conforming easterly departures, which result in night
awakenings. See Section 6.2. Non-conforming easterly departures persist despite the voluntary
program and the Application demonstrates that relieving this persistent noise problem through the
proposed restriction meets the requirements of ANCA.

Aircraft operators have stated that they will comply with the ordinance (see Response 1-5, below),
the ordinance will not ban any flights and, as detailed in Sections 7.0-7.3, the impact on air carrier
operations and associated costs is expected to be small.

1-4. The analysis of non-conforming operationsis provided in Section 6.1 and the analysis of the
deep-awakening impacts of non-conforming operationsis provided in Section 6.2. The impact
analysisis based on standards developed by the American National Standards Institute and reviewed
and recommended by the Federal Interagency Committee on Aviation Noise.

In the analysis of awakenings, the ANSI calculations assumed a Noise Level Reduction (NLR) value
of 27.5 dB based on measurement data provided in the 2003 LAX Master Plan. While NLR 27.5 dB
may not fully take into account the sound attenuation of those structures treated with sound
insulation to reduce aircraft noise, the awakenings analysis showed that the mgjority of the increased
awakenings from non-conforming operations occur outside of the Airport Noise Mitigation Program
(ANMP) area. See Section 6.2.1 and Figure 12.
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The Proposed Mandatory Restriction Would Be Unduly Burdensome

As acknowledged in the Part 161 Application, there is a high degree of conformance with the voluntary
Over-Ocean Operations Runway Use Program. But there are situations when adhering to the voluntary 1-5
measure is impracticable or otherwise problematic. These are the very situations where a mandatory

restriction would pose significant operational problems. Of greatest concern are situations when an
operator has made a determination that, based on prevailing winds or other conditions, it is safest to
depart to the east (for example, when an operator must request an easterly departure to maximize
headwinds to meet minimum takeoff length requirements for a particular aircraft). There are also
situations where flight delays will push a departure otherwise scheduled before the restricted hours into
the restricted hours and winds or temperature are such that the aircraft cannot take off in the westerly
direction at the takeoff weight.

LAWA takes the position that airlines could reduce payload — cargo or passengers or both — to go forward
with a westerly/over-ocean flight where tail winds or other conditions otherwise would call for an easterly 1-6
operation.® See Part 161 Application, Appendix M, at Section 3.0. Under such a situation, LAWA

estimates that the airlines would experience losses between $8.4 to $32.1 million, net present value, over
the study period. |d. at Section 4.0, p. 23. This analysis, however, fails to take into account the significant
ripple effects of off-loading cargo and passengers. First, there are direct economic effects to the airlines —
such as potential passenger and customer compensation — for the disruption of the passengers and
cargo, which have not been included in the analysis.7 Second, operational delays to effectuate the
offloading can add increased costs in terms of crew and ramp-worker costs. Third, there can be other
effects associated with such a delay that can disrupt or result in cancellation of the flight all together, such
as crew flight time limitations and slot constraints. Moreover, in addition to the effect on the airlines, the
economic effects and other negative effects of such disruptions on passengers and cargo customers also
should be considered.®

We also believe that the analysis likely fails to capture certain flights that would be affected by the
mandatory restriction. LAWA's analysis suggests, for example, that in 2018 all of the flights that would be 1-7
affected would be international flights. See Part 161 Application, Appendix M, Section 2.0, p. 3. However,

our member airlines have indicated that some of their domestic flights likely would be affected as well.

LAWA asserts that airlines may be able to mitigate the costs of the proposed restriction by proactively

limiting payload to allow for a westerly/over-ocean departure where an easterly departure otherwise is
dictated. Such an assertion is hot supported by the record and does not make sense. As LAWA itself 1-8
acknowledges, it is extremely difficult to predict when tailwind and other conditions would dictate an

easterly departure when the airport otherwise is in westerly/over-ocean conditions. See Part 161
Application, Appendix M, Section 3.0, p. 15. Thus, the airlines cannot plan for reduced payload on the
smmall handful of flights that might be affected. And to reduce payload on all flights in anticipation that
some tiny percentage might be affected would have even greater financial and operational effects.

® Notably, LAWA has concluded that no other option — such as delaying until morning the flights that 1-9
otherwise would need to take off to the east — is at all tenable, because of the operational and economic

impacts. As noted here, offloading cargo and/or passengers also is untenable.

" Denied boarding compensation alone, which is required by the Department of Transportation under 14
C.F.R. § 250.5, is quite costly and can be as high as $1,300.00 per passenger per flight.

8 Offloading fuel, rather than cargo and/or passengers is not an option for dealing with these concerns. As
noted in the Part 161 Application, fuel offloading almost certainly would require extra fuel stops. In
addition to increasing fuel costs, such stops also can lead to conflicts with crew flight time limitations and
slot constraints.
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1-5. Based on interviews with aircraft operators responsible for 85% of the recent (September 2011
to August 2012) non-conforming operations (see Section 7), aircraft operators expect that they will
be able to take steps to limit payload on non-conforming flightsin order to comply with the proposed
restriction while maintaining safe aircraft operations.

1-6. The costs developed for the benefit-cost analysis represent areasonable estimate of the costs
incurred for the type of flights forecast to have non-conforming departuresin 2013 and 2018. The
costs associated with reducing cargo payload would be substantially lower than estimated if airlines
are able to shift cargo to later flights.

1-7. The City based its analysis of non-conforming departures on historic data collected since June
2000. Section 6.1. The data show that it is unlikely that domestic flights would account for a
significant number of future non-conforming operations.

1-8. Airlines could mitigate their costs with cargo load planning that allows containers with less
time sensitive cargo to be off-loaded with minimum disruption to other shipments. See Section 7.3.

1-9. Off-loading cargo and/or passengersinvolves costs, as discussed in Sections 7.1-7.3, but is not
untenable.
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LAWA also attempts to assert that there may be fuel and carbon dioxide savings associated with forcing
aircraft that otherwise would depart to the east into a westerly/over-ocean departure. This simplistic
assertion fails to capture the effects of having to move offloaded passengers and cargo onto other flights
and the potential fuel burn implications of delaying an aircraft for such offloading.

Surprisingly, LAWA does not even attempt to include reasonable exceptions in the proposed restriction
for situations that create untenable operations or unreasonable hardship on the airlines and/or the
airlines’ passengers and customers. In fact, the only exemptions that LAWA has proposed to the
mandatory restriction against easterly departures when the airport is in westerly/over-ocean operations
would be available only to non-commercial operations or in an extreme “bona fide medical or life-saving
emergency.” These exemptions do nothing to reduce the significant economic and operational effects the
mandatory restriction would have on commercial aircraft operations, adding to the unreasonableness of
the proposal.

In light of the above, even assuming offloading cargo and/or passengers was practicable, LAWA has
severely underestimated the negative effects and costs of the proposed restriction. But, in light of the
difficulties associated with offloading cargo and/or passengers and the fact that proactive planning for
reduced payload is impossible andfor impracticable, to go forward with the restriction could very well
mean that the flights at issue would have to be cut from the schedule all together and flights near the
restricted time window that might run into the restriction in light of a delay could also become untenable.
Under any scenario, the proposed mandatory restriction would be unduly burdensome on the airlines and
impose an undue and unreasonable burden on interstate commerce.

The Proposed Enforcement Provisions for Non-Compliance with the Restriction Are Unworkable
and Overly Punitive

While the proposed mandatory restriction does not make sense on its own merit, the proposed
enforcement provisions also render it fatally flawed in at least two respects.10 First, by stating that “any
person” deemed to “counsel, aid, assist, or abet” in the operation of an aircraft in violation of the
restriction would be "subject to the same penalty provisions” as the “Operator,” the proposal would create
individual and expansive liability that is not well defined and not appropriate. Not only would this stray
from corporate liability into personal liability (presumably not only the company would be subject to
liability, as might be expected for violation of a noise-based operating restriction), but any worker involved
or deemed to be involved — from the pilot, to the ramp worker, to the dispatcher and so on and so on —
could be subject to this expansive provision. This individual liability is unreasonably broad, unworkable
and overly aggressive in general, but even more so in light of the fact that no exceptions to the restriction
would be available for commercial operations.

Second, the proposal that an airline would be banned from night operations entirely for three years if it
had three non-compliant operations within three years is excessive and overly punitive. Again, given that
there are no exceptions available for commercial operations, the restriction imposes a strict liability
standard. To then turn this into a total operating ban if there are three incidents of non-compliance,
regardless of the circumstances, is overly punitive. Simply put, such a penalty would itself be an
inappropriate restriction on air travel and inconsistent with ANCA.

® Further, it is ironic that LAWA attempts to claim this as a potential “benefit” to the airlines, as the normal
LAX noise abatement flight tracks actually add fuel burn to airline operations.

" The aggressive nature of the enforcement provisions that LAWA seeks is frankly shocking; we are not

aware of similarly punitive enforcement provisions for such a noise restriction either in the U.S. or
internationally.
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1-10. Trans-Pacific flights save fuel and emit less carbon dioxide by departing to the west. At
reduced takeoff weights, their time-to-climb to cruising altitude is faster and their total flight times
are shorter than the comparabl e heavier-weight takeoff to the east with its dow-climbing turn back
over the ocean. See Section 7.2 of the Part 161 Application.

1-11. The Application demonstrates that the proposed restriction will not create untenable
operations or unreasonabl e hardship, particularly in light of the impact that late night east departures
have on low income and minority neighborhoods. Further, it is reasonable to assume that, if the
proposed restriction were in place with additional exemptions suggested by A4A, the exception
would swallow the rule and the proposed restriction would have no effect.

1-12. Based on information provided by the airlines, thereis no reason to expect that any aircraft
operations will be discontinued as a result of the proposed restriction due to the availability of more
cost-effective measures such as off-loading weight. See Section 7.3.

1-13. Whilethe City does not concur that individual liability is per se unreasonable and reserves the
right to include such liability in the future (subject to appropriate FAA approval), the Proposed
Ordinance has been revised to address the commenter’s concern.

1-14. Whilethe City does not concur that restricting operations of pervasive violators of anoise
restriction is barred by ANCA and reserves the right to include such restrictionsin the future if the
proposed enforcement penalties prove ineffective (subject to appropriate FAA approval), the
Proposed Ordinance has been revised to address the commenter’ s concern.
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In light of the above, we urge LAWA to decline to go forward with the proposed mandatory operating
restriction. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely yours,

/ W /
N Mwy N L/ cw»—v
Nancy N. Young
Vice President, Environmental Affairs
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Express

February 17, 2012
Submitted via email to laxpart161@lawa.org

Mr. Scott Tatro :
TLos Angeles World Airports

1 World Way, P.O. Box 92216 ‘
Los Angeles, CA 90009-2216

RE: Comments on the 14 CFR Part 161 Application for Approval of a Runway Use Restriction
at the Los Angeles International Airport

Dear Mr. Tatro:

Federal Express Corporation (FedEx Express) is submitting the following comments on the

application of the Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA) for approval of a runway use restriction ‘
at the Los Angeles International Airport (ILAX). These comments are based on the application

prepared pursuant to Federal Aviation Regulation Part 161 and the Airport Noise and Capacity

Act of 1990 (ANCA) and the supporting analysis prepared by LAWA’s consultants.

FedEx Express fully supports and incorporates herein the comments submitted in opposition to 2-1
the application by Airlines for America (A4A), and provides our additional comments below.

The LAWA application seeks to make mandatory a voluntary restriction on easterly departures
from midnight — 0630 during Over-Occan and Westerly operations modes, when tailwinds from
the east arc below 10 knots. The cost analysis of the proposed restriction is based upon a limited 2-2
projection of future “non-conforming” departures based on a data set of such casterly departures
compiled by ,AX over the past 10 years. The benefits analysis of the proposed restriction is
based largely upon an estimatc of residents who may be awakened by such easterly departures as
a result of the overwhelming success of the current voluntary runway use program, which has
resulted in communities having come “to expect no aircralt departures over their homes during
the late night hours.” (LAWA application, Section 1.2).

The LAWA application states that over the past 10 years, the number of non-conforming
departures has averaged 65 per year, occurring on average over 30 nights per year. Based upon 2-3
this information, the LAWA application makes a projection of 65 affected departures in 2013
and 2018. This projection includes only 3 all-cargo operators—all foreign carriers operating
trans-Pacific routes—and no domestic flights are included in the projection at all. (LAWA
application, Table 17) The supporting Use Restriction Cost Analyses in Appendix M of the
LAWA application is wholly based upon this limited projection. The full list of the “non-
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The City responds as follows:

The City thanks FedEx for its comments.

2-1. Pleaserefer to the City’ s responses to the comments by Airlines for America

2-2. The noise problem is caused by non-conforming easterly departures, which result in night
awakenings. See Section 6.2. Non-conforming easterly departures persist despite the voluntary
program and the Application demonstrates that relieving this persistent noise problem through the
proposed restriction meets the requirements of ANCA.

2-3. Theforecast of nonconforming departures includes no domestic flights because they are
exceptionally rare. For example, LAWA's records from monitoring non-conforming departures
indicate FedEx hasitself had only one non-conforming departure since 2004.
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conforming” departures compiled since 2007 is not included in the LAWA application, and 2.3
FedEx Express does not track directional LAX departure information in our records.

While FedEx Express is not included in the limited projection of affected departures, our internal
analysis indicates a potentially significant impact resulting from the proposed restriction. Of
note, the FedEx Express routes most likely impacted by the proposed restriction are domestic
MD-10 departures to Newark (EWR) and Indianapolis (IND), neither of which would turn back 2-4
to the west over the noise-sensitive communities deseribed in the LAWA application. As
indicated in the attached “MD-10-10" spreadsheet, these daily flights are impacted as a result of
the weight-based runway performance thresholds that decrease with tailwinds below 10 knots.
Our analysis shows payload weight reduction requirements between 8001bs and 11,0001bs
resulting from the lack of availability of an easterly departure based on historical weight data for
{hese flights. As indicated in the attached *AM east wind” chart, our meteorological data shows
tailwinds (rom the east from 3 — 10 knots an average of 34% of the time between 0100 and 0700
at LAX over the past year, bringing these conditions into play during a substantial amount of
nighttime periods. As an aside, we note that such winds occur much less frequently during the
summer months of July and August; the LAWA application sceks to attribute a smaller number
of “non-conforming™ departures during these months to planned reductions in payload. (LAWA
application, Section 6.1)

As indicated in the Use Restriction Cost Analysis in the LAWA application, there are multiple
ways that a carrier might accomplish and deal with such a payload weight reduction requirement.
FedEx Express, however, offers a money-back guarantee to its customers and our reputation is
greatly dependent on our timely delivery performance, so simply delaying delivery is not an
option. The operation of additional flights to transport the reduced payload would involve
significant additional costs, including emissions implications.

While the uncertainty of the conditions that would bring the restriction into play males it
difficult to calculate a cost impact with precision, we believe that the analysis in the LAWA
application has unduly limited the projection of impacted flights and has underestimated the cost 2-5
impacts. We also challenge the justification for the proposed restriction, as being based upon the
clear success of the current voluntary runway use program. Accordingly, we find that the
proposed restriction would be unduly burdensome on the airlines and impose an undue burden on
Interstate commerce.

Sincerely,

FEDEX EXPRESS

wid WS ——

David M. Jensen
Lead Counsel
Regulatory Affairs

Los Angeles World Airports




Los Angeles International Airport May 2014
Appendix C - Public Workshop/Meeting November 2012 and Public Comments page C-75

The City’s Responses to Comments

2-4. The FedEx analysis of MD-10 payload penaltiesis based on an unredistically high airport
temperature and as aresult substantially overestimates the payload reduction required when taking
off to the west with alow to moderate tailwind. Thisis supported by the fact that FedEx has had
only one non-conforming departure since 2004. If FedEx expectsthat it will increase its non-
conforming easterly departures, it will contribute to worsening the noise problem since all aircraft
taking off to the east pass directly over noise sensitive communities. Restricting such flights will
increase the benefits of the proposed restriction.

2-5. Given that FedEx has had one non-conforming flight over the last eight years, the suggestion
that the Application underestimates costs because the proposed restriction could require the
operation of additional flights to meet timely delivery requirements or result in significant costs due
to money-back guarantees is overstated and fails to consider the benefits that would result from the
restriction.
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BEFORE THE
LOS ANGELES WORLD AIRPORTS
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA

Los Angeles International Airport Notice of Proposed Airport Use
Restriction and Release of Draft Part 161 Application

COMMENTS OF THE CARGO AIRLINE ASSOCIATION

Introduction:

On November 1, 2012, Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA) issued its proposed
airport use restriction that would prohibit the easterly departure of all aircraft (with
limited exceptions) at Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) during the hours during
the hours of 12 midnight to 6:30 a.m. when LAX is operating in Over-Ocean Operations
or when the airport remains in Westerly Operations during these hours. Comments on
this proposed restriction were requested by December 17, 2012, with an intent to submit
the restriction to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) by the end of January 2013.

The Cargo Airline Association (“the Association™) is the nationwide trade
organization representing the interests of United States all-cargo air carriers.! Our
members routinely operate at LAX and would potentially be adversely affected by the
proposed restriction. Accordingly, the following Comments are submitted for

consideration by LAWA.

! Airline member of the Association are ABX Air, Atlas Air, Capital Cargo, FedEx Express, Kalitta Air and
UPS Adrlines.
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The City’s Responses to Comments

The City responds as follows:

The City thanks the Cargo Airlines Association for its comments.
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The Proposed Restriction:

Stating that it has found a significant nighttime noise problem in the operation of
easterly departures at LAX when the airport is operating in either Over-Ocean or
Westerly Operation configurations, LAWA has proposed an outright ban of such
operations between the hours of Midnight and 6:30 am. At the present time, this
restriction is on a voluntary basis.

This restriction is being proposed in spite of the fact that LAWA candidly admits
that “(o)ver the past ten years, the number of non-conforming departures has averaged 65
per year, or 0.1% of the nearly 57,000 total nighttime (defined as 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m.)
departures projected to occur at LAX in 2013.”? In addition, LAWA goes on to point out
that such non-conforming operations historically aceount for only 0.2% of the flights
operated between midnight and 6:30 a.m. Moreover, such non-conforming operations are

not very frequent, occurring, on average, on less than 10% of days on an annual basis.®

The operational need for such non-conforming flights when tailwinds are

between 0 and 10 knots is clearly recognized by LAWA. As stated in the Draft Part 161

Study:

It is when the tailwind component is between 0 and 10 knots that pilots of large,
heavy aircraft request non-conforming easterly departures to maximize their
headwind component and meet minimum takeofl length requirements for the
weight of the aircraft. Historically, the operators requesting to depart contrary to
current flow conditions are long-haul passenger and cargo carriers with heavily
loaded a4ircraft heading to destinations such as Sydney, Singapore, Tokyo, and
Beijing.

In other words, LAW A recognizes that there 1s a valid operational need for the non-

conforming operations; the requests are not made for non-operational reasons. At the

? Draft Part 161 Study, p. 4.
3 Draft Part 161 Study, p. 4.
* Draft Part 161 Study, p. 4.
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The City’s Responses to Comments

3-1. The quoted excerpt from the Application does not recognize a need for continued non-
conforming operations since the operational concerns can be addressed by aircraft operators.
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same time, LAWA argues that imposition of the proposed restriction “...would not ban
any flights or cause air carriers to cancel service or divert flights to alternate airports™.’
However, it is clear that, in order to comply with the restriction, operational
“adjustments” will be necessary. As noted by LAW A, such adjustments will likely
include reduced payloads and/or delayed flights.

Position of the Cargo Airline Association:

Current airport noise policy is directly traceable to the Airport Noise and Capacity

Act of 1990 (ANCA) which was subsequently implemented by the FAA in Part 161 of its 32

Regulations. Both ANCA and Part 161 specifically require that, for a proposed
regulation to be approved, it must be “reasonable™. See, 49 USC 47524(c) and 14 CFR
161.305. Implicit in any “reasonable standard” is that the proposed restriction must
address a significant noise problem. The Cargo Airline Association respectfully
submits that LAWA has not demonstrated a significant noise problem and the
proposed mandatory operating restriction at LAX is both unnecessary and

unreasonable.

As LAWA itself notes, the operations at issue comprise less than 0.2 % of

operations between midnight and 6:30 a.m. and occur less than 10% of'the time. The

only conclusions that can be drawn from these data are (1) that there is not a noise
problem that warrants a blanket ban on eastbound operations when operationally
necessary and (2) that the existing voluntary program to restrict nighttime noise from
easterly operations when operationally feasible is working very well. In fact, what

LAWA appears to be arguing is that the voluntary program is working so well that local

residents have become used to a quiet nighttime environment, thereby increasing their

* Draft part 161 Study, p. iii.
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The City’s Responses to Comments

3-2. The Application demonstrates that a current and projected noise problem (night awakenings)
existsthat will be relieved by the restriction, as required under 14 C.F.R. 8 161.305(e)(2)(i)(A)(1).
See e.g. Sections 1.3 and Section 6.2. Section 8.1 provides evidence that the restrictionis
reasonable, non-arbitrary and non-discriminatory. The restriction merely requiresthat al aircraft
operations conform their departures to prevailing flows at LAX.

3-3. The Application does not state or argue that the low income and minority neighborhoods east of
LAX have become accustomed to quiet and thus are more sensitive to non-conforming easterly
departures. The analysis reported in the Application is based on the application of the ANSI sleep
disturbance standard. The additional mitigation that is achieved by turning the voluntary measure
into arestrictive one allows these Environmental Justice neighborhoods to experience more
uninterrupted nights of deep than they would otherwise, and at reasonable cost.

In addition, LAWA is not proposing a blanket ban on easterly departures between the hours of
midnight and 6:30 am. The LAX proposed restriction is intended to restrict easterly departures only
during Westerly Operations and Over-Ocean Operations, but does not propose restricting easterly
departures when the FAA has directed that LAX operate in Easterly Operations.
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sensitivity to the extremely small number of non-conforming flights. That argument is,
in itself, a concession that the magnitude of any disturbance is extremely small and
cannot rise to the level of warranting an outright ban of certain, operationally required,

flights.

While this proposed restriction is problematic for all mdustry members operating

3-4

“heavy” equipment, it is especially troublesome for all-cargo operators. LAWA believes

that “(s)ome carriers are likely to limit their payloads or occasionally delay individual
flights until more favorable wind conditions exists, but the impacts on air carrier
operations and associated costs are expected to be small.”® This belief is wholly at odds
with an all-cargo business model that depends on guaranteed expedited time-definite
service. Contrary to LAWA’s assertions, off-loading cargo and/or delaying flights which
could operate on time is not a viable option — especially where, as here, the

environmental benefits are de minimis.

Moreover, while the Draft Part 161 Study implies that potentially affected
35

residents enjoy virtually total nighttime quiet except when easterly operations are

conducted when LAX 1s operating in the Over-Ocean or Westerly operational mode, that
is clearly not the case. Asthe Draft Part 161 Study points out, from April 1, 2010 to
March 31, 2011, 540 easterly departures occurred between midnight and 6:30 a.m., only
56 of which were non-conforming. There are, therefore, almost ten times as many
conforming easterly departure flights as non-conforming flights. Accordingly, the “noise
delta” that should be considered is not between zero (no noise) and 65 flights, but rather

between approximately 484 conforming easterly departure flights and an additional 56

S Draft Part 161 Study, p. 91.
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The City’s Responses to Comments

3-4. There are viable options to non-conforming easterly departures. See City Responses 1-5, 1-9
and 1-12 above. Asindicated in Section 7.5 the environmental benefits (both in terms of reduced
awakenings and reduced fuel burn and greenhouse gas emissions) are not de minimus.

3-5. By definition, there cannot be conforming and non-conforming easterly departures at the same
time. Accordingly, when non-conforming easterly departures occur, there are no conforming
easterly departures that could be causing the same slegp awakenings.
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non-conforming flights. Put somewhat differently, the increase in community noise for

those allegedly affected is not nearly as dramatic as LAWA has alleged.

In view of these facts, the Cargo Airline Association respectfully urges LAWA

3-6

not to implement the proposed mandatory nighttime restriction on easterly departures
when LAX is operating in an Over-Ocean or Westerly Operations mode. Indeed, when
looking at the data presented, the only conclusion that can be reached is that the proposed
restriction is a solution desperately in search of a problem. The facts of record clearly
indicate that, contrary to LAWA’s assertions, the existing voluntary program is working
very well, with very few operationally required non-conforming flights each year. To
implement the proposed restriction is therefore unreasonable and not in the public

interest.

Respectfully submitted,

Sl . W

Stephen A. Alterman
President

Cargo Airline Association
1620 L. Street, NW

Suite 610

Washington, DC 20036
202-293-1030

salterman(@/cargoair.org

December 17, 2012
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The City’s Responses to Comments

3-6. Non-conforming easterly departures persist despite the efforts to reduce the number of non-
conforming operations through a variety of volunteer programs. These non-conforming departures
create a noise problem due to night awakenings that the proposed restriction will relieve at
reasonabl e cost.
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From; Yasuo MNishivama
Teo: MOISE MANAGEMENT - |AXPARTIEL
Subject: Re: Proposed Eastery Departure restriction of all aircraft
Date: Tuesday, December 04, 2012 10:15:28 PM

To:Dear Mr.Scott Tatro/Los Angeles World Airports,Environmental Services Division.
From: Yasuo Nishiyama/Deputy General Manager Flight Operations Standard/Nippon Cargo Airlines

Dear Mr.Tatro.

We have learned the proposed Eastery Departure restriction of all aircraft is under discussion and
LAWA will submit part161 document to FAA on 13Jan next year for the accepting the application.

We Nippon Cargo Airlines are one of the operator on the list of table1l7 "Projected Aircraft Departures
Affected in 2013 and 2018,by Airline,Destination ,Cargo or Passenger Flight Type,and Aircraft Type"
in the "Benefit-Cost Analysis of Runway Use Restriction" draft dated October 2012.

Needless to say,we understand the importance of the noise abatement and we have been trying to be
a good neighbour as much as possible.

On the other hand,Los Angeles International Aiport is one of the most important airport in the world
for the air transportation companies regardless of passsenger or cargo and an essensial airport for
transpacific routes.

Due to the nature of the long haul flight,the take off weight is very heavy and the aircraft needs higher
performance available. In the eastery wind condition,the aircraft needs to take off to the east so that

it can avoid tail wind which will decrease the performance.

We believe the facts above have been already taken into consideration before the proposal had been
done.

However we would appreciate if you could reconsider the factor mentioned above and grant some
waiver 4-1

or exceptions in case of unavoidable wind conditions possiblely few times per year.

In addition,we have heard LAX will have approximately 3months of runway 07L/25R closure due to
construction 4-2
work in next summer. The runway is the longest one and it is going to be another big impact for cargo
airlines like us. If runway 07L/25R closure and the eastery departure restriction in effect happen at the
same time, it would be unreasonable burden to the air transportation companies like us.

Please kindly take this situation into account and consider to set exceptional/waiver period during the 4-3
construction of runway07L/25R to mitigate the impact at least.

Very best regards

Yasuo Nishiyama

Deputy General Manager

Flight Operations Standard
Nippon Cargo Airlines
phone:+81-476-32-9843

fax: +81-476-32-9776
e-mail:yasuoc.nishiyama@nca.aero
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The City’s Responses to Comments

The City responds as follows:

The City thanks Nippon Cargo Airlines for its comments.

4-1. The voluntary program in existence today currently provides for the exceptions requested,
which has resulted in the unimpeded 65 annual average non-conforming easterly departures provided
in the Part 161 Application. Thus, these exceptions would eliminate the effectiveness and undermine
the purpose of the proposed restriction.

4-2. The City does not expect the restriction to be in effect by the summer of 2013.

4-3. Please refer to response to 4-2.
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5 7 18400 VoN KARMAN AVENUE, SUITE 800 IRvINE, CALIFORNIA 92612-0514
Bu Chal te“_[‘ i STYIEYY TELEPHONE (949) 760-1121/ FAX.(949) 720-0182

A Prafessiomal Law Corporation
Direct Dial Number: (949) 224-6292
Dircet Facsimile Number: (949) 224-6480
E-Mail Address: blichman@buchalter.com

December 14, 2012

VIA E-MAIL (LAXPART161 @2LAWA.ORG;)

Scott Tatro

Los Angeles World Airports

1 World Way, P.O. Box 92216
Los Angeles, CA 90009-2216

Re:  Los Angeles International Airport - 14 C.F.R. Part 161 Application for Approval
of a Runway Use Restricticn - October 2012

Dear Scott:

As you know, we represent the City of Inglewood, California (“Inglewood™), signator en
the “Stipulated Settlement” with the City of Los Angeles signed February 16, 2006, resolving the
challenge by Inglewood and four co-Petitioners’ to the approval by the City of Los Angeles
(“"City”) of the LAX Master Plan Program. The following constitute Inglewood’s comments on
the “Los Angeles International Airport 14 C.F.R. Part 161 Application for Approvat of a
Runway Use Restriction,” Draft of October 2012 (“Draft Part 161).

An important provision of the Stipulated Settlement to Inglewood is its Appendix A, § A,
subsection 10, “Part 161 Noise Study.” In that section, City commits to “seek FAA approval of
various penalties that can be imposed on airlines whose flights violate nighttime Over-Ocean
policies and procedures.” |Emphasis added.] The Draft Part 161 then parses from the full
complement of “Over-Ocean policies and procedures” “nonconforming” departures to the east
during the hours of 12:00 midnight to 6:30 a.m., thereby omitiing a critical aspect of the “Over-
Ocean policies and procedures” which have been in effect on a voluntary basis for decades, but
which the Stipulated Settlement now requires LAWA attempt to make mandatory in their
entirety — that is, Over-Ocean arrivals during the same period.

While that section of the Stipulated Settlement also specifically refers to “restrictions on
departures,” it is Inglewood’s position that the clear intent of the parties to the Stipulated
Settlement; the Board of Airport Commissioners (“BOAC”), in signing the original 1972

! Co-Petitioners include the Cities of Culver City and El Segundo, the County of Los Angeles and Alliance for a
Regional Solution to Airport Congestion (“ARSAC”).
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The City’s Responses to Comments

The City responds as follows:

The City thanks Ms. Barbara Lichman for her comments on behalf of the City of Inglewood. The
comments raise issues arising under California state law concerning the scope of LAWA'’s
obligations to seek approval of Part 161 restrictions. The comments do not question the analysisin

the Application and whether it complies with ANCA. Accordingly, no response is necessary for
FAA'’s evaluation of the application.
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Buchalter Neimner
Scott Tatro

December 14, 2012
Page 2

Resolution establishing “Over-Ocean procedures;” the California Department of Transportation,
Aviation Division (“Caltrans”), in granting the 2011 Variance from the California Airport Noise
Standards, 21 C.C.R. § 5000, ef seq., at least partiatly on the basis of the Over-Ocean procedure
mitigation measure; and LAWA itself, in its continuing “aircraft noise abatement and operating
procedures and restrictions,” September 2010 (see Draft Part 161, § 1.1, fn. 15) was to include in
the Draft Part 161 Application not only a proscription on occasional, “nonconforming”
departures 10 the east, but a mandate that “Over-Ocean procedures,” as a whole, including both
arrivals and departures, be made enforceable.

L THE SCOPE OF THE DRAFT PART 161 APPLICATION IS UNNECESSARILY
LIMITED

At its fundament, the Draft Part 161 Application appears to misconstrue the purpose of
14 C.F.R. Part 161 (“Part 1617}, i.e., to make mandatory existing voluntary restrictions, not to
merely punish deviations from those existing voluntary restrictions. In this case, a Part 161
Application to make mandatory the full extent of the “Over-Ocean procedures” that have been in
existence as a unit for 40 years would not only serve the positive purpose of protecting
communities to the east of the airport, but would also per se penalize deviatiens from both
mandated arrivals and departures to the east.

Moreover, to ignore an arrival procedure integral to the “Over-Ocean procedures™ is to
abrogate the scope of the restriction that has been extant for 40 years. The original 1972
resolution establishing the Over-Ocean procedures, Resolution 7467 of the BOAC, requires that
“all aircraft approaching Los Angeles International Airport shall approach LAIA from west to
east” between the hours of 11:00 p.m. - 6:00 a.m.”? [Emphasis added. |

Subsequently, beginning in about 1990, Caltrans incorporated the Over-Ocean
procedures as mitigation measures in the variances from State noise standards granted to LAX as
anoise problem airport. Under the most recent Variance of February, 2011 “LAX is to continue
in full force and effect the implementation and enforcement of . . . Over-Ocean operations
between 0000 and 0630 [24 hour time designations for 12:00 midnight to 6:30 a.m.}, weather and
operational conditions permitting.” Finally, the Draft Part 161 Application concedes that the
most recent LAX aircraft noise abatement operating procedures and restrictions continue to
specify “arrival and departure procedures for . . . Over-Ocean operations.” Draft Part 161
Application, § 1.1, p. 3.

Despite these clearly inclusive mandates, and the requirement for enforcement of Over-
Ocean procedures set forth in the 2011 Variance, the Draft Part 161 Application addresses only
one-half the “Over-Occan procedures,” that one-half governing departures. This is particularly

% Those hours were subsequently reduced in 1974 by Amended Resolution 8372 to 12:00 midnight — 6:30 a.m.,
which also established a minimum ceiling, visibility and tailwind components for Over-Ocean artivals. Draft Part
161 Application, § 1.1,p. 2.
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The City’s Responses to Comments
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BuchalterMemer

Scott Tatro
December 14, 2012
Page 3

surprising as departures to the west, into the prevailing wind, are the norm at LAX, both day and
night, and, thus, are more easily complied with, while arrivals from the west, with prevailing
wind, are an anomaly, and, thus, in need of more stringent policing to prevent mfractions.

In short, the Draft Part 161 Application, as currently applicable to only a portion of the
full “Over-Ocean procedures,” fails to satisfy either the clear intent of the Stipulated Settlement
or the commitment to the State of California for noise mitigation as set forth in the currently
applicable Variance.

IL THE OMISSION OF OVER-OCEAN ARRIVALS FROM THE DRAFT PART 161
HAS THE POTENTIAL TO SERIOUSLY DISADVANTAGE COMMUNITIES TO
THE EAST OF THE AIRPORT

The Draft Part 161 Apzplication, §§ 5 and 6, reflect a substantial number of nighttime
arrivals as well as departures.” Of these, § 6, Table 7 indicates a total of 44 arrivals occurred on
the North Runway Complex (Runways 6 and 24) between the hours of 12:00 midnight and 6:30
a.m. Despite this substantial proportion of nighttime arrivals, the Draft Part 161 Application
fails to fully evaluate the impacts of arrivals from the east, currently precluded only by the
voluntary compliance of the carriers.

Needless to say, this omission gives rise to the specter of greatly increased noise impacts
over Inglewood and other communities east of the airport from the absence of, or failure to
enforce, restrictions on Over-Ocean arrivals. As the application correctly asserts with respect to
“nonconforming” departures to the east, “many residents are estimated to be awakened from
sleep,” Draft Part 161 Application, § 1.2, p. 4. This statement is cven more true with respect to
the arrivals from the east, because of their lower altitude, if not specifically prohibited.

Moreover, because night operations are weighted at 10 times the level of daytime
operations in the calculation of cumulative noise impacts, any deviation from “Over-Ocean
procedures” for arrivals, if they are not made mandatory, could significantly increase the noise
contours to the east, thus prejudicing the airport as well as the communities around it.

For all the above reasons, Inglewood strongly urges LAWA to increase the scope of the
Draft Part 161 Application to encompass “standard” Over-Ocean arrivals during the hours of
12:00 midnight to 6:30 a.m., thereby ensuring the integrity of the current noise variance, as well
as compliance with the Stipulated Settlement. Inglewood appreciates this opportunity to

® Section 5, Table 4 shows 114.215 night arrivals in 2013, and Table 6 projects 121.524 night arrivals in 2018.
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comment and tocks forward to the enlargement of the scope of the Draft Part 161 Application to
include the full complement of “Over-Ocean procedures” so critical to the welfare of the citizens
of Inglewood.

Sincerely,

BUCHALTER NEMER
A Professional Corporation

Barbara Lichman
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From:
To:
Cc:

Subject: Toward Sanit\r at LAX
Date; Saturcay, Noverber 03, 2012 3:23:33 PM

Scott Tatro,

LAWA's recent "Runway Use Restriction” notice mentions restrictions of some east-bound take-offs, but that
seems to be more a cosmetic than corrective restriction. A better solution of the residents’ problems would require
that all arrivals and departures take place in the "Westerly operation' mode. Yes, that would reduce the number of
flight that could be handled in any given period. Yes, that would make the airlines unhappy. Yes, that would
recognize that the grandfather protections at LAX cover propeller planes for a much smaller runway footprint. Yes,
the residents of the area are increasingly resentful of growing demands on their mental and physical health in order
to maximize profits for airlines beancounters who ignore the human costs.

T am enclosing a (reconstituted) e-mail sent ofa end Sept/early October, 2012 to all CA elected
officials, Washington to local. Be aware that the reign of the airlines' beancounters is coming to an end. The limited
grandfathering of currently-oversized LAX is done with the mistaken belief that nearby residents have no rights,
legal or elective. This should not become a test case.

Tt would be in the best interests of LAWA, residents and businesses in contiguous area, and even airlines' own
service levels to return to human-tolerance levels of aircraft size, noise, and pollution. I remind you that the
scheduled meeting of November 1,'12 for residents was large and angry. I eamestly suggest that you call these items
to the attention of LAWA executives while there's still time to avoid a major confrontation.

By copy, I am reminding all elected officials that this problem is major and needs their vigorous individual and
collective support on behalf of residents, taxpayers, and voters.

Richard Cavalier,
Inglewood

e s

KAk kKR

PRIOR:

Honorable Elected Official(s): [transmissions to multiple elected officials & press]

This is an augmentation of my two-minute recorded comment at a public hearing on the Specific Plan
Amendment Study (SPAS; at Proud Bird, Westwood; 8/25/12). The problem requires firm support from various
politicians who represent residents of areas immediately surrounding LAX; otherwise, residents of contiguous areas
are voiceless.

Key problem, simplified:

No one is in charge! The mayor of the central city controls construction at the airport but events affect
very few of his own voters; a past congress has effectively assigned control over air traffic to the federal
government and has effectively ceded control to the airlines' bean-counters; tethered to airlines, LAWA cannot
provide neutral counsel. Meanwhile non- central-city residents have no assigned voice in the decibel derby. . .unless
through non-L.A. elected officials. That's neither democratic nor tolerable.

Issues addressed at the hearing:

Re: Construction:

Re: Modernization--yes: some aspects of LAX are uncomfortable; and improvements are a service to all
travelers. Current passenger surveys list LAX as being among the nation's most uncomfortable airports.

Re: Relocation of Runway 6L/24R to the north--NC! SPAS Alternative #2 (modernization plus extended
runway aprons to reduce turn-around time; no extension or northward movement of key runway) seems to serve
both improvement purposes adequately, without making significant new encroachments on the affected public.

Northward movement of that runway (besides extending abuses) will require additional residential
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The City’s Responses to Comments

The City responds as follows:

The City thanks Mr. Richard Cavalier, aresident in the City of Inglewood, for his comments.
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soundproofing. . .while more than 3,000 residential units still require initial service, after years of slow delivery.

It's important to recognize that any airport expansion is a response to the demands of airlines' accountants,
who have determined that larger planes and expanded airports are the answer to their financial problems.

However, despite my travels in more than forty countries, I have never met a traveler who insisted on
flying in larger cattle-cars with earlier advance check-ins, slower loading, more-frantic unloading, and slower
baggage claim.. The public has already ceased to enjoy the transport element of travel. Air travel today 1s punitive.
Special lounges for frequent travelers proves the point.

If larger planes permit lower fares, then people who buy 'low fares' rather than "premium service' should
not expect--and certainly not demand--to land at the airport nearest the metro center. People who choose to stay at
a B&B rather than in a major hotel do not expect the B&B to be across the street from a downtown hotel.

The finest of the smaller jet planes (the French Caravelle, under 80 seats) was quick loading/unloading,
quiet, smooth, and a joy to fly. The bean-counters decided that it was uneconomical. Under regulated fares, it was.
Now, with deregulated fares, the Caravelle and British BAC (and their out-boarded rear-engine concept) can be
returned to service with newer engines and premium fares for those who still value their travel sanity. Didn't
someone mention that the turbo-prop might be returning? Smaller is better!

Ultimately, the drive to bigger planes (520-seat size is already in design phase) will require still other
rounds of expansion--no upper limit has yet been established. The contiguous population should not be held
hostage to bean-counter schemes.

It's time to call enough "Enough!” on behalf of both the abused contiguous residents and the manhandled
passengers. Move all mass-cargo carriers to distant locations and then connect them to city-centers at airline
expense. If the airlines want longer runways and planes, let them find private financing for distant locations
and light rail connectors. Then the problem-causers will be the solution-payers. That's fair. Politically-supported
voter-abuse 1s not.

Overall problem:

Although the City of Los Angeles controls construction at LAX, an earlier US Congress has already co-
opted local control of air traffic. Curiosity: The Mayor of Los Angeles favors the runway move northward; however
the number of L.A. city-voters who live in immediate proximity to LAX are a distinct minority--he can with
impunity favor the bean-counters and expansion-forever. Rich voices should not be the determiners.

Tust as with banking limits (Glass- Steagall was elimmated to please laissez-faire business people; or
TARP bailouts ignored limits on banks' usage), that earlier Congressional action re: skies has effectively
removed intelligent limits. Unleashing the airlines' bean-counters has saddled the nearby populations with the
negatives. Glass-Steagall has already demonstrated the folly of ideology-driven legislation: it can have severe
unintended consequences. Larger planes can guarantee only larger disasters when they happen.

Keep in mind that the wonderful folks surrounding the vacated Marines' El Toro airport in Orange County
want to take control of Tohn Wayne airport away from LAWA. Reduced hours there would help to keep the noise
in Los Angeles | TWA neighbors oppose any new north runway, and the City of Newport Beach was granted a veto
over expansion to the south. Granted by whom? Where's the corresponding veto power at LAX?

Essential: Given the legislative mess with the LAX situation; its surrounding smaller cities and an
unincorporated area, and the confronted public, it's necessary for the various elected politicians speak for the
essentially voiceless populations of non-L.A.-city-proper residents who surround LAX.

This writer will gladly help to create a collateral awareness in the general populations surrounding LAX.
Exactly how should the affected public respond so as to encourage your individual offices to take a direct part in
ending the LAX (and other airport) encroachment on the quality of public lives in order to feed private interests and
fortunes? An action response, please. . . .

Re: Ignored health problems:

Currently, the airlines stack the incoming planes over metropolitan Los Angeles and land them at low and
noisy levels. Thatdelivers all health-abusive results to the public: the distressing noise; pulmonary problems
from, and smell of, spewed fuel fumes;, as well as constant distractions for students and public--all for the
convenience of the airlines. Other speakers reported increased rates of cancer and respiratory problems near LAX.

Given poor or non-existent sanitizing of seats an tables, according to Dr Joseph Maroon, there are many
types of bacteria cultured, including fecal Also, the dry air of the cabin contributes to pulmonary problems when
coughs can drift two seats front and back--in most planes, that's six-to-nine or more passengers exposed.

The FAA permits over-ocean arrivals at mght. If eastward-landings will work at night, they will work
100% of the time. The matter of take-off and landing into the wind has been the stated need since the days of
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propeller planes (grandfathered); however, jets move at more than triple the speed of propeller planes and create
their own lift. Wind doesn't blow that fast, even in hurricanes. Wind drift has the same pressure at given times
when approaching from either east or west.

Yes, noise and fumes from the ocean will drift eastward, but they'll be much diluted and scattered.
Arrivals from, and take-offs to, the west should be made permanent for all flights. That conflicts with the current
practice of landing from the east and take-off to the west; however that arrangement saturates traffic on behalf of
the airlines while punushing the surrounding populations. The Congress 1s tasked with regulating commerce, not
pampering it!

Yes, noise carries farther over water; but share the wealth. Then waterfront towns might also be less
willing to tolerate expanded service at LAX, even though their executives use it more often than do the less-
comfortable contiguous groups.

Airports are a regional problem. It's time for the FAA, LAWA, and SoCal’s elected officials to deal
effectively with the regional issues. LAWA is remiss in considering significant changes at LAX for airlines while
not seriously considering the physical and emotional health risks and damages in the local populations.

Re: Jobs:

Because no one 1s arguing for closing LAX, most of the sad commentaries re: job loss were irrelevant--
possibly reflecting scare tactics by their unions, which foresee larger memberships there, if expanded? Two
important items:

1) Several attendant-level workers stated their "right" to have jobs. No one has a "right" to a job that
causes distress for someone else. Foreign-born persons often have curious ideas about their "rights" upon arrival.

2) Those who spoke as union members (and who will get work under the modermization contracts) had
all neglected to mention that those jobs will be temporary, although the negatives will have permanent impact
on the surrounding communities and their residents.

Re: the Grandfather Clause:

Abuse has long been heaped on objectors in communities that surround LAX because residents have been
beat down with the boogeyman of a Grandfathered Airport. That's true of a small landing area for propeller planes.
Jets have no "Grandfather” protections at LAX. They have been shoe-horned into a docile public's life, space, and
consciousness by an ill-advised Act of Congress. It's fair to challenge both the airlines' policy of "bigger is better”
and also to challenge Congress' wisdom in disposing of public health and safety concerns in broad strokes.

Therefore, it's time to challenge the airline industry's guiding policy of "bigger-is-better." Put new limits
on aircraft size at LAX: try "smaller is better."

Apparently, an earlier Congress had agreed with the airlines that that bigger is better. . .and had favored
the dictates of an industry whose demands have become oppressive. The public is reaching the upper limits of
tolerability. Both the crowded travelers and the distressed contiguous communities feel--rightly and nationally--that
they have been abandoned by their legislative leaders of the past and possibly the present.

Re: Reception of digital broadcast TV:

Although implementation of digital transmission was required by Pres Bush-43, the digital system is
infinitely worse for reception (rapidly repeated blackouts of sound and picture) than was analog broadcast (jiggled
picture, acceptable sound, even if static). Cable is an easy answer to reception, but cable companies are not
responsible for poor broadeast reception; the FCC and broadcasters are. Why was the current broadcast system
installed without provision for necessary upgrades? The defaulting party(s) should pay for broadcast-only cable at
no or low expense to the currently-dispossessed recipients of broadcast.

Residents' TV complaints have evidently been directed to LAX offices, rather than to elected
representatives. There it's been ascribed to tower radio contact--but the control tower doesn't move, although the
interruptions are variable. The problem then appears to be reflection from the skin of aircraft, which reflects
differently depending on aircraft approach positions vs wind drift.

FCC has countered that (X- number) of stations are still available in the area. Quantity-over-
quality suggests that bubble gum for the eyes is adequate, even if interrupted. Lack of quality programming is still a
major failing of the FCC requirements for broadcasters.

One local chief of staff for an elected representative is not personally receptive to the TV complaints. The
matter 1s not her personal decision. This complaint 1s itself tangential , in contrast to the health and quality of life
complaints related to the FAA, as above. It requires separate handling with FCC. It will be addressed accordingly.
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Wrap up:

Gordian knot: The removal of all airline departures and arrivals at LAX to an over-ocean location
will mitigate or eliminate all of the noted complaints above. On that basis alone, these complaints and this
solution should be considered.

The time seems appropriate now to consider the human element at LAX or such continued aggravation
will jog travelers and the airport-local residents into beginning a travel revolt that can include the entire nation. We
need attention now from elected officials; all must listen and act in concert on behalf of the airport-local
populations in order to create an equitable interim solution for the LAX area. . .until the Congress can devise an
intelligent and workable system for the nation.

Given the legislative quandary and inequitable veto powers and voices, what actions can your office take,
under what circumstances, to help to implement the needed people-protection elements, as implied in the notes
above ? Exactly how can we locals gain your help? Will you join other elected officials in a concerted effort to
create a BANE SITUATION AT LAXY

Richard Cavalier

e

310/671-7262

EE S
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From: Shelley Tucker
Teo: MOISE MANAGEMENT - |AXPARTIEL
Subject: Easterly departures from 12:00-6:00 a.m.
Date: Thursday, November 15, 2012 12:55:16 PM
Gentlemen:

As a resident of El Segundo, I am curious to know how you plan to implement the
above proposal of fewer easterly flights which will not increase the noise from 51
additional westerly flights between the hours mentioned. We residents of El

Segundo have enough aircraft noise to deal with, especially from so many freight
flights taking off and landing in the evening hours. You cannot accommodate the
residents in one area at the expense of residents in another. That solves nothing.
Please re-think this proposal and come up with a more intelligent solution that will
work for all residents within close proximity to LAX whether to the east, west, north

or south.

Thank you,
Shelley Tucker
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The City’s Responses to Comments

The City responds as follows:
The City thanks Ms. Shelly Tucker, aresident in the City of El Segundo, for her comments.

5-1. The LAX proposed restriction will not add any additional flights at LAX between the hours of
midnight and 6:30 am. The regulation will only require that departures during these hours conform
to the air traffic flow at the time of the operation. The LAX/Community Noise Roundtable, of which
the City of El Segundo is a member, requested LAWA seek the proposed restriction by this Part 161
process. The restriction, if approved by the FAA, will not shift noise from the communitiesto the
east of LAX to the residents of El Segundo.
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From: rabs brent
Te: NOISE MANAGEMENT - | AXPARTIE]
Subject: lax east departure
Date: Tuesday, December 04, 2012 9:41:27 AM

this is unacceptable. our entire household and half the neighborhood was terrified
and shaken. consider me a supporter of the cause to get these east departures
prohibited. 6-1

“A United Airlines Boeing 747-400 plane leaving Los Angeles International Airport bound for
Australia flew over Manhattan Beach along Rosecrans Avenue and out over the ocean at an
altitude of 1,450 feet Monday night around 10:38 p.m., according to an online flight tracking

system.”

sincerely

Rob Trent
35th St
Manhattan Beach, CA
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The City’s Responses to Comments

The City responds as follows:

The City thanks Rob Trent, aresident in the City of Manhattan Beach, for his comments.

6-1. Whilethis departure operated in the same manner as the non-conforming operations that the
LAX Part 161 restriction would restrict, this particular flight would have been allowed to operate as
it did with or without the restriction in place because it departed prior to midnight and prior to the
beginning of the proposed restriction period.
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