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PC03412

PC03412-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03412-2

Comment:

Response:

PC03412-3

Comment:

Response:

Keyantash, John None Provided 6/27/2001

See comments on enclosed sheet. No expansion of LAX!

Comment noted. Please see Responses to Comments below. It should be noted that Alternative D has
been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity
comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.

Thank you for your steadfast opposition to the expansion of Los Angeles International Airport. After
attending a city meeting in El Segundo, hearing from concerned citizens in other communities near the
airport, and reviewing the LAX Master Plan, | am convinced that it is a large step in the wrong direction
for the people and infrastructure of Los Angeles.

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative.

The airport is a great facility, but it should not be allowed to grow. Demographic studies for the Los
Angeles/Southern California basin show that population growth over the next 30 years is expected to
occur in Riverside and San Bernardino counties, to the largest extent. Los Angeles is far removed from
these locations! We should not service the needs of outlying areas by expanding the facilities of a
central hub. Like we are learning with the recent power (electricity) crisis, a decentralized structure is
less subject to the vulnerabilities of "putting all of our eggs in one basket." Applying the analogy to LAX,

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.
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PC03412-4

Comment:
further concentrating the mechanical activities at LAX will lead to increased issues of congestion on our
already gridlocked freeways and avenues (e.g., the 405 freeway and Sepulveda Blvd., plus the ancillary
connections),

Response:
Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in
Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. In addition, please see Response to Comment AL00043-3 regarding
proposed traffic improvements for off-airport roadways and Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding airport
area traffic concerns.

PC03412-5

Comment:
not to mention the near ceaseless drone of planes. Looking at most military bases as a design
paradigm, there is a reason that they are sited away from urban areas, and it is not solely due to
security; It is due to issues of noise pollution. Living on the south side of LAX in El Segundo, | hear a
barrage of hums and roars day and night. Most of the time, | can ignore them, but if airport traffic were
to further increase, it would be thoroughly overwhelming.

Response:

The commentor lives about as near the departure end of the south runway complex as possible, and
well within the area eligible for sound insulation under all LAWA guidelines. The airport has attempted
to deal with the issue of noise in his area through the posting of signs at the end of each runway calling
for flight to the coastline prior to turns, but occasional deviations from the procedure continue to occur.
A part of the reason is the alignment of the runways relative to the community. The west end of the
runways nearest El Segundo are closer to the community than the east ends (the runways are aimed
more toward the community's west end).

The commentor is correct in identifying that most military bases which are owned by the federal
government are located outside of urban areas as a result of security, however, as a result of being
located in remote areas noise benefits are provided as well. Non-military airports are usually owned
and controlled by a local entity or municipality, a port authority or airport authority. The owning agency
usually has control over the surrounding land use and zoning, but this is not entirely the case at LAX.
Airports such as LAX that were built in the 1940's did not have the urban density that they have today.
They were encroached upon as the surrounding communities continued to grow. Regarding early turns
over El Segundo, please see Response to Comment PC00237-1, Subtopical Response TR-N-3.2, and
Subtopical Response TR-N-3.4. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed
noise impacts in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, and traffic impacts in Section 4.3,
Surface Transportation. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix D and
Technical Reports 1, 2, and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C and Technical Reports S-1, S-2a,
and S-2b of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-LU-4 regarding
outdoor noise levels and Topical Response TR-N-6 regarding noise increase.

PC03412-6

Comment:
| fear that an expansion of LAX would be economically damaging to the City of EI Segundo, not to
mention other communities on the LAX perimeter.
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Response:

PC03412-7

Comment:

Response:

PC03412-8

Comment:

Response:

The economic effects of Master Plan alternatives were provided in Section 4.4.1, Employment/Socio-
Economics, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data in
Technical Report 5 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Report S-3 of the Supplement to the Draft
EIS/EIR. The estimated employment impacts of Alternatives A, B, and C on the City of El Segundo are
presented in Technical Report 5, Table 48, LAX-Related Employment in the South Bay and North Bay
Cities and Communities for the LAX Master Plan EIS/EIR Alternatives, 1996, 2005 and 2015.
Employment impacts of Alternative D on South Bay communities are provided in Table S13 of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

Concerning airport operations, | believe we should have the air traffic distributed more equivalently
between the many communities in the Los Angeles Basin. For citizens that live in Palmdale, Ontario, or
Orange County, traveling to LAX is a burden, given not only the geographic distance but the severe
roadway congestion at virtually all hours. These people deserve facilities that are within closer reach.
Furthermore, for the economic growth that is concentrated in these outlying areas, the transport of
freight via air is much more logical and energy-efficient if it were done at terminals much closer to the
freight destination.

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

From all large view perspectives, the proposed expansion of LAX described in the LAX Master Plan
would be an extremely poor economic, social, and energy-minded decision. It does not make sense for
an economically and architectually mature city like Los Angeles (proper) to increase its number of
runways, buildings, noise, and diesel pollution for the benefit of fringe communities. In fact,
municipalities such as Palmdale are actively seeking increased airport service. For the people and
organizations that require increased airport activity -- and for the people that don't -- the proposed
expansion of Los Angeles International Airport would be a large step backward for the greater Los
Angeles area.

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand and Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to
Palmdale. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed noise impacts in Section
4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality, energy supply in Section
4.17.1, Energy Supply, and social impacts in Section 4.4, Social Impacts. Supporting technical data
and analyses are provided in Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical Reports 1, 4, 5, and 8 of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C, Appendix S-E and Technical Reports S-1 and S-4 of the Supplement to the
Draft EIS/EIR.
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PC03413 Jusko, Andrew None Provided

PC03413-1

Comment:
1. We are impacted by airport noise. It will be worse with the new 600 passenger planes.

Response:
Noise impacts were addressed in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, of the Draft EIS/EIR
and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix
D and Technical Report 1 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C and Technical Report S-1 of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. In addition, please see Subtopical Response TR-N-6.3 regarding
relationship between aircraft size and noise levels.

PC03413-2

Comment:
2. The LAX Master Plan does not address the air & noise pollution impact on the 6 schools & 3 high
schools surrounding the LAX.

Response:
The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality,
and noise impacts in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use. Supporting technical data and
analyses are provided in Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical Reports 1 and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR
and Appendix S-C, Appendix S-E, and Technical Reports S-1 and S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft
EIS/EIR. All identifiable schools near LAX were used as receptors in the air quality dispersion modeling
analyses. The modeled maximum air quality impacts would not be exceeded at any school receptor. In
addition, please see Response to Comment AL00018-10 regarding the placement of dispersion
modeling receptors.

PC03413-3

Comment:
Aircraft pollute heavily on takeoff & landing. Often we smell jet fuel, AQMD has no affect or jurisdiction
on LAX.

Response:
Please see Response to Comment PC00045-4 regarding odors and Topical Response TR-AQ-1
regarding air pollutant deposition.

PCO03413-4

Comment:
3. Traffic on 405 & Lincoln Blvd is stop & go resulting in heavier car pollution. Cars pollute heavily
during acceleration.

Response:

Comment noted. Air quality was addressed in Section 4.6, Air Quality, of the Draft EIS/EIR and
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in Appendix G
and Technical Report 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-E and Technical Report S-4 of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
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PC03413-5

Comment:
4. Excess aircraft on runways lead to unsafe airport operations.

Response:

Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety.
PC03413-6
Comment:

5. Sepulveda Tunnel under LAX is crowded. Have a safety engineer analysis.
Response:

Please see Response to Comment PC00236-1 regarding the Sepulveda Tunnel.
PC03414 Simmons, Mildred None Provided
PC03414-1
Comment:

LAX is already a "nightmare"! We don't need to enlarge it!
Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative.

PC03415 Warman, Minnie Lee None Provided

PC03415-1

Comment:
We need to enlarge Palmdale airport. | have a grandson & family there not LAX. | have too much noise
even from the Torrance airport where | live -

Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand and Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to
Palmdale. Noise impacts were addressed in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in
Appendix D and Technical Report 1 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C and Technical Report S-1 of
the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PC03416 Page, Joanne None Provided

PC03416-1

Comment:
| believe that growth at LAX must be curtailed, and a regional airport plan be put into effect.
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Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PC03416-2

Comment:
The traffic now on the San Diego (405) Freeway is impossible. If it continues to worsen (as it surely
would with LAX expansion) the South Bay area will be unliveable.

Response:
Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in
Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding airport area traffic
concerns. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed
to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project

Alternative.

PC03417 Khalil, Kaaren None Provided

PC03417-1

Comment:
Don't want LAX to grow bigger. | grew up in Westchester when things were quiet at LAX. Now it is
very busy.

Response:

Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-LU-2 regarding impacts to the community of
Westchester. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative.

PC03418 Espinosa, Raymond None Provided

PC03418-1

Comment:
After reading your report, | have to agree with your view on regional airports. It makes sense to me
besides all the money the regional airport plan would generate. Think in terms of a major natural
disaster like earthquakes, we would have more facilities on hand to accomodate emergency officials to
disaster areas also more jobs to attract people out to our two largest counties -

Response:
Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
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PC03419

PC03419-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03419-2

Comment:

Response:

PC03419-3

Comment:

Response:

PC03419-4

Comment:

Response:

additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

Bible, Darlene None Provided

If the original, major expansion plan were to take place, the airport would take property to within 3
blocks of our home. They plan to knock down dozens of current and NEW businesses on Sepulveda
(Ralphs, Office depot, etc) which would affect all of us in the neighborhood.

The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed land acquisition for each of the
alternatives in Chapter 3 and Section 4.2, Land Use. Please see Topical Response TR-LU-2 regarding
impacts to the Community of Westchester. As stated therein, Ralphs Supermarket is not proposed for
acquisition under any of the Master Plan alternatives and Office Depot is proposed for acquisition under
Alternatives A and C. In contrast to the other build alternatives, Alternative D (LAWA Staff's new
preferred alternative), does not propose any residential acquisition or acquisition within the Westchester
Business District.

We bought our home here, in part, because of the ball park on Wiley Post (Neilson Field) and that
would also be taken by the airport and used for parking or other uses.

Please see Response to Comment PC01014-3 regarding expansion of Carl E. Nielson Youth Park.

The value of our home will fall tremendously, after just going up recently.

Please see Topical Response TR-ES-1 regarding impacts to residential property values.

The polution, smell and traffic will be unbelievable. This airport is right smack in the middle of big
neighborhoods. Please don't support its expansion!!

Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed air quality in
Section 4.6, Air Quality, and traffic impacts in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation. Supporting technical
data and analyses are provided in Appendix G and Technical Reports 2, 3, and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR
and Appendix S-E and Technical Reports S-2a, S-2b, and S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Please see Response to Comment PC00045-4 regarding odors. It should be noted that Alternative D
has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity
comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.
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PC03420

PC03420-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03420-2

Comment:

Response:

PC03420-3

Comment:

Response:

PC03420-4

Comment:

Foster, R. Wayne None Provided

LAX is located in a highly congested population area. Surface access to the airport is physically limited
with little opportunity to improve. Only so cars & buses can service the airport at any one time.

Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in
Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. In addition, please see Response to Comment AL0O0043-3 regarding
proposed traffic improvements for off-airport roadways, Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding airport
area traffic concerns, and Topical Response TR-ST-6 regarding neighborhood traffic impacts.

It is time to develop an airport in an area with plenty of room to grow. Palmdale for example. This
along with expanded use of the satellite airpots.

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX
operations to Palmdale.

High-speed surface transportation should be developed to interconnect the airports.

Please see Topical Response TR-RC-3 regarding high-speed rail as a solution to airport capacity and
demand.

Airport terminal could be built in high population areas wher people could check in at their airline,
including their bags. They would bemoved by high speed surface transportation to one of the airpots,
where they could proceed directly to their gate/departure. These dow town terminals could include
parking, thus help relieve airport congestion/traffic.
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Response:

PC03422

PC03422-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03423

PC03423-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03424

PC03424-1

Comment:

Comment noted.

Davis, Jean None Provided

| think the Master Plan is appalling! It is unthinkable for those of us who have suffered the increasing
intensity of airplane noise and destruction of our small fruit trees, and whose automobiles are covered
daily with an oily film. Our representative was voted into office with promises that she would fight
expansion of the L.A. International. Since she has done an "about face" and is now in the business of
promoting her 'soundproofing' of homes in our area (e.g. - model home 419 Waterview Street, P.D.R.)
we cannot expect any support for your logical alternative. | think you, and your supporters are the best
hope of all of us in this area.

Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed noise in Section
4.1, Noise, and air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality, with supporting technical data and analyses
provided in Appendices D and G, and Technical Report 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR, and Appendices S-C
and S-E and Technical Report S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. In addition, please see
Topical Response TR-AQ-1 regarding deposition of pollutants in urban areas and Topical Response
TR-LU-4 regarding outdoor noise levels.

Borakove, Andrew None Provided

| live in Marina Del Rey. It is already too crowded & with Playa Vista picked through by Richard
Riordan, Katzenberg & cronies - we have NO Room. We need to use Oran County Ontario, Palmdale
etc. LAX is an old bison, barely breathing. PUSH for regional airports that & ELECTRIC ZERO
EMISSION CARS.

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand, Topical Response TR-RC-4 regarding Orange County air transportation
demand, and Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale. Please
see Response to Comment PC00148-2 regarding potential impacts from Playa Vista.

Perruzza, John None Provided

The LAX Master Plan's only intent is to preserve all the fees they earn for landing rights. We have
airports capable of handling international air traffic which are totally underused. |.E., Palmdale, Ontario
and Long Beach.

If caps were put on the amount of flights that LAX was allowed to handle, these airports could handle all
increases in air traffic with little cost to the tax payers. Plus air and automobile congestion to and from
LAX would disappear.
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Why is such a simple and inexpensive solution so difficult for politicians and bureaucrats to put into
operation? Must politicians continually ignore the public's rights?

Or do the politicians and their friends have too much invested in preserving the status quo for their
financial benefit?

Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand, Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to
Palmdale, and Response to Comment PC01018-29 regarding the inability of FAA and LAWA to limit
activity at airports. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed air quality in
Section 4.6, Air Quality, and traffic impacts in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation. Supporting technical
data and analyses are provided in Appendix G and Technical Reports 2, 3, and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR
and Appendix S-E and Technical Reports S-2a, S-2b, and S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PC03425 Gerhardt, Kenneth None Provided

PC03425-1

Comment:
| have lived in Playa Del Rey, West Westchester, and Marina Del Rey since 1951. My wife and | have
lived happily in this area watching it grow and develop,sending our three sons to school and experiecing
the changes over the years. Airport expansion bought out our housre in West Chester in 1971 after
about twenty years of pleasant living. Our children were grown and we moved to a condo in Marina Del
Rey.We have been happy here too. But after all these years of airport expanding noise and increasing
traffic and conjestion we feel that LAX expansion in this area would be a great mistake.

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed noise impacts in
Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use and traffic impacts in Section 4.3, Surface
Transportation. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix D and Technical
Reports 1, 2, and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C and Technical Reports S-1, S-2a, and S-2b
of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PC03426 Brilhart, Judy None Provided

PC03426-1

Comment:
Traffic noise and pollution would impact our lives. Please do not let the LAX Master Plan go thru.
Please send some of the air traffic to Palmdale or Lancaster. They need the jobs and transportation for
their cities.
| would like to see a bullet train for S.F. to L.A. & Palmdale.

Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand, Topical Response TR-RC-3 high-speed rail as a solution to airport
capacity and demand, and Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to
Palmdale. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed traffic impacts in Section
4.3, Surface Transportation; noise impacts in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use; and air
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quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix D,
Appendix G, and Technical Reports 1, 2, 3, and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C, Appendix S-
E, and Technical Reports S-1, S-2a, S-2b, and S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PC03427 Schultz, Sue None Provided

PC03427-1

Comment:
| do not support the expansion of LAX. There are lots of Regional airports in the area that should take
the overflow and expand instead of LAX.

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PC03427-2

Comment:
Traffic around the airport is already horrific, and expansion will increase it. | live in Manhattan Beach,
and it is almost impossible, even now, to get north of LAX.

Response:

Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in
Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. In addition, please see Response to Comment AL0O0043-3 regarding
proposed traffic improvements for off-airport roadways, Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding airport
area traffic concerns, and Topical Response TR-ST-6 regarding neighborhood traffic impacts. It should
be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of
future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.

PC03428 Burger, Jenifer None Provided

PC03428-1

Comment:
As a Manhattan Beach "Tree Section" resident, my main concern is an increase in pollution in our area.
| already feel that the pollution from the Chevron plant and various power & water factories that are
prevelant in Manhattan Beach & El Segundo are impacting our health already. Since moving to the tree
section (3 blocks from Rosecrans/3 blocks to Highland) our 3 year old son has developed asthma.
There are several other families in the area that have young children w/asthma as well. | know LAX is a
source of the bad air he's breathing - Please fight this expansion.

Response:

The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed human health and safety in Section
4.24, Human Health and Safety, and air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality. Supporting technical data
and analyses are provided in Appendix G and Technical Reports 4, 14a, and 14c of the Draft EIS/EIR
and Appendix S-C and S-E and Technical Reports S-4, S-9a, and S-9b of the Supplement to the Draft
EIS/EIR. In addition, please see Topical Response TR-HRA-2 regarding airport emissions and link with
adverse health effects, Topical Response TR-HRA-3 regarding human health impacts and Topical
Response TR-AQ-3 regarding air pollution increase.
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PC03429

PC03429-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03430

PC03430-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03431

PC03431-1

Comment:

Lunstad, Robyn None Provided

While we agree that airports are necessary and vital to our economy and way of life, the location of
airports is certainly a negotiable variable we can control and manipulate so that fewer people's lives are
adversely affected by noise, air and traffic pollution. The South Bay's streets freways and airways are
currently saturated. Our population keeps increasing at an alarming rate. We believe that adding and
expanding to the LA airport will negatively impact our lives.

Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed noise impacts in
Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use; air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality; and traffic impacts
in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in
Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical Reports 1, 2, 3, and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C,
Appendix S-E, and Technical Reports S-1, S-2a, S-2b, and S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
In addition, please see Topical Response TR-LU-1 regarding impacts on quality of life. It should be
noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future
(2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.

Kallas, Nancy & None Provided
Chris

WE ARE STRONGLY OPPOSED TO EXPANSION OF LAX - THE REGIONAL PLAN MAKES GOOD
BUSINESS AND ENVIRONMENTAL SENSE. WE HAVE ALREADY BEEN AFFECTED BY THE
CHANGE AND INCREASE IN FLIGHT PATTERNS NEARER OUR HOME AND ONE OF US WORKS
IN THE PLAYA DEL REY AREA - THE GROWTH, AND THEREFORE CONGESTION IS ALREADY
OUT OF CONTROL - THE 405 FWY IS OVERTAXED, AND WE BELIEVE THERE HAS BEEN TOO
MUCH GROWTH ALLOWED IN THE SOUTH BAY, WESTSIDE AS IT IS. LIVING IN SOUTH
TORRANCE, WE DON'T FEEL AN ECONOMIC IMPACT FROM THE AIRPORT, BUT BELIEVE ITS
TIME TO STOP THE GROWTH - EVERY OPPORTUNITY TO DEVELOP LAND FROM PLAYA DEL
REY TO PALOS VERDES IS UNDERWAY - ENOUGH IS ENOUGH!

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand and Topical Response TR-N-3 regarding aircraft flight procedures.
Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in
Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Response to Comment PC00148-2 regarding potential
impacts from Playa Vista.

Cook, Allan None Provided

We support your effort Re Lax - to much noise already.
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Response:

PC03432

PC03432-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03433

PC03433-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03433-2

Comment:

Response:

PC03434

PC03434-1

Comment:

Comment noted. Noise impacts were addressed in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, of
the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Supporting technical data and analyses are
provided in Appendix D and Technical Report 1 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C and Technical
Report S-1 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

Lee, Darryl & Venora None Provided

We firmly support limiting LAX to its present size & distributing air traffic throughout the region - based
on an impartial & thorough regional plan.

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

Garcia, M. Gladys None Provided

Even after the retrofitting my house & windows shake very hard - My yard is very noisy.

Please see Topical Response TR-LU-3 for a description of the residential soundproofing program,
Topical Response TR-N-8 regarding noise-based vibration impacts, and Topical Response TR-LU-4 for
a discussion of outdoor noise levels, including thresholds used to identify significant noise levels.

| have developed breathing problems from the polution.

The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed human health and safety in Section
4.24, Human Health and Safety, and air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality. Supporting technical data
and analyses are provided in Appendix G and Technical Reports 4, 14a, and 14c of the Draft EIS/EIR
and Appendix S-C and S-E and Technical Reports S-4, S-9a, and S-9b of the Supplement to the Draft
EIS/EIR. In addition, please see Topical Response TR-HRA-2 regarding airport emissions and link with
adverse health effects, Topical Response TR-HRA-3 regarding human health impacts and Topical
Response TR-AQ-3 regarding air pollution increase.

Coerver, Howard None Provided

Congratulations on your work in securing a way to a regional airport alternitive - | have lived in
Westchester & Playa del Rey since 1957 - In 1974 | loss my Westchester home due to LAX expansion.
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The recent years have brought more traffic, noise & pollution to our area caused by LAX - We don't
need more expanion. Please continue your fight.

Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed
traffic impacts in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation; noise impacts in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section
4.2, Land Use; and air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality. Supporting technical data and analyses are
provided in Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical Reports 1, 2, 3, and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR and
Appendix S-C, Appendix S-E, and Technical Reports S-1, S-2a, S-2b, and S-4 of the Supplement to the
Draft EIS/EIR.

PC03435 Cunningham, Nancy None Provided

PC03435-1

Comment:
LINCOLN BLVD. IS ALMOST UNUSABLE DURING NORMAL RUSH HOURS. THE SAN DIEGO
FREEWAY IS GRIDLOCKED FOR AT LEAST 4 HOURS IN THE MORNING & 4 HOURS IN THE
EVENING.

Response:
Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in
Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. In addition, please see Response to Comment AL00043-3 regarding
proposed traffic improvements for off-airport roadways and Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding airport
area traffic concerns.

PC03435-2

Comment:
BOTH AN EXPANSION OF LAX AND THE HUGE DEVELOPMENT AT BALLONA CREEK WILL MAKE
TRAFFIC CONGESTION - WHICH CAN BE SEEN - & AIR & WATER QUALITY SO OVERLOADED AS
TO ALMOST SHUT VENICE AND SURROUNDING CITIES DOWN.

Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Response to Comment AL00018-19 regarding the evaluation of cumulative
impacts in the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Regarding Ballona Creek, it is
believed that the commentor is referring to the Playa Vista project. The Playa Vista project was
accounted for in the cumulative impacts analysis of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft
EIS/EIR. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed traffic impacts in Section
4.3, Surface Transportation, air quality impacts in Section 4.6, Air Quality, and water quality impacts in
Section 4.7, Hydrology and Water Quality, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in
Appendix G and Technical Reports 2, 3, 4, and 6 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-E and Technical
Reports S-2, S-4, and S-5 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-
ST-4 regarding airport area traffic concerns.
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PC03435-3

Comment:
| WOULD ALSO LIKE TO TAKE THIS OPPORTUNITY TO SAY THAT | AM TOTALLY FED UP WITH
THE TAXPAYES SUBSIDIZING FURTHER DEVELOPMENT. IF DEVELOPERS &/OR AIRLINES
WANT INCREASED PUBLIC SERVICES, LET THEM PAY FOR THEM.

Response:
Comment noted. No taxpayer funds are used in the operation of LAX nor are any proposed to be used
in the implementation of the proposed Master Plan.

PC03436 Zimmerman, Mary None Provided

PC03436-1

Comment:
No more expansion at LAX please! Those of us who are longtime residents of Westchester already
have enough of the noise, traffic congestion, etc. that is the result of living so close to a large
International Airport.

If nearby counties in Southern California were to have airports located there -which some apparently do
- it would be fairer then to continue to expand LAX. Please work for Regional development.

Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand and Topical Response TR-LU-2 regarding impacts to the community of
Westchester. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed noise impacts in
Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, and traffic impacts in Section 4.3, Surface
Transportation. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix D and Technical
Reports 1, 2, and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C and Technical Reports S-1, S-2a, and S-2b
of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PC03437 Rosenberg, Diane None Provided
Heath

PC03437-1

Comment:
The numbers of acreage at LAX tell the story. (3425 acres). Traffic for 67 million passengers filtering in
and out of such a confined area is not feasible. The 105 freeway onto Sepulveda is already gridlocked.
The 405 corridor from South to North is often bumper to bumper, stalling completely at the airport.

Response:
Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in
Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Subtopical Response TR-ST-4.1 regarding airport area
traffic concerns.
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PC03437-2

Comment:
| am very concerned Orange County is blocking the most viable regional airport solution at El Toro.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach to
meeting demand and Topical Response TR-RC-4 regarding Orange County air transportation demand.

PC03437-3

Comment:
Palmdale, if developed with rapid rail transit into the city would be an incredible regional solution.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-RC-3 which discusses high-speed rail as a solution to airport capacity
and demand and Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale.

PC03438 Neff, Marlene None Provided

PC03438-1

Comment:
The Master Plan for increased routes to LAX includes the windening of La Tijera Blvd, and that means
the removal and loss of our homes with no place to go

Response:
Please see Response to Comment AL00040-46. Please also see Topical Response TR-RBR-1
regarding residential acquisition and relocation issues. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft
EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D - Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range
of alternatives currently being considered for the LAX Master Plan. No residential acquisition is
proposed under Alternative D.

PC03439 Vivian, W. None Provided

PC03439-1

Comment:
| agree with you wholeheartedly in your common sense principles for developing airports.

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PC03439-2

Comment:

Also | think we need a railway system for transportation as it seems we have the worst system of any
large city in the country. Is there something wrong with monorail?
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Response:
In terms of the appropriateness of monorail to the airport, monorail systems in use today generally lack
the passenger capacity and passenger loading characteristics necessary for an application to a major
air complex like LAX Airport. A higher capacity mode like the Metro Green Line is more suitable. Please
see Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR regarding development
of an on-airport automated people mover system that would connect to a proposed Intermodal
Transportation Center adjacent to the MTA Green Line Station. In addition,
please see Topical Response TR-ST-5 regarding the rail/transit plan, in particular Subtopical Response
TR-ST-5.2 and Subtopical Response TR-ST-5.4.

PC03440 Cox, Mary Ellen None Provided

PC03440-1

Comment:
| strongly support your efforts regarding the regional plans. LAX is much too crowded already, and the
outlying areas would benefit from sharing the air traffic.

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PC03441 Riessen, Hallie None Provided

PC03441-1

Comment:
| am totally opposed to the expansion as proposed by L.A.X. Living in El Segundo, we are subjected to
horrendous noise & pollution.

Response:
Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed noise impacts in
Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, and air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality. Supporting
technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical Reports 1 and 4 of
the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C, Appendix S-E and Technical Reports S-1 and S-4 of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a
build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No
Action/No Project Alternative.

PC03441-2

Comment:
Many times large jet liners that couldn't land go right over the city from N.E. to S.\W. A crash would be
disastrous.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety.

PC03441-3

Comment:

The traffic on Sepulveda in the A.M. trying to get through the airport tunnel is backed up solid clear to
Rosecrans and very heavy stop & go to Manhattan Beach Blvd.
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Response:
Please see Response to Comment PC00236-1 regarding the Sepulveda Tunnel.

PC03442 Guerena, Charles None Provided

PCO03442-1

Comment:
- TRAFFIC, NOISE, POLLUTION WILL INCREASE TO UNACCEPTABLE LEVELS WITHOUT LAX
EXPANSION. IMAGINE WITH, UGH!

Response:
Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed traffic impacts in
Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, noise impacts in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use,
and air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in
Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical Reports 1, 2, 3, and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C,
Appendix S-E, and Technical Reports S-1, S-2a, S-2b, and S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
In addition, please see Topical Response TR-AQ-3 regarding air pollution increase and Topical
Response TR-N-6 regarding noise increase. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to
provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of
the No Action/No Project Alternative.

PC03442-2

Comment:
- WITHOUT A FAST, PRACTIBLE, VIABLE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM TO
LANCASTER/PALMDALE & ONTARIO, REGIONAL PLAN WILL NOT BE ACCEPTABLE. THIS IS
"TASK ONE"!I!!
- NO "TASK ONE," NO SOLUTION.

Response:
It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a
level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative. Please
see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach to
meeting demand and Topical Response TR-RC-3 regarding high-speed rail as a solution to airport
capacity and demand.

PC03443 Williams, Nema None Provided

PC03443-1

Comment:
Other airports should be built. LAX should not be expanded.

Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.
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PC03444

PC03444-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03445

PC03445-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03446

PC03446-1

Comment:

Gamlin, Bonnie & None Provided
Richard

| agree with you on your regional plan that fairly shares the burden & benefits of air transportation
across our region. LAX is already over burdened.

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

Winters, Nancy None Provided

| strongly support the Regional Airport plan! LAX is too crowded with traffic. | would take public
transportation 1 hour away to take a flight at other airports. My friends in Riverside & San Bernardino
would like more flights at airports closer to them. LA needs more public transportation - spread out the
people & the flights at all airports & get them there via bus, rail, etc.! Reduce traffic & pollution!

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed traffic
impacts in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, and air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality. Supporting
technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix G and Technical Reports 2, 3, and 4 of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Appendix S-E and Technical Reports S-2a, S-2b, and S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft
EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-ST-5 regarding the rail/transit plan.

Schable, Tina None Provided

There's already more than enough - too much! - traffic, noise, and pollution from LAX and I'm happy you
are working against its expansion. It is only common sense that airports should be in non-congested
areas, and surprising there's so little common sense.
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Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed
traffic impacts in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation; noise impacts in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section
4.2, Land Use; and air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality. Supporting technical data and analyses are
provided in Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical Reports 1, 2, 3, and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR and
Appendix S-C, Appendix S-E, and Technical Reports S-1, S-2a, S-2b, and S-4 of the Supplement to the
Draft EIS/EIR.

PC03447 Stein, David W. & None Provided
Norma

PC03447-1

Comment:
| am opposed to the expansion plan of the Airport. LAX is already too crowded. All viable alternatives
should be attempted first (regionalization) before expansion is considered.

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PC03448 Hofer, Albert None Provided

PC03448-1

Comment:
A LARGE AMOUNT OF LAX USAGE COMES FROM ORANGE COUNTY, WITH THE RESULTING
TRAFFIC ON THE 405 FREEWAY. LETS DEVELOPE THE EL TORO FACILITY AND LET OUR
NEIGHBORS SHARE.

Response:

Please see Topical Response TR-RC-4 regarding Orange County air transportation demand.

PC03449 Orr, Keith & Marva None Provided

PC03449-1

Comment:
| agree 100% that using the regional airports at Palmdale, Ontario and probably El Toro in Orange
County. Increasing LAX like suggested would cause nothing but problems with traffic as well as other
problems to the entire South Bay area

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand, Topical Response TR-RC-4 regarding Orange County air transportation
demand, and Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale. In spring
2002, the voters of Orange County rejected the use of El Toro for a commercial airport. The Department
of the Navy is disposing of the property for non-airport uses. Surface transportation impacts were
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addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft
EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PC03450 Holder, Lyle None Provided

PC03450-1

Comment:
| live about 5 minutes from the LA Airport. | don't think expanding LAX is a good idea. Our streets are
over taxed now with Heavy traffic. Getting in & out of the airport is a real hassle during incoming & out
going flights. Parking is at a premium. Stop expansion if all possible. Thank you

Response:

Comment noted. Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation,
of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses
provided in Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding airport area traffic
concerns. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed
to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative.

PC03451 Hoff, Sheila None Provided

PC03451-1

Comment:
1. Regional Distribution should provide a safer & more efficient system. It will also enhance business in
more areas. To consolidate more traffic here adds to our pollution, noise, reduces traffic flow &
discourage suitable growth in the area that will be impacted by airport traffic. Regional Distribution will
provide more airline business & accommodates a growing population that has moved out of L.A.

Response:

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed air
quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality; noise impacts in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use; and
traffic impacts in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation. Supporting technical data and analyses are
provided in Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical Reports 1, 2, 3, and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR and
Appendix S-C, Appendix S-E, and Technical Reports S-1, S-2a, S-2b, and S-4 of the Supplement to the
Draft EIS/EIR.

PC03451-2

Comment:
2. LAX Expansion not only drives down property values but is a deterrent to an upscale community in
the beach towns that is in the need for more services.
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Response:

PC03451-3

Comment:

Response:

PC03452

PC03452-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03453

PC03453-1

Comment:

Response:

Please see Topical Response TR-ES-1 regarding the impacts on residential property values and
Topical Response TR-LU-1 regarding impacts on quality of life.

More traffic impacts local traffic to local services & will drive local business out.

The content of this comment is identical to comment PC02613-28; please refer to Response to
Comment PC02613-28.

Lundy, Tate None Provided

Expanding regional airports would not only alleviate the burden from LAX itself but would lessen traffic
on all LAX bound freeways. In turn, this could have a positive effect on our air quality. Please consider
expanding regional airports instead of going forward with the LAX Master Plan.

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

Gokcen, Nev A. & None Provided
Emel

We agree with you wholeheartedly. Please consider also a FAST RAILROAD from San Diego to San
Francisco!

Please see Topical Response TR-ST-5 regarding the rail/transit plan, in particular Subtopical Response
TR-ST-5.2 and Subtopical Response TR-ST-5.4. Alternative D would connect a people mover to an
Intermodal Transportation Center near the Aviation station of the Green Line, with no extension of the
Green Line necessary for terminal access. The surface transportation impacts of the Master Plan
alternatives were presented in Sections 4.3.1, On-Airport Surface Transportation, and 4.3.2, Off-Airport
Surface Transportation, of the Draft EIS/EIR and the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
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PC03454 Henderson, Marion None Provided

PC03454-1

Comment:
There is not an economic impact directly on us. Our main concern for an expanded LAX is the
congestion at LAX and the traffic in and around the terminals. Air pollution and noise are also factors
that will increase with expansion. Common sense dictates to our planners, to utilize and expand airport
traffic to those other outlying airports. (Ontario - Palmdale)

Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand and Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to
Palmdale. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed traffic impacts in Section
4.3, Surface Transportation; air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality; and noise impacts in Section 4.1,
Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix D,
Appendix G, and Technical Reports 1, 2, 3, and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C, Appendix S-
E, and Technical Reports S-1, S-2a, S-2b, and S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PC03455 Sullivan, Eleanor None Provided

PC03455-1

Comment:
We don't need to enlarge L.A. airport. Let's go elsewhere. We do hear planes over our house now.
Don't need more.

L.A. is too crowded now, parking & etc - bad.
Lets go some place else, where they need it.

Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed
traffic impacts in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, and noise impacts in Section 4.1, Noise, and
Section 4.2, Land Use. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix D and
Technical Reports 1, 2, and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C and Technical Reports S-1, S-2a,
and S-2b of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PC03456 Cope, JOANN None Provided

PC03456-1

Comment:
| am in favor of a major regional airport to be built in PALMDALE. This plan has been bantered about
for the past 30 years. If action had been taken then, the costs would have been minimal. As conditions
stand now, LAX is maxed out and we don't have the backup that we need in the pipeline. Late as we
are, now is the time to make our move & build a regional airport.
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Response:

Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D - Enhanced Safety
and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered for the LAX Master
Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Alternative D, developed
pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and security improvements
and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that of the No Action/No
Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of LAX is consistent with
the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is intended to accommodate
future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of Alternative D was provided
in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For additional information, please
see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan and Topical
Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach to meeting demand.
In addition, please see Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale.

PC03457 Hitchcook, Jo Nell None Provided

PC03457-1

Comment:
| am in total agreement with your letter regional airport alternative and | will help to vote the Plan in or
help in any way | can

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PC03458 Mearing, Dorothy None Provided

PC03458-1

Comment:
| think the "Maser Plan" is a disaster for all of the South Bay residents.

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project

Alternative.

PC03458-2

Comment:
The traffic is so bad now you hate to have friends or relatives come to see you. | live in Torrance -
maybe 10 or so miles away - it takes 45 to 50 minutes to drive to LAX - so you tell them to take a taxi or
shuttle & you pay the the bill.

Response:

Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in
Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. In addition, please see Response to Comment AL0O0043-3 regarding
proposed traffic improvements for off-airport roadways, Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding airport
area traffic concerns, and Topical Response TR-ST-6 regarding neighborhood traffic impacts.
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PC03458-3

Comment:

Response:

PC03459

PC03459-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03459-2

Comment:

Response:

PC03459-3

Comment:

Response:

Why not "share" some of the "wealth" with the other airports - they need it more than we do. I'm
wondering, just who, is going to benefit from this plan.

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand. In addition, the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR
addressed environmental impacts both adverse and beneficial in Chapter 4, Affected Environment,
Consequences, and Mitigation Measures.

Meyers, Linda None Provided

| live 3 blocks from Imperial Blvd. In El Segundo. | have not adjusted to the NOISE. | am awakened
many times by what sounds like bombers overhead -

Comment noted. The Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed the effects of single event aircraft
noise relevant to nighttime awakening in homes in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, with
supporting technical data and analyses provided in Appendix S-C1 and Technical Report S-1. Please
see Topical Response TR-N-5 regarding nighttime aircraft operations.

BUT worse is the pollution - a black film of jet fuel covers everything outside -

Please see Topical Response TR-AQ-1 regarding air pollutant deposition.

I, and this community, cannot tolerate one IOTA more of noise or pollution!!!

Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed noise impacts in
Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, and air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality. Supporting
technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical Reports 1 and 4 of
the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C, Appendix S-E and Technical Reports S-1 and S-4 of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
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PC03460

PC03460-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03461

PC03461-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03462

PC03462-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03463

Wiener, Marguerite None Provided

Your proposed plans sounds carefully thought out and well done. It will alleviate some of the noise and
pollution at LAX. I'm curious as to how international connections and domestic travel will be distributed.
Will the other regional airports serve regional and domestic travel only?

Please see Table S3-2, Summary of Activity by Alternative -2015, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Table S3-1,
Summary of Activity by Alternative-2015, in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR for a forecast of aircraft
activity. Airlines will continue to operate where there is market demand. LAX is expected to be the
dominant airport when it comes to international airline operations, however, other regional airports will
not be prohibited from offering international flights. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding
the LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach to meeting demand.

Rubin, Irving None Provided

Common sense dictates that a regional plan be adopted.

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

Courtois, Barbara None Provided

As an Audubon Program docent at the Ballona Wetlands for the past nine years, | have noticed a
constantly increasing amount of air traffic noise. It is now so bad that we must shout to be heard by the
school children who are trying to have an outdoor learning experience. Airport noise pollution is ruining
the wetlands for people.

The content of this comment is identical to Comment PC02613-9; please see Response to Comment
PC02613-9.

Hoffman, Walter None Provided 6/5/2001

The content of this comment letter is identical to comment letter PC00515; please refer to the response
to comment letter PC00515.
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PC03464

PC03464-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03464-2

Comment:

Response:

PC03464-3

Comment:

Response:

PC03464-4

Comment:

Yuzuki, Kristi None Provided

Because north/south traffic is already limited to four or five main routes around the airport, traffic tends
to be terribly clogged on the ones that are used the most: the 405 freeway and Lincoln/Sepulveda.
Traffic coming from the 105 freeway makes things worse, because cars are dumped right before the
tunnel that leads to LAX. The Green Line might have improved the situation had it been allowed to be
extended right into the airport, which would've provided much-needed non-car access. Traffic within
LAX is horrible. There are too many cars, mainly because there are no alternatives other than the free
LAX shuttles.

Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in
Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. In addition, please see Response to Comment AL00043-3 regarding
proposed traffic improvements for off-airport roadways. Regarding improved mass transit options, the
new Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, Alternative D, which is analyzed in detail in the Supplement to
the Draft EIS/EIR incorporates remote passenger parking with people mover systems, which eliminates
the need for a Ring Road or a western passenger entrance from Pershing Drive. In addition, the Green
Line is proposed to be extended north to provide access to LAX.

Playa Vista will make traffic in the LAX/Westchester/Marina del Rey area much more congested.

This comment is similar to comment PC00148-2. Please see Response to Comment PC00148-2.

Noise and pollution from the planes are already bad for those people who live near LAX. There's no
room to expand LAX. | agree with expanding & increasing traffic to other airports in outlying areas, so
that people who live out there can stop using LAX.

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed
noise impacts in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, and air quality in Section 4.6, Air
Quality. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix D, Appendix G, and
Technical Reports 1 and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C, Appendix S-E and Technical
Reports S-1 and S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

The near collisions recently reported should be adequate justification for reducing traffic to LAX.
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Response:

PC03465

PC03465-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03466

PC03466-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03466-2

Comment:

Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety.

Scordan, Michael None Provided

Your "Regional Airport Plan" sounds like a better idea to me. As to the North L.A. County region, | think
expansion of the Palmdale Airport would be a good way to go. The county (or whatever appropriate
entity) could purchase all the land they need at a much cheaper price than Burbank or anywhere in the
San Fernando Valley. Now would be the time for them to obtain enough land to plan for the indefinite
future.

Although Torrance would be handier for me, | think that expanding the Long Beach Airport would be
more suitable for the South Los Angeles area.

Comment noted. The City of Los Angeles and LAWA can only control the development of LAX, Ontario,
Palmdale, and Van Nuys Airports. The decision to develop any airport is the responsibility of local
government. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX
operation to Palmdale.

Arciri, Johnny None Provided

The expansion of LAX would affect me by creating more airplane noise in the So. Bay. The economic
impact would be the result of lower rents creating less cash flow & the decline of prices of single family
residences.

It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a
level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative. Noise
impacts were addressed in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, of the Draft EIS/EIR and
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix D
and Technical Report 1 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C and Technical Report S-1 of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-ES-1 regarding impacts to
residential property values.

I'm totally opposed to any expansion of LAX today or in the future.
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Response:

PC03467

PC03467-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03467-2

Comment:

Response:

PC03467-3

Comment:

Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative.

Snook, M. Jean None Provided

1st | would like to thank you for opposing the proposed LAX Master Plan. My husband came home
from the war 1946 & like many G.I's wanted to settle down here in Westchester & build our home &
raised our children here. At that time Century Blvd was a 2 lane street with ditches on each side & LAX
was known as Mines Field & jets had not been heard of. | was born in Inglewood on Rosewood Ave
1923 so knew the area well. The lots here were sold by McCarthy. We choose one & soon we were
building our dream home. We were such pioneers, our mail wasn't even delivered & the nearest phone
was on Sepulveda & 95th St. The years passed & so many our neighbors were ex-G.I's and we were
all happy until the airport put in the North runways. We were a family. My husband a nose gunner on a
B-24, Fran a 3 yr. POW - Joe - Navy U.S.S. Enterprise & Sherman in the marines. We had our own
army & now a war. We lost our war here at home. In 1970 we begin to move & look for other homes.
We were waiting for our son to come home from Viet-Nam & so was Sherman our neighbor. The affect
the airport had on us was terminal. Our homes were taken from us, made into parking lots - post-office,
etc. We lost thousands of $'s as fair market value is not replacement value, and the Airport officials
were so cruel to us & so was Major Yorty. | remember at one of our meetings at the High School Major
Yorty was there & he said "Looks like you got the wrong end of the stick." I've never forgotten. |
remember seeing one of our neighbor being carried out of her home. The tears I've shed - & my
children can't go home & see where they grew up. How sad! So you see | have no love for the Airport -
- | have never used it.

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative.

| don't know who designed the entrance but these lights look like Pop Cycles to me. All different flavors.
I'm sure the money spent for that would of been used better on the tunnel.

This is not a comment on the contents of the Draft EIS/EIR or the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

The ftraffic already is too much, we are being sandwitched between the airport & Hughes Plaza, if the
airport keeps creeping north there will soon be No Westchester

Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR addressed traffic impacts in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation,
with supporting technical data and analyses provided in Technical Reports 2 and 3. In addition, please
see Topical Response TR-LU-2 regarding impacts to the community of Westchester.
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PCO03467-4

Comment:
There is plenty of room in Palmdale - now that's a desert & how about the airbase Torra in Orange &
Ontario??

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach to
meeting demand, Topical Response TR-RC-4 regarding Orange County air transportation demand, and
Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale. In spring 2002, the
voters of Orange County rejected the use of El Toro for a commercial airport. The Department of the
Navy is disposing of the property for non-airport uses.

PC03467-5

Comment:
| heard the Hughes Plaza -- with it's movies was for people from the airport to be entertained. We did
have Loyola Therater & Paradise Theater. They are now closed.

Response:
Comment noted.

PCO03467-6

Comment:
Forgive me for raddling on but I'm angry at the officials have no concern for the people here in our
community. Thank-you again.
Westchester Pioneer & Native
Please don't round file this as some old lady. It is my voice!

Response:
Comment noted. In accordance with provisions of NEPA and CEQA, FAA and LAWA have prepared
written responses to all comments received on the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Response to individual comments included in this comment letter are provided above.

PCO03467-7

Comment:
P.S. To me this expansion is only a band-aid. In 10 yrs from now it will have to expand again, so why
not open Palmdale to take care of all traffic from Fresno to here and El Torra to take care of Orange
counties points East & South.

Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand, Topical Response TR-RC-4 regarding Orange County air transportation
demand, and Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale.
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PC03467-8

Comment:

Response:

PC03468

PC03468-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03468-2

Comment:

Response:

| have seen as many as 11 planes out on the approach ways to LAX at night coming in to land. This is
a disaster to happen.

Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety.

Mclinerney, William None Provided

Heavy ftraffic on the freeway and on Sepulveda (Pacific Coast Highway) is presently a dreaded
experience anywhere around the airport on Fridays, Saturdays, and Sundays. Certainly a substantial
portion is due to the heavy concentration of residents, but the airport traffic makes the congestion far
worse during certain hours of the day.

Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in
Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. In addition, please see Response to Comment AL00043-3 regarding
proposed traffic improvements for off-airport roadways, Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding airport
area traffic concerns, and Topical Response TR-ST-6 regarding neighborhood traffic impacts.

People are driving in from all parts of Orange County and the inland cities. Why can't they be forced to
carry a portion of the airport traffic - by building a medium sized airport at the old Marine base - and also
directing a fair share to inland airports that currently exist?

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand. In spring 2002, the voters of Orange County rejected the use of El Toro
for a commercial airport. The Department of the Navy is disposing of the property for non-airport uses.
Please see Topical Response TR-RC-4 regarding Orange County air transportation demand.
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PC03469 Coward, Irene None Provided

PC03469-1

Comment:
Thanks for fighting for a regional plan regarding air transportation. We in the South Bay should not
shoulder the entire burden of crowded skies and crowded traffic to & from LAX.

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand. Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface
Transportation, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical
data and analyses provided in Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-
2a and S-2b of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PC03469-2

Comment:
Also money should be spent on updating technology in the control towers and laws giving pilots enough
rest between flights.

Response:
FAA is responsible for maintaining ATCT technology. Pilot rest is regulated by the U.S. Department of
Transportation. Additionally, most airlines have regulations requiring pilots to rest a minimum amount of
time per day.

PC03470 Holm, Nora None Provided

PC03470-1

Comment:
We need to decrease or limit the traffic at LAX. The access to the airport (roads) are too congested.
Many times it takes longer to get to the airport (coming from Torrance) than to get to your destination by
air. We need other facilities where people can fly from not only LAX. Why drive from Orange County to
catch a plane at LAX?

Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand and Topical Response TR-RC-4 regarding Orange County air
transportation demand. Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface
Transportation, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical
data and analyses provided in Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-
2a and S-2b of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
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PC03471

PC03471-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03471-2

Comment:

Response:

PC03471-3

Comment:

Response:

PC03471-4

Comment:

Response:

Takara, Jean None Provided

Our house has had planes flying lower than before. | see them now flying above the skylights where
they hadn't previously.

Slight variations in aircraft altitudes and flight tracks are common around an airport, as aircraft
performance is dependent on a number of factors that may change many times during a given day.
These factors include wind/weather, aircraft type, and pilot technique. However, prior to the release of
the Draft EIS/EIR, the FAA's Los Angeles Terminal Radar Approach Control facility implemented a
series of air traffic route changes that relocated aircraft flight paths in areas south of LAX. That action
was taken independent of the Master Plan actions assessed under the Draft EIS/EIR and falls outside
of the scope of this project. If the commentor lives in the area south of LAX, this may be the reason for
the changes described. Please see Topical Response TR-N-3 regarding aircraft flight procedures.

| worry about falling debris and pollution. There is black soot all over the windows and porches outside.

Please see Topical Response TR-AQ-1 regarding air pollutant deposition.

Traffic on the streets is dangerous.

Comment noted. Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface
Transportation, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical
data and analyses provided in Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-
2a and S-2b of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

| know of friends who drive over 100 miles just to take flights out of LAX. They live in developing areas
where there is room for population growth, and they deserve regional access to air travel.

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
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PC03472

PC03472-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03473

PC03473-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03473-2

Comment:

Response:

PC03473-3

Comment:

Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

Hall, Dorothy None Provided

The site at the Long Beach Naval Shipyard should be considered. Take offs and landings over water
instead of residential areas. The surrounding space that would be impacted is commercial and
industrial. Easy access to freeways and Blue Line Transit.

Comment noted.

McGrath, Jeff None Provided

Since | drive on the 405 every day, traffic is already intolerable, and the alternates of Sepulveda &
Aviation are the same.

Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in
Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. In addition, please see Response to Comment AL0O0043-3 regarding
proposed traffic improvements for off-airport roadways and Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding airport
area traffic concerns.

Although several miles away, we can hear the planes now. The black soot that appears is not coming
from car traffic on a residential street. Devaluing my property from noise and pollution yields an
extremely negative response.

Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed noise impacts in
Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use and air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality. Supporting
technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical Reports 1, 2, 3,
and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C, Appendix S-E, and Technical Reports S-1, S-2a, S-2b,
and S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. In addition, please see Topical Response TR-ES-1
regarding impacts to residential property values and Topical Response TR-AQ-1 regarding air pollutant
deposition.

Exactly why all the resources that are available in Palmdale are not even being looked at or mentioned
is absurd. That community would welcome airport/road/rail expansion.
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Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach to
meeting demand and Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale.

PC03473-4

Comment:
The 405 is FULL. and the traffic reports are now saying "It's always slow."

Response:
Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in
Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. In addition, please see Response to Comment AL00043-3 regarding
proposed traffic improvements for off-airport roadways, Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding airport
area traffic concerns, and Topical Response TR-ST-2 regarding surface transportation analysis
methodology.

PC03474 Muckey, Betty None Provided

PC03474-1

Comment:
As a 51 yr. resident of Westchester, | am very opposed to the LAX Master Plan. | believe it will destroy
much of the area.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-LU-2 regarding impacts to the community of
Westchester. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative.

PC03474-2

Comment:
The traffic has increased greatly the past year or two -and with the Playa Vista area to be developed
and the expansion of the airport -will we be able to move??

Response:

This comment is similar to comment PC00148-2. Please see Response to Comment PC00148-2.

PC03475 Weimer, Edward L. & None Provided
Patricia

PC03475-1

Comment:
Thank you Rep. Harmon for this information & opportunity to respond. We are aware of the controversy
& agree that regional plans for airports & ground transportation plans to get individuals out of their cars
is absolutely necessary. The time spent stop & slow on the 405 & Century etc takes more time than the
flt. to SFO. even for us in Torrance. The cost of gas & the pollution of cars & planes could wreck huge
areas around Lax. People in other areas need access to airports closer to where they live.
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Response:

PC03476

PC03476-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03477

PC03477-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03478

PC03478-1

Comment:

Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand and Topical Response TR-ST-5 regarding the rail/transit plan. The Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed traffic impacts in Section 4.3, Surface
Transportation, and air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality. Supporting technical data and analyses are
provided in Appendix G and Technical Reports 2, 3, and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-E and
Technical Reports S-2a, S-2b, and S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

Paolucci, Shirley None Provided

Wouldn't people, who don't' live close to LAX, rather have an airport more convenient to them.

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

Fost, Betty None Provided

The date is June 13-01 & | received this in the mail. Wasted effort & postage for all of us who are
opposed to the Master Plan & expansion of LAX. A realtor in the area was to drop by papers to take to
the meetings. She also never showed up. I'm handicapped & cannot attend meetings. | live on 91st
St. & enough is enough. Fighting big business & politics has just about knocked me out. I'm willing to
struggle on if | can.

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative.

Carlton, Walker None Provided

My family is affected by airport expansion as:

Comment noted. Please see Responses to Comments below. In addition, it should be noted that
Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015)
airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.
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PC03478-2

Comment:
1. Sepulveda & La Tijera Blvds. are already so overcrowed as to be either gridlocked bumper to bumper
or frustrated drivers going at dangerously high speeds and cutting in & out and tailgating (almost no law
enforcement present).

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding airport area traffic concerns.

PC03478-3

Comment:
2. Noise level ever increasing

Response:
Noise impacts were addressed in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, of the Draft EIS/EIR
and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix
D and Technical Report 1 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C and Technical Report S-1 of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-N-6 regarding noise increase.

PC03478-4

Comment:
Cannot leave automobiles outside due to fuel falling

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-AQ-1 regarding air pollutant deposition.

PC03479 Wilson, Margaret None Provided

PC03479-1

Comment:
- Supports JH position on airport
- attended Westchester hearing
liked Tom's presentation at

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PC03480 Bear, Michael None Provided

PC03480-1

Comment:

| agree with your concerns on the expansion of LA.
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Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PC03480-2

Comment:
I live approximately 200’ from Lincoln Blvd in Venice. The traffic on Lincoln is already congested and
will only get worse with a larger LAX. Public transportation must be improved and other So. Cal airports
expanded and built.

Response:

Comment noted. Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface
Transportation, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical
data and analyses provided in Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-
2a and S-2b of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that Alternative D has been
added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable
to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the
LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach to meeting demand and Topical Response TR-ST-5
regarding the rail/transit plan.

PC03481 Duran-Reed, Clara None Provided

PC03481-1

Comment:
My husband and | are residents of Rancho Palos Verdes. Despite the exhorbitant taxes we pay, we are
continuously disturbed by the airport noise from LAX - morning & late evening when we need to sleep.

Response:
Comment noted. The Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed the effects of single event aircraft
noise relevant to nighttime awakening in homes in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, with
supporting technical data and analyses provided in Appendix S-C1 and Technical Report S-1. Please
see Topical Response TR-N-5 regarding nighttime aircraft operations.

PC03481-2

Comment:
If Palmdale and Ontario want more growth - we say let them have it. We moved to this area for the
QUIET OPEN SPACE. The noise has, however, been increasing in the last few years. | am vice-
president of our homeowner's association and have heard the same concerns from my neighbors. Do
we need more congestion, smog and noise here? Absolutely not. I'd rather wait at the airport for a
delayed flight than be subject to a worse alternative.

Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand and Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to
Palmdale. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed traffic impacts in Section
4.3, Surface Transportation; air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality; and noise impacts in Section 4.1,
Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix D,
Appendix G, and Technical Reports 1, 2, 3, and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C, Appendix S-
E, and Technical Reports S-1, S-2a, S-2b, and S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
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PC03482 Cain, Alison None Provided

PC03482-1

Comment:
Having commuted to San Francisco from Venice regularly over the last 12 years - | have to question the
intelligence of any expansion plan that doesn't include a high speed rail extending from San Diego to
Seattle. This is loooongg overdue - common sense approach to people moving embraced everywhere
but the USA. Could $12 billion build the LA-SF segment of a high speed rail? Think about it.

Response:
This comment appears to be in favor of developing a high speed rail line from southern California to
San Francisco. Please see Topical Response TR-ST-5 regarding the rail/transit plan (see Subtopical
Response TR-ST-5.1 regarding high speed rail connection).

PC03483 Aguiar, Lee None Provided

PC03483-1

Comment:
| agree with your analysis above. The Denver airport used to be in the middle of town and Denver
moved it out of the residential area. Great idea because it means less noise, less pollution and the land
is less expensive. Same can be said about the Dallas airport too. LAX needs to move!!

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the
regional approach to meeting demand.

PC03483-2

Comment:
The traffic is bad near the airport. At times Sepulveda is backed up over 1 mile trying to get through the
Sepulveda tunnel.

Response:
Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in
Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. In addition, please see Response to Comment AL00043-3 regarding
proposed traffic improvements for off-airport roadways and Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding airport
area traffic concerns.

PC03483-3

Comment:
The airport noise at nite is very bad and | believe it is mostly from Fedex, UPS, etc because there aren't
very many passenger flights at LAX after 10 PM. The problem is cargo flights too!

Response:

Living in Redondo Beach, the commentor may be affected by easterly takeoffs circling back to the west
on their departures to Asia. LAWA will be pursuing Federal approval of a restriction to alleviate that
situation by making over-ocean procedures mandatory when they are in effect between midnight and
6:30 a.m. During a recent 18 month period, 82 jets departed to the east when over-ocean procedures
were in effect, an average of about one per week. As noted by the noise abatement procedures

Los Angeles International Airport 3-4933 LAX Master Plan Final EIS/EIR Responses to Comments



3. Comments and Responses

delineated in Topical Response TR-N-7, exceptions to the over-ocean procedures are available when
weather or wind conditions require east traffic flow. The Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed
the effects of single event aircraft noise relevant to nighttime awakening in homes in Section 4.1, Noise,
and Section 4.2, Land Use, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in Appendix S-C and
Technical Report S-1. In addition, please see Topical Response TR-N-3 regarding aircraft flight
procedures, in particular Subtopical Response TR-N-3.1, and Topical Response TR-N-5 regarding
nighttime aircraft operations, in particular Subtopical Response TR-N-5.4.

PC03483-4

Comment:
Move the cargo flights to Palmdale or Ontario or Burbank or Long Beach or Orange County.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach to
meeting demand, Topical Response TR-RC-4 regarding Orange County air transportation demand, and
Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale.

PC03483-5

Comment:
LA keeps saying that LAX brings jobs to the South Bay. Don't Agree. El Segundo continues to have
many vacant commercial buildings, bye for now.

Response:
Please see Response to Comment PC01045-2 regarding the geographic distribution of job growth
associated with the Master Plan.

PC03483-6

Comment:
P.S. Traffic is also backed up on the 105 Freeway Sepulveda exit. This situation is very dangerous
because cars are stopped/merging in 2 lanes on the right while cars are going at freeway speeds (65
mps) on the left lane.

Response:
The westbound off-ramp from 1-105 to Sepulveda Boulevard is an existing facility under Caltrans'
responsibility. At the request of LAWA, Caltrans recently improved this off-ramp by adding a second
lane. This has doubled capacity and helped to reduce operational problems associated with this off-
ramp. Additional improvements are programmed for this off-ramp and will be implemented by Caltrans
in the very near future. As shown in Technical Report 3b, traffic volumes on this ramp will continue to
increase until they exceed the new capacity during the AM peak hour in 2015 if the LAX Master Plan is
not implemented. With implementation of Master Plan Alternatives A, B, C, or D, traffic growth on this
ramp will grow less quickly, and will stay below capacity through and beyond 2015.

PC03485 Sato, Dale Ann None Provided

PC03485-1

Comment:
- 1 do not want more air traffic at the Torrance airport nor all the related pollution.

Response:

Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-GEN-4 regarding potential environmental impacts
at surrounding other airports as a result of the LAX Master Plan.
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PC03485-2

Comment:
- | support ground and public transit system to service LAX directly (Red Line etc.) LAX is an important
Pacific hub airport.

Response:

Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-ST-5 regarding the rail/transit plan.

PC03485-3

Comment:
- If | really want to voice an informed objective opinion, you need to give more information re LAX
master plan in the letter vs the alternative proposals stated here.

Response:
Comment noted. Additional information regarding the LAX Master Plan was included in Section 1.1.2.
The Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) Master Plan, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Please see Topical Response TR-PO-1 regarding the public hearing process.

PC03486 Marinkovich, Leah None Provided

PC03486-1

Comment:
Los Angeles does not need more pollution. Noise, light and air pollution are horrible already. Our
community is affected by these negatives on a daily basis. Please spread the burden around. No more
expansion at LAX.

Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed
noise impacts in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, air quality impacts in Section 4.6, Air
Quality, and impacts from light in Section 4.18, Light Emissions. Supporting technical data and
analyses are provided in Appendices D and G and Technical Reports 4 and 9 of the Draft EIS/EIR and
Appendices S-C and S-E and Technical Reports S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PC03488 Cohen-Edwards, None Provided
Phyllis

PC03488-1

Comment:

LAX expansion would be devastating to the lifestyle of the people in the So. Bay.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-LU-1 regarding impacts on quality of life. It should
be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of
future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.
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PC03488-2

Comment:

Response:

PC03488-3

Comment:

Response:

PC03488-4

Comment:

Response:

PC03488-5

Comment:

Response:

Manhattan Beach already suffers from low fly overs, noise pollution, traffic congestion.

Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed noise impacts in
Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, and traffic impacts in Section 4.3, Surface
Transportation. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix D and Technical
Reports 1, 2, and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C and Technical Reports S-1, S-2a, and S-2b
of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Subtopical Response TR-N-6.1 regarding existing
and future noise levels.

If the airport is allowed to expand, Real Estate property values would be dramatically effected.

Please see Topical Response TR-ES-1 regarding impacts to residential property values.

The threat of an airport disaster over our homes would become highly likely.

Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety.

NO LAX Expansion!! We know they are working on the expansion, as we speak....stop it!

Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D - Enhanced Safety
and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered for the LAX Master
Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Alternative D, developed
pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and security improvements
and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that of the No Action/No
Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of LAX is consistent with
the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is intended to accommodate
future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of Alternative D was provided
in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For additional information, please
see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan and Topical
Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach to meeting demand.

Los Angeles International Airport 3-4936 LAX Master Plan Final EIS/EIR Responses to Comments



3. Comments and Responses

PC03489 Williams, Roberta None Provided

PC03489-1

Comment:
| would have loved to prepare some comments however | just received this in the mail - today is June 8.
Unfortunately this doesn't give me time to comment - or to help you before the hearings. | wish | had
received this sooner

Response:
Comment noted.

PC03490 Freed, William None Provided

PC03490-1

Comment:
NO EFFECT WHATSOEVER ON ME.

Response:
Comment noted.

PC03490-2

Comment:
WHAT | WOULD LIKE IS TO HEAR THE PROS AND CONS ON MOVING ALL FREIGHT FROM LAX,
AND DIVERTING IT TO OUTSIDE LOCAL AIRPORTS.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the
regional approach to meeting demand and Topical Response TR-MP-1 regarding air cargo activity and
demand. Please see Response to Comment PC00599-54 for more information about cargo activity.

PC03491 Sala, Elizabeth None Provided

PC03491-1

Comment:
Please continue your efforts to stop the expansion of LAX. The surrounding counties should expand
their airports. We hear enough noise from plane - let's distribute it.

Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand. Noise impacts were addressed in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2,
Land Use, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Supporting technical data and
analyses are provided in Appendix D and Technical Report 1 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C
and Technical Report S-1 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
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PC03493 Fishburn-Longo, None Provided
Mary

PC03493-1

Comment:
| LIVE IN PLAYA DEL REY & OPPOSE FURTHER LAX EXPANSION, INCLUDING RING ROAD
EXPANSION.

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please note that Alternative D does not include the Ring Road.

PC03493-2

Comment:
NOISE IS AN ONGOING PROBLEM (JETS). MY HOME HAS DOUBLE PANED GLASS WINDOWS
AND | STILL HEAR PLANES (INDOORS).

Response:
Comment noted. Noise impacts were addressed in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, of
the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Supporting technical data and analyses are
provided in Appendix D and Technical Report 1 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C and Technical
Report S-1 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-LU-3 for a
description of the effectiveness of sound insulation under the Aircraft Noise Mitigation Program. In
addition, please see Topical Response TR-LU-4 regarding outdoor noise levels, Subtopical Response
TR-N-6.1 regarding existing and future noise levels, and Response to Comment ALO0006-2 regarding
current measures underway to address existing high aircraft noise levels.

PC03493-3

Comment:
THERE IS A CONSTANT LAYER OF SOOT/DIRT ON MY BALCONY FROM PLANES OVERHEAD.
THAT'S TODAY! EXPANSION & MORE AND/OR LARGER PLANES WILL INCREASE THE
PROBLEM.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-AQ-1 regarding air pollutant deposition. It should be noted that
Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015)
airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.

PC03493-4

Comment:
THE 405 FWY. IS ALREADY SEVERLY CROWDED - MORE PASSENGERS WILL MAKE THE FWY.
IMPASSABLE.

Response:

Please see Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding airport area traffic concerns and Topical Response
TR-ST-2 regarding surface transportation analysis methodology.
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PC03493-5

Comment:
AIRPORT FACILITIES MUST BE BETTER DISTRIBUTED THROUGHOUT THE ENTIRE METRO
AREA. REGIONAL AIRPORTS ARE IMPERATIVE.

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PC03494 Kulschbach, Joanie None Provided 7/12/2001

PC03494-1

Comment:
| am against expanding LAX. This would over-burden an already taxed infrastructure of roadways and
parking, in addition to more pollution and noise.

Response:

Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed traffic impacts in
Section 4.3, Surface Transportation; air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality; and noise impacts in Section
4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in
Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical Reports 1, 2, 3, and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C,
Appendix S-E, and Technical Reports S-1, S-2a, S-2b, and S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
In addition, please see Topical Response TR-AQ-3 regarding air pollution increase and Topical
Response TR-N-6 regarding noise increase. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to
provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of
the No Action/No Project Alternative.

PC03494-2

Comment:
If the regional airports had more flight options, people wouldn't have to commute to LAX, thereby
creating more air pollution, and taxing its capacity.

Response:

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.
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PC03495 Craig, Robert None Provided 7/12/2001

PC03495-1

Comment:
THE ONLY IMPACT | KNOW IS TRUE (I HAVE BEEN IN MY HOME SINCE '76 [YES 25 YRS]) IS THE
NOISE FROM JET ENGINES IS UNACCEPTABLE. | DO NOT KNOW THE FACTS ABOUT
ANYTHING ELSE. BUT | DONT WANT ANYMORE POLLUTION AND TRAFFIC. SO NO TO
ANYMORE GROWTH.

Response:

Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed noise impacts in
Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use; air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality; and traffic impacts
in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in
Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical Reports 1, 2, 3, and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C,
Appendix S-E, and Technical Reports S-1, S-2a, S-2b, and S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a
level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.

PC03496 Carranza, Carolyn None Provided

PC03496-1

Comment:
"NO EXPANSION AT LAX"

Too crowded congested as it is at the Beach!! "NO"

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed population growth in
Section 4.5, Induced Socio-Economic Impacts (Growth Inducement), and coastal zone impacts in
Section 4.14, Coastal Zone Management and Coastal Barriers.

PC03497 Aikens, Ann None Provided

PC03497-1

Comment:
Develop the other airports!
They want it.
LAX doesn't. Our area has gotten bad enough!
Please do not increase congestion on our streets!

Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand. Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface
Transportation, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical
data and analyses provided in Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-
2a and S-2b of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
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PC03498 Stool, Bruce None Provided

PC03498-1

Comment:
THE LAX MASTER PLAN WILL SINGLED-HANDEDLY DESTROY THE QUALITY OF LIFE IN SOUTH
BAY AND SURROUNDING AREAS.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-LU-1 regarding impacts on quality of life. It should
be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of
future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.

PC03498-2

Comment:
ALREADY THE NOISE IS TERRIBLE SINCE THE PLANES HAVE BEEN FLYING LOW AND NOT
RESPECTING THE PROPER FLIGHT PATHS.

Response:
Noise impacts were addressed in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, of the Draft EIS/EIR
and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix
D and Technical Report 1 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C and Technical Report S-1 of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-N-3 regarding aircraft flight
procedures, in particular Subtopical Response TR-N-3.1 and Subtopical Response TR-N-3.2.

PC03498-3

Comment:
POLLUTION DESTRO OUR OUTDOOR FURNITURE.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-AQ-1 regarding air pollutant deposition.

PCO03498-4

Comment:
AND WHEN | CALL THE COMPLAINT LINES, ALL | GET ARE RUDE PEOPLE WITH BAD
ATTITUDES.

Response:

Responding to noise complaints is a difficult process. Aircraft noise events are unique and subjective,
in that what might bother one individual may not bother another. Weather, aircraft type, operational
procedures may all play a factor and may be considered consistent with normal operations. This
response may be frustrating to the concerned citizen, however, LAX staff attempts to provide citizens
with an honest, truthful and professional assessment of the identified noise event. LAX does keep
records of the noise complaint and complainant. In the event that a complainant does request a written
response and includes a mailing address, LAWA's Noise Management staff policy is to provide them
with written response. However, no more than five noise events will be investigated on a monthly basis.
LAWA has also recently incorporated a policy to place the complainant on a monthly mailing list where
all incoming identified noise complaint calls are put on a monthly log, are addressed by LAWA Noise
Management staff then the responses (broken down by date, time and block address) are sent to the
requesting community members. LAWA has recently installed a PASSUR system to assist the
community in tracking aircraft operations. By going to the LAWA website www.lawa.org and entering
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the Noise Management section community members can specifically identify LAX operations that cross
their community.

PC03498-5

Comment:
OTHER CITIES AROUND THE WORLD BUILD THEIR AIRPORTS AWAY FROM POPULATED
AREAS. WHY CAN'T LA.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the
regional approach to meeting demand.

PC03498-6

Comment:
WHY NOT USE PALMDALE FOR FREIGHT. | THINK THAT IDEA IS BEING DISCARDED BECAUSE
IT CUTS INTO PROFITS.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to
Palmdale.

PC03498-7

Comment:
DAMN THE PEOPLE, LETS NEAR IT FOR THE ALMIGHTY DOLLAR! | COULD GO ON BUT WHAT
DIFFERENCE WILL IT MAKE. NO FAITH IN GOVERNMENT

Response:
Comment noted.

PC03499 Barra, Joan None Provided

PC03499-1

Comment:
No expansion.

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative.

PC03499-2

Comment:
Pershing Drive would be a bottleneck.

Response:

This comment is similar to comment AL00018-30. Please see Response to Comment AL0O0018-30.
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PC03499-3

Comment:
Pollution increased for El Segundo to hazardous.

Response:

Please see Topical Response TR-AQ-2 regarding toxic air pollutants and Topical Response TR-HRA-3
regarding human health impacts.

PC03499-4

Comment:

Noise is intolerable now. Can't sleep.

Response:

Comment noted. The Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed the effects of single event aircraft
noise relevant to nighttime awakening in homes in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, with
supporting technical data and analyses provided in Appendix S-C1 and Technical Report S-1. Please
see Topical Response TR-N-5 regarding nighttime aircraft operations.

PC03499-5

Comment:

More "early turns" - more noise.

Response:

Early turns over El Segundo have been a focus of public complaint for years. The airport has attempted
to deal with the issue through the posting of signs at the end of each runway calling for flight to the
coastline prior to turns, but occasional deviations from the procedure continue to occur. A part of the
reason is the alignment of the runways relative to the community. The west end of the runways nearest
El Segundo are closer to the community than the east ends (the runways are aimed more toward the
community's west end). For additional information related to early turns over areas north and south of
LAX, please see Topical Response TR-N-3, in particular Subtopical Response TR-N-3.2.

PC03500 Galanter, Ruth City of Los Angeles 11/9/2001
The content of this comment letter is identical to comment letter PC00106; please refer to the response
to comment letter PC00106.

PC03501 Galanter, Ruth City of Los Angeles 9/28/2001

PC03501-1

Comment:

The following letter was forwarded from Ruth Galanter's office.

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Report (DEIS/R) for LOS ANGELES INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT (LAX), PROPOSED
MASTER PLAN IMPROVEMENTS, Los Angeles County, California (CEQ #010024. #D-FAA-K51039-
CA). Our comments on this DEIS/R were prepared prior to the tragic events of September 11, 2001.
Along with all Americans, we are stunned by what has happened and continue to grieve the loss of so
many innocent lives. We know our country is deeply affected, and recognize that the Federal Aviation
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Response:

Administration's (FAA's) priorities and future activities will respond to these events. As FAA develops a
course of action, EPA stands ready, as a Federal partner, to provide assistance to FAA now and in the
future.

The subject DEIS/R is a joint Federal/State document, prepared to meet the requirements of the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is the lead agency for this document under NEPA and the City of
Los Angeles is the lead agency under CEQA. Our comments are provided under NEPA, the Council on
Environmental Quality=s (CEQ) NEPA Implementing Regulations (40 CFR 1500-1508), and Section
309 of the Clean Air Act (CAA). We sent scoping comments to FAA on the Notice of Intent to prepare
the DEIS/R on July 31, 1997, and attended one of the three June 9, 2001 public workshops held in
connection with the DEIS/R (Inglewood session). We have had a number of phone conversations with
Mr. David Kessler of FAA to discuss issues raised by EPA's review of the DEIS/R. We acknowledge
the extensive effort in preparing this DEIS/R and commend FAA's decision to conduct six additional
public workshops and extend the comment period to September 24, 2001.

In addition to No Action, the DEIS/R fully evaluated three action alternatives: construction of a new
north side runway, construction of a new south side runway, and relocation of an existing runway
(Proposed Action, Alternative C). Each build alternative proposes the construction of new taxiways and
runway extensions; construction of new terminal buildings and parking garages and a rental-car
consolidated facility; construction of a ring road and connection to 1-405; construction of new and
relocated air cargo and maintenance facilities and roads; extension of the Metro Green Line into the
airport; and land acquisition.

Based on our review, we rate the DEIS/R as EO-2, Environmental Objections - Insufficient Information.
Please refer to the attached Summary of EPA Rating Definitions, found in EPA=s Policy and
Procedures for the Review of Federal Actions Impacting the Environment (1984). EPA's policy provides
for a rating of Environmental Objections (EO) where EPA=s review finds that "an action might violate or
be inconsistent with achievement or maintenance of a national environmental standard, and in cases
where Athere are no applicable standards...but there is a potential for significant environmental
degradation that could be corrected by project modification or other feasible alternatives." The "2"
rating (Insufficient Information) serves to identify additional or clarifying information that FAA should
provide in the Final EIS/R (FEIS/R). Issues upon which we base our EO-2 rating include:

(@) The DEIS/R's acknowledgment that all three action alternatives, as well as No Action, cause
violations of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS); additional information is needed to
determine the project's contribution to the projected NAAQS violations and to assess the effectiveness
of associated mitigation;

(b) The DEIS/R's acknowledgment regarding disproportionately high, adverse impacts from aircraft
noise to low-income and minority communities; additional information is needed to assess whether
other reasonable alternatives and/or associated mitigation can successfully reduce these acknowledged
disproportionate effects;

(c) Potential adverse health effects associated with air pollution increases, especially diesel particulates;
and

(d) Failure to fully analyze a regionally-based alternative that may reduce disproportionately high,
adverse impacts on low-income and minority communities.

These issues are summarized below and described in greater detail in our attached comments.

The content of this comment letter is identical to comments AF00001-1 through AF00001-9; please see
Responses to Comments AF00001-1 through AF00001-9.
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PC03501-2

Comment:

NAAQS Violations: The DEIS/R projects violations of the NAAQS for at least two criteria air pollutants
for the three action alternatives (see p. 4-509). Due to the severity of existing and projected air quality
challenges in the South Coast Air Basin, EPA is seriously concerned about Federally-approved actions
projected to yield additional air quality burdens. The DEIS/R projects that all three action alternatives
(as well as No Action) will cause NAAQS violations in one or more years, i.e., 2004, 2005, and/or 2015.
For Alternative C (Proposed Action), the DEIS/R informs us that maximum concentrations for nitrogen
dioxide (NO2) and particulate matter (PM10) are predicted to violate the annual NO2 NAAQS, and the
24-hour and annual PM10 NAAQS in 2004 and 2005. The PM10 NAAQS are predicted to be exceeded
in 2015. Documenting the project's contributions to these projected NAAQS violations, and how they
would be successfully mitigated, is a critical consideration in terms of NEPA public disclosure. All
affected agencies should participate in developing adequate, enforceable air quality mitigation that can
be shown to have quantifiable emissions reductions such that any NAAQS violations are successfully
avoided and/or mitigated. Absent this finding in the FEIS/R, the public has no assurance that the
project complies with the CAA. EPA will continue working cooperatively with FAA and other parties as
planning for this project moves forward.

Response:
The content of this comment is identical to comment AF00001-2; please see Response to Comment
AF00001-2.

PC03501-3

Comment:

We recognize that the DEIS/R identifies areas where mitigation can make a significant difference in the
magnitude and occurrence of specific impacts. Recognizing that this project's NEPA documentation
needs a more detailed discussion of mitigation measures, we look forward to working with FAA in
developing an effective, efficient package of mitigation with respect to air quality impacts. Such
mitigation efforts could include diesel retrofits for construction equipment and support vehicles, the use
of alternative-fueled vehicles at LAX, and other measures. It is important to involve local communities
and local authorities in developing mitigation measures.

Response:

Since publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, Section 4.6, Air Quality, has been revised to include more data
regarding mitigation measures, assumptions, and associated emission reductions. The Supplement to
the Draft EIS/EIR addressed mitigation measures in Section 4.6, Air Quality, with supporting technical
data and analyses provided in Appendix S-E. LAWA is developing a Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program that describes in greater detail those air quality mitigation measures being carried
forward as well as their associated control efficiencies. Measures include, but are not limited to: diesel
retrofits such as PM filter traps on construction equipment and the use of cleaner-burning diesel fuel
such as PuriNOx. To the extent possible, on-airport vehicles will be fueled with natural gas or other
alternative fuels.

LAWA has worked closely with both the SCAQMD and EPA to develop the list of mitigation measures
included in the Draft EIS/EIR and the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PC03501-4

Comment:
We note that, based on information in 4.6 (Air Quality), it appears that the project will cause significant
emissions, which may make it difficult for FAA to make a positive conformity determination under CAA
Section 176(c) and EPA=s general conformity regulation. The DEIS/R does not discuss how FAA will
address CAA general conformity, including whether an appropriate level of air quality mitigation will help
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ensure that the project conforms under the CAA. EPA recommends that the FEIS/R address how the
project will meet the general conformity regulations.

Response:
Please see Responses to Comments AF00001-4 and PC02203-92 regarding LAX emissions and the
general conformity determination.

PC03501-5

Comment:

Disproportionately High, Adverse Impacts: Executive Order 12898 requires that Federal agencies
identify and address disproportionately high, adverse human health or environmental effects on minority
and low-income populations as a result of Federal projects. The U.S. Department of Transportation=s
(DOT) Environmental Justice Strategy provides that when such disproportionate impacts are identified.
DOT is to ensure that any of their respective...activities that will have a disproportionately high and
adverse effect on minority populations or low-income populations will only be carried out if further
mitigation measures or alternatives that would avoid or reduce the disproportionately high and adverse
effects are not practicable.

Page ES-46 acknowledges significant, disproportionate impacts to such communities due to aircraft
noise, and potentially air quality and health. Pages 4-395 and 4- 396 state that projected increases in
aviation activity at LAX would have a disproportionate impact on minority and low-income communities
under all three action alternatives, and that noise mitigation may be inadequate to eliminate associated
impacts. The DEIS/R informs us that increased emissions of NOx, particulate matter and toxic air
pollutants could have significant impacts throughout the South Coast Air Basin, and that health effects
associated with these pollutants (such as asthma) are more prevalent among low-income and minority
populations. According to the DEIS/R, these air quality impacts have the potential to affect minority and
low-income individuals "more severely than the general population." Although the DEIS/R refers to
mitigation to avoid or minimize adverse impacts, the FEIS/R should identify what mitigation and/or
alternatives will be implemented, and determine the extent to which adverse impacts can be reduced or
eliminated. We are willing to assist FAA in developing mitigation such as the Environmental Justice
Action Plan, which should be developed in close coordination with affected local communities, in
keeping with the Council on Environmental Quality's guidance on environmental justice under NEPA.

Response:
The content of this comment is essentially the same as Comment AF00001-5; please refer to Response
to Comment AF00001-5.

PC03501-6

Comment:

Other Air Pollutants: The DEIS/R includes a major health effects analysis and we acknowledge this
effort. However, the DEIS/R does not satisfactorily address two air pollutants of concern: toxic
particulates and acrolein. Page 4-1008 acknowledges that diesel particulates, a State of California-
listed carcinogen account for 70% of the cancer risk due to air pollution in the air basin. Diesel
particulate emissions are linked to adverse respiratory effects, e.g., asthma, especially in children of
low-income and minority communities. The State of California recently listed acrolein as one of five air
toxics significantly impacting childrens= health. The DEIS/R projects large increases in toxic particulate
and acrolein emissions from aircraft, cargo transport, ground service vehicles and construction
equipment. The FEIS/R should assess the health impacts of these toxic emissions and the extent to
which such impacts will be adequately mitigated.

Response:
Please refer to Response to Comment AF00001-29 and AF0001-38 regarding diesel particulates and
acrolein, Responses to Comments AL00033-226 and AL00033-346 regarding health risks associated
with acrolein and acute health impacts of construction, Topical Response TR-HRA-4 regarding
mitigation of human health impacts, and Section 4.24.1 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR for a
reevaluation of chronic and acute hazards for acrolein.
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PC03501-7

Comment:

Response:

PC03501-8

Comment:

Response:

PC03501-9

Comment:

LAWA's Air Quality and Source Apportionment Study: EPA commends LAWA for undertaking the 'Air
Quality and Source Apportionment Study of the Area Surrounding Los Angeles International Airport,'
and we remain committed to our continued role in the completion and implementation of this study.
LAWA's air quality and source apportionment study is designed to remedy deficiencies in current
information about LAX's current operations on air quality and surrounding communities. Given the
existing and projected air quality impacts associated with LAX, this study is extremely important. The
data and analysis that becomes available through this study will facilitate full disclosure of impacts,
identify appropriate mitigation measures, and inform the NEPA decision-making process. As it
becomes available, FAA should fully integrate the information and analysis of the air quality and source
apportionment study in this project's NEPA document and decision-making process.

Please see Topical Response TR-AQ-2 regarding the Source Apportionment Study.

Alternatives: NEPA requires disclosure of adverse impacts and how such impacts may be avoided or
minimized. Since the project=s stated purpose is to respond to local and regional demand for air
transportation during...2000-2015 (p. ES-6), we believe the range of fully evaluated alternatives is too
narrow. This is critical in light of FAA=s recognition of disproportionately high, adverse impacts on
minority and low-income communities from aircraft noise, and potentially air quality and health. While
the DEIS/R mentions an alternative for other regional airports, FAA determined it is not reasonable.
EPA believes there is not sufficient information in the DEIS/R to support this conclusion and strongly
recommends that the FEIS/R include an analysis of the extent to which greater use of existing
commercial airports in the five-county region may help to meet the project's stated purpose and need
while potentially reducing adverse impacts. While new and/or additional information could be presented
in the FEIS/R, a supplemental EIS may be more useful and appropriate to present a broader range of
fully evaluated alternatives. Given the scope and complexity of managing projected increases in air
traffic over the next 15 years in the five-county region, FAA should consider a comprehensive, long-term
effort beyond this particular NEPA document to examine strategies to fairly and effectively distribute air
traffic at the commercial airports of the five-county region. We believe such an approach is consistent
with the recent commitment by the Secretary of Transportation to establish a task force to assess
aviation demand and airport capacity in southern California.

This comment is identical to comment AF00001-8; please see Response to Comment AF00001-8.

Conclusion: As noted, EPA is particularly concerned with the projected NAAQS violations attributable to
this project, lack of a detailed plan to avoid and/or mitigate disproportionately high, adverse impacts to
minority and low-income populations, potential health effects, and the narrow range of alternatives that
were fully evaluated. EPA believes there are serious deficiencies in the information presented in the
DEIS/R, which leads to a high level of uncertainty about the magnitude of potential impacts associated
with this project. The findings and recommendations of LAWA's air quality and source apportionment
study are especially relevant to FAA's decision-making, and merit careful consideration in this NEPA
process. The FEIS/R should include FAA's general conformity determination and related mitigation
commitments. No matter what alternative under NEPA is finally selected, including No Action, there are
major regional air quality, environmental justice, and other issues needing resolution. Because of the
complexity of issues involved in avoiding and/or mitigating the projected NAAQS violations attributable
to this project, it is important that such issues be addressed with the involvement and cooperation of all
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Response:

PC03502

PC03502-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03503

PC03503-1

Comment:

parties (e.g., the public, industry, and Federal, State, regional and local governments), utilizing existing
regulatory processes to protect air quality in the South Coast Air Basin. EPA looks forward to working
with FAA, LAWA, and Secretary Mineta's Task Force to find an effective, comprehensive approach to
air transportation in the region and to address the issues raised by the DEIS/R and the public comment
process.

Comment noted. Please see Responses to Comments AF00001-10 through AF00001-60 for responses
to each of the US EPA's concerns noted in the comment's Conclusion.

Schubert, Lynn None Provided

Fight LAX expansion

In a March 1 Los Angeles Times article about the mayoral candidates' views on LAX expansion, John
Agoglia, president of the Airport Commission, was quoted as saying, "Here, if you don't build it, they will
come anyway." He has his own "field of dreams," obviously, but in a democracy, we, the people, ought
not to be told we are helpless.

There are ways to cap flights in time, there are rules to make about noise and air pollution, communities
to join together and protest being swallowed up by big business expansion. In my field of dreams, | see
leadership coming forward in Los Angeles and the South Bay communities saying loud and clear that
we have enough now. Let there be other airports surrounding Los Angeles. If they build, the business
and jobs will come to them.

All over the United States and the world, shuttles are bringing people into town for whatever. They are
not flying them right into beautiful residential communities like our South Bay and destroying the quality
of life there.

| hope Soboroff and others supported by Riordan and Agoglia will not be voted in so they can continue
trying to frighten everyone into passivity or into active greed with the monster plan for LAX finally taking
over and telling everyone everywhere that we have no limits here, just bring your money and come.

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand, Topical Response TR-LU-1 regarding impacts on quality of life, and
Response to Comment PC01018-29 regarding the inability of FAA and LAWA to limit activity at airports.
The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed noise impacts in Section 4.1, Noise,
and Section 4.2, Land Use, and air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality. Supporting technical data and
analyses are provided in Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical Reports 1 and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR
and Appendix S-C, Appendix S-E and Technical Reports S-1 and S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft
EIS/EIR.

Reed, Nancy None Provided

I am a pilot (inactive) and feel that LAX is @ capacity. | live here in (for 35 years) in Westchester, and
clean the Blk fallout off of my patio, windows, cars & | breathe it!
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Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-AQ-1 regarding air pollutant deposition and Topical Response TR-
HRA-2 regarding airport emissions and link with adverse health effects.

PC03503-2

Comment:
Why not enlarge Burbank - Van Nuys or Palmdale?

Response:
Comment noted. The City of Los Angeles and LAWA can only control the development of LAX, Ontario,
Palmdale, and Van Nuys Airports. The decision to develop any airport is the responsibility of local
government. The City of Los Angeles and LAWA do not control the development of Burbank Airport.
Also, please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand and Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to
Palmdale.

PC03504 Dawson, Ruth None Provided 6/23/2001

PC03504-1

Comment:
Please find enclosed a copy of my letter to the MASTER PLAN LAX. | am very much against the
EXPANSION plan at LAX. 1 think you, the folks in "downtown LA" and "all around Los Angeles" are
very much aware to this and | hope for many reasons that you will say NO to LAX expansion. Who
really has the final say about expansion??

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. The Master Plan will not be implemented until the Final EIS/EIR is certified by the City of
Los Angeles; the City Council approves implementation of one of the alternatives, makes written
findings, and adopts a Statement of Overriding Considerations, if needed; and the Federal Aviation
Administration publishes a Record of Decision.

PC03504-2
The attachment included as part of this comment letter is identical to comment letter PC00545; please
refer to the responses to comment letter PC00545.

PC03505 Stevens, Mike LAX Expansion No!

PC03505-1

Comment:
After reviewing the EIR/EIS LAX Expansion No! (L.A.X.E.N!) has a series of questions that we would
like to have answered and if you can identify where in the LAX Master Plan EIR/EIS these answers
could be located we would appreciate it. Before we address those issues we would like to state publicly
that we are oppose the any expansion of LAX that would result in additional pollution, negative
environmental affects, increase in jet aircraft, increase vehicle traffic/trips, increase passengers,
including but not limited to negative health affects, inclusive of both mental and physical.

Response:

Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed air quality in
Section 4.6, Air Quality, noise in Section 4.1, Noise, and 4.2, Land Use, human health and safety in
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PC03505-2

Comment:

Response:

PC03505-3

Comment:

Response:

PC03505-4

Comment:

Response:

PC03505-5

Comment:

Section 4.24, Human Health and Safety, and traffic in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation. Supporting
technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical Reports 1, 2, 3, 4,
14a, and 14c of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C, Appendix S-E, and Technical Reports S-1, S-2a,
S-2b, S-4, S-9a and S-9b of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that Alternative D
has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity
comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.

We would like to make a special note that the Inglewood Meeting hosted by LAX at the Hollywood Park
Casino was poorly attended by Inglewood Residents due to a lack of public outreach on the part of LAX.
LAX should have scheduled a second meeting after being notified that Congresswoman Maxine Waters
had publicized the wrong date. LAX did not notify Inglewood Residents in an effective way explaining
the process and the purpose for the Public Hearing concerning LAX.

A major component of the LAX Master Plan EIS/EIR work program is public participation and outreach.
LAWA has had press releases, newsletters, neighborhood info packets, public workshops, and a web
site in order to communicate with neighbors and interested parties. Please see Response to Comment
AL00033-255 regarding availability of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR for public
review. Also, please visit the web site, www.laxmasterplan.org.

The following are the objections and questions that we have concerning the LAX Master Plan EIR/EIS:

Comment noted. Please see Responses to Comments below.

1) The document (EIR/EIS) does not identify the factor airport planners use in figuring out how many
vehicle trips are associated with each passenger. Please identify what the factor is that the airport
planners have used and what is the number of passengers that the factor is predicated on? Where and
on what page is this addressed in the EIR/EIS?

Vehicle occupancy information is provided in Technical Report 3a, On-Airport Technical Report.

2) The document (EIR/EIS) does not address the action of the Regional Board of the Southern
California Association of Govemments removal of the Arbor Vitae Interchange from the Regional
Transportation Plan or the Regional Transportation Implementation Plan as a transportation project.
Where and on what page can we find this acknowledgement. If it is not necessary to mention the Arbor
Vitae Removal from the RTP and RTIP please identify why?

3) The document (EIR/EIS) does not identify who will pay for the construction of the Arbor Vitae
Interchange if funding is removed for the Arbor Vitae Interchange Project?. Where and on what page is
the alternative funding source addressed if the Southern California Association of Governments
continues to have funds pulled from the project?

Los Angeles International Airport 3-4950 LAX Master Plan Final EIS/EIR Responses to Comments



3. Comments and Responses

4) Did LAX calculate what the negative affects would be concerning the computations contained in the
EIR/EIS with the elimination of the Arbor Vitae Interchange Project? If there was a calculation done
what would be the negative effects? Also how would the elimination of the project impact traffic flow,
pollution levels, passenger movement, and overall environmental impacts on the surrounding
communities of LAX and LAX itself? If this is documented where in the EIR/EIS is it located?

Response:
Please see Response to Comment AL0O0008-8.

PC03505-6

Comment:
5) Did LAX calculate what the negative affects would be concerning computations contained in the
EIR/EIS with the elimination of the Sepulveda Blvd. HOV (High Occupancy Vehicle Lane? Where is it
located in the EIR/EIS?

Response:

Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in
Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. LAWA coordinated closely with the Cities of Los Angeles, El
Segundo, Manhattan Beach, Inglewood, Culver City, Santa Monica, Los Angeles County, LACMTA,
SCAG, and Caltrans to identify all planned and funded transportation improvements in the area, as
discussed in Technical Report 3b (Alternatives A, B, and C) and S-2b (Alternative D). The possibility of
placing HOV lanes on Sepulveda Boulevard was not identified by any of these agencies. It would
therefore be improper to consider the effects of removing a project that is not on the list of planned and
funded transportation improvements.

PC03505-7

Comment:
6) Why did LAX not address two air pollutants of concern: Toxic particulates and acrolein? Why did
LAX not address how they would mitigate them? If this is documented where in the EIR/EIS is it
located?

Response:
The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed acrolein and particulate matter
(PM), including diesel PM in Section 4.24.1, Health Risk Assessment. In addition, please see
Responses to Comments AF00001-29 and AL0O0033-346.

PC03505-8

Comment:
7) Why did LAWA not include its own air quality and source apportionment study in the EIR/EIS that
would have identified deficiencies in current information about LAX's current operation on air quality and
surrounding communities? If this is documented where in the EIR/EIS is it located?

8) Given the existing and projected air quality impacts associated with LAX, why did LAWA not wait
until its own air quality and source apportionment study was completed before releasing the EIR/EIS? If
the study was completed where in the EIR/EIS is it located?

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-AQ-2 regarding the Source Apportionment Study.
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PC03505-9

Comment:

Response:

9) How does LAX intend to circumvent the ruling of the Southern California Association of
Governments that LAX remained constrained to its current foot print and held to 78 Million annual
passengers or less? If this is documented where in the EIR/EIS is it located?

Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D - Enhanced Safety
and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered for the LAX Master
Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Alternative D, developed
pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and security improvements
and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that of the No Action/No
Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of LAX is consistent with
the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is intended to accommodate
future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of Alternative D was provided
in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For additional information, please
see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan and Topical
Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach to meeting demand.

PC03505-10

Comment:

Response:

10) Where does it address in the EIR/EIS when does it become unsafe to land and take off over the
ocean simultaneously, how many planes simultaneously landing and taking off before night time
operations are declared to be unsafe? If this is documented where in the EIR/EIS is it located?

Please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety. Also see Topical Response TR-N-5
regarding nighttime aircraft operations, including over-ocean operations. It should be noted that any
and all operations at LAX occur within the National Airspace System which serves to protect public
safety in all operating conditions.

PC03505-11

Comment:

Response:

11) Where is the Memorandum of Understanding between the City of Inglewood and Los Angeles
World Airports located in the EIR/EIS. Also what are the ramifications concerning the air space over
each home and the individual home owners ability to take legal action concerning environmental effects
upon them and their family.

Please see Response to Comment PC01916-2 regarding the nature and purpose of the MOU.

PC03505-12

Comment:

Response:

12) Extension of the Runway across Sepulveda Blvd or any movement of any runway can only be
completed with an approved EIR/EIS. What is the Federal Citing? Where is it documented in the
EIR/EIS that an approved EIR/EIS is necessary for moving the runways or taxiways?

Airport projects which require an environmental assessment or environmental impact statement (EIS)
pursuant to NEPA, are identified in FAA's Airport Environmental Handbook (Order 5050.4A). As
identified in Chapter 3 of the Handbook, an EIS is required for a Federal action that includes a new
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runway capable of handling air carrier aircraft at a commercial service airport in a standard metropolitan
statistical area. Other projects, such as major runway extensions, are subject to the analysis of an
environmental assessment and subsequent decision as to whether to prepare an environmental impact
statement or a finding of no significant impact. For the LAX Master Plan, it was determined that an EIS
would be required.

PC03505-13

Comment:

Response:

13) Where is Mayor Hahn's of Los Angeles Alternative 5 located in the EIR/EIS? Does Alternative 5
identify moving the runways at LAX closer to the terminal areas located in the interior portion of LAX?
What would be the distance between inboard runways on the northern and southern complex sides. If it
is documented where in the EIR/EIS is it located?

Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, an additional option was formulated for the LAX
Master Plan. Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of
future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative, and will make
the airport safer and more secure, convenient, and efficient. The Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR
provides a comprehensive description and analysis of Alternative D, the fifth Master Plan alternative,
and was circulated for public review and comment. Details regarding this alternative are provided in the
Draft Master Plan Addendum (published in July 2003), including information about runway
modifications. Under Alternative D, the separation between runways in both the north and south
airfields would be increased to allow for the construction of parallel center taxiways. In the north airfield,
Runway 6L/24R would maintain its current location; however, it would be extended approximately 1,495
feet to the west for a total length of approximately 10,520 feet. Runway 6R/24L would be reconstructed
approximately 340 feet south of the existing runway centerline and would be extended approximately
135 feet west and approximately 1,280 feet to the east for a total runway length of approximately 11,700
feet. The distance between the proposed inboard runway centerline locations would be 4,196 feet as
documented on the Draft Airport Layout Plan for Alternative D that was submitted to FAA for review and
comment June 2003. In the south airfield, Runway 7L/25R would be reconstructed 50 feet south of its
current location and a new center parallel taxiway would be constructed between the south pair of
runways.

PC03505-14

Comment:

Response:

14) How does LAX justify using the phrase "complete breakdown" on page 3-25 concerning meeting
passenger demand of 97.9 million? When the maximum identified by the Southern California
Association of Governments is 78 Million Annual Passengers or less. If it is documented where in the
EIR/EIS is it located?

The capacity of LAX under the various build and no build alternatives was summarized in Chapter 3,
Alternatives, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, and was discussed in detail in
Chapter V, Concept Development, Section 3.3.2 of the Draft LAX Master Plan, and Chapter I,
Alternative D Constrained Activity, Section 3.1, of the Draft LAX Master Plan Addendum. Without the
implementation of substantive improvements, the existing airfield, roadways, and terminal buildings
would not be able to accommodate the projected demand of 97.9 million annual passengers in 2015.
Rather, it is expected that the existing facilities could only accommodate a passenger demand of 78.7 if
no Master Plan-related improvements were to occur. Without substantial improvements, the runways
and taxiways would not be able to accommodate the increased operations that would be associated
with the unconstrained forecast of 97.9 million passengers, the terminals would not be able to handle
the additional passenger load, and the roadway system would not be able to efficiently convey the
related traffic. Please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG RTP. It should be noted
that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future
(2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative but with an improved
level of service.
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PC03505-15

Comment:

Response:

15) Why does the unconstrained forecast and Alternative A, B, and C all show identical volumes of
Cargo, since annual operations are not identical across the board. Even different fleet mixes under the
three alternatives and the unconstrained forecast would not likely result in identical volume of cargo
(4,172,000 tons) for each alternative? If it is documented where in the EIR/EIS is it located?

Please see Topical Response TR-MP-1 regarding air cargo activity and demand. Descriptions of the
annual cargo activity levels associated with the various alternatives were provided in Chapter 3,
Alternatives, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. The cargo tonnage volumes
and total aircraft operations for the four alternatives are not strictly comparable. For Alternatives A, B,
and C, adequate cargo facilities are provided to meet the unconstrained demand of 4.2 MAT. Total
aircraft operations vary among the build scenarios because of constraints that impact the level of
passenger demand that is served. In all cases, sufficient cargo lift is available in the bellies of
passenger aircraft, particularly international, to meet the projected demand for belly cargo. The forecast
cargo tonnage for the No Action/No Project Alternative is approximately 3.1 MAT, the constrained
capacity of the No Action/No Project cargo facilities.

PC03505-16

Comment:

Response:

16) Can the total emissions of criteria air pollutants and toxic air pollutants be reduced by a
comprehensive regional analysis?

The air emissions associated with LAX are assessed in the context of the comprehensive air quality
management plan for the Los Angeles region. Please see Response to Comment PC02203-92 for
further explanation of this regional approach to reducing air pollution.

PC03505-17

Comment:

Response:

17) If the FAA's recognition of disproportionately high adverse impacts to low-income and minority
communities and associated with questions of equity concerning pollution, noise etc. how can LAX be
allowed to expand by the FAA or any other Governmental Agency? What other Governmental
Agencies are involved in giving approval of the LAX Master Plan EIR/EIS If it is documented where in
the EIR/EIS is it located?

Environmental Justice was addressed in Section 4.4.3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and the Supplement to the
Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data provided in Appendix F of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix
S-D of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Under both NEPA and CEQA, a project can be approved
despite significant, unavoidable impacts. Please see Response to Comment PC02217-7. A list of
approvals required as part of the Master Plan was included in Section 2.7, Proposed Federal, State and
Local Actions and Required Permits, of the Draft EIS/EIR.
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PCO03506 Schneider, Denny LAX Community Noise
Roundtable

PC03506-1

Comment:
REGIONAL SOLUTION REQUIRED. ..

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PC03506-2

Comment:
LAX EXPANSION. . .
HEALTH & SAFETY IMPACT ON SURROUNDING COMMUNITIES THAT WILL HAVE LONG TERM
NEGATIVE ECONOMIC IMPACT ON ALL OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

Response:
Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed human health and
safety in Section 4.24, Human Health and Safety, economic impacts in Section 4.4.1,
Employment/Socioeconomics. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Technical
Reports 5, 14a, and 14c of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-3, S-9a and S-9b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a
build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No
Action/No Project Alternative.

PC03506-3

Comment:
Our advise to the LAWA Commissioners is JUST SAY NO!
Oppose further LAX expansion. Those surrounding LAX continue to bear the brunt of prior growth.

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative.

PC03506-4

Comment:
The latest expansion proposal would remove a third of the Westchester-Playa del Rey Business District
and many more affordable homes.

Response:

The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed land acquisition for each of the
alternatives in Chapter 3 and Section 4.2, Land Use. Please see Topical Response TR-LU-2
concerning impacts within the Community of Westchester. Also note, as described in Section 4.2, Land
Use (subsection 4.2.6.5) of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, in contrast to the other build
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alternatives, Alternative D (LAWA Staff's new preferred alternative), does not propose any residential
acquisition or acquisition within the Westchester Business District. As was described in Section 4.4.2,
Relocation of Residences and Businesses, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR,
LAWA's programs for the acquisition of residences and business properties would conform to governing
federal and State requirements for the payment of just compensation for the purchase of any needed
property and applicable relocation assistance and payments would be provided to any person displaced
from their home or business. Also, please see Topical Response TR-RBR-1 regarding residential
acquisition and relocation.

PC03506-5

Comment:
Complete West Side and South Bay gridlock is inevitable. Aside from the obvious health and safety
risks of an over crowded sky, another LAX expansion will add several million cars and trucks to the 405
freeway and local roads. Even the LAX Environmental Impact Report admits that traffic impacts cannot
be mitigated!

Response:

As disclosed in the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, Alternatives A, B, and C would
have nine intersections with significant and unavoidable impacts, while Alternative D would have three
intersections with significant and unavoidable impacts. Surface transportation impacts were addressed
in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with
supporting technical data and analyses provided in Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and
Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. In addition, please see
Response to Comment AL00043-3 regarding proposed traffic improvements for off-airport roadways
and Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding airport area traffic concerns.

PC03506-6

Comment:
It's no wonder that the So. Cal. Assn. of Governments (SCAG) voted AGAINST including any further
LAX expansion in their Long Range Plan. Their staff estimated LAX "improvements" would add
capacity but result in increased air traffic delays!-and at a $2-$4 billion dollars penalty for building at
LAX.

Response:
Please see Chapter 3 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR regarding the SCAG RTP.

PC03506-7

Comment:
The proposition that people will only go to LAX is fallacious-especially as traffic gridlock expands. Los
Angeles also owns Ontario and Palmdale airports. These airports are capable and anxious to grow-
now, but can't compete with the LAX power base for the limited funding without forward planning.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-RC-4 regarding Orange County air transportation demand and
Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale. The Draft EIS/EIR and
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed traffic impacts in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, with
supporting technical data and analyses provided in Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and
Technical Report S-2 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
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PC03506-8

Comment:

Another round of LAX "modernizations" will surely cause economic loss to the region. In twenty years
freight capacity will be inadequate and require more lead time, than available, to be built. Jobs and
businesses will leave California.

Response:
Comment noted. The economic effects of Master Plan alternatives were provided in Section 4.4.1 of
the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, Employment/Socio-Economics, with supporting
technical data in Technical Report 5 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Report S-3 of the Supplement
to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PC03506-9

Comment:
Further, minority areas bear an undue amount of the impacts from growth at LAX.

Response:
Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed environmental
justice in Section 4.4.3, Environmental Justice, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in
Appendix F of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-D of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PC03506-10

Comment:
Subsidiary projects such as the "LAX Connector Road" severely impacts our heritage as it will destroy
the 1937 National Historic Landmark, the Centinela Adobe, birthplace of Inglewood.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-HA-1 regarding impacts to the Centinela Adobe.

PC03506-11

Comment:
LAX Expansion Issue
Four Scenarios
- No Action/No Project (78 MAP, 3.1 M tons cargo)
- Alternative A- Additional north runway and lengthened other north runway with west concourses (98
MAP, 4.2 M tons cargo)
- Alternative B- Additional south runway and lengthened other north runway with west concourses (98
MAP, 4.2 M tons cargo)
- Alternative C- No additional runway, but one north runway moved 350' N and both lengthened and one
south runway moved 50" S and lengthened. (90 MAP, 4.2 M tons cargo) (Mayor Riorden endorsed
June 1999) RUNWAYS MOVED NORTH, MADE LONGER AND MOVED EAST!
All add Ring Road and Western Concourse and expand Cargo Facilities.

Response:

Comment noted. This comment restates the general characteristics of the No Action/No Project
Alternative and Alternatives A, B, and C. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, an
additional option was formulated for the LAX Master Plan. Alternative D has been added to provide a
build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No
Action/No Project Alternative, and will make the airport safer and more secure, convenient, and
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efficient. Please note that Alternative D does not include a ring road or concourses on the western
portion of the airport.

PC03506-12

Comment:
Impact starts immediately with preliminary notices of proposed purchases to homes/businesses.

Response:
Acquisition of residences or business would not occur until after the Los Angeles City Council certifies
the Final EIS/EIR and approves one of the alternatives, makes written findings, and adopts a statement
of overriding considerations, and the FAA issues a Record of Decision. Please note that no residential
acquisition is proposed under Alternative D.

PC03506-13

Comment:
EIR/EIS expects major construction impact 3-4 years after go-ahead.

Response:
Comment noted.
PC03506-14
Comment:
Many MTA/Caltrans/Fed Hwy/City/County "traffic mitigation" projects separate, but complementary.
Response:
Comment noted.
PC03506-15
Comment:

Timetable of Events

- Notice of Preparation Document Released 6/11/1997.

- Draft Master Plan & Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Stmnt (EIR/EIS) Released
1/18/2001.

- 180 day public comment/meetings ends 7/25/2001.

- Revisions of EIR/EIS to address comments and submission LAWA Airport Commissioners for
recommendations and approval. FAA approval of Title VI Environmental Justice report.

- Los Angeles City Mayoral review and approval (MAKE YOUR VOTE COUNT!).

- Los Angeles City Council review and approval (MAKE YOUR VOTE COUNT!).

Verbal and written comments may be submitted at the Public Hearings. The Hearings will be conducted
simultaneously on Saturday, June 9, 2001 from 12:00 noon to 7:00pm at the following locations:

Furama Hotel Los Angeles
8601 Lincoln Boulevard
Los Angeles, CA 90045
(310) 670-8111

The Pavilion at Hollywood Park
3883 West Century Boulevard
Inglewood, CA 90303

(310) 330-2841
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Response:

Manhattan Beach Marriott
1400 Parkview Avenue
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266
(310) 546-7511

Comment noted. It should be noted that the public review period for the Draft EIS/EIR was extended to
November 9, 2001, for a total of 295 days. Moreover, six additional public hearings for the Draft
EIS/EIR were held in October and November, 2001, for a total of nine public hearings.

PC03506-16

Comment:

Response:

EXPECT BIG INCREASES IN TRAFFIC CONGESTION. The last major expansion approval, 1984,
was to 40 MAP yet we are currently at 65 and increasing! The EIR/EIS baseline is July 1997. Required
mitigation per California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines is as of 1997.

Please see Topical Response TR-ST-2 regarding surface transportation analysis methodology.

PC03506-17

Comment:

Response:

MANY parts of THE NORTH SIDE, Inglewood, and the South Bay having 55-64 CNEL noise are not
counted. They don't qualify for soundproofing or other mitigation. EIR/EIS states that the noise impact
of Alt A/Alt C "reduce the total population exposed to noise above 65 CNEL..." The FAA considers only
people at 65 CNEL (noise) to be impacted! The FAA will route more aircraft to larger areas but keep
them just under 65 CNEL list.

Please see Topical Response TR-LU-5 and Subtopical Responses TR-N-2.2 and TR-N-2.3 regarding
the 65 CNEL threshold and evaluating impacts below the 65 CNEL. Significant noise impacts were
identified in Section 4.1, Noise (subsection 4.1.6), and Section 4.2, Land Use (subsection 4.2.6), of the
Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR for noise-sensitive uses newly exposed to 65 CNEL
or greater noise levels or that experience an increase of 1.5 CNEL or greater within the 65 CNEL
contour. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR do not state or imply that impacts do
not exist at noise exposure levels less than 65 CNEL only that they are less than significant. Based on
1992 Federal Interagency Committee on Noise (FICON) criteria, noise-sensitive uses newly exposed to
an increase of 3 CNEL within the 60-65 CNEL contour and an increase of 5 CNEL below the 60 CNEL
were identified in Section 4.2.6 of the Draft EIS/EIR and the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR for
informational purposes. The Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR included an analysis of single event
noise levels that result in nighttime awakenings. As stated in Section 4.2, Land Use (subsection 4.2.8),
of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, under Mitigation Measure MM-LU-2, the ANMP would be
revised to include areas newly exposed to these noise levels (defined by the 94 dBA SEL noise
contour). As stated in Sections 4.1.6.1 and 4.2.6 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft
EIS/EIR, the overall population exposed to the 65 CNEL under Alternatives A, C, and D would be
reduced compared to the 1996 baseline and Year 2000 conditions. Alternative D would result in the
greatest reduction of population exposed to 65 CNEL or greater noise levels in comparison to
Alternatives A and C. See Subtopical Response TR-N-1.4 regarding the routing of aircraft used for
noise modeling.

PC03506-18

Comment:

HEALTH (noisefillness) AND SAFETY (crash) RISKS WILL BE SHARED THROUGHOUT THE
WESTSIDE AS ROUTES AROUND LAX BECOME MORE CONGESTED.
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Response:

Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed human health and
safety in Section 4.24, Human Health and Safety, and traffic in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation.
Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Technical Reports 2, 3, 14a, and 14c of the
Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2, S-9a, and S-9b of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Also,
please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety.

PC03506-19

Comment:

Response:

Under Off-Airport surface transportation the Environmental Action Plan states, "measures would
eliminate all remaining CEQA 'significant' impacts of the Master Plan alternatives by 2015 except for six
intersections..." This document considers impact of new issues only, not the ones already existing!

The project compares conditions with the project to conditions without the project, via the Adjusted
Environmental Baseline. It would be inappropriate for the project to mitigate existing traffic deficiencies.
Also please see Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding airport area traffic concerns.

PC03506-20

Comment:

Response:

"Alternative C would also have a significant unavoidable impact [Business Relocations]... insufficient
relocation space... " (84 more homes also impacted beyond Manchester Square and Belford areas).

The acquisition and relocation impacts associated with Alternative C were detailed in Section 4.4.2,
Relocation of Residences or Businesses (subsection 4.4.2.6.4), of the Draft EIS/EIR. As discussed
therein, significant relocation impacts would occur for industrial/business park uses and freight
handling/warehousing uses to be acquired; however, impacts to office, hotel, and retail businesses
would be less than significant. With implementation of the Proposed Relocation Plan, residential
relocation impacts would also be less than significant. Please see Response to Comment PC00035-2
for further discussion of residential acquisition; and Response to Comment PC00013-5 regarding
business acquisition and relocation impacts, proposed collateral development at LAX
Northside/Westchester Southside, and the proposed Preliminary Property Acquisition and Relocation
Plan.

Subsequent to publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a fourth Master Plan build alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was proposed and evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft
EIS/EIR. Alternative D involves the acquisition of far fewer businesses than the other build alternatives,
would not require acquisition within the Westchester Business District, and does not propose residential
acquisition.

PC03506-21

Comment:

TELL YOUR ELECTED OFFICIALS TO SUPPORT A TRULY REGIONAL SOLUTION! IF LAX
CONTINUES TO EXPAND, THE OTHER AREAS WILL NEVER INCREASE THEIR SHARE AND
BUSINESS WILL ULTIMATELY BE LOST TO SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA.

In the 1980s LAX was renovated to accommodate 40 million passengers per year (MAP). Everyone
agrees that LAX is presently overtaxed, operating at 65 MAP with 2.1 Million tons of cargo-but can we
stand another round of facility "improvements" instead of a truly regional solution? Even those
proposing facility expansion expects us to outgrow any planned expansion without distributing the load
outside of LAX.
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Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand and Topical Response TR-GEN-3 regarding actual versus projected
activity levels.

PC03506-22

Comment:
AIR SAFETY WILL BECOME A FACTOR.

The local environment will get worse (safety, noise, ground traffic, air quality, etc.) regardless of airport
actions. Arrivals and departures (routes and quantity) are controlled by the FAA and there is no
indication of any inclination on their part to reduce or regulate the amount of air traffic coming to LAX.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety.

PC03506-23

Comment:
THE HEALTH & SAFETY OF THOSE LIVING UNDER FLIGHT PATHS IS IMPARED AS AIR TRAFFIC
INCREASES

Interestingly, the EIR/EIS projects a reduction of people impacted by noise. The report, however, only
considers people "impacted" if they are within an area subjected to the weighted average 65 dB CNEL
currently mandated by Congress. Any less magnitude of noise is ignored. LAX Noise Management
recently monitored the Osage Area of Westchester. Osage is not "impacted" with an average hourly
instantaneous noise level of 70 db and an average of 40 noise events per hour all day and into the late
night/early morning.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-N-2 regarding single event noise and CNEL differences. Also, see
Section 4.1, Noise (subsection 4.1.6,) and Section 4.2, Land Use (subsection 4.2.6), of the Supplement
to the Draft EIS/EIR for new analysis of single event noise levels. Please see Topical Response TR-LU-
2 regarding potential effects of Master Plan alternatives on the community of Westchester.

PC03506-24

Comment:
Health studies at other airports have shown increased probability of repertory diseases and cancer
around airports. Jet fuels and other carcinogens released into the air by ground and air traffic is not
healthful.

Response:
Please refer to Topical Responses TR-HRA-2 and TR-HRA-3 regarding airport emissions and link with
adverse health effects and human health impacts.

PC03506-25

Comment:
WITHOUT EXPANSION EXPECT 10 MILLION MORE CARS AND TRUCKS ENTERING AND
LEAVING THE AREA! WITH EXPANSION FAR MORE THAN DOUBLE THAT NUMBER. Traffic on the
San Diego Freeway already comes to a stop frequently-imagine what health risk and time delays the
additional traffic will add.
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Response:

Please see Topical Response TR-ST-2 regarding surface transportation analysis methodology and
Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding airport area traffic concerns. The reference to 10 million more
cars and trucks has no basis in the Draft EIS/EIR or the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Also, please
see Topical Response TR-HRA-3 regarding human health impacts.

PC03506-26

Comment:

LAX already exceeds the previously specified maximum utilization of passenger and freight activity. |
support a truly regional solution of NO EXPANSION of facilities and no reconfiguration of runways at
LAX.

There is no viable expansion of LAX that would meet projected aviation capacity requirements for
Southern California. Funding for airport facility expansion shall be disbursed throughout the regional
airport network to the areas of fastest growth in preference to diverting the limited resources to another
LAX multi-billion dollar expansion. Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) in
Technical Appendix G of the current draft Regional Transportation Plan acknowledges that two to four
billion dollars will be saved by expanding Ontario Airport facilities in preference to LAX.

| oppose LAX expansion because it would:

- Increase air safety risks with more planes operating in close quarters.

- Dramatically worsen traffic congestion on 1-405, 1-105 and local arterials from thousands of passenger
cars, vans, and cargo-carrying trucks.

- Result in greater air pollution, damaging local residents' health.

- Create more airport noise; impacting a larger population, causing stress, illness, and reduction of
children's learning ability and degradation of property values.

- Aggravate environmental justice issues. A disproportionate share of low income and minority
populations are subjected to increased health and safety impacts and/or displaced from their homes.

- Destroy local homes, schools, libraries, parks, and businesses to provide room for more airport
support facilities.

- Divert attention and funds from the expansion of other airport facilities where future population growth
is located.

I will push for changes in the FAA charter to require a limit in the number of flights landing at LAX and to
cap the passenger and freight traffic to the present levels.

As Mayor, | will push for more realistic federal definitions used to identify and control air and ground
traffic, noise and other adverse environmental impacts.

Response:
Please see Response to Comment PC00578-1 regarding the development of Alternative D-Enhanced
Safety and Security Plan, which was developed at the direction of Mayor James Hahn.

PCO03506-27

Comment:
What Should Be Done In Congress?
Sponsor Legislation to make the FAA lead, responsible agency for effects of noise on areas
surrounding airports. Law must have teeth with penalties so that impact on communities is no longer
"very low" priority below promulgation of aircraft industry. Must be equal to safety.

Response:

Comment noted.

Los Angeles International Airport 3-4962 LAX Master Plan Final EIS/EIR Responses to Comments



3. Comments and Responses

PC03506-28

Comment:
Sponsor Legislation to study and upgrade FAA priorities related to health effects of living around
airports (noise and chemicals).

Response:
Comment noted.

PC03506-29

Comment:
Change method of determining "impacted" from the current 65 CNEL to include "number of events in an
eight hour period" with lower standards for periods from 11 PM to 8 AM. Basis for noise impact should
include instantaneous levels as well as average energy level. (See enclosed chart of noise monitoring
data from Osage Area under siege which is not "impacted.")

Response:

The methods used for determining significant noise impacts in the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the
Draft EIS/EIR are consistent with standard practice as well as FAA requirements. It should be noted
that this method applies a penalty for evening and nighttime noise (4.77 dB between 7 p.m. and 10 p.m.
and 10 dB between 10 p.m. and 7 a.m., respectively). Instantaneous noise measurement (Lmax)
measures the maximum energy associated with a noise event and only provides information for a very
limited time period (which can be less than one second). Single event noise considers the noise levels
associated with the entire duration of noise event, and is more meaningful. Single event noise was
evaluated in Section 4.1, Noise, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data
and analysis provided in Appendix S-C. Also please see Topical Response TR-N-2 regarding
differences between single event noise and CNEL.

PC03506-30

Comment:
Sponsor Legislation to enable the FAA to specify limits in the number of scheduled landings at an
airport facility. Set up a system that would enable carriers to "sell" landing slots similar to that used in
the sale of "pollution credits."

Response:
Comment noted.

PC03507 Topek, Mary Jane None Provided

PC03507-1

Comment:
It's me again! Attached you'll find a response to a letter | wrote to the "powers that be" at LAX. As you
can see, when the people in the So. Bay complain about constant noise from the planes, flying over,
near & taking off from LAX, we're not complaining about an occasional problem, but a constant problem.
Please note the enclosed fly over pattern is for a half day 7:00 am - 3:00 pm. I've requested LAX send
the rest of fly overs 3 - 12 midnight also August 11 & 12 & 23. These are days we could not sit outside,
or have the windows open because of the barrage of noise from the planes.

Response:
Comment noted. Noise impacts were addressed in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, of
the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Supporting technical data and analyses are
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provided in Appendix D and Technical Report 1 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C and Technical
Report S-1 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Response to Comment PC03011-7,
regarding flight paths. In addition, please see Topical Response TR-LU-1 regarding impacts on quality
of life, Topical Response TR-LU-3 for additional information of filing noise complaints and LAWA's
handling of noise complaints, Topical Response TR-N-5 regarding nighttime aircraft operations, and
Topical Response TR-LU-4 regarding outdoor noise levels.

PC03507-2

Comment:
As you can see, we have far too many planes flying low over, near & around our home. - Help!

[SEE ORIGINAL FOR GRAPHIC INSERT]

The black square is our home. This pattern is for 1/2 day 7:00 am - 3:00 pm. I've put in a request for
3:00 pm to midnight.

Response:

Comment noted. Based on the graphic insert provided with the commentor's letter, there is little to no
relationship between the aircraft that overfly the area where she resides and traffic departing LAX. It
appears that her residence is overflown by numerous aircraft flying along the VFR flyway along the
coast and from other airports (Torrance) in the South Bay. A few flights may have been light aircraft
departures that took off west from LAX, turning south along the coast, but these are not distinguishable
from the exhibit provided. Further, loop overflights that had departed LAX appear to pass back over the
area at high altitude from their climbs over the Santa Monica Bay. Please see Topical Response TR-
LU-3 for additional information of filing noise complaints and LAWA's handling of noise complaints and
Topical Response TR-N-3 regarding aircraft flight procedures.

PC03508 Bettencourt, Patricia None Provided

PC03508-1

Comment:
ATTACHED IS A COPY OF ALETTER | SENT TO THE FEDERAL AVIATION ADM. MR. KESSLER. |
DON'T KNOW IF IT WILL HELP YOU BUT | HOPE SO FOR ALL OUR SAKES. THANK YOU FOR
TRYING TO STOP THE MASTER PLAN. PERHAPS OUR ELECTED OFFICIALS DO LISTEN TO
THE PEOPLE WHO GO OUT TO VOTE.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Responses to Comments below. It should be noted that Alternative D has
been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity
comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.

PC03508-2

Comment:

ABOUT TWO YEARS AGO, THE AIRPORT SAID OK WE ARE NOT TAKING ANY MORE HOMES,
WE ARE GOING TO SOUNDPROOF YOUR HOME IF THE DECIMALS ARE OVER 63 TO 65 OR SO.
WE THOUGHT GREAT, THEY WOULDN'T SPEND ALL THAT MONEY ON SOUNDPROOFING IF
THEY WERE GOING TO TAKE OUR HOMES. WRONG, LAWA LIED AS USUAL THEY NOW WANT
TO TAKE MY HOME AND 56 OTHERS PLUS 263 BUSINESSES FROM THE WESTCHESTER
COMMUNITY, THAT THEY PROMISED THEY WOULD NOT TAKE. WHEN IS A LINE GOING TO BE
DRAWN TO STOP THEM FROM DESTROYING A COMMUNITY AND CAUSING MORE POLLUTION,
NOISE, CONJESTION AND A GREATER HEALTH HAZARD TO THOSE THAT ARE LEFT IF THEY
ARE ALLOWED TO EXPAND.
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Response:

PC03508-3

Comment:

Response:

PC03508-4

Comment:

Response:

PC03508-5

Comment:

Response:

PC03510

PC03510-1

Comment:

Response:

The content of this comment is identical to comment PC0649-1; please refer to Response to Comment
PC00649-1.

MOST OF THE HOMES THEY ARE GOING TO TAKE ARE OWNED BY SENIOR CITIZENS, WHO
ARE RETIRED OR ARE GETTING READY TO RETIRE IN A COUPLE OF YEARS OR SO. THINKING
WE WORKED ALL OUR LIFES LIKE MOST, NOW WE CAN ENJOY WHAT WE LOOKED FORWARD
TO AND WORKED TOWARD ALL THOSE YEARS. THEN LAWA COMES ALONG AND SAYS TOO
BAD, WE WANT IT, WE'RE TAKING IT. FIND SOMETHING ELSE. WELL WE DON'T WANT TO, THIS
IS OUR HOME, WE ARE NOT AT AN AGE WHERE WE CAN START OVER AND WE SHOULD'T
HAVE TO, JUST BECAUSE LAWA WANTS TO CAUSE MORE POLLUTION, NOISE, CONJESTION
AND HEALTH HAZARDS.

This comment is identical to Comment PC00649-2. Please see Response to Comment AL0O0040-46.
Please also see Topical Response TR-RBR-1 regarding residential acquisition and relocation issues.

REGARDLESS OF WHAT THEY SAY OR THE NUMBERS THEY PUT IN THEIR EIR REPORTS,
THEY ARE EXPERTS AT LYING AND HIDING THE TRUTH.

Comment noted.

LOS ANGELES OWNS 4 OTHER AIRPORTS THAT THEY CAN BUILD UP, WITH NO HOMES,
SCHOOLS OR BUSINESSES TAKEN. PALMDALE ALONE HAS 17,500 ACRES OF LAND. PLEASE
DONT LET THE ENVIRONMENT SUFFER ANYMORE THEN IT IS ALREADY AT LAX AND SO
MANY SURROUNDING AREAS IF THEY ARE ALLOWED TO EXPAND BEYOND WHAT THEY ARE
AT NOW. THANK YOU FOR TAKING THE TIME TO READ THIS.

Please see Response to Comment PC00649-4.

Hedderich, William None Provided

I AM A PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER/MBA & EXPERT WITNESS. | AGREE WITH YOUR VIEWS ON
AIRPORT EXPANSION 100%.

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.
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PC03510-2

Comment:
AS YOU PROBABLY ARE ALREADY AWARE. BOEING PLANS TO ANNOUNCE AN AIR-TRAFFIC
CONTROL SYSTEM. BASED ON GPS TECHNOLOGY, THAT COULD IMMEDIATELY INCREASE
AIR TRAFFIC INTO LAX & ALL OTHER MAJOR AIRPORTS, BY 30%)!

Response:
Under Alternatives A and B, airport facilities would be provided to meet projected demand. Under
Alternatives C and D, airport facilities would limit the number of aircraft operations, irrespective of
improvement to air traffic control systems. Also, please note that Alternative D has been added to
provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of
the No Action/No Project Alternative, and to make the airport safer and more secure, convenient, and
efficient.

PCO03511 White, Lynne None Provided

PC03511-1

Comment:
Please see attached.

| have lived in the South Bay area since 1977 and recently purchased a home in North Redondo Beach.
The price of my property was almost $400,000 - a real "bargain" for the beach area. Homes just north of
me in Manhattan Beach are in the millions. Over the years, | have watched our little beachside
community grow enormously - with more expensive homes being built, property being developed and
families moving in. The reason? The South Bay is a beautiful and safe place to live. We have our own
school systems, our own police departments, our own fire departments and our own city governments.
We breathe fresh ocean air, swim and surf in clean waters and jog on white unpolluted beaches.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Responses to Comments below.

PC03511-2

Comment:
However, the beauty of the area is slowly being ruined by the loud overhead noise of flying planes. |
cannot tell you how many times recently | have been awakened in the middle of the night by loud
airplane thunder. | look at the clock and it is 2am - 3am - 4am in the morning, and | say, "How can this
be?" Is this allowed? Can planes land and take off at this hour? Is it a flyover? Outraged, | try to call the
LAX noise hotline. Most of the time, | cannot even report the problem because the line is busy -
presumably with other angry homeowners who have been awakened.

Response:

The Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed the effects of single event aircraft noise relevant to
nighttime awakening in homes in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, with supporting
technical data and analyses provided in Appendix S-C and Technical Report S-1. There is no curfew
on operations at LAX. However, there are special flight procedures in effect between midnight and 6:30
a.m. These procedures are not mandatory, but are generally used by air traffic controllers when
practicable. For more information on this topic, please see Subtopical Response TR-N-5.1 description
of over-ocean procedures, Topical Response TR-N-7 regarding noise abatement
measures/enforcement, and Topical Response TR-N-5 regarding nighttime aircraft operations. Also
please see Responses to Comments PC00764-1 regarding the LAX complaint recording system and
Comment PC01879-5.
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PC03511-3

Comment:
The once quiet skies of our beautiful and expensive beach community are gone. It is beyond
comprehension that decisions are being made by the City of Los Angeles that we in this community
cannot even vote on. We are the ones with the noise in our backyards. | am an outraged homeowner. |
never remember even hearing plane noise and now it is constant. What is being done to solve this
problem?

Response:
Comment noted. Noise impacts were addressed in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, of
the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Supporting technical data and analyses are
provided in Appendix D and Technical Report 1 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C and Technical
Report S-1 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. In addition, please see Topical Response TR-N-7
regarding noise abatement measures/enforcement and Topical Response TR-LU-4 regarding outdoor
noise levels.

PC03511-4

Comment:
This airport situation is out of control. A high profile airport the size of LAX just cannot be located in the
middle of the city any longer. It is not just the noise and the pollutants. It is extremely dangerous. With
the skies this crowded, there is a tragic accident waiting to happen. One day, one of those big noisy
planes is going to drop out of the sky, killing those on board and many more on the ground. We
remember Cerritos. And how does the LA mayor feel about that?

Response:
Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed noise impacts in
Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, and air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality. Supporting
technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical Reports 1 and 4 of
the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C, Appendix S-E and Technical Reports S-1 and S-4 of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety.

PC03512 Gates, Jim None Provided

PC03512-1

Comment:
| am so glad to see you support and advocate a REGIONAL plan for airports serving the Los Angeles
area. | work for Boeing Satellite Systems in El Segundo and can see, first hand, how traffic-impacted
that area has become. | frequently use the airport on business travel to the East coast and cannot
overstate how bad the current situation is-- samething you must be acutely aware of as you travel to
and from Washington. | cannot fathom how it would be possible to add more travelers into that situation-
-even if the runways could support the increase.

Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand. Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface
Transportation, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical
data and analyses provided in Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-
2a and S-2b of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
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PC03512-2

Comment:

| also want to bring to your attention the vitally important role that RELIEVER AIRPORTS play in
mitigating the LAX situation. These airports (such as Torrance, Hawthorne, Santa Monica, Van Nuys,
Compton, Fullerton, Camarillo and others) allow much of the general aviation business traffic to avoid
LAX and thus reduce the crowding there. Furthermore, these general aviation airports, as vital on- and
off-ramps of the national air transportation system, allow business travelers using general aviation
aircraft to fly from an airport near their offices directly to airports close to their customers. For example, |
can travel in my single engine piston-powered airplane from Torrance to the San Francisco area
FASTER (from office to customer) than | can do so in a commercial jet. My "flights" leave the minute |
am ready to go, my baggage never gets lost, and my rental car is waiting a few steps from the plane
when | get there!

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the
regional approach to meeting demand.

PC03512-3

Comment:
Please, don't forget the vital role that general aviation and our local airports play in solving the LAX and
regional commercial airport problems. Help us to prevent their closure. Help us to remove unnecessary
restrictions on general aviation activities at those airports. These are vital and irreplaceable
transportation assets and they must be made part of the REGIONAL air transportation solution.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the
regional approach to meeting demand.

PC03513 Tardiff, Robert & None Provided 7/13/2001

Marilyn

PC03513-1

Comment:
We live in El Segundo - two blocks from Imperial Way which is very close to the South runway (probably
a total of 6-8 blocks from our house). We are impacted NOW by the noise, pollution and traffic. It will be
just that much worse if they expand the airport.

Response:

Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed noise impacts in
Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use; air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality; and traffic impacts
in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in
Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical Reports 1, 2, 3, and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C,
Appendix S-E, and Technical Reports S-1, S-2a, S-2b, and S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
In addition, please see Topical Response TR-AQ-3 regarding air pollution increase, Topical Response
TR-N-6 regarding noise increase, and Topical Response TR-LU-3 regarding the noise mitigation
program. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed
to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative.
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PC03513-2

Comment:
Even with our having "soundproofed" our home we can still hear the planes and are covered in dust!
Having many more added flights may create so much noise that the soundproofing won't even be
sufficient and we're right back to square one.

Response:
Noise impacts were addressed in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, of the Draft EIS/EIR
and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix
D and Technical Report 1 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C and Technical Report S-1 of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-LU-3 regarding the Aircraft Noise
Mitigation Program, Topical Response TR-LU-5 regarding noise mitigation, Topical Response TR-N-6
regarding noise increase, and Topical Response TR-AQ-1 regarding air pollutant deposition. It should
be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of
future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.

PC03513-3

Comment:
When you are outside it's difficult to carry on a conversation with a neighbor and with more flights going
overhead it will be really impossible.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-LU-4 regarding outdoor noise levels.

PCO03513-4

Comment:
Needless to say, we are very much opposed to the airport expansion.

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative.

PC03513-5

Comment:
If they want to increase the passenger load, why don't they then send all the freight out of another
airport. Why does everything have to be centered in one location? Many businesses have different
locations for different divisions of their companies. That seems to work even when they are bi-coastal.
Why can't the airport do the same?

Response:

Comment noted. Please see Response to Comment PC00599-54 for more information about cargo
activity. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale and
Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).
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PC03513-6

Comment:
We have tried never to complain about the airport because it was here before we arrived in 1967.
However, we are speaking up now because the "ball game" has changed. This is getting to be
excessive.

WE DO NOT WANT THE AIRPORT EXPANSION TO GO THROUGH

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative.

PC03514 Hui, Andy None Provided 6/26/2001

PC03514-1

Comment:
Thank you for continuing to fight airport expansion, | have attached a copy of my email letter to the Los
Angeles Times. Please feel free to include my comments regarding the LAX Master Plan and its impact
on our community.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Responses to Comments below. In addition, it should be noted that
Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015)
airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.

PC03514-2

Comment:
Re "No.1 in Airfield Close Calls, LAX finds solutions elusive," June 24:
Is it a surprise that LAX officials suggest that airport expansion will reduce future near-crash accidents?
| doubt law enforcement officials would similarly argue that the only way to fight rising crime is to
expand our jails. The solution to projected increases in air traffic will require a regional approach that
shares the burden of airport-related impacts amongst all Southern California facilities.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety and Topical
Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach to meeting demand.

PC03514-3

Comment:
A half-hearted attempt at exploring alternatives to LAX expansion is not only self-serving, but also a
swipe at neighboring communities that will bear the brunt of increased noise, pollution and traffic.

Response:

Please see Topical Response TR-ALT-1 regarding the range of alternatives analyzed in the Draft
EIS/EIR. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to
serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.
The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed noise impacts in Section 4.1, Noise,
and Section 4.2, Land Use, air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality, and traffic impacts in Section 4.3,
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PC03514-4

Comment:

Response:

PCO03515

PC03515-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03515-2

Comment:

Response:

PC03515-3

Comment:

Surface Transportation. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix D, Appendix
G, and Technical Reports 1, 2, 3, and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C, Appendix S-E, and
Technical Reports S-1, S-2a, S-2b, and S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

By the way, wouldn't fewer planes at LAX also reduce the number of near-crash incidents?

Please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety.

Luke, Steve None Provided

Have you ever tried to Drive the 405 freeway between Rosecrans and the 90 freeway? Any time during
the day and into early evening it is bumper to bumper, going North or going South. Bring more traffic
into the LAX area? Why?

Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in
Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding airport area traffic
concerns and Topical Response TR-ST-2 regarding surface transportation analysis methodology.

Regional airports are the solution. | lived in Thousand Oaks three years ago. LAX is 45 miles away. It
would make much more sense to have a regional airport in Ventura/Camarillo/Oxnard area. This would
draw more passengers from the Conejo Valley, Simi Valley and the Western San Fernando Valley, as
well as the immediate area. As it stands now, all these areas travel to LAX or Burbank. Both of which
are brimming to capacity and near gridlock traffic at peak hours. Now add to that Orange County
passengers heading to a bigger LAX. Why? Build another regional airport at El Toro.

Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in
Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master
Plan role in the regional approach to meeting demand and Topical Response TR-RC-4 regarding
Orange County air transportation demand. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to
provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of
the No Action/No Project Alternative.

We need you to be a forward-thinking, big picture leader with an eye towards the future and a long-term
solution. We are paying the price from short-sided leadership from the 40" and 50's when mass transit
for Los Angeles was ignored for short-term solutions. Please, as a leader for us today, do not make that
mistake again.
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Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand and Topical Response TR-ST-5 regarding the rail/transit plan.

PC03516 Harris, John None Provided

PC03516-1

Comment:
| have lived at this location in Manhattan Beach for 31 years, Because of the take-off and landing
patterns, the noise very rarely affects me. The pollution factor | do not know but | know it could not be
healthy.

Response:
Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed noise in Section
4.1, Noise, and 4.2, Land Use, air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality, and human health and safety in
Section 4.24, Human Health and Safety. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in
Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical Reports 1, 4, 14a, and 14c of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix
S-C, Appendix S-E, and Technical Reports S-1, S-4, S-9a and S-9b of the Supplement to the Draft
EIS/EIR. In addition, please see Topical Response TR-HRA-2 regarding airport emissions and link with
adverse health effects.

PC03516-2

Comment:
North on Sepulveda is always bad, traffic wise, and probably will always be regardless of the changes
now under construction.

Response:
Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in
Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Subtopical Response TR-ST-4.1 regarding airport area
traffic concerns.

PC03516-3

Comment:

My major comment about LAX is that it should not be expanded. An International Jetport should be built
in the Lancaster/Palmdale area as envisioned years ago and LAX should be downgraded to short haul
small jets only. There has been study after study completed on Lancaster/Palmdale and it always
results in not feasible because of the inability to get rapid transit into the LA Basin. | think this is false
and only represents the ideology of the people in power that do not want it to happen. | spent over 20
years in the United States Air Force, and watched billions spent needlessly for weapon systems
because of the ideology of the people in power, It was especially painful to watch Manned Orbiting
Laboratory (MOL) and Space Shuttle facilities built at Vandenberg AFB and never used. Why can't we
use the same resolve and money and build an International Jetport in Palmdale/Lancaster and the
necessary high-speed rapid transit. If the LAX expansion is approved, and | expect it will, is there
anyone with enough fortitude to demand that it be approved only if there is a light rail station also? It is
absolutely ridiculous that Los Angeles, with all its resources, allow special interest individuals/groups to
deny light rail to and from LAX. Even the City of Baltimore, MD with its poor tax base provides rail
service from BWI to downtown Baltimore.
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Response:

PCO03517

PC03517-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03517-2

Comment:

Response:

PC03517-3

Comment:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-3 which discusses high-speed rail as a solution to
airport capacity and demand and Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to
Palmdale.

Hudson, Wally & None Provided 6/11/2001
Joan

We live in Torrance California, we do travel to visit our family and often have family members visit us.

Whenever we we have to go to LAX the traffic is just terrible, and almost impossible to pick up
someone, or even to find a parking space. It is so dangerous to drive with all this congestion and your
odds are very high that you could have a accident no matter how good of a driver you are!

We do travel a lot now that we are retired, so we fly into many States and to several large air ports such
as Orlando, Miami, and many other large air ports, None of them seem to have the problem we have at
the Los Angeles Air Port!

It has been impossible for Cal-Trans. to build roads fast enough to handle the traffic surrounding LAX,
How are they going to handle the added traffic if they expand?

Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in
Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. In addition, please see Response to Comment AL00043-3 regarding
proposed traffic improvements for off-airport roadways, Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding airport
area traffic concerns, and Topical Response TR-ST-6 regarding neighborhood traffic impacts.

Shuttle buses and parking areas are very expensive and not the answer. We can not understand why
they have not taken advantage of some of these military bases such as Norton Air Force Base. This
base has potential, It has one of the finest landing strips around, It is just setting out there with weeds
growing all around, with a freeway next to it.

There is also El Toro Air Base, also has great potential. Both are able to handle large aircraft, and lots
of space to be able to handle traffic and are close to the freeway. We feel that using ether one of these
bases would sure help our traffic problem that we have in the South Bay, West LA, and even the Valley.

Comment noted. Norton Air Force is now operating as San Bernardino International Airport. Please
see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach to
meeting demand and Topical Response TR-RC-4 regarding Orange County air transportation demand.

Do we need to spend all this money in LAX to make our lives more miserable? We don't think so.
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Response:

PCO03518

PC03518-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03518-2

Comment:

Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative.

Delperdang, Clara None Provided 6/8/2001

We moved from Inglewood to Torrance in 1956 to get away from LAX noise and traffic. It has been quiet
until the last two years. We now have flights from LAX over our homes all day. The most annoying
flights are 1AM--2 AM--4AM which have increased the last year. The planes are extremely large, very
noisy and very low and still climbing. We are awakened and the whole house shakes. It sounds as if the
planes are going to crash into our homes. We can't get back to sleep.

Living in Torrance, the commentor may be affected by easterly takeoffs circling back to the west on their
departures to Asia. LAWA will be pursuing Federal approval of a restriction to alleviate that situation by
making over-ocean procedures mandatory when they are in effect between midnight and 6:30 a.m.
During a recent 18 month period, 82 jets departed to the east when over-ocean procedures were in
effect, an average of about one per week. As noted by the noise abatement procedures delineated in
Topical Response TR-N-7, exceptions to the over-ocean procedures are available when weather of
wind conditions require east traffic flow. Please see Topical Response TR-N-3 regarding aircraft flight
procedures, in particular Subtopical Response TR-N-3.1 regarding flight routes relative to areas of the
South Bay and Topical Response TR-N-8 regarding noise-based vibration.

The planes used to take off and land over the ocean. No more. They take off going east and make a
sharp U turn and fly over Torrance. Torrance is not the flight path and never has been.

When we contact the FAA, LAX or Noise Abatement we are given the same stupid answers trying to
deny what they are doing.

Example: One day before noon in a 30 minute time frame 6 airlines went over our house. When | called
to complain that Torrance is not the flight path the man said due to the very bad weather and high winds
the planes were not able to take off to the west. | asked him if he had been outside because it was a
very sunny day with not a hint of a breeze. He said, Oh, paused, and then changed his story to the fact
that LAX was no longer taking off west, just east, as they had changed the flight paths and we would
have to live with it.

Due to the prevailing winds, aircraft at LAX normally approach and take off to the west. When weather
conditions require, operations are reversed and aircraft takeoff to the east. Because aircraft taking off
and climbing use more power than when approaching to land, the easterly operations are louder for
those residing east of the airport, than are the usual approaches to land. The flight paths are more
dispersed after takeoff than for landing as well. Mitigation Measure MM-N-5 calls for LAWA to initiate a
14 CFR Part 161 study to seek Federal approval of a locally-imposed restriction on departures to and
approaches from the east when over-ocean procedures are in effect. This would reduce the opportunity
for this aircraft to disturb people at night with departures over the South Bay. In addition, please see
Topical Response TR-N-3 regarding aircraft flight procedures and Topical Response TR-N-7 regarding
noise abatement measures/enforcement.
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PC03518-3

Comment:
Besides the noise LAX is a mess. The traffic, the crowds and the delays should be terminated. If LAX
can only handle X amount of arrivals and departures in a safe, quiet and efficient manner and without all
the noise then the airlines should only be allowed X amount of flights in or out of the airport daily.

Response:
Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed noise impacts in
Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, and traffic impacts in Section 4.3, Surface
Transportation. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix D and Technical
Reports 1, 2, and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C and Technical Reports S-1, S-2a, and S-2b
of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. In addition, please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding
aviation safety and Topical Response TR-GEN-3 regarding actual versus projected activity levels.

PC03518-4

Comment:
We just received your letter today and cannot attend the meeting on Saturday. Hope this complaint will
help you with your goals to put a halt on any expansion of the airport.

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative.

PC03519 Westhoff, James None Provided 6/6/2001

PC03519-1

Comment:
The environmental impact of the LAX expansion cannot be over stated. The residents of this
community have in most cases invested their lives working to develop a community that is safe for their
families, healthy to live and retire in, and a wholesome town to walk the streets in safety. So much so,
that it is now one of the most desirable areas in the LA area to raise a family. To ask us to quietly
relinquish this to allow LAX to expand would be cheating our children of their future homes.
| would like to point out a few issues that | am not sure have been brought to the front but should be
considered none the less.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Responses to Comments below. In addition, it should be noted that
Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015)
airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative. In addition, please see
Topical Response TR-LU-1 regarding impacts on quality of life and Topical Response TR-HRA-3
regarding human health impacts.

PC03519-2

Comment:

1. The increase of traffic through our city will remove the quality of life that we are all working so hard to
preserve. The proposed 105 extensions down Imperial Highway to Pershing will create a traffic snarl
that will virtually remove the North Main Street Exit. This is a major thoroughfare for those of us that live
on the west end of the city. The daily traffic jams on the 105 freeway that occur today, are just a
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Response:

PC03519-3

Comment:

Response:

PC03519-4

Comment:

precursor to what will happen when the 105 is extended and the traffic increased three fold. At present,
CHP and the Airport Police, are not able to control the people that consistently break the traffic laws
trying to move to the front of the traffic jam and get to the airport in the most expedient manner, say
nothing of the increased accident rate due to these traffic infractions. All the proposals will do is move
this type of behavior and traffic directly into our community.

2. The traffic through El Segundo will increase down Imperial Highway and Highland to get to the West
Terminal. This is because of the traffic diverting to get around the traffic jams. The removal of the
Pershing access will also inhibit our movement through out our home area and the South Bay to the
Marina. In order to move anywhere north of El Segundo it will require us to transit the Sepulveda
Tunnel and to interact with the airport traffic. This virtually cuts El Segundo off from its northern
neighbors.

Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in
Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. The Ring Road, including the section along El Segundo, would be
designed to accommodate the future traffic at a good level of service. The road would be designed to
avoid traffic snarls. It would also be designed to help avoid traffic spilling over into residential
communities. Please note that Alternative D does not include the LAX Expressway or Ring Road, as
detailed in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding
airport area traffic concerns.

3. With the increased traffic, we can also, expect increased crime to move into our city. The immediate
access to the 105 will only help to give quick access to a high speed though fare to evade the Police.
This will also mean that our families will be subjected to an element that will place them in increased
risk. The prospect of one of our children being killed by someone evading the police is a very real
possibility. More in line with a certainty. Is the expansion of the airport worth the life of one of our
family members? An example of what we face was recently brought to the forefront when local Police
was chasing two men who had just gunned down an innocent high school student in a drive-by shooting
in Culver City. The chase ended in front of the Southwest Terminal. One of the gunmen was shot to
death in front of the terminal, and the other who recovered from his gunshot wounds was just sentenced
to life without parole for his disregard for human life. This of course, was after one of the police was
killed in the ensuing gunfire. With the extension of the 105 this is scenario a very real probability in our
residential areas.

Please see Response to Comment PC00378-2 regarding crime impacts. Furthermore, dedicated
freeway access and the Green Line, as described for Alternatives A, B, and C, will alleviate airport-
related traffic congestion, which will, in turn, support improved emergency response times. Please see
the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, Chapter 3, Alternatives, for information about traffic-related
improvements proposed in conjunction with Alternative D.

4. An additional tax burden on the communities surrounding LAX will occur due to increased use of our
infrastructure. This will mean that we will need more Police, increased Fire and Hospital capabiity, and
an increase in the maintenance costs on our roads and streets. These entire costs will be born by
those of us that least want the airport to expand. Yet we are being asked to shoulder that burden to an
already heavy tax levy.
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Response:
Project impacts on fire protection and law enforcement services were addressed in Section 4.26.1, Fire
Protection, and Section 4.26.2, Law Enforcement, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft
EIS/EIR. The analyses conclude that no mitigation for significant adverse impacts is required. The cost
of providing these and other public services are addressed by the City and County of Los Angeles each
year. They are funded by a wide range of General Fund revenues, including tax revenues, special
purpose revenues derived from State and federal sources, and other sources of funds.

PC03519-5

Comment:
5. The impact on our environmental situation goes far beyond our quality of life environment. It also
moves to the quality of our air through the release of twice the pollutants that are now released by
running aircraft, ground support equipment, automotive vehicles, and spilled hazardous materials.

Response:
Comment noted. Air quality was addressed in Section 4.6, Air Quality, of the Draft EIS/EIR and
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in Appendix G
and Technical Report 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-E and Technical Report S-4 of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. In addition, please see Topical Response TR-AQ-3 regarding air
pollution increase.

PC03519-6

Comment:
In addition, the spills that will result from the aircraft operations will allow a variety of petroleum and
other chemicals into our water table, thereby further polluting our now fresh water supply. These
elements are released as a normal part of doing business. Machinery leaks and the leakage will seep
into our ground and migrate into our homes, food and water chain. Again those of us who least benefit
pays the largest price.

Response:

The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed the potential for hazardous
materials spills resulting from aircraft operations in Section 4.23, Hazardous Materials. In summary,
regulatory standards are in place and are continually being modified to protect water resources.
Stringent underground storage tank regulations required all tanks to be upgraded by the end of 1998 to
meet requirements for construction standards, leak detection and spill and overfill protection. In
addition, above ground storage tanks standards, enforced by the LAFD, require secondary containment
for all tanks larger than 60 gallons containing combustible materials. Although there is no guarantee
that spills from aircraft operation will not occur, preventive measures are in place to reduce the risk. In
addition, regulatory framework is in place to remediate spills should they occur.

PC03519-7

Comment:

6. The increase of flights from 2100 flights daily to 2700+ and beyond will mean that there will be a
significant increase in ground handling personnel. This increases the ground traffic on the Airport. This
ground ftraffic interfaces with the aircraft and all of the other operational traffic. Many of the airport
problems are due to the present congestion. LAX now has one of the highest runway incursion incident
rates of any major airport in the US. So much so that all people driving on the AOA have to take a test
to answer the FAA on what they are doing to increase incursion safety. This was only eyewash for the
FAA, but in fact as had little impact on the number of incursions. Increasing the traffic via normal
operations and trying to move the 2700+ flights a day will only exacerbate this problem. How would any
of us like to be a passenger on any aircraft taking off with a tug, car, truck or anything else racing across
the runway to make another flight takeoff on time? It will happen. In the rush to make the takeoff or
landing window, the ground and flight personnel will take risks. Sooner or later just due to the sheer
congestion an accident is going to occur. Lives will be lost, and families and public safety destroyed.
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Response:
Please see Response to Comment PC00543-1 and Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation
safety.

PC03519-8

Comment:

7. Additional runway incursions present another problem for us in El Segundo. With the southern most
take off flyway boundary to be Acacia in El Segundo. What happens if an aircraft must divert its take off
heading to miss something on the runway? Our homes are now at risk of not just parts coming off the
aircraft, but of the aircraft actually impacting our homes, because it is now in an emergency situation
outside of its normal operating window. | live outside the Acacia limit, yet it is nearly a daily occurrence
for an aircraft to fly directly over my home. This is due to a pilot that is in a hurry to get to their next
destination, tower diversions, or just plain disoriented pilots. Not to mention pilots that just chooses to
ignore the "fly runway heading to the water" requirements. Anytime an aircraft flies over a home the
possibility of parts or the aircraft in its entirety hitting our homes and families is an inevitability. This is
an example of how the airport cannot control the current air and ground traffic. What will happen if the
flights are increased 30+%"?

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety and Topical
Response TR-N-3 regarding aircraft flight procedures.

PC03519-9

Comment:
Again the people of our community must endure the cost of the expansion with no impact or
consideration on those trying to impose their will on us.

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative.

PC03519-10

Comment:
8. The noise from the airport is becoming unreasonable. | live in a 75db level area, and am held
hostage to the dollars to quiet my home unless | sign a disclaimer releasing the airport from any further
legal actions. They didn't ask me, the homeowner, if they could infringe on my home with their noise.

Response:
Noise impacts were addressed in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, of the Draft EIS/EIR
and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix
D and Technical Report 1 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C and Technical Report S-1 of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Subtopical Response TR-LU-3.13 regarding avigation
easements.

PC03519-11

Comment:
It can be so bad that | cannot even sit and listen to a television program.
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Response:

Comment noted. Please see Response to Comment ALO0006-2 regarding current measures underway
to address existing high aircraft noise levels. Regarding high noise levels at the commentor's property,
to qualify for soundproofing, properties must be exposed to 65 CNEL or greater noise levels. As shown
on Figure 4.2-5 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Figure S1 in Technical Report S-1, Supplemental Land Use
Technical Report, in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, the 65 CNEL and greater noise contour does
extend south into the City of El Segundo at the subject property under 1996 baseline and Year 2000
conditions and therefore this property is eligible for sound insulation under the Aircraft Noise Mitigation
Program (ANMP). See Topical Response TR-LU-3 for a description of the ANMP. Also relative to
single event noise levels that result in nighttime awakening (as established by the 94 dBA SEL noise
contour), the subject property is located within the 94 dBA SEL contour under 1996 baseline and Year
2000 conditions, as shown on Figure S4.2-3 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Also see Topical
Response TR-LU-4 regarding outdoor noise levels.

PC03519-12

Comment:
The noise impact on our schools is such that the quality of our children's education is impaired. The
reasons our schools do so well is because of the parent's involvement in the quality education we have
built.

Response:
Comment noted. The Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed the effects of single event aircraft
noise relative to school disruption associated with the No Action/No Project Alternative and all four build
alternatives in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, with supporting technical data and
analyses provided in Appendix S-C1 and Technical Report S-1.

PC03519-13

Comment:
Stage three will not remove this problem as like all studies performed by the airport. It will be slanted to
make the numbers look favorable to the desired outcome.

Response:
All of the information prepared for noise analysis in this Draft EIS/EIR is included in the appendices for
review by the FAA, EPA, State and local agencies, and the General Public. Noise impacts were
addressed in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to
the Draft EIS/EIR. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix D and Technical
Report 1 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C and Technical Report S-1 of the Supplement to the
Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-N-1 regarding the noise modeling approach.

PC03519-14

Comment:
Here again, we of El Segundo are asked to endure the expansion with no recourse.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-PO-1 regarding the public hearing process. It
should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a
level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.

PC03519-15

Comment:
9. The airport has been expanding for years and only now due to the questions from our Community
has anything been brought to the front. The only reason El Segundo has brought suit is because of the
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Response:

negative impact already done to our quality of life, which has been noticeable. Again, demonstration of
the honesty of the Airport Officials and their concern for those communities around them. Their attitude
is "If | can get it done without anyone knowing then lets do it and get away with it". An honest corporate
citizen would truly try to find out what the impact of their business is on their neighbors before moving
forward and then adversely affecting the community. What does that say for the Airport Management?
Our air is dirtier, our water less pure, and our families less secure. Expansion will do nothing but rob us
of our quality of life, our homes, and our safety. It is a criminal offense to take someone's possessions
and livelihood. Don't make a criminal act legal.

The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality,
water quality in Section 4.7, Hydrology and Water Quality, law enforcement in Section 4.26.2, Law
Enforcement (CEQA), and property acquisition and relocation issues in Section 4.4.2, Relocation of
Residences or Businesses. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix G and
Technical Reports 4 and 6 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-E and Technical Reports S-4 and S-5
of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-LU-1 regarding impacts on
quality of life. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative.

PC03519-16

Comment:

Response:

10. The Airport Police Department are so relaxed with the laws of our community that they seem to be
able to do whatever they prefer. They park in the middle of our streets with their lights on and impede
traffic just so they can pick up their lunch. They park in our congested parking lots and take two spots
so they can pick up their laundry. They run red traffic lights with no emergency call or emergency lights.
This is not to levy slander, but to point out that we cannot trust the Airport Authority. They act as if they
are above the laws they are to enforce. Instead they use their office for privilege.

This is not a comment on the contents of the Draft EIS/EIR.

PC03519-17

Comment:

Response:

11. The main proposal allows for extension of the four (4) current runways. That is because safely, this
is all the area will support for major aircraft. LAX is considered to be one of the most dangerous airports
in the US to fly into and out of by all of the airline pilots | have spoken with. This is because LAX is so
congested with aircraft traffic. The inbound and outbound aircraft separation is already at its minimum
and will be reduced when they try to bring 30% more flights per day into the airport. Passenger and
ground personnel safety again is at risk. There is technology coming onto the market place that is
going to reduce landing separation. Once this is in place, are the LAX officials going to increase the
passenger load to 120 million per year so they can jam additional passengers into the terminals?

Please see Response to Comment PC00543-1 and Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation
safety.

PC03519-18

Comment:

12. The present proposals remove all aircraft maintenance capability from the airport property with the
exception of the United area, which they cannot remove due to their long range agreements to get
United to bring in the number of aircraft needed to make LAX a hub for that airline. This is fine for
United, but what about the rest of the airlines? What does this mean for us? Well, with no maintenance
support other than light line and turn support, it means that more aircraft will be required to leave LAX,
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Response:

flying over our homes, on "ferry tickets". This means that if the aircraft has a severe, non-airworthy
deficiency, but can't be repaired on the airport, it must be flown to another location for maintenance.
The requirements are a crew specially trained in emergencies, and no passengers or freight. Why?
Because the aircraft is not airworthy. Again an increase in the possibility of an aircraft incident over our
homes.

This is not a comment on the contents of the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1
regarding aviation safety.

PC03519-19

Comment:

Response:

13. In order for the FAA to make sure the aircraft are safe, additional surveillance will need to be done.
Current inspectors will be diverted to airport operations and less on safety of our aircraft and the safety
of the passengers. The FAA is already taxed as evidenced in the latest news reports on airport delays
throughout the US and the significant increase in actual aircraft flying. To increase inspections will
require more inspectors and again increased cost to the taxpayer while increasing the revenue to the
airport. This is not to mention the increased number of already short air traffic controllers, which is an
additional cost to the taxpayer.

Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety.

PC03519-20

Comment:

Response:

14. The reason given by the Mayor of Los Angeles on why LAX must expand is "LAX needs to expand
because we cannot control the fact that people just want to come to LAX." Well that is not entirely true.
The reason most people fly into LAX is because the fares are lower than outlying airports. Flights into
LAX are fuller because of the larger number of flights. If the outlying airports like El Toro were
developed LAX would still be a viable and very active input to the LA Basin. But, with increased
facilities at other airports the airlines would then increase the number of flights, which will lead to lower
fares at those airports as well as the passenger loads increase. | cite John Wayne Airport as an
example. Just a few years ago it was nothing more than a grass strip and a wooden hangar. It seems
as if LAWA Management has lost sight of development of additional resources as LAX is full.

Please see Response to Comment PC01583-10 and Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding the role of
airline economics in shifting operations to regional airports. It should be noted that Alternative D has
been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity
comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.

PC03519-21

Comment:

15. Moving air traffic to outlying airports will also remove flight delays due to ground congestion and
landing and takeoff windows. Ground congestion will certainly be part of the increases proposed at
LAX. You can only take off "X" number of aircraft from four (4) runways while allowing "X" number of
aircraft to land. Also moving to outlying airports will allow for an increase well beyond the 80+ million-
passenger numbers with more runways, more landing and takeoff slots, and safer operations in a more
expanded area. It will also allow the passengers the ability to arrive and depart closer to their
destinations. This will create for more hotels and business throughout the LA area. Resulting in an
expanded tax base for those communities from the additional jobs. All of the communities will benefit
from the increased revenue without asking a few surrounding communities to incur all of the costs and
little of the benefit.
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Response:

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PC03519-22

Comment:

16. It should be noted that the closest residence impact to El Toro is approximately 5 miles. And the
distance to downtown Los Angeles is nearly the same as LAX. Within El Segundo the closest
residence is just across Imperial Highway.

Response:
Comment noted. In Spring 2002, the voters of Orange County rejected the use of El Toro for a
commercial airport. The Department of the Navy is disposing of the property for non-airport uses.
Please see Topical Response TR-RC-4 regarding Orange County air transportation demand.

PC03519-23

Comment:

Response:

17. The removal of all of the maintenance support from LAX is also planned. This will mean the
removal of in excess of 3000 highly skilled taxpayers and replace them with hundreds of unskilled
workers to handle the ground needs of the increased passenger loads. What will happen with those
quality taxpayers? With a shortage of this skill do we want it to leave our community?

To clarify, implementation of the LAX Master Plan would not result in the removal of all maintenance
support facilities from the airport. Rather, as discussed in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Draft EIS/EIR,
ancillary facilities such as airline maintenance and ground handling uses would be consolidated in
smaller land areas and/or relocated to new facilities so as to improve efficiency. Under baseline
conditions, the use of substantial airport land for ancillary facilities no longer corresponds to the needs
and demands of existing aviation activities. Please see Table 3-4, in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the
Draft EIS/EIR, for the proposed acreage of ancillary facilities, and Appendix O to Chapter V of the LAX
Master Plan for detailed floor area breakdowns of ancillary facility requirements.

PC03519-24

Comment:

LAX is considering only one thing. Increase dollars to the airport. The development of outlying airport
facilities to spread the traffic to other areas makes good business sense. Just some of the benefits
follow as | am sure there are many more:

1. Less centralized congestion at only one airport to LA

2. Safer operations around LAX for the outlying communities

3. Retention of the current quality of life for the outlying areas
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Response:

4. Cleaner air and water for the South Bay

5. Will prevent the increase of Crime in any central area

6. Retains skilled labor in the work force for LAX

7. Insures safer operating aircraft due to proper maintenance before flight
8. Places passengers closer to their final destinations within the Basin

9. Expands business opportunities near the other Airports

10. Removes the stresses on our current infrastructure

11. The use of LAWA funds generated can be used to develop other LAWA areas like Ontario and Van
Nuys airports

12. Genuinely reduces incursions on LAX and improves the Airport Safety
13. Safer and quieter community that is desirable to raise our families.

14. Increased total revenue into the LA Basin and the City of Los Angeles

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

Please see Topical Response TR-RC-4 regarding Orange County air transportation demand, Topical
Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale and Topical Response TR-SAF-
1 regarding aviation safety.

PC03519-25

Comment:

Response:

LAX expansion is unsafe, and negatively impacts approximately 60+ communities in the LA Basin. ltis
shortsighted management to try to develop an already over developed resource and ignore the
surrounding options which will actually benefit the Los Angles Basin more. It has no positive aspects for
the public safety and the future operations within the Basin.

Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed human health and
safety in Section 4.24, Human Health and Safety. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided
in Technical Reports 14a and 14c of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-9a and S-9b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master
Plan role in the regional approach to meeting demand, Topical Response TR-LU-1 regarding impacts
on quality of life, and Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety. It should be noted that
Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015)
airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.
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PC03519-26

Comment:
Our quality of life is valuable to us, as is our homes and our children. To deny the expansion will not
negatively impact Los Angeles, as there are facilities in the Basin to develop without the negative public
safety issues and the loss of current jobs. It would be a service to the residents of Los Angeles to deny
the expansion and force LAWA management to develop its other resources for the good of the City.
Would you like to live next to LAX if it were expanded any further?

Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand, Topical Response TR-LU-1 regarding impacts on quality of life, and
Topical Response TR-ES-1 regarding impacts to residential property values. Human health and safety
were addressed in Section 4.24.1, Human Health and Safety, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to
the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in Technical Report 14 of the
Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Report S-9 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. In addition, please see
Topical Response TR-HRA-3 regarding human health impacts.

PC03520 Wilson, Jack None Provided

PC03520-1

Comment:
In your Executive summary of the Master Plan- 2nd paragraph - it states

"To ensure that Los Angeles' air transportation infrastructure continues to facilitate the region's
economic needs over the next 15 years, Los Angeles World Airports (LA WA) is developing a new long-
range strategic master plan; such a plan has not been updated since 1981. The last major
improvements at LAX were completed prior to the 1984 Olympics..." LAX should not facilitate the
region's economic needs. Th region should facilitate those needs. Here it appears to me that LAWA is
once again playing with words when you say the last major improvement was completed prior to 1984.
You must have had a great many minor improvements to allow this airport to grow from 40 MAP IN
1986 to 67.6 MAP IN 2000. PLEASE INFORM THE PUBLIC OF ALL THE IMPROVEMENTS THAT
WERE MADE IN THE LAST FIFTEEN YEARS at LAX.

Response:
Please see Response to Comment AL0O0017-121 and Topical Response TR-GEN-3 regarding the
mitigation of impacts to the community from activities at LAX.

PC03520-2

Comment:
One of your Guiding Principles, Goals and Objectives (on page 1) states

"Balance LAX modernization plans with local community concerns. In particular, potential
environmental impacts such as aircraft noise." These are just words that in reality have little value. You
are saying that more operations will not increase noise. Please keep in mind that LAX already has
100% compliance with the Airport Noise and Capacity Act. How are more operations going maintain or
reduce the noise occurances?

Response:
Significant noise exposure is measured as a combination of the number of operations and the loudness
of those operations. As the number of operations increase, if the loudness of each individual operation
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decreases, the overall noise level may remain the same or even decline. For further information on this
topic, please see Topical Response TR-N-6.

PC03520-3

Comment:
Another goal of yours is "Operate LAX in an environmentally sensitive, responsible manner." Please
explain how you are going to operate LAX in an environmental sensitive and responsible manner when
all aspects of noise and air pollution will increase with any and all proposals submitted in this report.

Response:
The comment is essentially the same as Comment PC01881-170; please see Response to Comment
PC01881-170.
PC03520-4
Comment:
As you well know, the type of criticism | have brought forth in these two instances could be made many
times thoughout the Master Plan, EIS/EIR.
Response:
Comment noted.
PC03521 O'Leary, Frank None Provided 6/27/2001
PC03521-1
Comment:
Jon said look at London and Paris. Both of these cities have two (2) International airports located
outside the inner city. My, what an ideal arrangement if only it were possible for Los Angeles.
Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.
PC03521-2
Comment:

| was invited and attended the opening of Congressman Mel Levine's office on Century Blvd several
years ago. At that social | talked to a lady from New York City who was in LA doing a study on the
number of LAX Take Off and Landings (TO&L) each day. | suggested she read the recent issue of
Aviation Week, an aviation trade magazine, that stated LAX had at that time 1600 TO&L each day.

Currently, LAX is pushing 2200 to 2500 TO&L each day. The proposed LAX expansion hopes to boost
this to 3,000 TO&L each day.

Quite obviously, something has to give! The South Bay cities cannot tolerate the general disintegration
of the Quiality of Life with 3,000 TO&L each day.

One suggested approach is to breakout LAX aircraft operations into four categories and address each
category. These would be (a) LAX International daily flights, (b) National flights, (c) West Coast flights
and (d) all LAX cargo flights.

Los Angeles International Airport 3-4985 LAX Master Plan Final EIS/EIR Responses to Comments



3. Comments and Responses

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Response to Comment PC00593-1 for further discussion on the activity
levels associated with each of the Master Plan alternatives. The design day schedules of the Master
Plan alternatives were developed considering the separate projected growth of certain types of
operations such as international, domestic (further divided by time zone), Hawaii, commuter, cargo and
general aviation operations. Please see Chapter V, Section 3.3.2, Table V-3.32 for a summary of
activity of each Master Plan alternative broken out by category. Please see Topical Response TR-LU-1
regarding impacts on quality of life.

PC03521-3

Comment:
After obtaining the actual operational numbers, possible solutions in off-loading LAX flights could be
determined. Certainly, all cargo flights are a prime candidate for relocation to the closed El Torro
Marine Airfield. Then, after that, review the reduction of LAX flights. The goal being that the current
2500 TO&L per day be the max.

Response:
It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a
level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative. Please
see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach to
meeting demand and Topical Response TR-RC-4 regarding Orange County air transportation demand.

PC03521-4

Comment:
A matrix table should be created with the several options of the above four categories. Candidate air
fields need to be identified, such as El Torro, Van Nuys air field, Long Beach airport, Orange County
airport, etc.

Response:
Comment noted. The City of Los Angeles and LAWA can only control the development of LAX, Ontario,
Palmdale, and Van Nuys Airports. The decision to develop any airport is the responsibility of local
government. In spring 2002, the voters of Orange County rejected the use of El Toro for a commercial
airport. The Department of the Navy is disposing of the property for non-airport uses.

PC03521-5

Comment:
Then, a trade off study should be conducted. The underlying success depends on a high-speed ground
transportation monorail system to interconnect the regional airports.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-RC-3 regarding high-speed rail as a solution to airport capacity and
demand.

PC03521-6

Comment:
It becomes quite evident; this is not solely a Los Angeles City problem but rather a State/Federal
decision/resolution.

Response:

Comment noted. However, it is important to re-state that decisions to further develop LAX are the
responsibility of the City of Los Angeles, as the airport proprietor. The role of the FAA is to ensure the
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PC03521-7

Comment:

Response:

PC03522

PC03522-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03522-2

Comment:

Response:

safe and efficient use of navigable airspace no matter what development alternative or the No Action/No
Project Alternative is selected by the City of Los Angeles to implement for LAX.

| hope these thoughts are helpful in sorting out this complex problem.

Comment noted.

Levinson, Florence None Provided 11/2/2001

| recently read about Mayor Hahn's proposal (Alternate 5) for expanding LAX.

| agree with capping the annual passengers at LAX to the current 78 MAP and cancellation of the Ring
Road and Western Terminal. If removal of the parking lots in the Central Terminal Area and the
construction of a new Check-in Facility will help with congestion and security, it would be a step in the
right direction.

Comment noted.

Why change the runway configuration and extend the North Runway over Sepulveda Blvd? Both would
involve the removal of homes and businesses, as well as congesting Sepulveda Blvd. more than it is
now. Beyond dispossessing families and some Westchester businesses, shutting down tax producing
businesses vital to the economy and life of the Westchester Community will eliminate badly needed jobs
provided by the newly established businesses and reduce the tax base that cannot be offset by short-
term construction jobs.

As discussed in Chapter 2, Purpose and Need for the Proposed Action, of the Draft EIS/EIR, the
runway improvements proposed as part of the Master Plan are necessary in order to accommodate the
newest generation of large, widebody aircraft (popularly called "New Large Aircraft" or "NLA") that are
being introduced into the fleet mix. Without airfield improvements, LAX would face operational
restrictions to accommodate NLAs with increased delays and reduced levels of service. In addition,
certain features of the existing airfield do not meet current design standards which have changed over
time. Such conditions add to airfield congestion and consequently to aircraft delays and air pollution.
The proposed improvements would increase safety and efficiency while meeting current FAA standards.

The potential loss of tax revenues resulting from the acquisition and relocation of local businesses was
addressed in Section 4.4.2, Relocation of Residences or Businesses (subsection 4.4.2.6), in the Draft
EIS/EIR. As discussed therein, new tax revenues and employment generated over the life of the
Master Plan would more than compensate for those potentially or initially lost as a result of acquisition.
Additionally, since publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a fourth Master Plan build alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was proposed and evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft
EIS/EIR. Alternative D would involve the acquisition of far fewer businesses than the other build
alternatives, involving the potential loss of fewer tax revenues and jobs.
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PC03522-3

Comment:
If LAX is overcrowded, let LAWA and FAA make a real effort to locate viable airport locations to serve
the San Fernando Valley, Inland Empire and Orange County Communities. This would lessen traffic
congestion on the freeways leading to LAX and reduce ground travel time.

Response:
Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PC03522-4

Comment:
It now takes 1 1/2 hours minimum during rush hours to travel from SFV to LAX. Add that to the 2-3
hours before departure for passengers to be at the airport and the passenger must spend almost 4
hours before take-off.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding airport area traffic concerns.

PC03523 Gordon, Bryan None Provided 11/8/2001

PC03523-1

Comment:
Please accept this letter as my public comments in regards to Los Angeles World Airport's proposed
Master Plan:
| would like to state that | am opposed to the LAX Master Plan and proposed expansion, | have provided
the justification for my position below:

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Responses to Comments below. It should be noted that Alternative D has
been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity
comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.

PC03523-2

Comment:

Figures 7, 9, and 11, corresponding to alternates A, B & C indicate that my home will be directly under
departure track D6RW as well as approach tracks A6L7, A4R0, A4R1, A4R8. a4L0, A4L1, and A4L8. If
the indicated departure tracks on the attached sheet are implemented as described in Appendix D, |
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believe the aircraft noise in my community and at my house will be significant as the aircraft will have
only reached an elevation of a few thousand feet.

Response:
At the commentor's location, the propeller aircraft would be at an estimated altitude of approximately
3,000 feet above sea level. Flight path D6RW is representative of a broader swath of the flight paths
flown by a portion of the propeller driven aircraft that takeoff to the east on Runway 6R and turn to the
north to exit the airport environs. It is projected to be used by 4 to 5 propeller aircraft per average day in
2015. The track is not projected for use by jet aircraft. Non-turbojet aircraft departing runway 6R are
required to fly the runway heading until the departure end of the runway (Sepulveda Blvd/Lincoln Blvd).
Once past the departure end the aircraft is instructed to turn to a northeast heading of 040 degrees.
The aircraft remains on this heading until approximately five miles northeast of the airport. The aircraft
is then routed north or northwest, passing through the commentor's area, to join Victor Airway 23
slightly south of the Van Nuys VOR near the 405 and 101 freeways. For information on Alternative D in
addition to Alternatives A-C, please see Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PC03523-3

Comment:
If my house ultimately ends up being directly underneath a low elevation departure track, its market
value will be significantly reduced as will the quality of like for the entire community.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-ES-1 regarding the impacts on residential property values and
Topical Response TR-LU-1 regarding impacts on quality of life.

PC03523-4

Comment:
In my opinion to reduce the value of my property, without a legal eminent domain proceeding and
compensation, constitutes an unfair taking of private property.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-ES-1 regarding impacts to residential property
values and Subtopical Response TR-LU-3.13 regarding avigation easements.

PC03523-5

Comment:
| am against any plan that places my home under a departure route. | am unwilling to agree to a plan
under the assumption that aircraft will be quieter by the time the plan has been implemented.

Response:
Comment noted. The incidence of eastbound departures from LAX over the area where the commentor
resides is extremely small, however, the departure track referenced in Comment PC03523-2 is used
approximately 0.2 percent of the time by light and turboprop aircraft. In addition, please see Topical
Response TR-N-3 regarding aircraft flight procedures.

PC03523-6

Comment:

My computation of aircraft elevation is as follows. Departure track D6RW passes over my house at
about 20,000 feet (~4 miles from the end of the runway. Assuming a ground speed for the aircraft of
275 mph (~400 ft/sec), and a climb rate of 2000 ft/min. The aircraft will pass over my house about 60
seconds (one minute) after take off at an altitude of 2000 feet.
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Response:
See Response to Comment PC02421-1, regarding use of Departure Track D6RW.

PC03523-7

Comment:
The reduction in air quality that will result from expanding air traffic is totally unacceptable for my wife,
my children and me. The air quality of the Los Angeles basin has not yet attained a level of quality that
could handle the burden of additional planes and cars.

Response:
Comment noted. Air quality was addressed in Section 4.6, Air Quality, of the Draft EIS/EIR and
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in Appendix G
and Technical Report 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-E and Technical Report S-4 of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-AQ-3 regarding air pollution
increase.

PC03523-8

Comment:
In fact, the EPA is particularly concerned with the projected NAAQS violations attributable to this
project, lack of a detailed plan to avoid and/or mitigate disproportionately high, adverse impacts to
minority and low-income populations, potential health effects, and the narrow range of alternatives that
were fully evaluated. EPA believes there are serious deficiencies in the information presented in the
DEIS/R, which leads to a high level of uncertainty about the magnitude of potential impacts associated
with this project.

Response:
Please see Responses to Comment Letter AF00001 for responses to each of the concerns raised by
EPA, including the air quality concerns indicated in the comment.

PC03523-9

Comment:
The findings and recommendations of LAWA's air quality and source apportionment study are
especially relevant to FAA's decision-making, and merit careful consideration in this NEPA process.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-AQ-2 regarding the source apportionment study.

PC03523-10

Comment:
The FEIS/R should include FAA's general conformity determination and related mitigation commitments.

Response:
Please see Response to Comment AF00001-4 regarding the general conformity determination.

PC03523-11

Comment:

No matter what alternative under NEPA is finally selected, including No Action, there are major regional
air quality, environmental justice, and other issues needing resolution.
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Response:

Comment noted. Air quality was addressed in Section 4.6, Air Quality, of the Draft EIS/EIR and
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in Appendix G
and Technical Report 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-E and Technical Report S-4 of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Environmental Justice was addressed in Section 4.4.3,
Environmental Justice, of the Draft EIS/EIR and the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting
technical data and analyses provided in Appendix F of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-D of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

Subsequent to publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, an additional option was formulated for the LAX Master
Plan. This new option, Alternative D, The Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, is consistent with the
policy framework of the SCAG 2001 RTP, which calls for no expansion of LAX and, instead, shifting the
accommodation of future aviation demand to other airports in the region. A Supplement to the Draft
EIS/EIR provides a comprehensive analysis of Alternative D and was circulated for public review and
comment.

Although the conclusion of the Draft EIS/EIR is that Alternative C would have the least negative impacts
to the communities and the region, that conclusion has been superseded by the conclusion of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Alternative D is now considered to be the environmentally superior
alternative and would have the least negative impacts to the communities and the region.

PC03523-12

Comment:

Response:

Because of the complexity of issues involved in avoiding and/or mitigating the projected NAAQS
violations attributable to this project, it is important that such issues be addressed with the involvement
and cooperation of all parties (e.g., the public, industry, and Federal, State, regional and local
governments), utilizing existing regulatory processes to protect air quality in the South Coast Air Basin.

Please see Response to Comment AF00001-14 regarding the general conformity determination.

PC03523-13

Comment:

Response:

EPA looks forward to working with FAA, LAWA, and Secretary Mineta's Task Force to find an effective,
comprehensive approach to air transportation in the region and to address the issues raised by the
DEIS/R and the public comment process.

Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional Transportation
Plan (RTP) and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PC03523-14

Comment:

For the reasons above, | am opposed to the LAX Master Plan and the proposal to increase the
passenger and cargo capacity of Los Angeles World Airports. The costs for the proposed expansion
will come in the form of an unfair burden to the quality of life to all tax paying Los Angeles residents.
Simply put, the number of people incrementally injured or hurt by the LAX Expansion scheme will far
outweigh the benefits to the tax base and to the added jobs generated by the Expansion.
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Response:

PC03524

PC03524-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03524-2

Comment:

Response:

PC03525

PC03525-1

Comment:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-LU-1 regarding impacts on quality of life.

Marlin, Lisa None Provided 11/8/2001

| object to any new plan (entered as an adjunct or modification to the existing one) that is no where
documented and has had no environmental or other impact studies done to assess it. (Playa Vista,
etc.). Mayor Hahn's new ideas do not have the specificity to address my concerns over the fate of
Nielsen field, where many of our children play soccer, softball, and baseball.

Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, an additional option was formulated for the LAX
Master Plan. Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of
future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative, and will make
the airport safer and more secure, convenient, and efficient. A Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR
provides a comprehensive description and analysis of Alternative D and was circulated for public review
and comment. The Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed parks and recreational facilities in
Section 4.26.3, Parks and Recreation. As indicated in subsection 4.26.3.6.1, under Alternative D, no
changes to Carl E. Nielsen Youth Park would occur.

The extension of the northern runway, decimating true Westchester community, will also continue to
dump more pollutants and noise ever closer to our children and at ever more unacceptable levels.

The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality,
and noise impacts in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use. Supporting technical data and
analyses are provided in Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical Reports 1 and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR
and Appendix S-C, Appendix S-E, and Technical Reports S-1 and S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft
EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-LU-2 regarding impacts to the community of Westchester It
should be noted that Alternative D does not include any residential acquisition or any acquisition within
the Westchester Business District.

McKie, Jozette None Provided 11/7/2001

| oppose the dramatic expansion of both passenger and cargo activity at LAX. There are other airports
in Southern California equipped to handle the expansion without the adverse effects on noise levels, air
pollution and land use that will be felt if the proposed expansion of LAX goes through. The city of Los
Angeles itself owns two key airports in the heart of the high growth areas of the region -Ontario and
Palmdale airports. Rather than expand LAX, the smart thing would be to develop both of these airports
and assist other airports in the region to do the same. Many of these other airports are fully capable of
meeting our region's increasing demand for air travel. We do not need to expand LAX as proposed to
maintain a vibrant Southern California economy.
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Response:

PC03526

PC03526-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03526-2

Comment:

Response:

PC03526-3

Comment:

Response:

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

Please see Topical Response TR-RC-4 regarding Orange County air transportation demand and
Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale.

Stefanski, Andrew None Provided 11/5/2001

Enclosed, please find copy of my letter to L.A. Times regarding airport safety.
Basic points are as follows:

1) Safety should involve not only air passengers, but also hundreds of thousands of people living
AROUND the airport.

Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety.

2) Airports are usually constructed outside big cities, not in the middle of densely populated areas.
Reasons are too obvious to enumerate them.

Recently South Korea committed a new airport in Inchon 20 miles West of Seul with capacity projected
at 29 MAP first year.

Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the
regional approach to meeting demand.

3) LAX is surrounded by many highly vulnerable targets. See letter enclosed.

Comment noted. Please see Response to Comment AL00033-233. In addition, please see Topical
Response TR-SEC-1 regarding security issues.
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PC03526-4

Comment:

Response:

PC03526-5

Comment:

Response:

PC03527

PC03527-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03527-2

Comment:

Response:

4) Accidents may happen because of many reasons not only terrorists actions.

Please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety.

5) The more planes, the greater conjestion, the higher the chance of an accident.
6) Increase safety by reducing conjestion.

7) Develop promptly Ontario, Palmdale & El Toro to take extra traffic. This will increase safety at and
around LAX.

Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety and Topical
Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach to meeting demand.
As a result of the passage of local Measure W, in March 2002, Orange County has ceased pursuit of
the former MCAS EI Toro as an airport and the Department of the Navy decided to dispose of the
former installation for non-aviation reuses. The city of Los Angeles does not have any authority to
develop an airport at the former MCAS El Toro.

Scott, Dawn None Provided 11/6/2001

To move forward on any of the proposed alternatives in the Master Plan would create unbelievable
negative affects to the community of Inglewood, LAX's immediate neighbor.

The risks, to which everyone who takes the time to write you will point out, are increased pollution,
traffic, both by automobiles and trucks carrying the major increase in cargo and let's not forget the
adverse affects of noise. The massive EIR/EIS address these issues but in many cases not well
enough. My concerns are as follows:

Comment noted. Please see Responses to Comments below.

Pollution: The daily tonnage of pollution already created by current airport use is astounding. The black
oily residue on my home and foliage cannot be a good thing, and most certainly is dangerous if
breathed in its vaporous form. The increase of this by-product of commerce will take an even larger toll
on the residents of Inglewood.

Please see Topical Response TR-AQ-1 regarding deposition, soot and fuel dumping.
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PC03527-3

Comment:

Traffic: Most certainly, the adage, "if you build it, they will come" would apply here. No matter how
much you widen the major street corridors that flow into and around the airport, these so called
improvements will not alleviate traffic. It shouldn't be lost on anyone who lives in the Los Angeles basin
that there are far more cars/traffic than street capacity - no matter how many streets with extra lanes,
there are just too many people driving. One answer here would be to require people to take mass
transit of any form into and out of the airport. Off site parking could be provided. One could use
Denver's DIA as an example for off site parking. This kind of parking situation could assist in your
concern for security measures regarding unattended parked automobiles.

Response:

The surface transportation impacts of the Master Plan alternatives were presented in Section 4.3.2, Off-
Airport Surface Transportation, of the Draft EIS/EIR and the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please
see Response to Comment ALO0043-3 regarding proposed ftraffic improvements for off-airport
roadways. Regarding improved mass transit options and remote parking facilities, the new Enhanced
Safety and Security Plan, Alternative D, which was analyzed in detail in the Supplement to the Draft
EIS/EIR, incorporates remote passenger parking with people mover systems, which eliminates the need
for a Ring Road or a western passenger entrance from Pershing Drive. In addition, the Green Line is
proposed to be extended north to provide access to LAX. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1
regarding the build it and they will come theory of regional passenger and cargo demands. Please see
Topical Response TR-ST-5 regarding mass transit access to LAX.

PC03527-4

Comment:
Arbor Vitae: By providing mass transit into the airport you remove the need for the multi-million dollar
Arbor Vitae interchange and Airport Boulevard connector road projects. These two projects alone
would dissect and destroy communities established long before LAX was created. Inglewood and
Westchester would carry that burden.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-LU-2 for a discussion of project impacts on the Community of
Westchester. Also refer to Appendix K of the Draft EIS/EIR for a discussion of impacts from the LAX
Expressway on Inglewood and Westchester. Please also see Topical Responses TR-ST-2 and TR-ST-
4 regarding the need for the Arbor Vitae interchange.

PC03527-5

Comment:
Flight Trajectories: One of the more important items is the haphazard nature of aircraft flight trajectories
flying over Inglewood since the September 11th disaster. Pre 9-11 there was some discernable order to
incoming and outbound flights over Northwest Inglewood with the occasional variance from traditional
flight paths. But since that date there are several flights a day from the north that turn over my home
trying to catch the north runway by flying down La Brea Avenue or just east thereof.

That doesn't even count the number of flights that take off over the ocean and fly across my rooftop or
use Slauson Avenue as a sight line to the east. Northwest Inglewood takes on this NEW burden.

Response:
There has not been a change in the air traffic control structure for arrivals or departures since
September 11, 2001, but with the reduction of operations, there has been greater flexibility available in
the airspace system. With the complexity of LAX's surrounding airspace, air traffic controllers work with
pilots to ensure that there is proper separation between aircraft at all times meaning that all available
airspace is used and on occasion, if possible, "non-traditional" approaches may be used. This may
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have added flights over your particular location. However, the pilots are concentrating on landing their
aircraft in accordance with controller directions and are using either instrument flight rules or visual flight
rules to assist them in their approaches to LAX. They do not use streets as flight references to
approach LAX

PC03527-6

Comment:
Security: Increased flights coupled with the appearance of non-controlled airspace over North
Inglewood creates several questions on the subject of air safety. Since the Master Plan proposes to
increase the number of flights, in turn, it will increase the likelihood of a catastrophic error over
Inglewood. Again, Inglewood bears this burden.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety.

PC03527-7

Comment:

Noise: Lengthening the north runway to the 405 freeway and moving it north to accommodate all the
new flights would mean certain madness by noise. As it is now the noise from incoming jets flying over
my rooftop can be deafening and I'm not even in the designated noise contour. The outbound jet noise
is annoying. Another aspect of the noise is the run-ups and maintenance that takes place on the
tarmac. This noise rattles my floors and windows, and as I've said, | live in Northwest Inglewood, a
place fairly distant from LAX. These tympanic vibrations are disquieting to say the least. And who at
LAWA can assure me that the constant vibration to the earth from current airport activity now and from
the additional proposed flights would not do damage to my home?

Response:

The commentor is correct in identifying that the runway extension to 24R may increase noise impacts
on his residence. At LAX Runway 24R in the north airfield complex is extended to the east under all
three development alternatives (Alternative A-C) to provide comparable takeoff length for heavy aircraft
that is currently available on the runways in the south airfield complex. The length of runway remaining
west of the current runway end (between 9,050 and 9,350, dependent upon the alternative) is adequate
for most narrow-body and many wide-body aircraft takeoffs. These aircraft could be assigned takeoffs
from the existing runway end and aircraft requiring longer takeoff rolls could be assigned the full length,
but this is not a formal recommended noise abatement measure. In no manner does this equate to the
use of the runway by two departing aircraft at the same time - it merely reduces the taxi length for some
aircraft that can safely depart short of the full runway length. This measure is more fully evaluated in
Section 7.2, Alternative Specific Abatement Opportunities of Appendix D, Aircraft Noise Technical
Report of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 3.1.6, Alternative D Noise Mitigation of Appendix S-C1
Supplement Aircraft Noise Technical Report. Each development alternative incorporates the
construction of one or more Ground Run-up Enclosures (GRE) within which all run-up activity would be
conducted. These facilities, when properly designed, achieve a reduction of approximately 20 decibels
over run-ups conducted without enclosure. Please see Topical Response TR-N-5 regarding nighttime
aircraft operations, in particular Subtopical Response TR-N-5.3 regarding night run-up activity. In
addition, see Section 4.1 Noise, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR with
supporting technical data and analyses in Appendix D, Aircraft Noise Technical Report, and Appendix
S-C1, Supplemental Aircraft Noise Technical Report. Topical Response TR-N-8 addresses the
potential for physical damage to the home as a result of noise vibrations.

PC03527-8

Comment:
Population base: Demographic projections show that the population, out of need or desire, are choosing
to move to places other than Los Angeles. Riverside, San Bernardino and Orange Counties due to the
burst of anticipated population growth within the next 15 years, need easier access to airports. Why is it
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Response:

PC03527-9

Comment:

Response:

PC03528

PC03528-1

Comment:

that the communities surrounding LAX have to pay such a severe price, take on an unprecedented
burden to accommodate an airport facility that's day has passed it by? LAX is virtually locked into its
present footprint, Why is it the powers that run this airport cannot and will not look forward to a truly
regional plan? You at LAWA already own Ontario, have upgraded that facility but somehow you turn
away from that airport's true potential, to serve the inland empire. LAWA will not acknowledge the
possibilities of developing the Orange County El Toro airport. Perhaps a joint venture could be struck
between Orange County and LAWA. It would appear that much money could be made at these two
facilities if developed properly.

Comment noted. The City of Los Angeles and LAWA can only control the development of LAX, Ontario,
Palmdale, and Van Nuys Airports. The decision to develop any airport is the responsibility of local
government. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

Please see Topical Response TR-RC-4 regarding Orange County air transportation demand and
Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale. In spring 2002, the
voters of Orange County rejected the use of El Toro for a commercial airport. The Department of the
Navy is disposing of the property for non-airport uses.

Mr. Ritchie, before this plan or any semblance of the plan were to commence, | request that LAWA and
the City of Los Angeles rethink this expansion. That you provide new realistic alternatives that
incorporate the entirety of Southern California versus just Los Angeles commerce. And these
alternatives need to consider LAX's neighbors more thoroughly and incorporate the reality of LAX being
constrained to it's current footprint by the surrounding communities and not the other way around.

Alternative D, Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, has been designed to serve a level of future (2015)
airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative, and will make the airport safer
and more secure, convenient and efficient. Alternative D is consistent with the policy framework of the
SCAG 2001 RTP, which calls for no expansion of LAX and, instead, shifting the accommodation of
future aviation demand to other airports in the region.

Crockett, Mary Lou Westchester Vitalization 11/7/2001
Corporation

The Westchester Vitalization Corporation was founded in 1978 at the direction of Mayor Tom Bradley.
Our original charter bears witness to the fact that the community of Westchester / Playa del Rey has
been severely and negatively impacted by the expansion of facilities at LAX. Our mission, simply
stated, is to do everything a community group can to mitigate the impact of LAX on one of Los Angeles'
last true communities. We are proud of what we have accomplished despite the impact of LAX.
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Response:

PC03528-2

Comment:

Response:

PC03528-3

Comment:

We strongly join the numerous groups and individuals who oppose the Master Plan and Draft EIR / EIS,
For the reasons set forth below, we declare our belief that the LAWA has not studied the true
alternatives and hence has failed to comply with California and federal law. Please note that this
position is taken as the unanimous position of the Board of Directors, and that there is no reluctance,
hesitation or lack of commitment in our action. Should it become necessary, we will join with other
groups to compel LAWA to prepare a legally sufficient environmental document.

As indicated on page 3-1 in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, the LAX
Master Plan Draft EIS/EIR evaluates three build alternatives considered to be practical and feasible for
achieving the overall purpose and most of the basic objectives of the project. It should be noted that
Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015)
airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative. Alternative D is addressed in
the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-ALT-1 regarding the range of
alternatives analyzed in the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR and Topical Response
TR-LU-2 regarding impacts to the community of Westchester.

LAWA'S PROPERLY ABANDONED ALTERNATIVES FOUND TO BE IMPRACTICAL, UNFEASIBLE
AND UNAPPROVABLE ALTERNATIVES.

More than five years ago when LAWA undertook the process of creating a master plan, it made the
effort to put every possible alternative on the table for study. This includes runways in the Santa
Monica Bay, use of Hawthorne Municipal Airport for commuter flights and adding two additional
runways at LAX.

Whether in hindsight it was worth the time and money it took to study these alternatives is not for this
group to say. However, it must be noted that LAWA correctly recognized that each of these alternatives
were so impractical and unapprovable that they could not possibly be implemented and therefore could
not be considered true alternatives. These alternatives were therefore abandoned and not moved
forward for further study. They do not appear as alternatives in the environmental documents put
before the public for comment.

Comment noted.

As stated in both the Master Plan and the Draft EIR / EIS, the consideration of alternatives is the heart
of both the NEPA, the federal environmental rules, as well as CEQA, its California counterpart:
Environmental documents that only go through the motions of considering alternatives, or which use
false alternatives in order to gain approval of an alternative preferred by the developer will be struck
down by the courts.

ADDING A FIFTH RUNWAY AT LAX IS NOT A TRUE ALTERNATIVE AND MUST BE ABANDONED.

The three alternatives carried forward from the study stage to the public comment stage would either
add a fifth runway adjacent to El Segundo, add a fifth runway adjacent to Westchester, or add no new
runways but build a "new airport" adjacent to the Coastal Dunes at the west end of airport property. A
no-built alternative is also studied as required by law.

In the years leading up to release of the Master Plan, it was commonly heard that the first El Segundo
Fifth Runway and then the Westchester Fifth Runway was the "favored" alternative of LAWA or certain
elected officials. Each was met with overwhelming opposition when presented to the community most
impacted. That representatives of each community would sue to prevent an additional runway on their
side of the airport was unquestionable.
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Response:

PC03528-4

Comment:

Response:

PC03528-5

Comment:

Largely as a result of this opposition, LAWA retreated to a position of including the two five-runway
schemes in the environmental documents circulated for comment, but the alternative that would add no
new runways became the agency's officially "preferred" alternative.

The Westchester Vitalization Corporation calls upon LAWA to abandon any alternative based on the
addition of a fifth runway. The five runway scenarios are just as unrealistic, unapprovable and
unbuildable as were the six-runway, Hawthorne Airport or runway-in-the-Bay alternatives. As a result, it
is our position that the five-runway scenarios do not constitute a true alternative for NEPA / CEQA
purposes, and that the environmental documents now in circulation are legally insufficient for lack of
consideration of true alternatives.

LAWA MUST RESCOPE, STUDY AND RECIRCULATE FOR COMMENT NEW ENVIRONMENTAL
DOCUMENTS WHICH CONSIDER ONLY VARIATIONS OF A FOUR-RUNWAY CONFIGURATION.

Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D - Enhanced Safety
and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered for the LAX Master
Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Alternative D, developed
pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and security improvements
and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that of the No Action/No
Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of LAX is consistent with
the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is intended to accommodate
future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of Alternative D was provided
in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For additional information, please
see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan and Topical
Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach to meeting demand.
In addition, please see Topical Response TR-ALT-1 regarding the range of alternatives analyzed in the
Draft EIS/EIR.

As stated above, the Westchester Vitalization Corporation was founded by Mayor Bradley more than 20
years ago to seek solutions to the negative impacts of LAX expansion. As such, we have seen the
homes of thousands of residents torn down for the benefit of LAX, and we have seen the resulting
devastation to our business community.

In addition, we have seen that LAWA's statements regarding the "capacity" of any particular airport
configurations are worthy of zero credibility. The current airport arrangement was said to be able to
handle 40 million annual passengers, but at this time nearly 70 million annual passengers use the
facility. General statements of intent by LAWA officials are worthless. Consideration can only be given
to mitigation measures that are completely funded, explicitly required, specifically scheduled and that
are legal prerequisites for subsequent projects.

Comment noted. Please see Response to Comment AL00017-121 and Topical Response TR-GEN-3
regarding the opportunities to alleviate impacts associated with past or present airport activities at LAX.
Adopted mitigation measures will be fully enforceable pursuant to a mitigation monitoring and reporting
program. Please see Topical Response TR-LU-2 regarding impacts to the community of Westchester.

The following points are noted as both deficiencies in the Master Plan and Draft EIR / EIS, as well as
starting points for consideration of various four-runway configurations.
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Response:
Comment noted. Please see Responses to Comments below.

PC03528-6

Comment:
(1) Safety must be the primary concern. Recent articles in the media indicate that LAX leads the nation
in near-misses. The Master Plan does not include a complete air traffic study for all of Southern
California air space, and this must be done. LAWA must demonstrate that it can handle increased air
traffic safely both while planes are in the air and on the ground. Spreading air traffic to other airports to
increase margins of error may turn out to be the most persuasive reason to seek a regional solution.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety.

PC03528-7

Comment:
(2) None of the final alternatives in the Master Plan consider options other than construction of
terminals west of the Tom Bradley International Terminal. Other options that were not carried into the
final study included terminals east of Sepulveda Boulevard. When LAWA is required to consider only
four-runway configurations, then it will be quite obvious that terminals east of the existing terminals is
the logical alternative to building an entire new airport adjacent to the Coastal Dunes.

Response:
Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, an additional option was formulated for the LAX
Master Plan. Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of
future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative. Alternative D
includes a new passenger facility east of Sepulveda Boulevard. Under this alternative, no terminal
facilities would be constructed on the west side of the airport.

PC03528-8

Comment:
The negative impacts of 50 million people per year driving past an environmentally sensitive zone are
numerous, and will undoubtedly be commented upon by groups specializing in this important topic.
Damage to endangered species and traffic gridlock on roads serving public beaches come immediately
to mind.

Response:
Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed traffic impacts in
Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, impacts to endangered species in Section 4.11, Endangered and
Threatened Species of Flora and Fauna, and coastal access impacts in Section 4.14, Coastal Zone
Management and Coastal Barriers, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in Appendix J
and Technical Reports 2, 3 and 7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-H and Technical Report S-2 of
the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PC03528-9

Comment:
(3) None of the final alternatives in the Master Plan consider options other than construction of a
massive, intrusive ring road through the Westchester / Playa del Rey community. It is access to this
road that causes further devastation to the Westchester business district on Sepulveda Boulevard. The
Westchester Vitalization Corporation stood as a lonely advocate for Westchester businesses for years
and year. Now, with the first signs of commercial life being seen on Sepulveda, LAWA must consider
every feasible alternative to a new round of negative impacts.
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Response:

Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, an additional option was formulated for the LAX
Master Plan. Alternative D has been designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity
comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative and will make the airport safer and more
secure, convenient, and efficient. Alternative D does not include construction of a ring road. Moreover,
Alternative D does not include any acquisition within the Westchester business district.

PC03528-10

Comment:

Response:

(4) None of the final alternatives in the Master Plan consider options other than extending the in-board
northern runway over Sepulveda Boulevard, and building a second tunnel. This tunnel will cut off
access to a number of Westchester businesses and negatively impact an entire community. It will result
in increased automobile speed through a neighborhood shopping district, and it will create additional
massive structures where human scale buildings have been the norm since before the north runways
were built.

Please see Response to Comment PC02189-3 regarding Westchester.

PC03528-11

Comment:

Response:

The second tunnel is being proposed despite the fact that the Master Plan itself reveals it to be
unnecessary. At pages IV-l .3 and 1V-3.36 it is stated that only one runway of 12,000 feet is necessary
to handle the relatively unusual situation of a fully loaded 747 taking off in foul weather. There is
already a 12,000-foot runway on the south airfield. An obvious alternative to the negative impact of a
second tunnel is to have all fully loaded 747's taking off in foul weather use the south airfield.

The runway length analysis in the Master Plan concludes that "a minimum of one 12,000 foot runway is
recommended at LAX for takeoffs" in Chapter IV, Section 3.2.2. Currently a 12,000 foot runway is
located on the south airfield and fully loaded Boeing 747s and alike depart from this runway regardless
of their destination. The extension of the north airfield Runway 6R/24L to 12,000 feet is included in
each of the Master Plan build alternatives to provide operation flexibility and enhance airfield efficiency.
Alternative D would extend Runway 6L/24R to 11,700 feet and provide a 300 foot clearway for the
application of Declared Distances and a Take-Off Distance Allowed of 12,000 feet. For a more detailed
discussion on the need to extend Runway 6R/24L please see Response to Comment AL00022-188.

PC03528-12

Comment:

(5) None of the final alternatives in the Master Plan consider options that would take mass transit to the
existing Central Terminal as the very first step in a program to improve ground access. Apparently,
LAWA views gridlock like the weather: something to complain about, but as to which nothing can be
done. The Westchester Vitalization Corporation begs to disagree. Community-generated plans have
been discussed that would place a world-class intermodal transfer station at the corner of Imperial
Highway and Aviation Boulevard which would conveniently connect the Green Line light rail to an
Automated People Mover which would run roughly along Aviation and Century Boulevards to the
Central Terminal. This system could be financed strictly with LAWA revenues and run on LAWA
property. It would be flexible such that it could be modified at a later time to service new terminals
either west or east of the existing terminals, should such terminals ever be built. Alternatives that begin,
not conclude with connecting the regional transit system to the Central Terminals other than by use of
automobiles must be studied and presented.
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Response:

Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-ST-5 regarding the rail/transit plan. Alternative D is
very similar to the commentor's suggestion. That alternative is presented in the Supplement to the Draft
EIS/EIR.

PC03528-13

Comment:

Response:

(6) The Master Plan calls for the northernmost runway to be moved approximately 350 feet further
north towards Westchester homes. This would have an extremely negative impact on thousands of
Westchester residents. The Master Plan does not adequately consider alternatives to this move, and
does not demonstrate that the same result cannot be achieved through other means that would have
less negative impact on residents and businesses.

Under Alternative C, the northernmost runway (Runway 6L/24R) would be relocated 350 feet north.
Under Alternative B, the runway would be moved 135 feet north. Subsequent to the publication of the
Draft EIS/EIR, an additional option - Alternative D, Enhanced Safety and Security Plan - was formulated
for the LAX Master Plan. Under Alternative D, Runway 6L/24R would not be relocated further north.

PC03528-14

Comment:

Response:

Far more examples than just these could be cited, but these stand as some of the most obvious failings
of the Master Plan. As Mayor Hahn stated in his campaign, the Master Plan must be "scrapped.” A
regional solution to air traffic must be embraced. Safety must be extensively studied. The mass transit
system must be taken to the Central Terminals. Only after these things have been accomplished (not
just promised) can LAWA staff be permitted to further changes on LAX property, and then the
alternatives studied must be limited to four-runway configurations.

Please see Response to Comment PC00578-1 regarding the development of Alternative D-Enhanced
Safety and Security Plan, which was developed at the direction of Mayor James Hahn. Please also
note that Alternative D is specifically designed to enhance safety and security at LAX, includes an
automated people mover systems that transport passengers between the Central Terminal Area and a
proposed intermodal transportation center located adjacent to the MTA Greenline station, and is limited
to a four-runway configuration. Please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety and
Topical Response TR-ST-5 regarding the rail/transit plan.

PC03528-15

Comment:

LAWA MUST INCLUDE ITS INTENTIONS FOR THE "NORTHSIDE / SOUTHSIDE" IN ITS
ENVIRONMNENTAL DOCUMENTS AND MASTER PLAN.

Just as the Westchester Vitalization Corporation has witnessed the damage to the Westchester
residential and business community caused by LAX expansion for 20 years, so also it has followed
LAWA twisting in the wind with its plan for the property owned by LAWA adjacent to Westchester
Parkway that was once referred to as the "Northside" and now the "Southside."

LAWA administration has vacillated between favoring intense development, low-density development or
deeding the entire property to the City and "getting rid" of it. While LAWA officials wil not admit it, the
Southside has always been a step-child to the larger airport mission of moving passengers and freight.

The Westchester Vitalization Corporation has been lead to believe that LAWA is once again planning a
grand scheme for the Southside that the community will "love." Once again, this planning is being done
from behind blackout curtains with the community having no input. Soon a new genie will pop out of the
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Southside bottle. Airport planners will proudly proclaim it to be wonderful for the community until local
residents point out innumerable problems which LAWA did not think of. (Consider the current state of
the linear part running from Vista del Mar to Pershing Avenue!)

LAWA staff might be invited to consider other major, privately built developments in the area that begin
with meetings with community members and design charettes and workshops so that the local
communities' superior local knowledge becomes a benefit and not a burden in the process.

Response:
The general nature and characteristics of the LAX Northside project, proposed under the No Action/No
Project Alternative, and the Westchester Southside project, as proposed under Alternatives A, B, and C,
were described in Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see
Topical Response TR-PO-1 regarding the public outreach efforts associated with the EIS/EIR.
PC03528-16
Comment:
CONCLUSION
For the reasons stated above, the Westchester Vitalization Corporation declares its opposition to the
Master Plan and Draft EIR / EIS. It urges Mayor Hahn and the Board of Airport Commissioners to
cease any efforts to secure its approval, and to begin the active pursuit of a regional solution giving high
importance to safety, mass transit and the use of all the region's airports to absorb air traffic growth.
Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the
regional approach to meeting demand, Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety, and
Topical Response TR-RC-3 regarding high-speed rail as a solution to airport capacity and demand.
PC03529 White, Charles March Joint Power Authority 11/8/2001
PC03529-1
Comment:

My name is Charles White, Councilman, City of Moreno Valley and Vice-Chairman of the March Joint
Powers Authority.

The March Joint Powers Authority jurisdictions consists of the County of Riverside, and the cities of
Perris, Riverside and Moreno Valley.

In March, 1997 the USAF & the March Joint Powers Authority signed a Joint Use Airport Agreement.
Our cargo airport is now open and ready to accept cargo aircraft flights.

The reason for my being here this evening is to recommend that any expansion of LAX be postponed
until such time as Inland regional airports are used to their fullest extent, particularly March Inland
Cargo Port because it is a viable alternative to LAX expansion:

- We have the longest runway in California (13,000 feet) with clear airspace and no flight restrictions.

- We are installing a new instrument landing system that will allow aircraft to land in all weather
conditions.

- We are a joint use airport. Our runway, air traffic control, fire fighting and rescue are maintained by
the Air Force.

- We are adjacent to 1215 and we are constructing an interchange leading directly into the airport.
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Response:

PC03529-2

Comment:

Response:

PCO03531

PC03531-1

Comment:

- We have an adjacent railway and several thousand acres for development of air cargo, distribution or
manufacturing buildings.

- We have a local population and employment base of approximately 500,000.

- There are several hundred trucks that pass by our airport every day on their way across our region to
make deliveries to LAX. By using March Inland Cargo Airport, traffic and air pollution could be
dramatically reduced in addition to providing much needed local employment.

Please see Topical Response TR-MP-1 regarding air cargo activity and demand, Topical Response TR-
RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach to meeting demand, and Topical
Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale.

In the opinion of the March Joint Powers Authority, the environmental document being provided for the
expansion of LAX cannot be considered adequate until there is a complete review and discussion of the
regional airport approach.

We therefore add our voice to the many other voices of the Inland Empire that believe it is time to think
on a regional airport basis rather than on a one airport basis for the benefit of one locale.

In closing, the March Joint Powers Authority urges that the expansion of LAX be rethought; that the
EIR/EIS be rewritten to address a regional airport approach and that consideration be given to sending
air cargo carriers to March Inland Cargo Port.

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand and Response to Comment PC00281-19 regarding relocating cargo
operations. The Draft EIS/EIR and the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR dealt only with the
development of LAX. The City of Los Angeles and LAWA can only control the development of LAX,
Ontario, Palmdale, and Van Nuys airports. The commentor's recommendation that the FAA conduct a
comprehensive analysis of various regional scenarios is beyond the scope of the subject EIS/EIR.

Greenstein, Sami None Provided 7/16/2001

Just wanted to let you know there were quite a few errors on the data entry - which is TOTALLY
TOTALLY fine considering it was everyone's first project. But since the errors were consistent, | wanted
to let you know what they were so they can be corrected.

1. If a person has an initial for a first name.
First, check and see if there is someone else with that initial and last name already entered in db with
same address. It is safe to assume it is the same person. i.e. we can assumer that D. Grandpre and

Doug Grandpre at the same address are the same person and go from there.

Otherwise, in the "Salutation 1" field on the People record screen (gray screen where all info is
enetered) put "Friend" so the letter will say Dear Friend, instead of Dear L or whatever.

Also along those lines, names like McWhatever, need to be capitalized on the third letter.

Los Angeles International Airport 3-5004 LAX Master Plan Final EIS/EIR Responses to Comments



3. Comments and Responses

Response:

PC03532

PC03533

PC03533-1

Comment:

Response:

2. A lot of incomplete addresses - no state, no city.

After entering street address, you should go to the zip code field and enter that. Then proceed to the ?
button on the right, which will cause the complete address to pop up. If it is red you know there is an
error, either a, typo or something. If it is green, the address is correct, hit accept and the blanks will fill
in themselves. This prevents spelling errors and ensures all the blanks are completed.

Otherwise, they were great and the corrections are all going out today- so thanks again. These are
easy to correct and if you have any questions, please give me a call.

Comment noted. Itis unclear as to what database the commentor is referring.

Fredericks, Beverly  None Provided 11/9/2001

The content of this comment letter is identical to the first page of comment letter PC02596; please refer
to Responses to Comments PC02596-1 through PC02596-5.

Salmonson, Arthur None Provided 7/12/2001

| am a retired commercial airline pilot and also an experienced real estate consultant and believe that |
could help you create a plan for a partial expansion of LAX that would be far less disruptive and costly
that your alternative plan. While some air traffic should be routed to other regional airports, particularly
Long Beach Airport (which | am aware you have no control over), there still needs to be a small
expansion of LAX to handle more capacity. As a homeowner in the area who will be impacted by any
expansion, | propose the following ideas:

1. Create an Arbor Vitae exit/entry in both directions off the 405 Freeway, however do not build a new
freeway route to the proposed west terminal. Instead, widen Arbor Vitae and the Westchester Parkway
from the 405 Freeway right through Westchester into the new west terminal. If necessary, build an
upper roadway along this route with car pool and bus lanes. Do not destroy any businesses or take any
substantial amounts of land in Westchester to accomplish this.

2. Definitely bring the light rail line into LAX and install a station where needed.

Comment noted. The analysis revealed that one of the reasons that airport traffic off-loads onto arterial
streets from 1-405 is that there is no convenient way to access the terminals from 1-405, particularly
since the CTA is located almost two miles from 1-405, requiring motorists to exit for an extended period
anyway even if they stay on 1-405 all the way to say, Century Boulevard or Arbor Vitae Street. They
might as well exit farther upstream and avoid some of the 1-405 congestion. This circumstance would
be compounded by a West Terminal that would be almost 3 miles from 1-405. A method had to be
developed that would provide higher speed access from [-405 directly to the terminal complexes in
order to encourage airport motorists to stay on the freeway and not off-load into the Westchester
community. Therefore, the LAX Expressway and ring road were developed to satisfy this need. A low-
speed access route such as existing Arbor Vitae and Westchester Parkway, combined with a the
distance of the West Terminal, would simply not provide the needed encouragement for people to stay
on the freeways all the way to the airport. Also, please note that Alternative D, The Enhanced Safety
and Security Plan, has been added since publication of the Draft EIS/EIR in light of the events of
September 11, 2001, and is specifically designed to protect airport users and crucial airport
infrastructure, and to incorporate federal security recommendations as they are developed to the
greatest extent possible. Please see Topical Response TR-ST-5 regarding the rail/transit plan.
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PC03533-2

Comment:

Response:

PC03533-3

Comment:

Response:

PC03533-4

Comment:

Response:

PC03533-5

Comment:

Response:

3. Extend runways 24 Left and 24 Right westward into the sand dunes across Pershing Drive. Flatten
the sand dunes where necessary. Tunnel Pershing Drive underneath the extended runways. Do not
extend these runways eastward.

Please see Response to Comment PC00998-1 regarding extending the runways to the west over
Pershing Drive into the El Segundo Sand Dunes and the El Segundo Blue Butterfly Habitat Restoration
Area.

Following the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, LAWA developed a new alternative that, consistent with
public comments calling for a regional approach alternative, is designed to accommodate passenger
and cargo activity at LAX that would approximate those of the No Action/No Project Alternative, has
fewer environmental impacts, and improves airport safety and security.

Alternative D does not propose to extend the LAX runways east.

4. Build the new west terminal and parking as proposed with people mover between terminals.

Alternatives A, B, and C all have an Automated People Mover (APM) which will connect the new West
Terminal with satellite concourses and the existing Central Terminal Area.

Following the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, LAWA developed a new alternative that, consistent with
public comments calling for a regional approach alternative, is designed to accommodate passenger
and cargo activity at LAX that would approximate those of the No Action/No Project Alternative, has
fewer environmental impacts, and improves airport safety and security.

Alternative D does not propose a west terminal as did the previously released build alternatives.

| believe my ideas could be supported by the Westchester and Playa del Rey communities since it
would only be a partial disruption with fewer adverse impacts and it would add some additional capacity
into LAX.

Comment noted.

| have extensive education into land use and studied this area while a graduate student at USC's Lusk
Center for Real Estate Development. | have enclosed my resume and would be pleased to assist your
team in developing these ideas as either an outside consultant or as an employed member of your staff.

Comment noted.
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PC03534 Hashimoto, Harriett None Provided 12/1/2001

PC03534-1

Comment:
| live up in the hills of Monterey Park. We moved here for the peace and solitude it offers. Now we
have airplanes flying very low at times & it seems to get worse. They even disturb one's sleep at times.

Response:
Comment noted. The Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed the effects of single event aircraft
noise relevant to nighttime awakening in homes in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, with
supporting technical data and analyses provided in Appendix S-C and Technical Report S-1. Please
see Topical Response TR-N-3 regarding aircraft flight procedures and Topical Response TR-N-5
regarding nighttime aircraft operations.

PC03535 Hepler, Dennis None Provided 10/16/2001

PC03535-1

Comment:

We are writing to express our extreme displeasure at the recent action by the City of Los Angeles and
the Los Angeles World Airport's (LAWA) Commissioners.

We are outraged the City's officials and the Los Angeles World Airport's (LAWA) Commissioners have
decided to put an abrupt halt to the Manchester Square Property Acquisition/Relocation program. We
own property in the Manchester Square area of Los Angeles. We were participating in the Los Angeles
World Airport's Property Acquisition/Relocation program. The consequence of their decision has had a
devastating effect on the property owners of this neighborhood.

Never have we experienced such blatant disregard by a government official's decision. Never have we
been so severely and ruthlessly affected by such a decision. As a result of that edict, the property
owners of the Manchester Square have been left with empty, vacant lots spread throughout the
neighborhood negatively affecting property values. Adding insult to injury our tenants indicated they felt
uncomfortable with the vacant lots and have relocated to another neighborhood. We are left with an
unoccupied house with little prospect of finding suitable tenants. We are incensed that elected officials
of the City of Los Angeles along with the LAWA Commission appointees felt our community so
unimportant.

The LAWA offered to purchase property from homeowners in this community, and in good faith, the
homeowners agreed to sell. What has happened to the integrity of government? Since when is a city
allowed to invade a community, knock down houses then abruptly walk away without a word, leaving
the remaining neighborhood in such a condition? This scenario is reminiscent of a third world country's
government.

We as citizens of the United States have a responsibility to set a higher standard for other governments
around the world. We realize the consequence of the World Trade Center has had a devastating effect
on our Country. It has been a tremendous burden for all citizens of the United States and around the
world. The results will be felt for years to come. It is important that our local government not contribute
to an already appalling situation.

We believe that an effort by the City of Los Angeles and LAWA to honor the City's existing commitment
to the community would be preferable to the current atmosphere of discontent and mistrust. We implore
the City of Los Angeles and the Los Angeles World Airports to reconsider their position and reinstate
the Acquisition Relocation Program. The only acceptable solution to this terrible situation is to resume
immediately the LAWA Acquisition/Relocation Program.
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Response:
The voluntary property acquisition program for Manchester Square, an action that LAWA initiated and
took separate from the Master Plan, has not been halted and continues today. The program will
continue on to completion regardless of whether or not the LAX Master Plan is approved.

PC03536 Stefanski, Andrew None Provided 10/30/2001

PC03536-1

Comment:
Major Hahn and airport officials started recently stressing airport safety & security. Unfortunately, these
considerations are pertaining mainly to air passengers and not to the hundreds of thousands of people
living in the vicinity of the airport.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety and Topical Response TR-SEC-1
regarding security issues. Alternative D, Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, has been added since
publication of the Draft EIS/EIR in light of the events of September 11, 2001, and is specifically
designed to protect airport users and crucial airport infrastructure, and to incorporate federal security
recommendations as they are developed to the greatest extent possible.

PC03536-2

Comment:
LAX is surrounded by several highly vulnerable targets: over a dozen of schools, including four High
Schools, Loyola University, Playa Vista Development, Major Chevron Refinary in El Segundo Los
Angeles Water Works, Inglewood Forum and many others. Billions of Dollars in Investments, plus life of
people in densely populated areas.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Response to Comment AL00033-233. In addition, please see Topical
Response TR-SEC-1 regarding security issues.

PC03536-3

Comment:
A plane can depart from its path not only because of a terrorist act, but because of human error,
mechanical defect, weather, earthquake and other causes. Most reasonable people can see that this is
not a place for a Major Airport; there is too much at stake around. However, since we are stuck with it,
we must make the best from a bad deal.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety.

PC03536-4

Comment:

One of the best ways of improving safety is to lengthen the distances between landing and taking off
planes. Conjestion in the air causes accidents. Putting a ficticious cap upon the number of
passengers, will do little good, unless alternative facilities, somewhere else are provided. Otherwise
planes will still be coming if there is nowhere else to go.

Now is an excellent time to promptly develop and market Ontario, Palmdale and El Toro. Balanced
uniformly distributed air traffic will automatically increase safety at and around LAX.
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Response:
Please see Response to Comment PC03526-5.
PC03537 Coppin, Linda None Provided 11/9/2001
PCO03537-1
Comment:
In light of the terrorist attack's, we need additional international airports. Ontario, Palmdale and El Toro
need to be developed. | live near LAX and | am concerned with safety.
Response:
Comment noted. Please see Response to Comments AL00051-93, PC01881-31, and PC02131-5.
Also, please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.
PC03537-2
Comment:
Many of the problems associated with LAX will become much worse.
- extreme traffic conjestion
- high noise polultion
- air polution
NO LAX EXPANSION
Response:
Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed traffic impacts in
Section 4.3, Surface Transportation; noise impacts in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use;
and air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in
Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical Reports 1, 2, 3, and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C,
Appendix S-E, and Technical Reports S-1, S-2a, S-2b, and S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a
level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.
PC03538 Heath, Mrs. Charles  None Provided 7/31/2001
PC03538-1
Comment:
Mayor Jim Hahn seems fair in requesting additional hearings regarding LAX airport expansion. But the
locations chosen are close enough to enjoy a short drive to the airport and not be hurt by the foul air
from traffic and airplanes. San Pedro, downtown Los Angeles and Monterey Park do not put up with
gridlock on 405 near the LAX airport. Neighboring communities do not have soot on their homes, trees
or in their lungs.
The impact of expansion at LAX airport will be borne by those already affected.
Let's have regional airports so all people need to travel less to catch a flight.
Response:

Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed traffic in Section
4.3, Surface Transportation, human health and safety in Section 4.24, Human Health and Safety, and
air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix
G and Technical Reports 2, 3, 4, 14a, and 14c of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C and S-E and
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Technical Reports S-2, S-4, S-9a, and S-9b of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see
Topical Response TR-AQ-1 regarding air pollutant deposition, Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding
the LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach to meeting demand, and Topical Response TR-PO-1
regarding the locations of the public hearings. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to
provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of
the No Action/No Project Alternative.

PC03539 Sheehan, Jeanine None Provided 11/8/2001

The content of this comment letter is identical to comment letter PC02599; please refer to the
responses to comment letter PC02599.

PC03540 No Author Identified, None Provided

The content of this comment letter is identical to comment letters PC01975 and PC02283; please refer
to the responses to comment letters PC01975 and PC02283.

PC03541 Farnum, Margaret None Provided 9/24/2001

The content of this comment letter is identical to comment letter PC02245; please refer to the response
to comment letter PC02245.

PC03542 Hobart, John None Provided 11/6/2001

PC03542-1

Comment:
The following correspondence re. Sepulveda Blvd. Expansion has some key points about LAX
expansion and problem alleviation as well (Shown in bold). Please factor them into your plans.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Responses to Comments below. Also, Alternative D has been added to
provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of
the No Action/No Project Alternative.

PCO03542-2

Comment:
| heard the good response to the 1985-based DOT plan for Sepulveda expansion in Westchester last
week. Hear are some key arguments that | didn't hear, plus several others. Please bring them up in the
Council meeting this week.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Responses to Comments below.

PC03542-3

Comment:

(1) Expanding from 3 to 4 lanes each way will actually create gridlock. The current 3 lanes works well
without left turn lights. All 4 lane roads use left turn lights exclusively, lowering the amount of green light
time in both directions a lot. THIS IS KEY !
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(2 ) The Sepulveda tunnel currently chokes traffic to 3 lanes each way. Four lanes can only serve to
bring more traffic to the airport, not let more traffic go thru on Sepulveda. There is a better way to get
traffic to the airport (see the following)

(3) The 405 and 105 freeways already meet nearby, Sepulveda doesn't connect them as DOT stated.
Have the US DOT alleviate the problems by extending the 105 to dump off traffic near Pershing for
entering the terminal from the west (no local access to mess up Manchester, etc.). Have them add a
northbound lane at the bottleneck near La Tijera.

(4) If LA DOT wants to expand a street, the one that would help Sepulveda is actually widening La
Cienega Blvd between the 405 and 10, the Santa Monica Freeway. This would relieve the need to
increase Sepulveda traffic and would impact far fewer residents, plus helping alleviate traffic for 10
times more people.

Response:

Some of these suggestions have already been incorporated into the Ground Access Plan for LAX. For
example, extending I-105 further west to connect with the new western terminal is already proposed.
Also, there is no proposal within the LAX Master Plan to widen the Sepulveda Tunnel. Creating left-
turn-only signal phases or adding a third through-lane is suggested only where the resulting intersection
LOS is improved by the change. The suggestion to widen La Cienega Boulevard all the way to I-10
goes beyond the scope of the LAX Master Plan. This comment is being sent to the Westchester office
of the Los Angeles Department of Transportation for consideration in it continuing transportation
planning activities.

PC03542-4

Comment:
(5) Insist that dedicated cargo aircraft traffic be moved to the outlying airports near the shippers, mainly
Ontario, Long Beach, Orange County and Burbank.

Response:
Comment noted. Neither the FAA nor LAWA have the authority to direct airlines to use one airport in
favor of another airport. The Airline Deregulation Act of 1978, as amended, ended federal, state, and
local governments role in determining the location for air service by airlines. Please see Response to
Comment PC00599-54 for more information about cargo activity and Topical Response TR-RC-1
regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach to meeting demand.

PC03542-5

Comment:
(7) Recommend that the government mandate that any county with an International airport carry
approximately its own air traffic, not send it to another county (Orange County vs. LA County).

Response:
Comment noted. In 2002, a bill with provisions similar to that proposed by the commentor was
proposed in the State of California Legislature. This bill was not passed. The Airline Deregulation Act
of 1978 prohibits the federal government from dictating to airlines where they can provide service.

PC03542-6

Comment:
(8) Currently, most busses and HOV's going to and from the airport are nearly empty. LA DOT is also
sending busses by my side street in Westchester, even up to midnite on weekends, with 1 or 2
occupants, except when schools let out. No private business not spending our lavish sales tax dollars
could ever run a business this way.
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Response:
LACMTA, LADOT, LAWA and other agencies are continuously implementing programs to encourage
the use of buses and HOVs on the regional transportation system. LAWA is committed to assisting
these agencies in any reasonable way to achieve the maximum shift of travel from automobiles to these
modes, including direct connections to the Green Line and expansion of the FlyAway system. Yet,
because of the uncertainty of the success of these programs, LAWA has chosen to use conservative
assumptions about the number of airport trips that will be on busses or HOVs.

PC03542-7

Comment:
| live north of LAX and work just south of LAX. | wish the sidewalks were 3 feet wider so that | could
travel Sepulveda to work. | wouldn't dream of sharing a high speed traffic lane with HOV's, busses, cabs
and limos, even to go to a decimated Westchester shopping center. Has DOT even looked at the
current race track of HOV's and cabs vying to beat each other to the Airport on side streets now? As the
old adage says, Would they send their daughters on bicycles down Sepulveda? Let them cast the first
stone (or bury their first heir).

Response:
This comment suggesting improvements to encourage bicycle travel has been submitted to the
Westchester Office of the Los Angeles Department of Transportation.

PC03543 Burns, Barbara None Provided 11/6/2001

PC03543-1

Comment:
The following comments are submitted to be included in the public record of the captioned proposals.

Although Alternative 5 is too nebulous to be seriously considered as a viable plan, the proposed
extension of the North Runway is specifically unacceptable. This would make an entire residential
neighborhood uninhabitable, and wipe out half of the shopping district of Westchester.

Now is the time to delete the referenced Los Angeles World Airports plan and all its options: Alternative
A, B, C, 5 and No Action/No Project. LAWA needs to present a completely new plan that deals
effectively and humanely with the realities of the 21st century.

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative.  Please see Topical Response TR-LU-2 regarding impacts to the community of
Westchester. As indicated in TR-LU-2, Alternative D does not include any residential acquisition or
acquisition within the Westchester business district. Alternative D includes an extension, but not a
relocation of Runway 6L/24R.

PC03544 Cidsinay, Martha None Provided

PC03544-1

Comment:
| have lived here in Westchester since 1951. | have seen L.A LAX expand many times. Each time
many homes have been removed. The land has not been used to solve the main problem. The main
problem as | see it is that the designe of LAX is bad creating a total bottleneck. You cant solve a
problem by adding to the bottleneck. Buying land and not using it to the best advantage.

Why not totally rebuld the layout of LA LAX. You can do this without destroying a neighborhood.
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Response:

PC03546

PC03546-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03546-2

Comment:

Response:

PC03546-3

Comment:

Response:

My suggestion is to use La Cieanega Blvd | could be the main street. A better choice is to widden it and
extend it north. By putting the main entrest on the Southeast corner between 105 and 405 & La
Ceaniga widden. You could have the entrest over people mover something like Los Vagas Parking
could be here also with connection to main entrest cars could come off freeways by the many existing
exit & entrest. This would take trafic totally out of this neighborhood. Creating also a direct rout to
entrest leaveing room for more landing space. Also there would not need to change other streets. It
would be something like this

[SEE GRAPHIC IN ORIGINAL]

It could be designed realy nice. A pleasant place to go to a proud place to live by.

Please see Response to Comment PC02745-2.

Mazza, Anthony None Provided 10/11/2001

As A long time resident of the ANtelope Valley and a Retired Postal Police officer That worked at Los
ANgeles International Alrport area durings its growth period from the 1970sthru 1980s. | always
maintained that LaX. would do everything in its power to insure that no other decent sized airport be
allowed to compete, simple as that.

I moved to Antelope Valley in 1978 and commuted to work at World Way Postal Center for years before
the big Boom. | was told by someone that was in the know up here that we would never see a decent
sized Airport up here for another (30) thirty yaers, and He was correct.There is always some reason to
delay and this has been going on for over thirty years.All we get is political wind every once in a while
and then it dies down to the next time and the next excuse.

Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to
Palmdale.

From a logical standpoint due to the Security problems that will always haunt air service at LAX. it would
seem logical to move some passenger service up here since access to the Public is far superior than
crowded LAX. Also maintaining better Security would not only be cheaper but more efficient! But like |
said this is not governed by logic, its politics that controls the situation and money!

Please see Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale.

The Postal Service used to have a Mail Service from LAX.to Palmdale years ago with private
planes.This was eliminated and then we had a Sectional Center built in MOjave to expidite Mail so our
mail then began to come a day later, NOW thats real efficiency?

This is not a comment on the contents of the Draft EIS/EIR.
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PC03546-4

Comment:

Response:

PC03546-5

Comment:

Response:

PC03547

PC03547-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03547-2

Comment:

After almost twenty four years of hearing all the stories and arguements PRO and CON,| get the feeling
its the same old whooey the public gets from its commisions and Politicians all over again,lts the same
LAX.doesent want to loes any money to outlying areas if it can help it ,despite the logic of expanding
outlying air ports.

Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach to
meeting demand and Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale.

The only way it seems that we will get some action up here is for the City of Palmdale to buy the Airport
and whatever surrounding are belongs to L.A.W.A. and then there will be progress in this area any other
way will bring the same old Hot air every so Often.

This is not a comment on the contents of the Draft EIS/EIR.

Donaldson, James North Westdale Neighborhood 9/23/2001
Association

The North Westdale Neighborhood Association (NWNA) is an Association that is made up of
approximately 550 homes which are directly under the flight approach to Santa Monica Airport. Two
schools in our community, Richland Elementary School and Daniel Webster Middle School, are also
directly under the flight path.

Comment noted.

The North Westdale Neighborhood Association's comments on the LAX Master Plan and Draft
Environmental Impact Statement/Draft Environmental Impact Report follow:

- The LAX DEIS/DEIR is inadequate and should be withdrawn. A new regional air transportation master
plan should be developed to include the 11 other southern California commercial airports along with
LAX.

- Population and job growth in southern California is projected to occur primarily in areas distant from
LAX. Airport capacity in those areas should be expanded to meet local needs. This would have the
added benefit of reducing the traffic and air pollution created by travelers and freight from all over
southern California using already congested surface transportation to get to LAX. This must be
addressed in the Final EIS/EIR.
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Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand. The Draft EIS/EIR and the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR dealt only
with the development of LAX. The City of Los Angeles and LAWA can only control the development of
LAX, Ontario, Palmdale, and Van Nuys airports. The recommendation that the FAA conduct a
comprehensive analysis of various regional scenarios is beyond the scope of the subject EIS/EIR.

PC03547-3

Comment:
- The Master Plan and Final EIS/EIR must look at the combined effects of LAX expansion and
development of the Playa Vista project.

Response:
Please see Response to Comment AL00018-19 regarding the evaluation of cumulative impacts in the
Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PC03547-4

Comment:
- The LAX Master Plan is not consistent with the regional transportation plan developed by the Southern
California Association of Governments (SCAG).

Response:

Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D - Enhanced Safety
and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered for the LAX Master
Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Alternative D, developed
pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and security improvements
and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that of the No Action/No
Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of LAX is consistent with
the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is intended to accommodate
future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of Alternative D was provided
in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-
MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and Topical Response TR-RC-1
regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach to meeting demand.

PC03547-5

Comment:
- The Final EIS/EIR must thoroughly study and address the effects of jet fumes (non-combusted and
combusted) on the health of the people who are exposed to jet exhaust.

Response:
Please refer to Topical Responses TR-HRA-2 and TR-HRA-3 regarding airport emissions and link with
adverse health effects and human health impacts.

Human health impacts were addressed in Section 4.24.1, Human Health Risk Assessment, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in
Technical Reports 14a and 14c of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-9a and S-9b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
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PC03547-6

Comment:
- The Final EIS/EIR must thoroughly address the effects of jet exhaust on the environment.

Response:
Air quality was addressed in Section 4.6, Air Quality, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft
EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in Appendix G and Technical Report 4 of
the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-E and Technical Report S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PC03547-7

Comment:
- Reliever Airports must be addressed in the LAX Master Plan. Comprehensive studies must be done
on current air quality, noise levels, and safety in the communities and schools surrounding the reliever
airports. Projections of the effects of implementation of the LAX Master Plan must be made to address
the effects on these communities and schools. Mitigation measures must be proposed for negative
impacts on these areas.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-GEN-4 regarding potential environmental impacts
at surrounding other airports as a result of the LAX Master Plan.

PC03547-8

Comment:
NWNA requests that the Final LAX EIS/EIR look at the impact that Richland Elementary School and
Daniel Webster Middle School would be exposed to in regards to safety, air pollution and noise
pollution.

The NWNA also requests that adequate noise monitors be installed to more accurately compile data in
order to give a true picture of the noise impact on the schools and homes in our community.

Response:

Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed air quality in
Section 4.6, Air Quality, and noise impacts in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use.
Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical
Reports 1 and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C, Appendix S-E, and Technical Reports S-1 and
S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Safety impacts were addressed in Section 4.24.3, Safety,
of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses
provided in Technical Report 14c of the Draft EIS/EIR and S-9b of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Please see Topical Response TR-GEN-4 regarding potential environmental impacts at surrounding
other airports as a result of the LAX Master Plan.

PC03547-9

Comment:
- The four future LAX improvement concept plans (including the "No Project" alternative) currently being
considered do not include the development and enhancement of general aviation Fixed Base Operator
(FBO) Facilities at LAX. If Fixed Base Operator Facilities are diminished in the LAX Master Plan, SMO
will experience an increase in corporate jet aircraft activity creating additional noise and pollution
adversely affecting the neighbors living in West Los Angeles and Santa Monica. Corporate and
business aircraft operators frustrated by the lack of facilities at LAX will search out alternative airports
such as Santa Monica, Hawthorne and Torrance. Santa Monica Airport currently bears an unwarranted
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Response:

burden of relocation jet traffic due to its proximity to downtown Los Angeles, Century City, and the West
Side.

The LAX Master Plan needs to increase facilities and services for non-commercial small jets (private
jets and business jets, including those under fractional ownership) and helicopters. We would like to
see 3 fixed base operator facilities (FBO's) at LAX. Use of small jets is increasing at a dramatic rate.
Without facilities at LAX to service these jets, they will be forced to use Santa Monica Airport and other
surrounding airports.

The Los Angeles Department of Airports should include, maintain, and expand facilities for General
Aviation aircraft (jets and helicopters) in addition to providing for expansion of full service Fixed Based
Operator(s) in the LAX Master Plan. If that is not provided for, a full analysis must be made of the
impact the exclusion of such facility enhancements would have on SMO and the surrounding general
aviation airports and the surrounding communities, and appropriate mitigation measures recommended.

Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-GEN-4 regarding potential environmental impacts
at surrounding other airports as a result of the LAX Master Plan.

PC03547-10

Comment:

Response:

- LAX should not be allowed to grow beyond the capacity of its existing facility.

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative.

PC03547-11

Comment:

Response:

- Due to the recent events in New York and Washington, DC, we strongly recommend that all general
aviation business and private jets (including those under fractional ownership) use LAX and other
airports which have adequate security procedures in place.

Comment noted. For security to be effective it must exist at all airports. The Transportation Security
Administration has measures in place at not only major airports like LAX but also at general aviation
(GA) airports. Capacity constraints would probably preclude bringing all GA into major airports. See
also Response to Comment PC02284-17.

PC03547-12

Comment:

Response:

- Another important advantage to developing a truly regional airport expansion plan is the
decentralization of airport facilities. With several airports in the region, disruption of services due to a
catastrophic event at one will not have as devastating an affect on air transportation to the region.

Comment noted. Please see Responses to Comments AL00051-93, PC01881-31, and PC02131-5.
Also, please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.
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PC03547-13

Comment:

Response:

- What is the IFR (Instrument Flight Rules) Clearance Capacity at the Reliever Airports of Santa Monica
Airport (SMO), Hawthorne Airport (HHR), Torrance Airport, and Long Beach Airport?

The comment does not pertain to the contents of the Draft EIS/EIR. As discussed in Topical Response
TR-GEN-4, implementation of the proposed LAX Master Plan is not expected to have a significant effect
on the operation levels and characteristics of other nearby airports. Should the commentor still desire
information regarding IFR operations at the subject local airports, such information should be available
from the respective airport operators.

PC03547-14

Comment:

Response:

- A full and complete analysis must be made of the impact on Visual Flight Rules (VFR) and Instrument
Flight Rules (IFR) of aircraft arrivals and departures at Santa Monica Airport (SMO) as a result of the
projected increase in flight operations that occur in the course of the full build out of LAX and
appropriate mitigation measures to negate negative impacts must be recommended.

Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-GEN-4 regarding potential environmental impacts
at surrounding other airports as a result of the LAX Master Plan.

PC03547-15

Comment:

Response:

- The residents who live in North Westdale and other areas surrounding Santa Monica Airport (SMO)
believe that any increase in air traffic at LAX will lengthen delays of IFR and VFR operations at SMO
due to an increase in air space congestion. These delays will adversely affect the residential areas of
West Los Angeles and Santa Monica surrounding the airport by subjecting them to an inordinate
amount of air and noise pollution, as aircraft await departure release.

Santa Monica Airport has already experienced a tremendous increase in IFR (instrument flight rules)
departure delays as a direct result of the severely congested air space at LAX. These delays affect
homes in WLA which are within one-half mile of the end of the runway on takeoffs. These residents and
residents further to the east including the two previously mentioned schools are exposed to jet fumes on
a daily basis. Some residents can not have their windows or doors open and can not even sit in their
yards because of the noise and air pollution. These problems must be addressed in the Final EIS/EIR.

Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed air quality in
Section 4.6, Air Quality, and noise impacts in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use.
Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical
Reports 1 and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C, Appendix S-E, and Technical Reports S-1 and
S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-GEN-4 regarding
potential environmental impacts at surrounding other airports as a result of the LAX Master Plan and
Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety.

PC03547-16

Comment:

- The LAX Master Plan EIS/EIR analysis must fully explore the impact of developing El Toro Marine
Corps Air Station in Orange Country, and Point Magu Naval Air Station in Ventura County, into fully
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operational air-carrier airports capable of serving domestic and international flights. The EIS/EIR must
also justify why developing these valuable airports should or should not occur and quantify the impacts
accordingly.

The development of Point Magu and El Toro will reduce traffic congestion on Los Angeles freeways,
reduce air pollution and noise impact in and around LAX, reduce air traffic and improve air safety within
the LAX airspace, and provide improved and expanded air service to the people living in Ventura and
Orange County. Enhanced air carrier service at these airports will also diminish the need to expand LAX
by developing capacity at airports within the region to accommodate the projected future growth in
passenger activity.

Response:
Comment noted. The City of Los Angeles and LAWA can only control the development of LAX, Ontario,
Palmdale, and Van Nuys Airports. The decision to develop any airport is the responsibility of local
government. In spring 2002, the voters of Orange County rejected the use of El Toro for a commercial
airport. The Department of the Navy is disposing of the property for non-airport uses. Please see
Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety.

PC03547-17

Comment:
- Any expansion of LAX will negatively affect the quality of life in our community, either directly or
indirectly. The 405, 105 and the 10 freeways are near capacity and additional traffic will force people off
the freeways and onto the surface streets, thereby severely impacting the surrounding communities. It
is because of this that we request that these concerns be addressed in the Final EIS/EIR.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding airport area traffic concerns and Topical Response
TR-LU-1 regarding impacts on quality of life. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to
provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of
the No Action/No Project Alternative.

PCO03547-18

Comment:
We also request that various types of transportation be looked at, such as a Monorail or Green Line for
people to use when arriving or departing LAX instead of driving by car.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-ST-5 regarding the rail/transit plan.

PC03547-19

Comment:
- The LAX Master Plan does not include funding or assurances for funding for infrastructure
improvements (freeways, surface streets, etc.) that are required to transport passengers and freight to
and from the expanded airport. Funding for these projects is not guaranteed. No airport expansion
construction should begin until infrastructure improvements are completed.

Response:

Please see Response to Comment ALO0008-6 regarding funding.
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PC03548 Murata, Linda None Provided 10/28/2001

PC03548-1

Comment:
| am opposed to extending the North Runway over Sepulveda Boulevard. | am not directly affected by
the proposal, however, | do not now see the need to continue with this plan.

If 78 million is LAX's current maximum capacity, there is no need to alter the runway to accommodate
more aircraft landings and takeoffs.

| grew up in Inglewood during the '50' s and '60' s so | am aware of the attrition of housing and business
in Westchester over the past 40 years. | have been living here in Westchester since 1974 and have
seen housing removed during the late '70's to make way for a business/industrial complex between
Sepulveda Westway and Emerson Avenue that never materialized.

The Westchester business district has been suffering an economic depression since the closing of J.C.
Penney's in the '80s. Now that the area is finally being revitalized with a new Ralph's, Blockbuster,
Petco and now a remodeled Trader Joe's and Sav-on's and a brand new Home Town Buffet, it would be
another economic blow to take out some more businesses and doctor's offices.

If LAX cannot handle an increased passenger load, perhaps it is time to start expanding at John Wayne,
Burbank and Ontario. People favor life going on, not being taken away.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Responses to Comments PC02203-41 and PC02231-5. Please see
Topical Response TR-LU-1 regarding impacts on quality of life, Topical Response TR-LU-2 regarding
impacts to the community of Westchester, and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master
Plan role in the regional approach to meeting demand. Alternative D has been added to provide a build
alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No
Action/No Project Alternative.

PC03549 Schneider, Denny None Provided 10/25/2001

PC03549-1

Comment:
Living in San Bernardino, | assume that you are not a native of this = area
so | would like to provide a piece of history for your benefit. LAX = has
been a part of our community for years. Each expansion removes = hundreds
more homes and impacts thousands of lives. Our community is = already
descimated by this overdevelopment but it is a condition that = exists--we
will never turn back the clock and make our town "Mayberry." = Most of us
accept that LAX is an important part of our community. We do = not oppose
LAX, but it's time to spread the impact throughout Southern = California to
the areas that need (and use) the service. =20

Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand and Topical Response TR-LU-1 regarding impacts on quality of life. The
Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed growth in Section 4.5, Induced Socio-
Economic Impacts (Growth Inducement), and residential and business relocation impacts in Section
4.4.2, Relocation of Residences or Businesses.
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PC03549-2

Comment:

Response:

PC03549-3

Comment:

Response:

PC03549-4

Comment:

Response:

PC03549-5

Comment:

Response:

There was a time when the Arbor Vitae interchange activities was =
practical and maybe even desirable to mitigate local traffic. That time =
is LONG PAST. The LAX situation is in total flux and | would venture to =
say that NO ONE can state with any assurance what is in store for =
us--even Mayor Hahn or the LAWA Airport Commissioners. =20

Comment noted. The proposed Arbor Vitae interchange is not a part of the LAX Master Plan and has
had the federal funding withdrawn.

The environmental (and social) impacts of concentrating the airport =
activity is unprudent at best. A regional solution is essential! =20

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand. In addition, the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR
addressed environmental impacts both adverse and beneficial in Chapter 4, Affected Environment,
Consequences, and Mitigation Measures.

WHO KNOWS HOW LAX WOULD LIKE TO DIVERT TRAFFIC UNDER ITS NEW "SAFETY" =
THEME . . . IT APPEARS, HOWEVER, IT WANTS TO DIVERT SIGNIFICANT AMOUNTS =
THROUGH OUR COMMUNITY. WE NEED YOUR HELP TO PRECLUDE IT.

Comment noted. Traffic patterns associated with Alternative D were addressed in Section 4.3 of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

The big arguement in favor of this AV project was traffic mitigation of =

the local streets in our area to justify LAX expansion. We are told =

that LAX expansion plans are dead. The expansion master plan, however, =
is still holding six hearings over the next two weeks! =20

Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in
Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-PO-1 regarding the public hearing
process.
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PC03549-6

Comment:
Long ago it was recognized that our steets are overburdened. Make no =
mistake --they still are! BUT the real constraint in the area is the San =
Diego Freeway and this activity DOES NOTHING TO HELP IT! It only works =
for future LAX expansion.

| am enclosing an analysis from the LAX North Side Development Project =
Final EIR Report. This already approved project is above and beyond the =
present Master Plan. =20

The attached EIR pages cast doubt in my mind as to the degree of traffic =
improvement (if any) on the San Diego Freeway that would be achieved by =
this project. Table 15 shows no anticipated improvement north of =

LaTiera where we presently endure almost constant bottlenecks. =20

The report also states "If the Arbor Vitae interchange is constructed, =
future use of the 1-405 would be slightly increased by both project =
traffic and total traffic as noted in the table. In general, total =

future traffic demands on this important north-south regional =
transportation facitliy would be about 40 percent greater than existing =
traffic volumes. This section of the San Diego Freeway is operating =
presently in excess of design capacity during peak usage periods. The =
future site volumes will add incrementally to congestion to the north =
and south of this section but not in a significant manner..."

Response:

Please see Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding airport area traffic concerns. The LAX Northside
development project is not above and beyond the proposed LAX Master Plan, but is replaced by a
much smaller development project named Westchester Southside. The discussion in the comment
regarding the previous EIR for LAX Northside is therefore out of context. Please see Topical Response
TR-ST-7 regarding Westchester Southside traffic. FHWA has withdrawn its support for a half
interchange at Arbor Vitae, and that the proposed half interchange is not part of the LAX Master Plan.
FHWA policy is to only consider full proposed interchanges, not partial ones. Please see also Topical
Response TR-ST-2 for information on the Arbor Vitae interchange.

PCO03551 Dey, Patricia None Provided 10/12/2001
The content of this comment letter is identical to form letter PFQ; please refer to the response to form
letter PFQ.

PC03552 Bobrow, Warren None Provided 6/12/2001
The content of this comment letter is identical to comment letter PC02280; please refer to the
responses to comment letter PC02280.

PC03553 Mashburn, Lucille None Provided 10/1/2001

The content of this comment letter is identical to comment letter PC02500; please refer to the
responses to comment letter PC02500.
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PC03554 Fickenscher, Edgar None Provided 11/7/2001

PC03554-1

Comment:
We wish to reiterate our objection to the expansion of LAX. Not only would it destroy more of
Westchester's business district and homes, but also the additional traffic and air pollution would affect
the quality of life and health for Westchester residents.

Response:

Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed traffic in Section
4.3, Surface Transportation, air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality, and human health and safety in
Section 4.24, Human Health and Safety. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in
Appendix G, and Technical Reports 2, 3, 4, 14a, and 14c of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-E and
Technical Reports S-2a, S-2b, S-4, S-9a and S-9b of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see
Topical Response TR-LU-2 regarding impacts to the community of Westchester and Topical Response
TR-LU-1 regarding impacts on quality of life. As indicated in TR-LU-2, Alternative D does not include
any acquisition within the Westchester business district. It should be noted that Alternative D has been
added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable
to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.

PC03554-2

Comment:
Since the terrible events of September 11, 2001 led to the closing of the airport and subsequent
increased security needs, we feel "all the eggs should not be in one basket." Make better use of
Palmdale and Ontario airports. We also believe Orange County should carry its share at El Toro
perhaps, instead of adding to the traffic at LAX.

Our city has done its share already and we should not be expected to sacrifice more.

Response:
Please see Responses to Comments AL00051-93, PC01881-31, and PC02131-5. Please also see
Topical Response TR-RC-4 regarding the elimination of El Toro as a commercial airport and Topical
Response TR-RC-1 regarding the Master Plan's role in regional approach to meeting demand.

PC03555 Galanter, Ruth City of Los Angeles 9/20/2001

The content of this comment letter is identical to comment letter PC00106; please refer to the response
to comment letter PC00106.

PC03556 Galanter, Ruth City of Los Angeles 11/9/2001
The content of this comment letter is identical to comment letter PC00106; please refer to the response
to comment letter PC00106.

PC03557 Scott, Dawn None Provided 11/6/2001

The content of this comment letter is identical to comment letter PC03527; please refer to the
responses to comment letter PC03527.
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PC03558 Galanter, Ruth City of Los Angeles 10/25/2001

The content of this comment letter is identical to comment letter PC00106; please refer to the response
to comment letter PC00106.

PC03559 Leon, Paul City of Ontario 11/7/2001

PC03559-1

Comment:

Good evening. I'm Paul Leon an Ontario City Councilmember and the Airport Liaison for the Ontario
City Council. | am here this evening to speak in support of Los Angeles Mayor James Hahn's recently
articulated plan to upgrade security at LAX and to express appreciation for his statements and actions
in support of a regional approach to the air passenger and cargo needs of Southern California. We are
especially appreciative of his efforts to expand service at Ontario International Airport and his recent
marketing trip to Mexico which resulted in daily Aeromexico flights between Ontario and Hermosillo
beginning in January 2002. The City of Ontario values our partnership with the City of Los Angeles and
LAWA and stand ready to work with the entire region to accommodate our share of Southern California
air traffic at Ontario International Airport.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the
regional approach to meeting demand.

PC03560 Gordon, Mike City of El Segundo 11/7/2001

PC03560-1

Comment:
- Good evening. I'm Mike Gordon, Mayor of the City of El Segundo
- The City of El Segundo is pleased that Mayor Hahn has agreed to set aside the Riordan Master Plan
for the expansion of LAX
- And is now committed to developing a new plan for LAX that limits growth at LAX to 78 million annual
passengers
- For the first time since LAWA embarked on this Master Plan odyssey, the mayor of Los Angeles has
committed to being a full partner with the region in developing a truly regional airport plan that serves
the aviation needs of all of Southern California.

Response:
Comment noted.

PC03560-2

Comment:

- Inland Empire airports need to be the first priority in the development of our regional system.
- Ontario International Airport is itself the most important component of the regional airport plan.

- We are pleased that Mayor Hahn recognized and embraces the role Ontario must play in the regional
airport system and
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- We applaud Mayor Hahn's successful negotiation with Aeromexico to bring more flights into Ontario.

- Ontario is ready today to play an enhanced role in our regional aviation system. - it has significant
unused capacity

- Now the City of Los Angeles must make sure that this airport fulfills its role in the region.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the
regional approach to meeting demand.

PC03560-3

Comment:
- A well funded, comprehensive campaign as designed specifically to market Ontario Airport, locally as
well as nationally and internationally, as a convenient alternative to LAX.

- But Ontario isn't the only regional airport opportunity in the Inland Empire.
- Former military bases at March, Norton and George are now available for commercial aviation

- Now called San Bernardino International, Southern California Logistics and March Inland Port these
airports are planning their entry into the Southern California marketplace.

- Southern California Logistics is already operating commercially.
- All these airports have strong community support for further development.

Response:

Comment noted. The City of Los Angeles and LAWA can only control the development of LAX, Ontario,
Palmdale, and Van Nuys Airports. The decision to develop any airport is the responsibility of local
government. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-4 regarding Orange County air transportation
demand, for information on EIl Toro, John Wayne Airport, and Ontario International Airport. Neither the
FAA nor LAWA have the authority to direct airlines to use one airport in favor of another airport. The
Airline Deregulation Act of 1978, as amended, ended federal, state, and local governments role in
determining the location for air service by airlines.

PC03560-4

Comment:
- As specialty cargo airports, these airports can relieve much of the cargo burden at LAX.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Response to Comment PC03560-3 above. Please also see Response to
Comment PC00599-54 for more information about cargo activity and Topical Response TR-RC-5
regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale.

PC03560-5

Comment:

- Perhaps more importantly, Inland Empire airports and others in the region are poised to play an
increasingly critical role in post 9/11 security efforts

- You will recall, the Secretary of Transportation temporarily banned the carriage of mail and cargo on
passenger planes following the events of 9/11
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- Anthrax-tainted mail and cargo continue to be a weak links in aviation security

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D, which was evaluated in the Supplement to the
Draft EIS/EIR, is designed to protect airport users and critical airport infrastructure in response to the
increased risk of terrorism aimed at aviation and commercial assets.

PCO03560-6

Comment:
- As specialty cargo airports, San Bernardino International, Southern California Logistics or March
Inland Port can easily facilitate the separation of mail and cargo from passengers should it be
necessary to ensure the safety and security of the aviation system

Response:
Comment noted. Please see also Responses to Comments PC03560-3 and PC03560-4 above.

PC03560-7

Comment:

- Developing a truly regional airport system reduces vulnerability at LAX and reduces the vulnerability of
our regional economy.

- It will reduce vulnerability in our airports system by adding regional airports in Southern California that
can handle significant passengers and cargo - and create flexibility and redundancy in the region's
aviation system.

- A truly regional plan will help to ensure that security will not take a back seat to passenger throughput.
- It will help to ensure that LAX receives only as much air traffic as it can safely handle.

Response:

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PC03560-8

Comment:
- We are grateful to Mayor Hahn for setting aside the previous Riordan Master Plan alternatives for LAX
expansion.

- We are pleased to offer this preliminary public input for the Mayor's new plan.

Response:
Comment noted.
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PC03561

PC03561-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03561-2

Comment:

Response:

PC03561-3

Comment:

Response:

PC03561-4

Comment:

Salk, Mike Councilmember Ruth Galanter's 11/1/2001
Office

I am Mike Salk, District Deputy to Councilmember Ruth Galanter who chairs the Committee on
Commerce, Energy, and Natural Resources, whcih oversees the airport.

Thank you very much for being here today. In light of the events of September 11th, the entire LAX
master plan is most likely obsolete. The assaults on the World Trade Center and the Pentagon have
demonstrated that airports must operate differently or they may not be able to operate at all.

Even before September 11th, trends within the airline industry have been unclear. While the LAWA
proposed master plan includes in all its alternatives runways to accommodate planes carrying 600
passengers or more, airlines have in fact been flying (and buying) more 757's and 767's. Certainly,
demand has fallen off the charts and the demand forecasts that the entire master plan is based on are
no longer useful. In fact, the EIR is so flawed in its conception and current relevance, that the
environmental assessment is inherently flawed as well.

Please see Response to Comments AL00051-93, PC01881-31, PC02131-5, and AL00033-253.

| am concerned that we are now being asked to comment on a fifth alternative that is conceptual at
best, with no opportunities to inspect any analysis on its impacts on the surrounding communities,
businesses and residents.

Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, an additional option was formulated for the LAX
Master Plan. Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of
future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative, and will make
the airport safer and more secure, convenient, and efficient. The Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR
provided a comprehensive description and analysis of Alternative D, the fifth Master Plan Alternative,
and was circulated for public review and comment.

| am concerned that as long as this EIR process is on the table, the door is still open for incremental
expansion later in this decade.

Comment noted.

Finally, | am concerned that nowhere in the existing master plan document or in the proposed fifth
alternative is there an overarching plan to address projected aviation demand in the Southern California
region using LAWA's other airports -Ontario and Palmdale.

Los Angeles International Airport 3-5027 LAX Master Plan Final EIS/EIR Responses to Comments



3. Comments and Responses

| urge you to reject this planning process and begin anew with a true regional plan assessed with a new
environmental document that adequately addresses impacts on a regional basis.

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand and Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to

Palmdale.
PC03562 Politeo, Tom None Provided 11/1/2001
PC03562-1
Comment:

In the air and on the streets, in almost every corner of Southern California, we are facing a
transportation crunch. To ensure that our cities are attractive to live in and our region is prosperous, to
ensure that we aren't wasting our lives stuck in traffic and in long lines at the airports, we need to
explore a comprehensive transportation solution.

With new technologies knocking on our door, and especially after the tragedy of September 11th, we
need to look under every planning rock: security, convenience, diversity, competition, economics,
technology, restructured management, redistricting, power-sharing, livable communities and the
environment so that we find good answers that work locally and regionally.

We should scrap our current plans for LAX and take a deep breath. We need time after September 11th
to develop perspective on important issues, so we can act with enough understanding to avoid
overreaction or missing points that might not yet be obvious.

Hasty action may commit us to spending that doesn't pay off. Mayor Hahn has proposed facial-
recognition systems be used at LAX. We should take time to explore major projects like this. England
has been using such systems for years now, and not one terrorist has been caught. Two reasons are
given. First, the systems are easily fooled by changing hair, dress and makeup. Second, the identity of
most terrorists aren't known until after they commit a terrorist act.

We should look at diversity and good distribution as key planning points. For the sake of security, both
against natural disasters and terrorist strikes, it makes sense to distribute our air travel use fairly evenly
throughout Southern California. If we do this, travelers may find airports conveniently close to home or
work. On the other hand, economies of scale for airlines may suggest greater service consolidation.
Some airport neighborhoods may welcome expanded travel and others may reject it. We need to
explore these issues to find optimal answers.

Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand, Topical Response TR-SEC-1 regarding security issues, Topical
Response TR-LU-1 regarding impacts on quality of life, and Topical Response TR-ST-5 regarding the
rail/transit plan. Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation,
of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses
provided in Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PC03562-2

Comment:
As part of our travel needs, we should explore a high-speed rail network that links San Diego, Los
Angeles, Las Vegas, San Francisco and Sacramento. This could provide more diversity than air transit
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Response:

PC03562-3

Comment:

Response:

PC03562-4

Comment:

Response:

PC03562-5

Comment:

Response:

alone, and hence more convenience and security. We cannot study our airports in a vacuum that does
not consider this option.

Please see Topical Response TR-RC-3 regarding high-speed rail as a solution to airport capacity and
demand.

Our planning should also be comprehensive. We should consider all of our air and sea ports as part of a
transportation network that serves Southern California. Business passengers, vacationers, tourists and
cargo should move easily between these facilities and major destinations.

Comment noted.

We should look at an automated, electric-rail system for moving cargo between our air and sea ports
and key industrial locations. Such a system could speed up cargo transit, improve security, help
government inspections, improve street traffic and help clean up our air. It could be a vital cog in a
powerful Southern California economic engine.

Comment noted.

Exploring such an option will also impact how we plan individual ports.

We must also modernize planning authority over our ports. The City of Los Angeles is too small to be
inclusive enough to be a good regional planning authority. And, it is too large and geographically
disjointed to serve local need properly. The City of Los Angeles is not a good authority to manage such
regionally-important facilities.

The City should transfer its land and sea ports to the County. The County should run them as part of a
regional system in a framework with other Southern California counties. Each individual facility should
be administered by a joint powers authority in which the County is one partner and local neighborhoods
near the facility are another.

The quality of our lives, our prosperity and the environment depend on what we do here. Let's take the
time and develop the leadership and vision to move us wisely into a future that will serve us well.

This is not a comment on the contents of the Draft EIS/EIR.
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PC03563 Galanter, Ruth City of Los Angeles 11/8/2001

PC03563-1

Comment:
Thank you very much for being here tonight. In light of the events of September 11th, the entire master
plan is most likely obsolete. The assaults on the World Trae Center and the Pentagon have
demonstrated that airports must operate differently or they may not be able to operate at all.

Even before September 11th, trends within the airline industry have been unclear. While the LAWA
proposed master plan includes in all its alternatives runways to accommodate planes carrying 600
passengers or more, airlines have in fact been flying (and buying) more 757's and 767's. While the
overall loss of life on September 11th, was beyond horror, it is a sign of some drastic changes in
demand that the four hijacked planes carried fewer than 400 total passengers and crew. Certainly since
then, demand has fallen off the charts and the demand forecasts that the entire master plan is based on
are no longer useful. In fact, the EIR is so flawed in its conception and current relevance, that the
environmental assessment is inherently flawed as well.

Response:
Please see Response to Comments AL0O0051-93, PC01881-31, PC02131-5, and AL00033-253.

PC03563-2

Comment:
| am concerned that we are now being asked to comment on a fifth alternative that is conceptual at
best, with no opportunities to inspect any analysis on its impacts on the surrounding communities,
businesses and residents.

Response:
Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, an additional option was formulated for the LAX
Master Plan. Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of
future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative, and will make
the airport safer and more secure, convenient, and efficient. The Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR
provided a comprehensive description and analysis of Alternative D, the fifth Master Plan Alternative,
and was circulated for public review and comment.

PC03563-3

Comment:
| am concerned that as long as this EIR process is on the table, the door is still open for incremental
expansion later in this decade.

Response:
Comment noted.

PC03563-4

Comment:

And | am concerned that nowhere in the existing master plan document or in the proposed fifth
alternative is there an overarching plan to address projected aviation demand in the Southern California
region using LAWA's other airports -Ontario and Palmdale.

| urge you to reject this planning process and begin anew with a true regional plan assessed with a new
environmental document that adequately addresses impacts on a regional basis.
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Response:

PC03564

PC03564-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03564-2

Comment:

Response:

PC03564-3

Comment:

Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand and Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to
Palmdale.

Waters, Maxine None Provided 11/8/2001

Thank you for the opportunity to speak and submit a statement regarding the proposed Los Angeles
International Airport Master Plan and the Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact
Report.

As Congressmember of the 35th Congressional District, | represent over 600,000 constituents including
residents, business owners, schools, and many more, located in cities such as South Los Angeles,
Inglewood, Gardena, Hawthorne, Lennox, and portions of Westchester.

With the numerous phone calls, letters, and people whom | have spoken with directly, we are in
agreement that there should not be any expansion of the Los Angeles International Airport.

While there has been over $60 million wasted in preparing the draft EIS/EIR, the document is deeply
flawed and contains numerous omissions, ambiguous or misleading information and a number of faulty
assumptions.

Specifically, our objections to the plan proposed expansion hinges on the following:

Comment noted.

1) The draft EIS/EIR states that the environmental, noise and health burdens of the airport's operations
and expansion are, and will be, borne by low income and minority populations, yet it offers no
commitments to recognize and address this imbalance;

Please see Response to Comment PC02203-2.

2) Air quality is already horrible. The current operations at LAX already constitute the largest single
source of air pollution in the nation's worst air quality region. Any proposed expansion will further
decrease the air quality in the surrounding communities and the LA Basin;

Please see Response to Comment PC00070-1 regarding existing air quality. Also, please see
Response to Comment AL0O0043-6 regarding LAX as a source of air pollution. Further, please see
Topical Response TR-AQ-3 regarding air pollution.
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PC03564-4

Comment:

3) In regard to traffic, LAX constitutes one of the largest single destinations for vehicular traffic in the
Los Angeles region. The draft EIS/EIR concludes that construction activities from any of the proposed
alternatives will result in increased traffic congestion, potentially affecting the local communities during
the next fifteen years and beyond. It further states that these traffic impacts to citizens living and
working in the communities surrounding the airport will be "significant and avoidable". Calculations
show that with the increase in cargo volume alone will require over six semi trucks per hour, or one
every ten minutes, to support this increase. This is not acceptable.

Response:

The surface transportation impacts of the Master Plan alternatives were presented in Section 4.3.2, Off-
Airport Surface Transportation, of the Draft EIS/EIR and the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please
see Response to Comment ALO0043-3 regarding proposed ftraffic improvements for off-airport
roadways. Regarding traffic concerns pertaining to the cargo truck traffic plan and neighborhood
impacts from trucks, please see Topical Response TR-ST-1 regarding Cargo Truck Traffic. Regarding
existing traffic concerns surrounding LAX, percent contribution of airport traffic in the adjacent
communities, and how traffic conditions around the airport would change with implementation of the
Master Plan Alternatives, please see Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding Airport Area Traffic
Concerns. Regarding traffic measures to minimize neighborhood impacts, please see Topical
Response TR-ST-6 regarding Neighborhood Traffic Impacts.

PC03564-5

Comment:
Given the events that took place on September 11th, there should be more of a focus on safety and
security rather than expansion. However, we will not be fooled into expansion under the guise of "safety
and security".

Response:
Please see Response to Comments AL00051-93, PC01881-31, and PC02131-5.

PC03564-6

Comment:
| strongly support a regional approach to air travel so that other airports such as Ontario and Palmdale
begin to accept their fair share of air traffic.

Response:

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

Please see Topical Response TR-RC-4 regarding Orange County air transportation demand, for
information on El Toro, John Wayne Airport, and Ontario International Airport and Topical Response
TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale.
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PC03565

PC03565-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03566

PC03566-1

Comment:

Response:

Burr, Kathleen Los Angeles County Farm 11/5/2001
Bureau

My name is Kathleen Burr and | am the executive manager of the Los Angeles County Farm Bureau. As
you know Palmdale Regional Airport sits on approximately 17,000+ acres of land which according to the
airport agriculture people - 8 to 10,000 acres could be potential agricultural leases. Even though our
area is growing by leaps and bounds, we are still a rural community with a huge emphasis on
agriculture. Agriculture jobs in Los Angeles County comprise jobs in production, transportation,
processing, marketing, and the farmer and rancher. The State of California produces half of all the
nations fruits and vegetables. Not to forget the best alfalfa in the United States is produced right here in
the Antelope Valley. 78% of wildlife species occupy private lands with over 90% of all listed species
relying partially on private lands for survival. And a vast majority of these private lands are owned by the
farmers and ranchers. No one is more interested in maintaining the integrity of the land and health of
our water resources then those who directly rely on these resources for their livelihoods! The farmers
and ranchers - who in some cases are 2nd, 3rd, & 4th generation preserving this integrity for their
children.

Maintaining an adequate water source is utmost on everyone's minds. But there are options that have
been on the planning table for several years. It is a shame to let the potential income for not only the
airport but the farmers and ranchers who provide a multitude of jobs, go to waste because those that
make the decision may not fully comprehend the issues facing agriculture and/or the potential they hold
in their hands. They do not realize the regulations that each grower must adhere to. They do not realize
that just because it is cheaper to import a crop from another country - that country does not impose the
same safe growing regulations that are imposed on us. They do not adhere to the same health
standards we do. And | feel these are issues that need to be looked into and understood fully before a
finger is always pointed at agriculture stating, "You are the problem". The loudest proponent is the one
that does not fully understand the issue.

| can only see the potential for the agriculture leases. | would be happy to host the LAWA members to
spend the day with me talking to the farmers and ranchers in the area. If there are issues, problems, or
unknown financial factors - compromises can be reached, issues worked out, and problems solved. |
think you would be surprised at the number of farmers/ranchers/agricultural related business in Los
Angeles County. It is a shame not to promote agriculture and promote it here. Thank you for the time to
speak and | look forward to hosting the airport board in the near future.

Please see Response to Comment SPHPD00003-1.

Holloway, Harvey Antelope Valley Chamber of 11/5/2001
Commerce

The Antelope Valley Chamber of Commerce supports a regional approach to resolving the issue of
increasing the air capacity in Southern California.

A Regional Airport approach that would include the utilization of this facility here in Palmdale, could
better serve the flying public than any type of expansion of LAX.

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project

Los Angeles International Airport 3-5033 LAX Master Plan Final EIS/EIR Responses to Comments



3. Comments and Responses

Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand and Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to
Palmdale.

PC03566-2

Comment:
There is a legitimate concern that adding additional air traffic, arriving and departing from LAX, could
infringe on the safety of those flights. No matter what changes are made on the ground, there is still a
fixed amount of airspace available and by adding more traffic into this fixed area, the odds of a major
catastrophe will increase.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety.

PC03566-3

Comment:
Palmdale is capable of managing an increase in air traffic, without decreasing safety, and utilization of
our airport could provide the airspace around LAX some much needed relief.
Palmdale Regional Airport features this newly refurbished 9,000 square foot terminal and is capable of
handling up to 300,000 passengers annually. This facility could be used to establish a pattern of airline
service into Palmdale and, as passenger traffic increases, Los Angeles World Airports already owns just
under 18,000 acres of adjacent land that is available for development.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale.

PC03566-4

Comment:
Palmdale Airport would serve a far greater geographic area than just the Antelope Valley. According to
a study by the Los Angeles International Airport Expansion Task Force, using Palmdale Airport could
save an average of 35 minutes for passengers that live an equal distance from Palmdale and LAX.
Flight delays and airport closures due to fog would be virtually eliminated. Palmdale would quickly
become the Airport of choice for the millions of people that reside within a proximity that would allow
them to take advantage of our airport.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale.

PC03566-5

Comment:
A regional approach that includes Palmdale Airport is vital to improving passenger and cargo movement
in Southern California. If the Los Angeles World Airports continues to defer the utilization of their
Palmdale Airport, we would urge their consideration of a "friendly takeover" of this facility by the
Southern California Regional Airport Authority. This action could allow Palmdale Airport to become part
of the solution rather than an idle asset.

Response:

This is not a comment on the contents of the Draft EIS/EIR.
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PC03566-6

Comment:

Response:

PC03567

PC03567-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03567-2

Comment:

Response:

On behalf of the Antelope Valley Chambers of Commerce, and the millions of people that could utilize
Palmdale Airport, | urge you to focus on a regional approach in resolving the need for increased air
capacity in Southern California.

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand. Also, please see Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX
operations to Palmdale.

Ziemer, Roger None Provided 11/5/2001

The Terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001 had a profound impact on the airline industry and the flying
public.

| understand the LAX expansion priorities have shifted from Expansion to Safety and Security elements
as identified by Mayor Hahn.

However, caution needs to be exercised when considering any changes to the existing LAX - EIR
proposing fundamental changes without public and professional input.

As a private citizen, | find it difficult to rally around any proposed changes to the changes proposed for
the LAX expansion plan without first having an opportunity to review details of the proposed changes.

Without seeing details of the proposed changes to the LAX plan, there really is nothing much to discuss.

Comment noted. Please see the project web site at www.laxmasterplan.org.

On the other hand, the option that includes the proposed Palmdale Regional Airport is a logical
alternative and requires your serious consideration.

Please see Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale for a
discussion of multi-airport markets, airline economics and passenger choice.
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PC03567-3

Comment:
The ftraffic getting to and from LAX using the 405 (San Diego Fwy.) awful say nothing about the
difficulties of getting in and out of LAX itself.

As an example, | hosted a dinner at the Downtown LA Biltmore Hotel last month and one of my guests
spent 1 1/2 hours just getting from Brentwood to Downtown LA. Another of my guests traveled from
Encino using the 405 and had a similar horror story.

Traffic congestion on the 405 at any time of day or night requires that | consider other Airport location
for my personal or business travel.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-ST-2 regarding surface transportation analysis methodology and
Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding airport area traffic concerns.

PC03567-4

Comment:
| believe the ever expanding borders of the San Fernando, Santa Clarita and Antelope Valley's would
support a more conveniently located Regional Airport located in Palmdale.
Long term Major Airline lease agreements and a commitment toward future growth would be essential
to the success of a Regional Airport

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale for a
discussion of multi-airport markets, airline economics and passenger choice.

PC03567-5

Comment:

In addition, the FAA or appropriate Airport authority needs to make commitments to construct and
operate a safe and modern airport facility.

| would recommend an aggressive advertising campaign promoting the benefits of traveling from the
Palmdale Regional Airport vs. navigating the uncertain freeways leading to LAX.

The Antelope Valley with its available land and receptive communities would welcome and support
Regional Airport.

With few exceptions, Los Angeles County has run out of available open space that qualifies for airport
construction.

In conclusion:
Taking into account:

- The Lockheed-Martin JSF contract agreement

- The existing Enterprise Zone benefits

- The availability of an aerospace savvy labor force

- The expanded and improved I-14 (Antelope Valley Freeway)

- A receptive Community and Local Governments

- And the existence of the Plant 42 airport facilities at the proposed airport location site
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Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale for a
discussion of multi-airport markets, airline economics and passenger choice.

PC03567-6

Comment:

A decision to select Palmdale as the site for a Regional Airport will be in the public's interest relieving
LAX congestion while supporting profitable and sustained future growth within Los Angeles County.

Any long or short-term plan targeting Southern California must not overlook the obvious geographic and
other fundamental advantages the cities of Palmdale & Lancaster and the entire Antelope Valley offer
as the site for a Regional Airport.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale for a
discussion of multi-airport markets, airline economics and passenger choice.

PC03568 Hahn, James City of Los Angeles 10/30/2001

PC03568-1

Comment:
- Mr. Kessler, Mr. Ritchie. As the Mayor of the City of Los Angeles, | appear before you this evening to
reaffirm my request that you fully develop a Fifth Alternative to the LAX Master Plan that focuses on
increased safety and security at LAX.

- As you may know, | have historically supported a regional approach to accommodating growth in
aviation demand. | favor expanding air service at Ontario and restarting service at Palmdale. In order for
a regional plan to work, other airports in the region must also take their fair share of future traffic.

- However, the tragic events of September 11th have shown us that our nation's aviation system
continues be a vulnerable target. Those events have caused me to focus my attention, first and
foremost, on the changes that must be undertaken immediately to ensure safe and secure operations at
LAX.

- As the third busiest airport in the Country, LAX is a unique and vital asset for the Southern California
region. Immediately following the terrorist attacks and the FAA mandate that our national aviation
system be shut down, it became abundantly clear how important LAX is to the City of Los Angeles.

- More than 400,000 regional jobs have been associated with the airport and LAX has generated $60
billion of economic activity annually. However, in the wake of September 11th, the shipment of goods
and the course of business operations dependent on aviation services came to a stunning halt, placing
the benefits of a strong LAX beyond our immediate grasp. Our travel and tourism industries were
gravely impacted. Most importantly, hundreds of Angelenos found themselves out of work or in real
danger of losing their jobs. Although | am sure all Angelenos had some sense of LAX's value to our
City, the events of mid-September made clear that its contribution to our livelihoods can never be
disputed.

- In the aftermath of the terrorist attacks - and after conferring with Federal authorities - we took some
immediate steps to protect the safety of passengers and employees at LAX. We made a difficult
decision to keep the Central Terminal Area and parking garages at LAX closed.

- That very necessary decision resulted in the loss of jobs for numerous airport workers. Thankfully, with
new security guidelines, we have now relaxed some of the restrictions that were in place and many
people have been able to return to work.
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Response:

PC03569

PC03569-1

Comment:

- But as airport employees return to their jobs, we must continue to remain diligent about protecting
LAX. We can never allow the events of September 11th to be repeated, and | believe that the first line of
defense for safe and secure airplanes is safe and secure airports.

- That is why a few weeks ago, | announced a new vision for LAX, one that would create safe and
secure terminals as well as a safer airfield that would accommodate 78 million annual passengers. |
would like to take this opportunity to outline some of that vision to protect LAX employees, passengers
and neighboring airport communities.

- First, our terminals must be as safe and secure as we can possibly make them. My vision is to move
all ticketing and baggage check-in facilities to a location away from the existing terminals. This facility
would allow passengers to park, check their bags and then pass through security checkpoints away
from LAX's central terminal area. Once passengers and their baggage are thoroughly checked, they
would board secure transportation to the terminal areas. This separate facility will eliminate the need for
cars inside the Central Terminal Area, providing maximum protection from the threat of explosives
inside a car being near the terminals.

- Second, concerns of airport communities need to be addressed. To avoid disruptions to communities
close to the airport, my vision would eliminate the need for a Ring Road around LAX. This costly project,
part of the current Draft LAX Master Plan, would only serve to disrupt traffic patterns in these
communities.

- Third, the LAX airfield needs to be reconfigured to increase safety. Airfield safety problems, that
existed before September 11th, continue to plague LAX. My vision would seek to reduce so-called
runway incursions and create safer conditions on the airfield. | am also hopeful that the new alternative
to the Master Plan would not move any of the runways closer to the communities around the airport,
thereby avoiding increased noise over our neighborhoods surrounding LAX.

- My intent is to help restore confidence to the flying public so that Los Angeles and LAX become, once
again, a destination of choice for business and leisure travelers.

- Along with the public comments you receive about the LAX Master Plan, | would ask that you also
consider my vision for a safe and secure LAX that would serve to grow our economy and create
thousands of needed jobs in our region.

The comments of Mayor Jim Hahn are noted. At the direction of the Mayor, LAWA developed an
additional alternative, Alternative D, that was designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity
comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative, while making the airport safer and more
secure, convenient and efficient. Alternative D moves the passenger intake facility away from the CTA,
thereby eliminating public parking in the CTA. Alternative D includes improvement to the airfield that
will enhance safety. The improvements would increase the separation between the two runways in the
north airfield without moving the runways closer to the community. The alternative does not include a
ring road.

Gordon, Mike City of El Segundo 10/30/2001

- Good evening. I'm Mike Gordon, Mayor of the City of El Segundo.

- The City of El Segundo is pleased that Mayor Hahn has agreed to set aside the current LAX Master
Plan

- And is now committed to developing a new plan for LAX that
- Limits growth to 78 MAP

- Eliminates the airport ring road,

- the new west terminal, and

- the new cargo facilities.
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Response:

PC03569-2

Comment:

Response:

PC03569-3

Comment:

Response:

PC03569-4

Comment:

Response:

PC03569-5

Comment:

- And focuses on security and safety at the airport

Comment noted.

- We agree that ensuring security and safety should be the highest priority in planning the future of LAX.
- truly regional system is the best way to secure these objectives.
- We know with certainty that LAX was a terrorist target even before the events of September 11.

- Common sense tells us that continuing to concentrate aviation activity at LAX will continue to provide
an inviting target for terrorists.

- Developing a truly regional airport system reduces vulnerability at LAX and reduces the vulnerability of

our regional economy.

Comment noted. Please see Response to Comment AL00051-93, PC01881-31, and PC02131-5
regarding airport security. Please also see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan
role in the regional approach to meeting demand.

- We also know with certainty that LAX has had more runway incursions than any other US airport for
the last two years.

Please see Response to Comment PC00543-1.

- Here, common sense tells us that preventing taxiing aircraft from crossing active runways by
employing end-around taxiways will go a long way to reducing the incursion risk.

Please see Response to Comment AL00037-16 regarding the end-around taxiway.

- Although we applaud Mayor Hahn's shift in focus, we have several key concerns

- First and foremost, the heavily impacted communities under and near the LAX flight path must be
assured that the new plan will not permit LAX to grow beyond 78 MAP.

- Unfortunately, the new plan comes with few specifics and few assurances, particularly about runway
modifications.

- Press reports indicate that LAWA may still plan to separate runways and may include extending a
north side runway to 12,000 feet.
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Response:

PC03569-6

Comment:

Response:

PC03569-7

Comment:

Response:

- Such runway modifications will create significant additional capacity at LAX and, therefore, are a
cause for concern.

- Mayor Hahn cannot constrain LAX to 78 million passengers and also increase runway capacity. You
cannot have it both ways.

Details regarding Alternative D were provided in the Draft Master Plan Addendum (published in July
2003), including information about runway modifications. Under Alternative D, the separation between
runways in both the north and south airfields would be increased to allow for the construction of parallel
center taxiways. In the north airfield, Runway 6L/24R would maintain its current location; however, it
would be extended approximately 1,495 feet to the west for a total length of approximately 10,520 feet.
Runway 6R/24L would be reconstructed approximately 340 feet south of the existing runway centerline
and would be extended approximately 135 feet west and approximately 1,280 feet to the east for a total
runway length of approximately 11,700 feet. In the south airfield, Runway 7L/25R would be
reconstructed 50 feet south of its current location and a new center parallel taxiway would be
constructed between the south pair of runways. Alternative D's design and operational characteristics,
such as a reduction in the length of contact gate frontage and the requirement that all commercial
passengers board through a contact gate, are designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity
comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative, which is consistent with the policy
framework of the SCAG 2001 RTP. Please see Topical Response TR-GEN-3 regarding actual versus
projected activity levels. Alternative D would make the airport safer and more secure, convenient, and
efficient, and would have the fewest negative impacts to the local communities and the region.

- We also question the need to modify runways and gates to accommodate larger aircraft.

The Master Plan forecast projects that the fleet mix for each alternative will increase to reflect the
predicted air service changes due to the capacity constraints. Please see Responses to Comments
PC00599-7 and PC00593-1 for a discussion on the fleet mix assumptions used in the development of
the alternatives.

The airfield improvements, including lengthening the runway, adding a center taxiway, upgrading
existing facilities, and proposing construction of new facilities, were incorporated into each of the Master
Plan build alternatives to provide sufficient runway length, taxiway clearness, and terminal gates for all
aircraft types (existing and future) and enhance operation efficiency and safety. Please see Responses
to Comments PC00022-188 and PCO00563-4 for detailed discussion on the needs of airfield
improvements. Without improvements to accommodate wider wingspan aircraft such as Boeing 747s in
the current fleet and New Large Aircraft (NLA) anticipated in the future, operations of these aircraft
would add airfield congestion and require time-consuming coordination due to less than standard
taxiway separations, insufficient runway length, and small terminal gates; therefore, increased controller
workload and reduced capacity would be expected.

- The events of September 11 have seriously affected airlines and aircraft manufacturers.
- Airlines are canceling orders for new aircraft and delaying delivery of new aircraft that have already

been ordered.

Please see Response to Comment PC02143-10 regarding economic conditions and the airlines' ability
to replace their fleet.
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PC03569-8

Comment:
- New projections of fleet mix must reflect the financial down turn within the aviation industry

- which is poorly positioned to acquire larger aircraft,
- and unlikely to clamor for the next generation of Super Jumbo aircraft soon.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Response to Comment PC02143-10 regarding economic conditions and
the airlines' ability to replace their fleet.

PC03569-9

Comment:
- This hearing is being held in the midst of some of the most heavily impacted communities under or
near the LAX flight path.

- These and more than 100 cities, counties, transportation agencies and others in the region believe
that a decentralized, truly regional airport plan that absolutely constrains LAX to 78 MAP is the right
plan for Southern California.

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PC03569-10

Comment:
- More than 80% of the families living under the flight path are members of a minority community. Many
are low income.

Response:
Comment noted.

PC03569-11

Comment:
- A truly regional airport plan improves environmental justice by reducing the share of the aviation
burden borne by low income and minority communities in the region.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-EJ-3 regarding environmental justice and regional
context.

PC03569-12

Comment:

- We can have it both ways: A truly regional airport system with LAX constrained is both a more fair
system, it is also a safer and more secure system.
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Response:

- It will reduce vulnerability in our airports system by adding regional airports in Southern California that
can handle significant passengers and cargo - and thereby create flexibility and redundancy in the
region's aviation system.

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PC03569-13

Comment:

Response:

- It will reduce our vulnerability by allowing greater opportunities to separate passengers from mail and
cargo by using specialty cargo airports in the Inland Empire.

Comment noted. Please see Response to Comment PC00599-54 regarding cargo activity.

PC03569-14

Comment:

Response:

- A truly regional plan will help to ensure that security will not take a back seat to passenger throughput.

- It will help to ensure that LAX receives only as much air traffic as it can safely handle.

Comment noted. Please see Response to Comment PC03569-12 above.

PC03569-15

Comment:

Response:

- We are grateful to Mayor Hahn for setting aside the previous four Master Plan alternatives for LAX
expansion.

- We are pleased to offer this preliminary public input for the Mayor's new plan.

- But the public expects and deserves the opportunity to review the details of the new plan once
completed, and the opportunity to comment on an entirely new environmental impact review that must
be undertaken for this entirely new plan.

- We look forward to participating in future public hearings once the details of the new plan are drafted

and LAWA completes the new EIR that must be undertaken.

Thank you for your comments. Please see Topical Response TR-PO-1 regarding the public hearing
process.
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PC03570

PC03570-1

Comment:

Wilson, Bernard Los Angeles International 10/30/2001
Airport

- I'm Airport Police Chief Bernard Wilson. I've been chief for the last two and one half years and have
26 years of experience in law enforcement 22 years @ LAX employed in aviation since 16, licensed
pilot since 17.

- 1 am not here to endorse any particular option of the LAX Master Plan under study.

- Am here to provide an update on major security steps we have taken at LAX and areas of concern for
the future.

- I'm sure you are aware of the stepped up security measures that have been implemented since Sept.
11.

- There is increased scrutiny of carry-on baggage

- The ban on curbside check in continues to apply to private vehicles, though buses, shuttles, limos and
taxis may unload passengers curb side.

- After a period of closure, we have reopened all but one of the parking structures inside the Central
Terminal Area while keeping the open-air parking lots and one other parking structure closed.

- Private vehicles may only enter LAX from Century and Sepulveda Blvds.
- Commercial vehicles must use the 96th St. entrance where there is a security checkpoint.
- Random vehicle searches may be conducted.

- LAPD Police canine patrols capable of detecting explosives are deployed at LAX with additional
canine units by airport police under review.

- California National Guard troops are monitoring baggage check in and have been requested to be
used for patrol and other duties.

- There is an increase in the presence of LAPD officers beyond our normal complement in and around
the airport.

- These steps and others have been taken to make LAX safe and secure for its passengers, employees
and visitors. The leadership at LAWA is determined to do its part to make this airport the safest in
America so passengers will again feel comfortable flying again.

- But we fully expect new federal regulations relating to safety and security to be issued in the coming
weeks and months and much more needs to be done looking to the long term.

- We expect in the coming months to be working even more closely with federal agencies, including
U.S. Customs, Immigration and Naturalization, U.S. Marshal Service and the FBI regarding possible
new security procedures.

- Chief Parks has raised the issue of better technological surveillance of the perimeter of the LAX. And
we are engaged in daily dialogue with LAPD.

- Mayor Hahn has asked LAWA to review removal of all the parking structures in the Central Terminal
Area in the long term and a new terminal built east of the current facility that would serve as the check
in point for all passengers and baggage.
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- The Airport Police stands ready to work with all these agencies to make LAX the safest airport in
America.

Response:
Comment noted.

PC03571 Stanford, Dick City of Azusa 10/30/2001

PC03571-1

Comment:
Honorable Hearing Officers, my name is Dick Stanford. Thank you for the opportunity to testify.

Although | am a member of the Southern California Association of Governments' Regional Council and
Transportation and Communications Committee, my testimony is presented solely in my capacity as a
City Councilmember of the City of Azusa and for the City of Azusa.

Azusa is one of some 100 cities and other entities that respectfully request the City of Los Angeles to
terminate plans for LAX expansion and concentrate, instead, on developing a truly regional airport
system.

| hope | speak with some credibility. | helped build D/FW. | coordinated Friends of Mueller Airport in
Austin, TX. | served on Ontario's Blue Ribbon Airport Committee,. And, | am a former Marine Corps
fighter pilot.

In 1988, my friend, Don Ameche, now deceased, starred in a movie called "Things Change." In the
movie, his life was changed drastically.

Well, since we last met, things have changed drastically in our own lives. Mayor Hahn, whom | believe
is no friend of LAX expansion, has replaced Mayor Riordan, who championed LAX expansion.

The events of September 11, by extension, ended our trust in major hub airports. We are now well
aware that grouping our air transportation assets makes its easier for terrorists to impact than if our air
transportation system is regionalized into several airports.

Quite simply, if you put your eggs all in one basket and drop that basket, you are truly out of luck

The local example is overpowering. LAX is still trying to deal with security issues. Meanwhile, ONT
almost overnight installed its hard and soft security measures and is now operating well.

That is one of the results almost all Southern California air travelers would be enjoying had
regionalization of our airport system occurred long ago.

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PC03571-2

Comment:
It was specifically because of the exclusion of the alternative of regionalization that the original draft
EIR/EIS for the LAX expansion was inadequate. All alternatives are to be seriously addressed in an
EIR; regionalization of the airport system was not.
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Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-ALT-1 regarding the range of alternatives analyzed in the Draft
EIS/EIR, and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach
to meeting demand. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative, and shifts the accommodation of future aviation demand to other airports in the region.

PC03571-3

Comment:
Now, it is terribly disappointing that even though LAX expansion has been pronounced DOA, there are
still projects which are part and parcel of expansion that keep popping up. Hydra is active right in Los
Angeles. You cut off the LAX expansion head only to turn around and find another head that is
Sepulveda widening, or another head that is changing rules to reinstate the Arbor Vitae intersection.

We respectfully ask Mayor Hahne to indicate to his many staffs that NO LAX EXPANSION means NO
LAX EXPANSION...please ask the LAWA staff to quit trying to bring pieces of the expansion in via
various and sundry back doors.

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative.

PC03571-4

Comment:
Remember, the Ontario Airport serves a population mass that would make that airport much more
profitable for many more airline flights than presently operate there. Many more passengers would
spend considerably less time on the freeway and concurrently less time fouling the air if their ground
travel was to ONT instead of LAX.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PCO03571-5

Comment:
But, the beautiful terminal there tends to be a ghost town because the flights are not there because the
more convenient schedules are given to LAX, and because relative fare pricing deliberately forces
passengers to use LAX.
LAWA, despite its protestations, can massively impact scheduling and which flights serve the Los
Angeles area from which airport. We ask that they act accordingly.

Response:

Actually, the average fare for domestic flights from LAX is higher than for Burbank, Long Beach,
Ontario, and Orange County. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX
operations to Palmdale that discusses multi-airport markets, airline economics and passenger choice.
Since passage of the federal Airline Deregulation Act of 1978, the airlines make the decision about
which airports they will serve. As a general rule, airlines will choose to serve the airports near the
highest concentrations of conveniently located customers. Within this general framework, however,
airlines must make strategic decisions about air service to maximize their investments and gain
competitive advantages. For instance, in regions with multiple airports, airlines tend to concentrate their
air service at a single, well-located primary airport for reasons of economic efficiency. Concentrating
service at a dominant airport also facilitates connecting service, which can significantly increase an
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airline's market and allow even greater frequencies to more destinations. International service in
particular relies on the availability of domestic connecting flights to a wide range of destinations. Please
see Topical Response TR-RC-2 regarding the role of deregulation in aviation planning for discussions
of airline deregulation and airport regulation.

PC03571-6

Comment:
Thus, we respectfully request that LAWA and the FAA join the many cities, Mayor Hahn, the Los
Angeles County Board of Supervisors, a number of Members of Congress, and the Southern California
Association of Governments in supporting a truly regional system which would be more efficient and
less polluting for air travel in the greater Los Angeles region.

Response:

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PC03572 Rodine, Robert Valley Industry and Commerce 10/30/2001
Association

PC03572-1

Comment:
Comments of Robert L. Rodine, Chairman, Aviation Committee, Valley Industry and Commerce
Association ("VICA") at public hearing for LAX Master Plan before FAA and LAWA, October 30, 2001

| am Robert Rodine, speaking before you tonight as the Chairman of the Aviation Committee of the
Valley Industry and Commerce Association, a business advocacy organization representing
approximately 325 member companies.

In 1999, following numerous analyses, expert presentations and extensive discussion, VICA adopted a
position supporting a Master Plan for LAX insuring capacity for 92 Million Annual Passengers.

With all due respect for those who hold visions for the need of less capacity, we must impose upon you
to recognize two immutable facts -

We are a resilient and resourceful society, and with our economy intact, we have rebounded from far
worse disasters than the Al Qaeda threat,

and,

The demographic factors fueling the need for improved facilities at LAX are ever present and will
relentlessly challenge the capacity of that facility on into the future.

The only thing that has changed in the Al Qaeda era is the need for significantly heightened focus on
safety and security.
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Local self interest driving airport constraint is choking air commerce and the freedom of all citizens to
travel expeditiously in our once proud air commerce system. This region suffers not less than three
major regional commercial airports so constrained, and another has yet to be established due to the
same forces. If we fail to modernize LAX, to serve the ever growing demand and to compensate for the
refusal of regional airports to serve the full demand of their constituents, then we will all be the losers,
and that loss will be the equivalent of the planned capacity of LAX today and all of the benefits accruing
to that capacity.

VICA strongly urges you to accept only a plan that will fully service this region's needs, and to reject any
plan based on non-existent, unrealistic and phantom alternatives.

Response:
Comment noted.

PC03573 Norris, Merry Gateway to L.A., Inc. 10/30/2001

PC03573-1

Comment:
GOOD EVENING!

I am Merry Norris, Executive Director of GATEWAY TO L.A. which is a property-based Business
Improvement District. Our offices are located at 6151 Century Boulevard, Los Angeles.

The GATEWAY TO L.A. BID is comprised of properties along Century Boulevard between the 405
Freeway and Sepulveda Boulevard at LAX, as well as several properties on Airport and Aviation
Boulevards between Century and 98th Street.

GATEWAY TO L.A. is comprised of 13 hotels, 7,200 hotel rooms, several million square feet of office
and commercial space and contains over 15,000 parking spaces

GATEWAY TO L.A.'s goal is to revitalize the properties and businesses within our borders and to create
a meaningful and recognizable "GATEWAY" to the city of Los Angeles.

We have worked successfully with LAWA on improvements to the LAX Gateway area. | am sure you
are aware of the beautiful enhancements including lighted pylons and majestic palm trees which have
quickly become a dramatic landmark for Los Angeles.

Since well before September 11th, the GATEWAY BID has been working with the architecture firm of
DMJM to develop a vibrant new vision for our area. We are hoping to partner with LAWA on these
plans.

It is now very clearly time to take a different approach at LAX.

In considering a new approach, we all know that the assurance of safety and security is of paramount
importance for all travelers

Any future changes are an opportunity for a win-win situation for businesses in and around LAX and for
our neighbors- these opportunities would create new jobs, provide large scale entertainment, develop
more parking and produce safer modes of transportation.

In collaboration with DMJM we have been developing BIG IDEAS which we call: AEROTROPOLIS - a
gateway, a destination point which exemplifies and proliferates the brightness, the grandness and the
bigness of the city in which we live: LOS ANGELES. We look forward to sharing our vision with you.
Thank you for your time.

Response:
Comment noted. The FAA and LAWA look forward to an interactive dialogue with Gateway to L.A. Inc.
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PC03574 Cabrales, Luis California League of 10/30/2001
Conservation Voters Education
Fund

PCO03574-1

Comment:

Good evening ladies and gentlemen My name is Luis Cabrales, | am Assistant Director of Outreach at
the California League of Conservation Voters Education Fund.

Response:
Comment noted.

PC03574-2

Comment:
According to the Coalition for Clean Air, the Los Angeles International Airport is the second largest
industrial smog source in the Los Angeles area.

Response:
Please see Response to Comment PC01186-4.

PC03574-3

Comment:
For many years low income communities and communities of color located under the airport's flight path
have endured this source of pollution. The proposed expansion, will intensify the airport's environmental
impact in those communities.

Response:
Please see Response to Comments AL00017-190 and PC02203-33.

PCO03574-4

Comment:
| am also a resident of Pico Rivera, one of the many communities of color located under the proposed
LAX expansion plan's path way. But | have also lived all my life in Southeast L.A. For many years | too,
had to endure the noise and air pollution created by the airplanes that flew just above my home, school
and parks where | lived, studied and played.

Response:
Comment noted.

PC03574-5

Comment:

The proposed expansion of LAX, which according to the environmental impact report, has significant
impacts from aircraft noise and pollution on low income communities and communities of color, making
it one of the most important issues the communities under the airport's flight path face.
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Thus, it is time for L.A. officials to pay attention to the environmental justice implications that the LAX
has had, and how its expansion will exacerbate the pollution rates of the communities of color under its
path way.

Response:

Noise and air toxic effects on minority and low-income communities were addressed in Section 4.4.3,
Environmental Justice, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR with supporting
technical data and analyses provided in Appendix F of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-D of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. The Environmental Justice Program outlined in Section 4.4.3,
Environmental Justice, of the Final EIS/EIR recognizes the potential disproportionate effects that the
Master Plan would have on minority and low-income populations and goes beyond basic mitigation
proposals to address the unique needs of these communities. With input gathered through
environmental justice workshops and an extensive public outreach effort, the Environmental Justice
Program represents a full and good faith effort to identify all possible means for avoiding, reducing or
off-setting the impacts of the Master Plan in a manner that addresses the needs and preferences of
affected minority and/or low-income communities in accordance with NEPA and CEQA requirements.
Regarding fairness, with the orientation of the runways at LAX, it is inevitable that increases in aircraft
activity and associated noise will have a greater burden communities to the east of LAX than those to
the north and south. It should be noted however, that LAWA Staff's new preferred alternative,
Alternative D, has the least impacts of the Master Plan build alternatives and would limit operations at
LAX to levels that would be similar to what would occur with existing facilities if the Master Plan were
not approved. Please also see Topical Response TR-EJ-1 regarding potential air quality and health risk
impacts on low-income and minority communities, Topical Response TR-EJ-2 regarding environmental
justice-related mitigation and benefits, and Topical Response TR-EJ-3 regarding environmental justice
and regional context.

PC03574-6

Comment:
IT IS IMPORTANT TO MENTION THAT MANY OF THE PEOPLE WHO HAVE BEEN IMPACTED BY
HEALTH PROBLEMS DUE TO POLLUTION ARE THE CHILDREN, SPOUSES & PARENTS OF
UNION MEMBERS AND EVEN UNION MEMBERS THEMSELVES.

SO FAR THE JOBS & MONEY CREATED BY THE LAX HAVE NOT IMPROVED THE HEALTH
STATUS OF THE LATINO & AFRICAN AMERICAN COMMUNITIES THAT SURROUND THE
AIRPORT, AND THE INCREASE IN POLLUTION RATES THAT WILL RESULT FORM THE
EXPANSION WILL ONLY EXACERBATE THOSE HEALTH PROBLEMS.

Response:
Please see Responses to Comments AL00017-190 and PC02203-33.

PC03575 Chin, Kim None Provided 1/4/2002

PC03575-1

Comment:
LAX has expanded flight operations over my city and home to intolerable levels. The noise is very
disturbing to our quality of life and peace of mind. Stop this abuse of our homes and families.

Response:
Please see Response to Comment AL00051-3 for a discussion of the overflights of Monterey Park and
adjacent communities. For further information on the effect of these approaches, also see Topical
Response TR-N-3, regarding aircraft flight procedures, particularly Subtopical Response TR-N-3.5
regarding the effects of elevation on noise contours.
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PC03576 Wang, Junce None Provided 1/4/2002

PC03576-1

Comment:
The noise is very disturbing to our quality of life. Please stop this abuse of our homes and families.

Response:
Please see Response to Comment AL0O0051-3 for discussion of the overflights of Monterey Park and
adjacent communities.
PC03577 Chiu, Holly & Robert None Provided 1/4/2002
PCO03577-1
Comment:
Please stop the operations of flights over our city. This has becoming intolerable and causes stress to
our daily life. The citizens or residents of Monterey Park should not have to put with this kind of abuse.
Response:
Please see Response to Comment AL0O0051-3 for discussion of the overflights of Monterey Park and
adjacent communities.
PC03578 Chien, James None Provided 1/4/2002
PC03578-1
Comment:
When aircrafts fly over Monterey Park area, the noise is too high and disturb the normal life of people
live there. Stop fly over M/P area!
Response:
Please see Response to Comment AL0O0051-3 for discussion of the overflights of Monterey Park and
adjacent communities.
PC03579 Kuruma, Carole None Provided 1/2/2002
PC03579-1
Comment:
| respectfully request that the air traffic over Monterey Park be re-routed to an industrial area where
noise pollution is not a concern.
Response:

There is no pattern of noise compatible land uses leading into LAX that also provides for the safe and
efficient movement of aircraft. All directions of approach from the east result in aircraft overflying
populated areas. Also please see Response to Comment AL0O0051-3.
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PC03579-2

Comment:

Response:

PC03580

PC03580-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03580-2

Comment:

Response:

Over-flights over Monterey Park are a nuisance and disturbance to our once quiet city. The noise form
these aircraft drown out conversations and cause airwave interruptions. Local schools in the Monterey
hills are also disrupted because of the loud noise.

As shown on Figure 4.2-5 of the Draft EIS/EIR, the City of Monterey Park is outside the current ANMP
boundaries that define areas exposed to high noise levels (based on the 1992 fourth quarter 65 CNEL
or greater noise contours). As also shown on Figure 4.2-5 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Figure S4.2-3 of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, the area within the 65 CNEL noise contour has decreased from 1992
conditions. As shown on Figure S4.2-3 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, the City of Monterey
Park is also outside of areas exposed to high single event noise levels (as defined by the 94 dBA SEL
noise contour). As analyzed in Section 4.1, Noise and Section 4.2, Land Use, of the Draft EIS/EIR and
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, no impacts on schools (based on new exposure to the 65 CNEL, an
increase of 1.5 CNEL, or single event noise levels that result in classroom disruption) located in
Monterey Park were identified. Therefore, based on these thresholds presented in Section 4.1, Noise
(subsection 4.1.4), no significant noise impact from aircraft noise has been identified for the City of
Monterey Park. Please see Topical Response TR-N-3 regarding aircraft flight procedures, in particular
Subtopical Response TR-N-3.5 regarding the effect of elevation on noise contours.

Fujii, Mieko None Provided 12/28/2001

AIR TRAFFIC NOISE IS DISRUPTIVE TO OUR LIFE IN MONTEREY PARK, ESPECIALLY OVER THE
HILLS IN OUR CITY. T.V. RECEPTION IS INTERRUPTED, AND CONVERSATIONS INSIDE AND
OUTSIDE OUR HOME IS DROWN OUT.

As shown on Figure 4.2-5 of the Draft EIS/EIR, the City of Monterey Park is outside the current ANMP
boundaries that define areas exposed to high noise levels (based on the 1992 fourth quarter 65 CNEL
or greater noise contours). As also shown on Figure 4.2-5 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Figure S4.2-3 of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, the area within the 65 CNEL noise contour has decreased from 1992
conditions. As shown on Figure S4.2-3 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, the City of Monterey
Park is also outside of areas exposed to high single event noise levels (as defined by the 94 dBA SEL
noise contour). Therefore, based on the thresholds presented in Section 4.1, Noise (subsection 4.1.4),
no significant noise impact from aircraft noise has been identified for the City of Monterey Park. Please
see Topical Response TR-N-3 regarding aircraft flight procedures, in particular Subtopical Response
TR-N-3.5 regarding the effect of elevation on noise contours.

PLEASE MOVE THE FLIGHT PATTERNS AWAY FROM OUR CITY.

Please see Response to Comment PC03579-1.
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PCO03581 Fujii, Glenn & Juue  None Provided 12/28/2001

PC03581-1

Comment:
The noise from aircrafts are a nuisance to our neighborhood and disrupt conversations, television
reception and concentration. Our homes, schools and offices were not designed to keep out such noise

pollution.

Response:
As shown on Figure 4.2-5 of the Draft EIS/EIR, the City of Monterey Park is outside the current ANMP
boundaries that define areas exposed to high noise levels (based on the 1992 fourth quarter 65 CNEL
or greater noise contours). As also shown on Figure 4.2-5 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Figure S4.2-3 of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, the area within the 65 CNEL noise contour has decreased from 1992
conditions. As shown on Figure S4.2-3 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, the City of Monterey
Park is also outside of areas exposed to high single event noise levels (as defined by the 94 dBA SEL
noise contour). Therefore, based on the thresholds presented in Section 4.1, Noise (subsection 4.1.4),
no significant noise impact from aircraft noise has been identified for the City of Monterey Park. Please
see Subtopical Response TR-N-3.5 regarding the effect of elevation on noise contours.

PC03581-2

Comment:
Perhaps air traffic should be re-routed to the industrial areas, only a mile away from our once quiet
town.

Response:
Please see Response to Comment PC03579-1.

PC03582 No Author Identified, L.A.Fly Fishing Club 1/7/2002

PC03582-1

Comment:
Since 1995, LAX increased air traffic over my neighborhood.

Response:
The airlines have increased flights not just at LAX, but throughout the Southern California area as well
as across the country. After recovery from the recent recession, airline service is forecasted to continue
growing. Please see Topical Response TR-N-6 regarding noise increase, in particular Subtopical
Response TR-N-6.2.

PC03582-2

Comment:
The noise from these aircraft drown out outdoor and indoor conversations, as well as telephonic and
television reception.
The over flights are a nuisance and disturbance to a once quiet city.

Response:

As shown on Figure 4.2-5 of the Draft EIS/EIR, the City of Monterey Park is outside the current ANMP
boundaries that define areas exposed to high noise levels (based on the 1992 fourth quarter 65 CNEL
or greater noise contours). As also shown on Figure 4.2-5 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Figure S4.2-3 of the
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PC03582-3

Comment:

Response:

PC03582-4

Comment:

Response:

PC03583

PC03583-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03583-2

Comment:

Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, the area within the 65 CNEL noise contour has decreased from 1992
conditions. As shown on Figure S4.2-3 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, the City of Monterey
Park is also outside of areas exposed to high single event noise levels (as defined by the 94 dBA SEL
noise contour). Therefore, based on the thresholds presented in Section 4.1, Noise (subsection 4.1.4),
no significant noise impact from aircraft noise has been identified for the City of Monterey Park. Please
see Topical Response TR-N-3 regarding aircraft flight procedures, in particular Subtopical Response
TR-N-3.5 regarding the effect of elevation on noise contours.

| request that LAX consider an alternate route or decrease the air traffic in our area.

Please see Response to Comment PC03579-1 and Topical Response TR-N-7 regarding noise
abatement measures/enforcement.

Helicopters noise are also becoming a major noise problem in are city.

Monterey Park is located between the 10 and 60 freeways to the north and south and the 710 and 605
to the west and east. As a result media related "traffic watch" helicopter operations will occur on a daily
basis. LAWA does not have any control over these operations nor does the FAA when the operators
are flying under visual flight rules (VFR). Also please see Response to Comment PC02548-3.

Kagawa, Nancy None Provided 1/7/2002

The noise from aircrafts are a nuisance to our neighborhood and disrupt conversations, television
reception and concentration. Our homes, schools, churches and offices were not designed to keep out
the increased noise pollution.

As shown on Figure 4.2-5 of the Draft EIS/EIR, the City of Monterey Park is outside the current ANMP
boundaries that define areas exposed to high noise levels (based on the 1992 fourth quarter 65 CNEL
or greater noise contours). As also shown on Figure 4.2-5 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Figure S4.2-3 of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, the area within the 65 CNEL noise contour has decreased from 1992
conditions. As shown on Figure S4.2-3 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, the City of Monterey
Park is also outside of areas exposed to high single event noise levels (as defined by the 94 dBA SEL
noise contour). Therefore, based on the thresholds presented in Section 4.1, Noise (subsection 4.1.4),
no significant noise impact from aircraft noise has been identified for the City of Monterey Park. Please
see Subtopical Response TR-N-3.5 regarding the effect of elevation on noise contours.

An alternate flight pattern is requested; perhaps air traffic should be re-routed to the industrial areas,
only a mile away from our once quiet town.
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Response:

PC03584

PC03584-1

Comment:

Response:

PC03584-2

Comment:

Response:

PC03584-3

Comment:

Response:

Please see Response to Comment PC03579-1

Kagawa, Hideo None Provided 1/7/2002

As a parent and resident of Monterey Park, | am concerned about the noise and air pollution caused by
the planes flying over our city.

Please see Response to Comment AL0O0051-3 for discussion of the overflights of Monterey Park and
adjacent communities. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed noise
impacts in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, and air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality.
Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical
Reports 1 and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C, Appendix S-E and Technical Reports S-1 and
S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

Students in local schools are often interrupted by the increase in noise caused by the low-flying planes
over the hills.

Conversations, as well as television reception is interrupted,

As shown on Figure 4.2-5 of the Draft EIS/EIR, the City of Monterey Park is outside the current ANMP
boundaries that define areas exposed to high noise levels (based on the 1992 fourth quarter 65 CNEL
or greater noise contours). As also shown on Figure 4.2-5 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Figure S4.2-3 of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, the area within the 65 CNEL noise contour has decreased from 1992
conditions. As shown on Figure S4.2-3 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, the City of Monterey
Park is also outside of areas exposed to high single event noise levels (as defined by the 94 dBA SEL
noise contour). As analyzed in Section 4.1, Noise and Section 4.2, Land Use, of the Draft EIS/EIR and
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, no impacts on schools (based on new exposure to the 65 CNEL, an
increase of 1.5 CNEL, or single event noise levels that result in classroom disruption) located in
Monterey Park were identified. Therefore, based on these thresholds presented in Section 4.1, Noise
(subsection 4.1.4), no significant noise impact from aircraft noise has been identified for the City of
Monterey Park. Please see Topical Response TR-N-3 regarding aircraft flight procedures, in particular
Subtopical Response TR-N-3.5 regarding the effect of elevation on noise contours.

And it seems that the traffic has greatly increased over the years. Please consider our concern and re-
route the air traffic.

Please see Response to Comment AL0O0051-3 for discussion of the overflights of Monterey Park and
adjacent communities. Also, please see Response to Comment PC03579-1
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PC03585 Chin, Kien & Vinnie  None Provided 1/7/2002
PC03585-1
Comment:
The low-flying of airplanes is causing so much noise and pollution that disturbs the peace of of our quiet
neighborhood.
We love our city and do not want to see such abuse and be taken advantage of. There must be another
way.
Response:
Please see Response to Comments AL0O0051-3 and AL0O0051-4 for discussion of the overflights of
Monterey Park and adjacent communities.
PC03586 Pei, Terry & Danny None Provided 1/6/2002
PC03586-1
Comment:
The noise level from the low flying planes is getting out of hand. These planes should not be flying over
reisdental areas which really disturb our peace of mind.
Response:
Please see Responses to Comments PC03579-1, AL0O0051-3, and AL00051-4.
PC03586-2
Comment:
In addition, pollution from the engine exhaust falls right on top of our homes. Nobody wants it and
nobody likes it either.
Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-AQ-1 regarding air pollutant deposition.
PC03617 Jensen, Richard None Provided 2/28/2001
PC03617-1
Comment:
| am concerned about the infrastructure of the county of Los Angeles.
At the present time | am focusing in on the expansion of LAX, but a full scale expansion of LAX may not
be feasible financially or with the condemnation of certain homes and the related problems of
passenger aircraft noise over the northern part of Inglewood.
Response:

Comment noted.
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PC03617-2

Comment:

Response:

What does make sense to me is to expand the freight terminal infrastructure of LAX westward along the
southern end of LAX.

(2)
If such a project could be done for say about $2.1 billion, there might be a good chance of having this
phase of the LAX expansion effort approved in the Congress.

Does this idea make sense to you too?

Comment noted. During the concept development phase, a number of different airport configurations
were considered. Some of the Master Plan alternatives evaluated in the Draft EIS/EIR include
passenger and ancillary facilities westward along the southern end of LAX. However, all developable
land along the south border of LAX is constrained by the convergence of the southern property line and
the alignment of the runways.

PFA00001 Roque, Ernestine OSAGE Neighbors Association 5/17/2001

PFA00001-1

Comment:

Response:

| oppose LAX expansion because it would:

It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a
level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative. Please
see Responses to Comments below.

PFAO00001-2

Comment:

- Increase air pollution due to traffic (both air and cars/cargo-carrying trucks) would cause. The 5
identified major air pollutant species from this traffic and operations are volatile organic compounds
(VOCs), nitrogen oxides (NOx), soot or particulate matter (PM), carbon monoxide (CO), and sulfur
dioxide (SOx). These 5 air pollutants are present in airplane, automobile and truck exhaust gases.

Response:

Please see Topical Response TR-AQ-3 regarding air pollutant increase.
PFAO00001-3
Comment:

- Increase air safety risks with more planes operating in close quarters.
Response:

Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety.
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PFA00001-4

Comment:
- Create more airport noise; impacting a larger population, causing stress, iliness, reduction in children's
learning ability and degradation in property values.

Response:
Please see Response to Comment AL0O0017-52 regarding the health effects of aircraft noise. Noise
impacts were addressed in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, of the Draft EIS/EIR and
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in Appendix D
and Technical Report 1 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C1 and Technical Report S-1 of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. In addition, the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed the
effects of single event aircraft noise relative to school disruption associated with the No Action/No
Project Alternative and all four build alternatives in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, with
supporting technical data and analyses provided in Appendix S-C1 and Technical Report S-1. Please
see Topical Response TR-ES-1 regarding impacts to residential property values.

PFA00001-5

Comment:
- Dramatically worsen traffic congestion on 1-405, 1-105 and local arterials from thousands of passenger
cars, vans and cargo-carrying trucks.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding airport area traffic concerns and Topical Response
TR-ST-2 regarding surface transportation analysis methodology.

PFAO00001-6

Comment:
- Aggravate environmental justice issues. A disproportionate share of low income and minority
populations are subjected to increased health and safety impacts and/or displaced from their homes.

Response:
Please see Response to Comment AL0O0017-190.

PFAOQ00001-7

Comment:
- Destroy local homes, schools, libraries, parks and businesses to provide room for more airport support
facilities.

Response:
The content of this comment is identical to comment PC01487-7; please refer to Response to Comment
PC01487-7.

PFA00001-8

Comment:

- Divert attention and funds from the expansion of other airport facilities where future population growth
is located.
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Response:

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PFB00001 Kerns, Georgia None Provided 6/8/2001

PFB00001-1

Comment:

Response:

We are a concerned Westchester family. The expansion of LAX into our neighborhood would drastically
effect our lives.

Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-LU-2 regarding impacts to the community of
Westchester. Also, Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a
level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.

PFB00001-2

Comment:

Response:

As it is we deal with the increased traffic from the airport shuttles,

The primary surface transportation components of the alternatives, such as the Ring Road and LAX
Expressway, would benefit commercial vehicles by encouraging them to use the primary freeways and
arterial routes and stay off local streets. Combined with the locations for the two commercial vehicle
staging areas, it is anticipated that most commercial vehicles would find it beneficial to use these new
facilities, rather than off-load onto surface streets. In Alternative D, most commercial vehicles would use
a staging area south of Arbor Vitae, which would be near I-405. This location should encourage many
commercial vehicle drivers to stay on 1-405 and not off-load onto adjacent surface streets.

PFB00001-3

Comment:

Response:

hear the flights that come in late at night and others that fly at times when they are not to be flying.

Comment noted. There is not, nor ever has been, a nighttime curfew in effect at LAX. However, there
are special operating rules for night flight activity and ground run-ups. For discussion of night noise and
LAWA regulations please see Topical Response TR-N-5 regarding nighttime aircraft operations,
particularly night run-up activity, and Topical Response TR-N-7 regarding noise abatement
measures/enforcement. In addition, please see Section 4.1, Noise, and Appendix D of the Draft
EIS/EIR, and Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR for
single events on nighttime awakenings.
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PFB00001-4

Comment:

Response:

If the need for more space is in question | do not understand why Lancaster/Palmdale or even El Toro
are not be considered more seriously. It seems to me that the expansion of LAX into this neighborhood
is only a temporary solution for a problem that demands a more permanent solution. Before you take
much more time debating about expanding LAX, don't you need to think more long-term growth to make
a better decision?

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

In spring 2002, the voters of Orange County rejected the use of El Toro for a commercial airport. The
Department of the Navy is disposing of the property for non-airport uses. Also, please see Topical
Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale.

PFC00001 Deyden, Mary & Paul None Provided 6/8/2001

PFC00001-1

Comment:

Response:

| would like to express my concerns about the proposed expansion of LAX. The surrounding family
communities have continually had to bear the increased traffic, noise and air pollution that the airport
currently brings into our community. The surrounding communities are at their wits end putting up with
these dangerous circumstances. By expanding the airport it will increase all factors mentioned and will
make the surrounding communities even more miserable.

Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed traffic impacts in
Section 4.3, Surface Transportation; noise impacts in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use;
and air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in
Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical Reports 1, 2, 3, and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C,
Appendix S-E, and Technical Reports S-1, S-2a, S-2b, and S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
In addition, please see Topical Response TR-LU-2 regarding impacts to the community of Westchester.
It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a
level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.

PFC00001-2

Comment:

| actually do not understand why the expansion at LAX is being considered. | thought there were plans
for an airport in the Lancaster/Palmdale area. What about the El Toro Air Force Base? It already has
the space, not to mention the runways. It seems to me that expanding LAX into the surrounding
communities is a temporary solution for a much larger problem. How long will it be before LAX needs to
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Response:

expand again? Shouldn't a more permanent solution be considered before much more time and money
is wasted and the quality of lives if the community members is brought to a deplorable level?

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

The City of Los Angeles and LAWA can only control the development of LAX, Ontario, Palmdale, and
Van Nuys Airports. The decision to develop any airport is the responsibility of local government. In
spring 2002, the voters of Orange County rejected the use of El Toro for a commercial airport. The
Department of the Navy is disposing of the property for non-airport uses. Also, please see Topical
Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale.

PFD00001 No Author Identified, None Provided

PFD00001-1

Comment:

After months of delay, Los Angeles International Airport officials have finally submitted their plan for the
expansion of the airport. We are in the public comment phase of this proposed expansion. | fought to
force LAX to expand the comment period from the normal 45 days to an unprecedented 180 days. As
your Congresswoman, | intend to submit comments and want to be sure that your opinions are
included. The voice of our community must be heard. To do this, | need your help. Please fill out the
following questionnaire and return it to my district office right away.

Thank you for your assistance.
Sincerely,
Congresswoman Maxine Waters

1) Are you currently aware of the plans for the expansion of LAX?
Yes No

2) How did you find out about the plans for the expansion of LAX?

- Radio reports

- Information from Congresswoman Waters

- Attended community/neighborhood meetings put on by the airport
- Read local newspaper

- TV news/shows

- Other (please explain)

3) Have you done anything to learn more about the expansion plans?
Yes No

As you may know, LAWA (the organization which operates LAX) plans to expand the airport so they can
increase the number of flights per day that can land at the airport. Along with increasing the number of
flights, LAWA is planning construction, which includes a ring road from the 405 freeway and expanded
warehouse space.
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4) Do you feel the expansion of LAX will have a positive, negative, or no effect on the following?

- Your health
Positive  Negative  No effect

-Your children
Positive  Negative  No effect

- Your quality of life
Positive  Negative  No effect

- Traffic in your neighborhood
Positive  Negative  No effect

- Your community overall
Positive  Negative  No effect

5) Using a scale of one to ten, where one is never and ten is very frequently, how often do you or
anyone in your household hear airplane noise in an average day? (Please circle number)
123456789 10

6) Do you believe the expansion of LAX will worsen, lessen or have no effect on the current level of
airplane noise?

Worsen  Lessen No effect
7) How often, if ever, are you or is anyone in your household awaken by airplanes?

- Never

- A few times a year

- Monthly

- More than once a month
- Weekly

- More than once a week
- Nightly

- Several times a night

8) Do you believe the proposed expansion of LAX will increase, decrease or have no effect on the
number of times you are awaken by airplanes?

Increase Decrease No effect

9) Does airplane noise inhibit you and/or your family from enjoying outside activities?
Yes No

10) Do you feel the expansion of LAX will negatively, positively or have no impact on your future
enjoyment of outside activities?

Negatively  Positively  No impact

11) Do you notice airport traffic (i.e. large trucks, airport shuttles, etc.) in your neighborhood?
Yes No

12) Do you feel this traffic will increase, decrease or stay the same after the expansion of the airport?
Increase Decrease Stay the same

13) Has your home ever been retrofitted with sound insulation?
Yes No

14) If yes, would you say these improvements have helped or had no effect?
Helped Had no effect
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Response:

15) Do you or does anyone in your household have any of the following medical conditions?

Asthma
Other respiratory problems  Please explain
Cardiovascular problems Please explain

16) How many people live in your home?
1 2 3 4ormore

17) How many are children under the age of ten?
1 2 3 4ormore

18) Do you or anyone in your household currently work for LAX or associated businesses (i.e. freight
forwarders, warehouses, local car rental agencies, local hotels, importers/exporters, etc)?
Yes No

19) How often, if at all, do you or does anyone in your household use LAX for travel?
Never timesper year month  week
(please circle appropriate time frame)

20) What is your zip code?

The various issues related to LAX included in the survey questionnaire were addressed in the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with further clarification provided in various topical
responses provided in this Final EIS/EIR. Specifically: impacts to human health were addressed in
Section 4.24.1, Human Health Risk Assessment, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft
EIS/EIR and discussed in Topical Responses TR-HRA-1, TR-HRA-2 and TR-HRA-3; quality of life
issues were discussed in Topical Response TR-LU-1; both on- and off-airport traffic impacts were
addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft
EIS/EIR; noise impacts were addressed in Section 4.1, Noise, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to
the Draft EIS/EIR; the effects of single event aircraft noise relevant to nighttime awakenings in homes
were addressed in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, of the Supplement to the Draft
EIS/EIR; impacts related to outdoor noise levels were addressed in Section 4.2, Land Use, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR and discussed in Topical Response TR-LU-4; airport-
related traffic impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft EIS/EIR and
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR with cargo truck traffic discussed in Topical Response TR-ST-1; the
Aircraft Noise Mitigation Program (ANMP) was discussed in Section 4.2, Land Use, of the Draft EIS/EIR
and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR and in Topical Response TR-LU-3; and, employment was
addressed in Section 4.4.1, Employment/Socio-Economics, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the
Draft EIS/EIR.

PFEO0001 Chou, Hsiu-Mei None Provided 7/15/2001

PFE00001-1

Comment:

Response:

| am against any Plans to end or curtail services for General Aviation at LAX. LAX must continue to
provide runways, terminals and services to support all small aircraft, both small jets and propeller
planes. To reduce these services which are currently available at LAX will put an unfair burden upon all
the communities at other airports in the Los Angeles area.

Comment noted. Please see Response to Comment PC01496-1 regarding general aviation activity and
facilities at LAX.
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PFEO0001-2

Comment:

Response:

Forcing General Aviation to airports other than LAX will impact the surrounding communities with
excesses of noise and pollution, threatening resident's health and safety. Increased air traffic will
adversely effect automobile traffic in these areas. The noise and sight of the jets roaring low overhead
will impair the learning of children in schools near these airports. The natural environments of theses
communities must be protected, too. Shifting any LAX air traffic to neighboring Los Angeles airports is
disruptive and is not an acceptable consequence of the Plan.

Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-GEN-4 regarding potential environmental impacts
at surrounding other airports as a result of the LAX Master Plan.

PFE00001-3

Comment:

Response:

LAX should remain the central point for ALL TYPES of air traffic in the Los Angeles area. | believe
three, or more, FBO (fixed base operator) facilities at LAX to service non-commercial small private and
business jets and propeller planes are necessary to support General Aviation at LAX.

Comment noted. Please see Response to Comment PC01496-1 regarding general aviation activity and
facilities at LAX. Currently there are two FBOs at LAX and it is the decision of individual FBO
companies to initiate service at LAX. LAWA does not have control over the addition of another FBO.

PFE00001-4

Comment:

As for the large commercial jets, the LAX Master Plan should continue to view LAX as the central focus
of commercial air traffic for the Los Angeles area and should be responsibly improved or expanded as
necessary to accommodate increased traffic demands. LAX is good for the city economy and
improvements have been made to mitigate the problems the airport creates.

Response:

Comment noted.
PFEOO0001-5
Comment:

Response:

Meanwhile Ontario, Palmdale and El Toro can be expanded to efficiently spread the air traffic around
Southern California in ways that enhance the lives, environment and economies of these other
communities.

Comment noted. The City of Los Angeles and LAWA can only control the development of LAX, Ontario,
Palmdale, and Van Nuys Airports. The decision to develop any airport is the responsibility of local
government. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-4 regarding Orange County air transportation
demand, for information on El Toro, John Wayne Airport, and Ontario International Airport and Topical
Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale. In spring 2002, the voters of
Orange County rejected the use of El Toro for a commercial airport. The Department of the Navy is
disposing of the property for non-airport uses.
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PFFO00001 Cervin, Jacqueline Friends of Sunset Park 7/21/2001

Neighborhood Assoc., Ocean
Park Community Organization &
Other Residents of Santa
Monica, Venice, Mar Vista &
West Los Angeles

PFF00001-1

Comment:

Subject: Endorsement of Santa Monica City Council's Position on the LAX Master Plan Alternatives

We the undersigned endorse the following points approved by the Santa Monica City Council on July
10, 2001:

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Responses to Comments below.

PFFO00001-2

Comment:
1. Opposition to all of the LAX Master Plan Alternatives, as currently proposed, due to the significant
and unavoidable environmental impacts associated therewith;

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. The environmental impacts of Alternative D, both adverse and beneficial, were addressed
in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PFF00001-3

Comment:
2. Opposition unless the DEIR (Draft Environmental Impact Report) fully analyzes the environmental
consequences of the Master Plan and provides acceptable mitigation for impacts on Santa Monica;
3. Opposition unless the Master Plan provides for guaranteed infrastructure, facilities, and airside
acreage to fully support transient business aircraft and fixed-base business operations, including a
minimum of three fixed-base operations for business jets and an exclusive runway for small to mid-size
jets;

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-GEN-4 regarding potential environmental impacts
at surrounding other airports as a result of the LAX Master Plan.

PFFO0001-4

Comment:

4. Opposition unless the Master Plan phasing provides for surface transportation enhancements to
coincide with or precede any air transportation enhancements; and
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Response:
The intent is get the transportation improvements in place as soon as possible. Therefore, most major
transportation improvements for Alternatives A, B, and C would be in place in Phase I, including the
majority of the Ring Road. The LAX Expressway would be started in Phase |, but may not be
completed until Phase Il. The Green Line extension would be completed after 2010. The Supplement
to the Draft EIS/EIR included construction phasing information for Alternative D. Note that Alternative D
does not include the LAX Expressway or Ring Road.

PFF00001-5

Comment:
5. Opposition unless the relocation and expansion of the LAX Transit Center is included as a Master
Plan commitment at a location that will promote the use of transit.

Response:
Comment noted. Alternative D would include an Intermodal Transportation Center conveniently located
on the airport's east side with direct people mover access to the terminals. This alternative was detailed
in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-ST-5 regarding the
rail/transit plan for more information.

PFF00001-6

Comment:

As residents directly impacted by an increase of jet traffic at the Santa Monica Airport, we are
particularly concerned about the proposed LAX Master Plan Alternatives 62% REDUCTION in acreage
dedicated to General Aviation Operations. In the last three years, Jet Operations have doubled at
Santa Monica Airport. Our local airport was never intended to accommodate the type of jet aircraft
currently using its facilities. There is NO Safety Zone at the ends of the runways. Only the width of a
street separates residences from both ends of the runway. The closest home is only 220ft from the
runway terminus. Two gas stations are across the street from the east side of the runway. Aircraft
control hours end at 9:00pm even though aircraft are allowed to depart until 11:00pm and arrive 24
hours a day.

Diverting additional Business Jet Operations to small general aviation Airports on the Westside,
including Santa Monica, Torrance, and Hawthorne is NOT a solution to LAX's overcrowded runways if
the ramifications of this option is to create safety hazards and additional problems at other airports.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-GEN-4 regarding potential environmental impacts
at surrounding other airports as a result of the LAX Master Plan.

PFGO00001 Press, Jay & Buffy None Provided 7/12/2001

PFG00001-1

Comment:
| am opposed to any expansion of the Los Angeles International Airport (LAX). My home is located
between Lincoln Blvd., Manchester Ave., Pershing Dr. and Westchester Parkway.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-LU-2 regarding impacts to the community of
Westchester. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative.
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PFGO00001-2

Comment:

Response:

Due to the proximity of my home to LAX, any expansion of LAX would have dramatic impact on my
neighborhood and on the value of my property.

Please see Topical Response TR-ES-1 regarding impacts to property values.

PFGO00001-3

Comment:

Response:

Your web site (www.lax2015.0rg) lists several alternatives to developing LAX. All of the alternatives
include a proposal to develop the vacant land bordering Westchester Parkway. The interactive map on
your web site refers to this area as "Westchester Southside". The "Westchester Southside" proposal
includes building offices, retail spaces, restaurants, recreational areas, industrial and commercial areas.
This proposal places these types of businesses and services behind my home! | feel that developing
this portion of vacant land is unnecessary. Our community does not need anymore retail space,
restaurants, or office space.

To the south of my neighborhood, the development of Playa Vista continues. The Playa Vista
development includes 3,000 residential units, low-income housing, 3.2 million square feet of office
space, retail areas, schools, and is expected to generate 57,000 new jobs. To the east of my
neighborhood is the Howard Hughes Center. This development includes offices, retail, restaurants, and
a movie theater. Based on this information, | feel that our community has more than enough retail
space, restaurants, and office space available. We do not need any development in "Westchester
Southside".

The content of this comment is identical to comment PC01030-3; please refer to Response to Comment
PC01030-3.

PFGO00001-4

Comment:

Response:

Your proposal to expand LAX would generate 425,000 new jobs. Combine this with the 57,000 new jobs
in Playa Vista and this means that 482,000 people will be in my neighborhood every day.

This comment is identical to Comment PC01030-4; please see Response to Comment PC01030-4.

PFG00001-5

Comment:

Response:

Your proposal includes building new roads and expanding the Green Line. However, you cannot build
enough roads to accommodate the daily traffic generated by 482,000 people. This doesn't even include
airline passengers!

Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in
Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. In addition, please see Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding airport
area traffic concerns.
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PFGO00001-6

Comment:
Our neighborhood already has enough traffic problems. Lincoln and Sepulveda Boulevards are the
main arteries in and out of Westchester. These roads are already overburdened. Any expansion of LAX,
including developing "Westchester Southside" would make it impossible to get in and out of

Westchester.
Response:
Please see Topical Responses TR-ST-4 and TR-LU-2 regarding impacts on Westchester.
PFG00001-7
Comment:
| urge you to not expand LAX and the "Westchester Southside" area. In closing, thank you for the
opportunity to express my opinion about the proposed expansion of LAX.
Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-LU-2 regarding impacts to the community of
Westchester.
PFHO00001 Hemesa, Jose None Provided
PFHO0001-1
Comment:
Suggested Areas for Input/Comentarios, sugestiones o ideas
1. Air Quality/Calidad Ambiental
2. Beautification of Neighborhoods/Business Districts/Embellecimiento de Vecindarios/Distrios de
Negocios
3. Business Assistance Center/Centro de Ayuda a Negocios
4. Business Empowerment Zone/Zona de Autorizacion para Negocios
5. Car Wash/Detailing Vouchers /Vales de Lavado de Autos/Detalles
6. Construction of a High School/Construccion de una Escuela Secudaria
7. Contracting Opportunities/Oportunidades de Contratacion
8. Educational Facilities/Facilidades Educacionales
9. Educational Programs/Programas Educativas
10. Employment Training/Entrenamiento de Empleo
11. Flight Schedules/Horatio de Vuelos
12. Health Programs/Programas de Salud y Bienestar
13. Home Improvements/Mejoras del Hogar
14. Noise Reduction/Reduccion de Ruido
15. Recreational Facilities/Facilidades Recreacionales
16. Road and Sidewalk Improvements/Mejoras de Caminos y Aceras
17. Shuttle/Vanpool (Neighborhood)/Transportacion Colectiva/Vecindarios
18. Sound Wall Along 405 Freeway/Pared de Contra Sonidos por el Fwy 405
19. Sound-Proofing / Contra Sonidos
20. Traffic Congestion/Congestion de Trafico
21. Widening of Streets/Ensanchar las Calles
22. Youth Programs/Programas Juveniles
Response:

As stated on page 4-337, in Section 4.4.3, Environmental Justice, of the Supplement to the Draft
EIS/EIR, LAWA received a substantial number of recommendations for mitigation measures and other
benefits relating to environmental justice concerns from environmental justice workshops, comments
received on the Draft EIS/EIR, and subsequent community outreach. All recommendations were
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PFIO0001

PFIO0001-1

Comment:

thoroughly evaluated with consideration of benefit provided relative to cost, whether the
recommendation had a nexus or connection with the environmental effects of the proposed LAX Master
Plan, or whether it would be feasible for the FAA and/or LAWA to fund and implement. Those
recommendations that best met the criteria were instrumental in defining the Environmental Justice
Program included in Section 4.4.3, Environmental Justice (subsection 4.4.3.7), of the Supplement to the
Draft EIS/EIR. As further described in Topical Response TR-EJ-2, public input was also received in
association with public circulation of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, through additional
environmental justice workshops, public hearings, and comments on the EIS/EIR. Furthermore,
environmental justice outreach was conducted more recently through meetings with local organizations,
environmental groups, and civic, religious, and business leaders in adjacent communities. This
additional input was considered and evaluated through a process similar to that undertaken prior to
circulation of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. While all recommendations were considered as
possible additional components of the Environmental Justice Program, there was a practical limit to the
number of benefits that could be selected to help off-set disproportionately high and adverse
environmental effects on minority and low-income communities. Furthermore, while LAWA will
investigate and pursue environmental justice benefits as feasible and allowable by law, implementation
of any programs or measures is dependent upon LAWA's ability to utilize airport revenue funding, or
other state or federal funding sources for such implementation. The final Environmental Justice
Program, which incorporates a number of these recommendations, is presented in Section 4.4.3,
Environmental Justice (subsection 4.4.3.7), of this Final EIS/EIR, with supporting information provided
in Appendix F-A, of this Final EIS/EIR.

Rivas, Jose L.U.L.A.C.

We, the Latino residents and business owners of Lennox, Inglewood and South Central endorse this
Petition that identifies our issues and needs as a direct result of our close proximity to the Los Angeles
World Airport. We have chosen to address our concerns by means of this Petition in order to contribute
to the planning process in a constructive and proactive manner and to ensure that Latinos are explicitly
included in any and all actions considered or taken by the Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA).

[1. Jose Rivas]
Community Clinics
Homeless Outreach Centers

[2. Ruby Rivas]

1) Large library 2) with more Spanish books.
Construction of a High School.

3) Senior Citizen Center

[3. Manuel Hernandez]
More High Schools for Lennox School District.

[4. Imelda Hernandez]
Childcare centers & after school programs.

[5. Laura Hernandez]
Youth Programs for Middle Schools in Lenox

[6. Crystal Hernandez]
After school programs & more high schools, skate parks

[7. Brenda Garcial
Youth programs, reading programs, High School Diploma programs

[8. Ruben Garcia]
Libraries, Senior Citizen programs
Youth programs, Crime Prevention Prog.
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[9. Bulfino Bautista]
Senior Citizen Centers, Free Clinics,
Meals for Senior Citizens

[10. Abigail Bautista]
English classes at community parks and more Senior Citizen activities.

[11. Silvia Vargas]
Sports programs, Employment training
Skate Parks, Childcare programs

[12. Juan Carlos Vargas, Jr.]
Skate Parks, Afterschool sports
Library books & Programs

[13. Silvia Rodriguez]
Noise Reduction

[14. Miguel Going]
Nose Reduction

[15. Robert Villegas]
Air Quality

[16. Jose Gomez]
Youth Programs

[17. Hector (Unreadable)]
Education options.

[18. (Unreadable Unreadable)]
Flight scheduning

[19. Cassandra Bethley]
Noise Reduction

[20. Ambrosio (Unreadable)]
TRAFFIC CONGESTION

[21. Santa (Unreadable)]
Educational Programs

[22. Hilda Gallo]

1. Programas Juveniles/1. Youth Programs

2. Sound-proofing

3. Entrenamiento de Empleo./3. Employment Training.
4. Programas de Salud y Bienestar/4. Health Programs

[23. Esperanza Camacho]
1) Job training center
2) After school education programs

[24. Mayra Jerez]
Programas de Trabajo/Work and Education Programs

[25. Sandra Sanchez]
Mas eventos a la comonidad /More events for the community to be more united
Para que estemos mas unidos

[26. Felipe Hernandez]
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Educacion, Programas de trabajo y Segunda a la comunidad/Education, Work Programs and
Community Safety

[27. Ana M. Herrera]
Programas de trabjo y Programasde Educacion favor juvenes y Adultos./Job Programs and Education
Programs for Youths and Adults.

[28. David Hernandez]
Educacion Bilingue/Bilingual Education
Escuelor de appendizoje para trabajos/Job Training Schools

[29. Elvia Gonzalez]
Educacion para Adultos/Education for Adults

[30. Claudia Damian]
Programas de trabajo y Educacion/Work and Education Programs

[31. Esperanza Cigarroa]
Programas de trabajo y Educacion/Work and Education Programs

[32. Teresa Cruz]
[No Text]

[33. Eddy Oteda]
Traffic congestion

[34. Ruben Goussen]
More recreational facilities (Parks)
Money for compensation

[35. Lorena Navarro]
Sound proof / car washes
Money for compensation

[36. Walter Garcia]
Facilidades educaciones/Educational Facilities

[37. Victor Alvarado]
Mas boses/More buses

[38. William Ramierz]
15

[39. Saul Zepeda]
[No text]

[40. Refujio Almodor]
[No Text]

[41. Alonsa Calderon]
[No Text]

[42. Elena Medina]
[No Text]

[43. Vitolino Alvarez]
[No Text]

[44. Migeul Argel Torres]
7-10-12-17

[45. Maria Diaz]
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[No Text]

[46. Vicente Chevez]
7

[47. Sonia Lopez]
[No Text]

[48. Concepcion Ruiz]
[No Text]

[49. (Unreadable Unreadable)]
[No Text]

[50. Javier Jimenez]
[No Text]

[51. (Unreadable Unreadable)]
[No Text]

[52. Josefina Munoz]
[No Text]

[53. Emiliana Lopez]
[No Text]

[54. (Unreadable Unreadable)]
[No Text]

[55. Joaquin Merino]
[No Text]

[56. Rosa (Unreadable)]
[No Text]

[57. (Unreadable Unreadable)]
[No Text]

[58. (Unreadable Unreadable)]
[No Text]

[59. Romio (Unreadable)]
[No Text]

[60. (Unreadable) Ponce]
[No Text]

[61. Sonia Rosales]

Mejores beneficios a la comunidad/More benefits for the community

[62. (Unreadable Unreadable)]

Salud y biemestar/Health and well being

[63. Barron Luis]

Entrenamiento para empleos/Employment Training

[64. Maria Miranda]
[No text]

[65. Dara Delgado]
[No text]
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[66. Roberto (Unreadable)]

[No text]

[67. (Unreadable) Velasquez]

[No text]

[68. (Unreadable) Ayola]

[No text]

[69. Maria Garcia]
[No text]

[70. Maria Ruano]
[No text]

[71. Nicolas Marquez]

[No text]

[72. Maria Aguirre]
[No text]

[73. Elvio Gonzales]

18

[74. Xlapoleon Pasparko]

[No text]

[75. Seferina (Unreadable)]

[No text]

[76. Mirna (Unreadable)]

[No text]

[77. Jose Canales]

[No text]

[78. Leticia (Unreadable)]

12

[79. Franciso Rodriquez]

[No text]

[80. Margarita (Unreadable)]

[No text]

[81. (Unreadable Unreadable)]

[No text]

[82. Jose Rherrera]

10

[83. Silvia Ortega]
[No text]

[84. Frank (Unreadable)]

[No text]

[85. (Unreadable Unreadable)]

[No text]

[86. Rosa E. Diaz]
[No text]
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[87. Jose (Unreadable)]
[No text]

[88. Rosalina Cabuela]
Y aceras mejoras de caminos/Better pavement of roads

[89. Victoria Gutierrez]
Programas de entrenamiento/Training Programs

[90. Rosa Ramierez]
Programas de entrenamiento/Training Programs

[91. Maria Sotelo]
Programas de entrenamiento/Training Programs

[92. Maria Franco]
Mejores beneficios/Better Benefits

[93. Maria Mendoza]
Mejuras en todos los aspectos/Improvement in all aspects

[94. Enrique Mendoza]
Mejores beneficios/Better benefits

[95. Jesus Medina]
Mejores beneficios/Better benefits

[96. Norberto Villa]
Lim piar calles de lacrds/Clean the streets of the city

[97. Ma Angelica Chamagua]
Progromas juveniles/Youth Programs

[98. Maria C. (Unreadable)]
[No text]

[99. Ameliz Rodriguez]
[No text]

[100. Maria (Unreadable)]
[No text]

[101. Dinoro E (unreadable)]
[No text]

[102. Mario Garcia]
[No text]

[103. (Unreadable) Garcia]
[No text]

[104. Boris O. Garcia]
[No text]

[105. (Unreadable) Rosales]
[No text]

[106. Angelica Ortega]
[No text]

[107. Sidrario (Unreadable)]
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[No text]

[108. Gabriel del Campo]
[No text]

[109. Adolfo Arevalo]
[No text]

[110. Elmer Vasquez]
[No text]

[111. Concepcion (Unreadable)]
[No text]

[112. Vitolino Alvarez]
[No text]

[113. Alvaro Ayala]
[No text]

[114. Blanca L Cruz]
[No text]

[115. Silena Ponce]
[No text]

[116. Maria C (Unreadable)]
[No text]

[117. Javier Gonzalez]
[No text]

[118. Jose Morales]
[No text]

[119. Mario Hernandez]
[No text]

[120. Vicente Ponce]
[No text]

[121. Franklin Carrera]
[No text]

[122. Artoro Alvarez]
[No text]

[123. Abraham Gutierrez]
[No text]

[124. Edwin Dominguez]
[No text]

[125. Luisa (Unreadable)]
[No text]

[126. Leopoldo Cruz]
[No text]

[127. (Unreadable Unreadable)]
[No text]
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[128. (Unreadable Unreadable)]
[No text]

[129. Jose Ferman]
7,8,9, 10,12, 17, 22

[130. Simon Martinez]
7,8,9,10,12,17, 22

[131. Freddy Hernandez]
6,7,8,9, 10, 12,16, 17

[132. Maria Hernandez]
[No text]

[133. Rosa Rodriguez]
[No text]

[134. Modesta Morales]
[No text]

[135. Alicia Solis]
[No text]

[136. Jose A Medina]
[No text]

[137. Blanca (Unreadable)]
[No text]

[138. Antonio Paz]
[No text]

[139. Olga Salazar]
[No text]

[140. Angel Caballemo]
Air Quality, Education Program

[141. Felipe Escalante]
Educacional programa/Educational Program

[142. Filibarto Garcia]
Air quality

[143. (Unreadable) Silva]
Noise Reduction

[144. Elsa Sanchez]
Beautification of Neighborhoods
[145. (Unreadable) Vera]

[146. Patricia Avendano]

[147. Esmeralda Mendoza]

[148. Tania Amezquita]
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[149. (Unreadable) R. Balau]
[150. Ana M. Gonzalez]
[151. Evelia Vaca]

[152. Jose Wisneros]
[No text]

[153. Antonio Gomez]
[No text]

[154. Silvia Lesso]
Air Quality, Noise reduction

[155. Saenz]
Scholarships

[156. (Unreadable)]
Senior Housing

[157. A. (Unreadable)]
Educational Programs
Employment Training

[158. Rebecca (Unreadable)]
Jobs

[159. (Unreadable Unreadable)]
Procurement Contract/ Building Trade

[160. (Unreadable)]
Leadership Training Partner

[161. Federico (Unreadable)]
We need the high school for Lennox

[162. Martha (Unreadable)]
We need windows for the noise the airplanes

[163. Jose Guiterrez]
We need more schools

[164. Pedro Gonzalez]
We need protections for the noice the airplanes

[165. Luis Garcia]
High School for Lennox

[166. Lupe Aguiniga]
Home Improvements

[167. Alicia Arevalo]
Business Assistance Center

[168. Lurdes De Anda]
We need a high school and more after school programs
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[169. Teresa Leon]
Business Attendance Center

[170. Elpidio Guzman]
We need a high school more programs aFter school.

[171. Azuccna Goussen]
One out of ten jobs to go to Lennox Residents

[172. Susan Muratalla]
High School for our students so our Lennox students don't have to go out of the city.

[173. Marta Giuliani]
One out of 10 jobs to go to Lennox residents.

[174. Otto Aspencio]
Educational Programs

[175. Cindy (Unreadable)]
Noise Reduction

[176. Ericka Giuliani]
[No text]

[177. Elba Garcial
Air Quality (allergic Problems)

[178. Juan Vega]
Sound Proof Homes
Beautification of Neighborhoods & Buss.

[179. Beatriz Vegal]

[180. Patricia Guzman]

[181. Elisa Diaz de Leon]
Sound-Proofing

[182. Ignacio Carrillo]
Air Quality

[183. Juan Isais]
Education Programs

[184. (Unreadable Unreadable)]
Education programs

[185. (Unreadable Unreadable)]
Air Quality

[186. (Unreadable Unreadable)]
Beautification - Neighborhoods - Busines

[187. Roberto Covarrobias]
Educational programs

[188. (Unreadable Unreadable)]
Noise Reduction

[189. Irene (Unreadable)]
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Response:

Lennox, Hawthorne, S. Los Angeles, needs street widening, job placement and youth services.

[190. Esther Espinoza]
Jobs, youth services, job training, streetwidening

[191. Brenda Muse]
job training for youth, sound (proofing) more traffic control

[192. Nellie Sanchez]
Widening streets, youth programs,
Road & sidewalk improvements

[193. Jackie Luna]
Street widening, sound proofing
Youth Programs

[194. Renee Maravel]
TRAFFIC CONGESTION, WIDENING STREETS
EMPLOYMENT TRAINING, YOUTH PROGRAMS

[195. (Unreadable Unreadable)]
Traffic congestion, widening streets
Employment training, youth programs

As stated on page 4-337, in Section 4.4.3, Environmental Justice, of the Supplement to the Draft
EIS/EIR, LAWA received a substantial number of recommendations for mitigation measures and other
benefits relating to environmental justice concerns from environmental justice workshops, comments
received on the Draft EIS/EIR, and subsequent community outreach. All recommendations were
thoroughly evaluated with consideration of benefit provided relative to cost, whether the
recommendation had a nexus or connection with the environmental effects of the proposed LAX Master
Plan, or whether it would be feasible for the FAA and/or LAWA to fund and implement. Those
recommendations that best met the criteria were instrumental in defining the Environmental Justice
Program included in Section 4.4.3, Environmental Justice (subsection 4.4.7), of the Supplement to the
Draft EIS/EIR. As further described in Topical Response TR-EJ-2, public input was also received in
association with public circulation of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, through additional
environmental justice workshops, public hearings, and comments on the EIS/EIR. Furthermore,
environmental justice outreach was conducted more recently through meetings with local organizations,
environmental groups, and civic, religious, and business leaders in adjacent communities. This
additional input was considered and evaluated through a process similar to that undertaken prior to
circulation of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. While all recommendations were considered as
possible additional components of the Environmental Justice Program, there was a practical limit to the
number of benefits that could be feasibly funded and implemented to help off-set disproportionately high
and adverse environmental effects on minority and low-income communities. The final Environmental
Justice Program, which incorporates a number of these recommendations, is presented in Section
4.4.3, Environmental Justice (subsection 4.4.3.7), of this Final EIS/EIR, with supporting information
provided in Appendix F-A, of this Final EIS/EIR.

PFJ00001 Guerrero, Elyse None Provided 7/23/2001

PFJO0001-1

Comment:

| am requesting that the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA),
and Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) terminate the expansion of LAX. | oppose
the LAX expansion alternatives A, B, and C.

I am requesting that the ANo Action/ No Project Alternative@ for LAX Master Plan be approved.
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Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative.

PFJ00001-2

Comment:
| am requesting that a ARegional Solution@ be developed for airline passengers and airline cargo.
Centralizing all the passengers and cargo from Los Angeles County, Orange County and San Diego
County into LAX is ludicrous. Centralization of all the passengers and cargo into LAX is not feasible.
The LAX draft EIS/EIR does mitigate nor address the issues adequately. Now is the time that each
region should develop and accept responsibility for airplane passengers and airplane cargo.

Response:

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PFJ00001-3

Comment:
| am requesting that the ARing Road@, AArbor Vitae Interchange@, and the AAirport Boulevard
Connector Road@ which are development plans for the LAX expansion be terminated.

Response:
It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a
level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.
Alternative D does not include the ring road or LAX Expressway. The proposed Arbor Vitae interchange
is not a part of the LAX Master Plan and has had the federal funding withdrawn.

PFJO0001-4

Comment:
The development of the ARing Road@, AArbor Vitae Interchange@, and the AAirport Boulevard
Connector Road@ will not solve nor adequately mitigate any of the issues that the LAX draft EIS/EIR
proposes.

Response:

The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed surface transportation impacts in
Section 4.3.1, On-Airport Surface Transportation, and in Section 4.3.2, Off-Airport Surface
Transportation. Subsequent to the publication of the 2001 Draft EIS/EIR, the FHWA withdrew its
support for a half interchange at Arbor Vitae. The interchange is not part of the LAX Master Plan.
FHWA policy is to consider only full interchanges, not partial ones. Please also see Topical Response
TR-ST-2 regarding the Arbor Vitae interchange. Note that Alternative D does not include the LAX
Expressway or the Ring Road.
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PFJO0001-5

Comment:

Response:

The development of the ARing Road@, AArbor Vitae Interchange@, and the AAirport Boulevard
Connector Road@ will destroy the residential communities of Westport Heights, Westchester, and
Inglewood.

The content of this comment is essentially the same as Comment PC02168-4; please refer to Response
to Comment PC02168-4.

PFJ00001-6

Comment:

Response:

My requests are based upon the Los Angeles International Airport Master Plan Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) / Environmental Impact Report (EIR). The LAX draft EIS/EIR does not
adequately address nor mitigate the following issues:

Comment noted. Please see Responses to Comments below.

PFJ00001-7

Comment:

Response:

1. The EIR does not adequately address nor mitigate traffic congestion. Traffic congestion on the 405
Fwy, 105 Fwy, 10 Fwy and the 101 Fwy have not and can not be mitigated. The freeways have become
parking lots due to the excess LAX passengers and the cargo. For example, the EIR states that traffic
congestion on the 405 Fwy exists between 7 a.m. to 9 a.m. and 3:30 p.m. to 7 p.m. These statements
are false. The traffic congestion on the 405 Fwy exists from 6:30 a.m. to 11:30 a.m. and from 2:30 p.m.
to 7:30 p.m. The 405 Fwy is bumper to bumper with traffic congestion all day long due to the excess 27
million passengers and the 1.4 million tons of cargo that exceed the capacity that LAX was built to
handle back in 1966.

The 1-405, 1-105, 1-10, and I-101 freeways accommodate much more traffic than just airport trips. In
fact, the percent of airport traffic on these freeways is generally less than 20 percent, even adjacent to
the airport. This percentage quickly diminishes farther from the airport. Section 4.3.2 of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR included a discussion of the Congestion Management
Program, which is where analysis of freeways beyond the immediate study area is located. Surface
transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft EIS/EIR and
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in Technical
Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the Supplement to the
Draft EIS/EIR. In addition, please see Response to Comment AL00043-3 regarding proposed traffic
improvements for off-airport roadways and Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding airport area traffic
concerns.

PFJ0O0001-8

Comment:

LAX was built to handle 40 million passengers and 1 million tons of cargo per year. Currently, 67 million
passengers and 2.4 million tons of cargo pass through LAX per year. All the freeways are becoming
parking lots for LAX traffic.

There is no way that Los Angeles can adequately address or mitigate 98 million passengers and 4.2
million tons of cargo by 2015 via the expansion of LAX.
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Response:

Please see Topical Response TR-MP-1 regarding air cargo activity and demand and Topical Response
TR-ST-1 regarding cargo truck traffic. Please refer to Response to Comment PC02168-8 for a
discussion of LAX's ability to accommodate 98 million annual passengers and 4.2 million tons of cargo.
Also, please note that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a
level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative, and to
make the airport safer and more secure, convenient, and efficient.

PFJ00001-9

Comment:

Response:

2. The EIR does not adequately address nor mitigate health issues. The EIR does not adequately
address nor mitigate the air pollution from the passenger airplanes, the cargo airplanes and the freeway
traffic due to LAX.

Human health impacts were addressed in Section 4.24.1, Human Health Risk Assessment, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in
Technical Report 14 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Report S-9 of the Supplement to the Draft
EIS/EIR. In addition, please see Topical Response TR-HRA-2 regarding airport emissions and link with
adverse health effects and Topical Response TR-HRA-3 regarding human health impacts.

PFJ00001-10

Comment:

Response:

The EIR does not address nor mitigate the increase in cancer and respiratory ailments due to jet fuel
and automobile and truck exhaust.

Anyone that lives within 10 miles of the LAX airport has potential legal causes of action to sue for
cancer and respiratory ailments.

This comment is the same as PC02437-11; please see Response to Comment PC02437-11.

PFJ0O0001-11

Comment:

Response:

3. The EIR does not adequately address nor mitigate the noise pollution due to the passenger and
cargo airplanes and the freeway traffic due to LAX. The EIR limited the study of noise levels to 65 db.
The EIR is inadequate. The noise levels exceed the 65db levels in all of the surrounding communities:
Westchester, Inglewood, EI Segundo, Manhattan Beach, and Playa del Rey.

Today the noise level in Westport Heights of Westchester exceeds 65 db twenty fours a day due to LAX
excess passengers and cargo. Eight years ago the noise level dropped below 65 db after 8 p.m. to 6
a.m. due to LAX. LAX has failed to address noise pollution.

Noise impacts were addressed in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, of the Draft EIS/EIR
and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix
D and Technical Report 1 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C and Technical Report S-1 of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-N-1 regarding the noise modeling
approach and Topical Response TR-N-2 regarding single event noise and CNEL differences.
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PFJ00001-12

Comment:

Response:

4. The EIR does not adequately address nor mitigate LAX safety of air space. The recently released
FAA report indicates that LAX is the worst airport in the United States regarding near miss collisions.
LAX has experienced 33 near miss collisions in the last four years. The limited airspace is dangerous.
Common sense tells you that increasing the concentration of airplanes flying in and out of LAX will open
the doors to civil actions against the FAA, LAWA and SCAG due the breach of their fiduciary duty to
protect the passengers and the people who live in the vicinity of LAX. Expansion of LAX will only
increase the liability, damages and deaths due to the concentration and centralization of airplane
passengers and cargo in such limited air space.

Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety.

PFJ0O0001-13

Comment:

Response:

5. The EIR did not address the issue of risk from earthquakes at LAX. If LAWA, the FAA and SCAG
proceed with the expansion of LAX to centralize and concentrate the passengers and cargo from all of
Los Angeles County, Orange County and San Diego County, what will happen if there is a
ANorthridge@ size earthquake at LAX? The LAX Master Plan for Expansion puts Aall our eggs in one
basket@ for the entire Southern California region. This is ludicrous. This is a breach of your fiduciary
duty. The ARegional Solution@ to airport expansion is the only solution to diversify the risk from
catastrophic disasters. Southern Califomia=s entire economy would be destroyed when LAX is hit by a
ANorthridge@ size earthquake.

The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed geologic hazards, including
earthquake-induced hazards, in Section 4.22, Earth/Geology, with supporting technical data and
analysis provided in Technical Report 12 of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that Alternative D is
consistent with the policy framework of the SCAG 2001 RTP, which calls for no expansion of LAX and,
instead, shifting the accommodation of future aviation demand to other airports in the region. In
addition, please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PFJ00001-14

Comment:

Response:

6. The EIR did not address, incorporate nor mitigate the traffic congestion, noise, health, and safety
issues that are the result of the development of the Howard Hughes project, Playa Vista project, Ballona
Creek project and the Marina del Rey project(s). These four (4) developments are going to have a
massive impact on the entire Westside of Los Angeles and the South Bay Areas. The LAX Master Plan
for expansion and the EIS/EIR have failed to address the impact of these four developments on LAX.
Again, this is ludicrous.

Comment noted. Please see Response to Comment AL00018-19 regarding the evaluation of
cumulative impacts in the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Regarding Ballona
Creek, it is believed that the commentor is referring to the Playa Vista project. The Playa Vista project,
Howard Hughes Center, and Marina del Rey development were accounted for in the cumulative impacts
analysis of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Mitigation is proposed for all
significant project-specific and cumulative impacts.
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PFJ0O0001-15

Comment:
7. The LAX Master Plan for expansion does not address the fact that two (2) billion dollars will be
wasted to demolish Westchester and Inglewood prior to the expansion of LAX. LAWA owns LAX,
Palmdale and Ontario airports. Since the land in Palmdale and Ontario was purchase a long time ago
why waste billions of dollars?

Response:

Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the
regional approach to meeting demand and Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX
operations to Palmdale.

PFJ00001-16

Comment:
8. Orange County (El Toro airport, etc), San Diego County and the inland empires should be held
responsible to provide airport facilities for passengers and cargo that are destined for that region.

Response:

Comment noted. The City of Los Angeles and LAWA can only control the development of LAX, Ontario,
Palmdale, and Van Nuys Airports. The decision to develop any airport is the responsibility of local
government. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-4 regarding Orange County air transportation
demand, for information on El Toro, John Wayne Airport, and Ontario International Airport. Also, please
see Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale. In spring 2002, the
voters of Orange County rejected the use of El Toro for a commercial airport. The Department of the
Navy is disposing of the property for non-airport uses.

PFJ00001-17

Comment:
| hope James Hahn, Mayor of Los Angeles, will fulfill his promise to stop the expansion of LAX.

Response:
Please see Response to Comment PC00578-1 regarding the development of Alternative D-Enhanced
Safety and Security Plan, which was developed at the direction of Mayor James Hahn.

PFJ0O0001-18

Comment:
The FAA, LAWA and SCAG has a fiduciary duty to address all these concerns. Try the regional airport
approach. Stop the LAX expansion plan.

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.
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PFKO00001 No Author Identified, Family Christian Cathedral 7/25/2001

PFKO00001-1

Comment:

Response:

I am writing to you upon the request of Assemblyman Jerome Horton, 51st District and on behalf of Dr.
Jynona Norwood of the Family Christian Cathedral. | am submitting to your office the original copies of
the petition, which opposes the expansion of the Los Angeles Airport into the City of Inglewood.

As stated in Assemblyman Horton's letter dated June 29th of this year, "this expansion project will have
a negative impact on our community". It fails to expose the economic and/or moral impact of the would
be "displaced residents" as a result of this expansion project.

On behalf of myself and all the members of the Family Christian Cathedral, we say NO to this
expansion project as it is of no benefit to our church or our community.

Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed land use impacts
in Section 4.2, Land Use, economic impacts in Section 4.4.1, Employment/Socioeconomic, and
relocation impacts in Section 4.4.2, Relocation of Residences or Businesses. Supporting technical data
and analyses are provided in Appendix F, Technical Reports 1 and 5 of the Draft EIS/EIR and in
Appendix S-D and Technical Reports S-1 and S-3 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. In addition,
please see Topical Response TR-EJ-2 regarding environmental justice-related mitigation and benefits.
It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a
level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.

PFL0O0001 Watts, Mary None Provided 7/23/2001

PFL0O0001-1

Comment:

Response:

Based on the belief that the proposed LAX expansion will cause 1) an increase in auto and air traffic, 2)
increased noise and air pollution; 3) increase and aggravate existing health effects, i.e., asthma,
hearing loss, sleep deprivation, etc.; and 4) a loss of personal comfort and property values due to the
aggravation of existing nuisances, the following comments are submitted in opposition: In reviewing the
draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact report (dEIS/EIR) pm the Expansion
Master Plan (the Plan), the following is evident:

Comment noted. Please see Responses to Comments below. It should be noted that Alternative D has
been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity
comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the
Draft EIS/EIR addressed the following items identified in the comment as follows: Traffic in Section 4.3,
Surface Transportation; noise in Section 4.1, Noise; air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality; and health
effects in Section 4.24.1, Human Health Risk Assessment and Section 4.24.2, Health Effects of Noise.
In addition, please see Topical Response TR-LU-1 regarding impacts on quality of life and Topical
Response TR-ES-1 regarding impacts to residential property values. Also, the Supplement to the Draft
EIS/EIR addressed the effects of single event aircraft noise relative to nighttime awakenings in homes
associated with the No Action/No Project Alternative and all four build alternatives in Section 4.1, Noise,
with supporting technical data and analyses provided in Appendix S-C1.

PFL0O0001-2

Comment:

1. The dEIS/EIR fails to satisfy federal policy concerning environmental justice and state law because:
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Response:

a. It does not consider alternatives and other locations that would shift or distribute burdens of
expansion more equitably and reduce risks to human health; and

All LAX Master Plan alternatives were selected in accordance with the requirements identified in the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) regulations, and the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA). Please see Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR
for a detailed discussion of the alternative selection process. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the
Draft EIS/EIR addressed environmental justice in Section 4.4.3, Environmental Justice, with supporting
technical data and analyses provided in Appendix F of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-D of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

See pages 1-3 of Appendix S-D of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR for a discussion of regional
environmental justice issues as analyzed in the Southern California Association of Governments
(SCAG) Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and Regional Aviation Plan, including issues associated
with airport improvement projects and LAX. These documents indicate that limiting expansion at LAX is
the best possible outcome from an environmental justice perspective given the high concentration of
minority and low-income populations in the LAX vicinity. Alternative D was added to the Supplement to
the Draft EIS/EIR as a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015) activity comparable to
the No Action/No Project Alternative. Alternative D is consistent with the policy framework of the SCAG
2001 RTP, which calls for no expansion of LAX, and instead, shifting the accommodation of future
aviation demand to other airports in the region.

Also please see Topical Response TR-EJ-3 regarding environmental justice and regional context,
Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach to meeting
demand, and Topical Response TR-EJ-1 regarding potential air quality and health risk impacts on low-
income and minority communities.

PFL0O0001-3

Comment:

Response:

b. It unfairly and disproportionately burdens minority and low-income communities that lie directly under
the primary arrival flight path with significant impacts of noise and toxic air emission. (i.e. 25% of
incoming flights occur directly over the city of Inglewood.)

Noise and air toxic effects on minority and low-income communities were addressed in Section 4.4.3,
Environmental Justice, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting
technical data and analyses provided in Appendix F of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-D of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

The Environmental Justice Program outlined in Section 4.4.3, Environmental Justice, of the Final
EIS/EIR, recognizes the potential disproportionate effects that the Master Plan would have on minority
and low-income populations and goes beyond basic mitigation proposals to address the unique needs
of these communities. With input gathered through environmental justice workshops and an extensive
public outreach effort, the Environmental Justice Program represents a full and good faith effort to
identify all possible means for avoiding, reducing, or off-setting the impacts of the Master Plan in a
manner that addresses the needs and preferences of affected minority and/or low-income communities
in accordance with NEPA and CEQA requirements.

Regarding fairness, with the orientation of the runways at LAX, it is inevitable that increases in aircraft
activity and associated noise will have a greater burden on communities to the east of LAX than those
to the north and south. It should be noted, however, that LAWA Staff's new preferred alternative,
Alternative D, has the least impacts of the Master Plan build alternatives and would limit operations at
LAX to levels that would be similar to what would occur with existing facilities if the Master Plan were
not approved.
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PFL0O0001-4

Comment:

Response:

2. The dEIS/EIR fails to satisfy state and federal law because:
a. It fails to disclose the economic gain of the Airport as a result of the expansion at the expense of the
surrounding low income populations;

LAX is a public use airport. Rates and charges are imposed to cover the cost of maintaining and
upgrading the facility for public use. LAX is a public entity not a "for profit" entity. It is an agency of the
City and any "economic gain" in the form of increased revenue must be utilized for airport purposes.

Although benefits may be taken into account in making findings regarding a projects potential for
disproportionately high and adverse environmental and health effects pursuant to U.S. Department of
Transportation Order 5610.2, there is no legal requirement under NEPA or CEQA for economic
benefits, or for benefits to be proportionate to environmental burdens. The primary focus of the EIS/EIR
under NEPA and CEQA is to disclose and mitigate physical impacts on the environment.

PFLO0001-5

Comment:

Response:

b. It fails to create jobs in a manner beneficial to the impacted neighborhoods; and

LAWA has and will continue to take reasonable steps to ensure that economic benefits associated with
LAX accrue to all communities. See Section 4.4.3, Environmental Justice of the Supplement to the
Draft EIS/EIR. As stated in subsection 4.4.3.3, since publication of the Draft EIS/EIR and in response to
new security priorities, 2,900 Transportation Security Administration staff were hired at LAX, a 76
percent minority workforce. Also see the benefits outlined under "Jobs Outreach Center" in subsection
4.4.3.7 and Topical Response TR-EJ-2 regarding environmental justice-related mitigation and benefits.
Also see Section 4.4.1, Employment/Socio-Economics, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, and
note the much more modest economic benefits of Alternative D as compared to the other Master Plan
build alternatives.

PFLO0001-6

Comment:

Response:

c. It fails to balance the economic benefits with the negative impact on surrounding neighborhoods.

LAX is a public use airport. Rates and charges are imposed to cover the cost of maintaining and
upgrading the facility for public use. LAX is a public entity not a "for profit" entity. It is an agency of the
City and any "economic gain" in the form of increased revenue must be utilized for airport purposes.

Although benefits may be taken into account in making findings regarding a project's potential for
disproportionately high and adverse environmental and health effects pursuant to U.S. Department of
Transportation Order 5610.2, there is no legal requirement under NEPA or CEQA for economic
benefits, or for benefits to be proportionate to environmental burdens. The primary focus of the EIS/EIR
under NEPA and CEQA is to disclose and mitigate physical impacts on the environment.

PFLO0001-7

Comment:

3. The dEIS/EIR fails to satisfy existing law because alternatives to expansion have not been
adequately explored or considered.
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Response:

The Draft EIS/EIR provided a comprehensive analysis of the No Action/No Project Alternative. Under
this alternative, there would be no expansion of facilities at LAX beyond minor projects that would be
reasonably foreseeable in the absence of the Master Plan. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft
EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D - Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range
of alternatives currently being considered for the Master Plan. Alternative D has been designed to
serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.
The Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR provided a comprehensive analysis of Alternative D and was
circulated for public review and comment.

PFL0O0001-8

Comment:
4. The dEIS/EIR does not measure environmental impacts properly because it fails to use the current
negative impact as a starting point.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-GEN-1 regarding baseline issues.

PFLO0001-9

Comment:
5. The dEIS/EIR fails to comply with Federal air quality regulations because it does not properly
measure nor study toxic air pollutants or air emissions as required by law.

Response:

Please see Response to Comment AF00001-38. Human health impacts were addressed in Section
4.24 1, Human Health Risk Assessment, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with
supporting technical data and analyses provided in Technical Report 14 of the Draft EIS/EIR and
Technical Report S-9 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the
Draft EIS/EIR address criteria pollutants in Section 4.6, Air Quality, separate from the analysis of toxic
air pollutants presented in Section 4.24.1, Human Health Risk Assessment.

PFL0O0001-10

Comment:
6. The dEIS/EIR and Plan does not consider or factor time as a variable when assessing the added
health risks, which result from increased passenger travel and traffic patterns.

Response:

The Draft EIS/EIR addressed human health risks in Section 4.24, Human Health and Safety (CEQA),
and Technical Report 14a, Health Risk Assessment. Exposure factors involving time, such as exposure
frequency (days exposed per year) and exposure duration (years of exposure), are factored into the risk
equations. Assumptions used for these variables are presented in Table 4 of Technical Report 14a of
the Draft EIS/EIR. The risk assessment characterized risks for adult and child residents, school
children, and on-airport workers. For example, risk calculations were based on the assumption that
adult residents were exposed to the maximum estimated chemical concentrations in air for the year
2015 for a subsequent exposure duration of 30 years or 70 years. The longer exposure duration was
used in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR in response to comments from the South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD). School children and child residents were assumed to be exposed to
the maximum chemical concentrations in air estimated for the year 2015 for an exposure duration of 6
years.
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PFL0O0001-11

Comment:

Response:

7. The dEIS/EIR fails to have specific criteria when determining the specific health risks involved in the
expansion.

The criteria used to evaluate the impacts of health risks for each of the alternatives were discussed in
Section 4.24.1 (subsection 4.24.1.4, Thresholds of Significance) of the Draft EIS/EIR. These thresholds
are based on South Coast Air Quality Management District policies.

PFLO0001-12

Comment:

Response:

8. The dEIS/EIR fails to assess and consider the impact of air and noise emissions mitigation measures
on surrounding neighborhoods.

Air quality and noise impacts were addressed in Section 4.6, Air Quality, Section 4.1, Noise, and
Section 4.2, Land Use, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PFL0O0001-13

Comment:

Response:

9. The dEIS/EIR fails to address the negative impact of current air traffic and the recurring damages
caused by the Airport's failure to expeditiously mitigate the current negative impacts. With this in mind,
the dEIS/EIR should have taken into consideration the cumulative affect of increasing existing negative
impacts.

The CEQA impacts analysis within the Draft EIS/EIR identified environmental baseline conditions as
they existed at LAX in 1996/1997, and evaluates the nature and significance of impacts from increased
airport activity in the future, due to each alternative, as added to those baseline conditions. Mitigation
measure are recommended for significant impacts occurring within the context of those future
conditions (i.e., combination of existing conditions plus the additional project-related increment). The
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR included an evaluation of changes, if any, in the existing conditions
that may have occurred between 1996 and 2000.

PFL0O0001-14

Comment:

Response:

10. The dEIS/EIR fails to properly analyze the traffic impact and propose an adequate mitigation plan,
e.g., standing traffic on the surrounding freeways.

Comment noted. The surface transportation impacts of the Master Plan alternatives were presented in
Sections 4.3.1, On-Airport Surface Transportation, and 4.3.2, Off-Airport Surface Transportation, of the
Draft EIS/EIR and the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-ST-4
regarding airport area traffic concerns.
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PFL0O0001-15

Comment:

Response:

11. The dEIS/EIR fails to consider the economic impact on property and housing values as a result of
the added noise; especially, the decrease in recreational value of local parks and residential back yards;
plus the reluctance of certain businesses to locate within the flight pattern. It should be noted that while
property values of homes under the flight path have increased, arguably, the marginal increase of home
values in this area continue to suffer. This has a negative impact of construction of additional housing
stock within the area and accordingly limits the growth of these communities. Additionally, the negative
impact of the Airport limits the type, quantity and quality of homes that can be built in the area. This will
serve to impede local communities' ability to comply with Federal Housing Regulations that require
replacing housing.

Please see Topical Response TR-ES-1 regarding impacts to residential property values. Please note
that the LAWA relocation program will conform to federal and state requirements to provide for a
comparable replacement dwelling for persons displaced from their homes.

PFL0O0001-16

Comment:

Response:

12. Finally, the dEIS/EIR fails to consider the negative impact of increased noise and flights over local
schools under the flight path, including interruptions of instructional and recreational periods.

Comment noted. The Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed the effects of single event aircraft
noise relative to school disruption associated with the No Action/No Project Alternatives and all four
build alternatives in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, with supporting technical data and
analyses provided in Appendix S-C1 and Technical Report S-1.

PFMO00001 Latham, John Carlton Square Homeowners 7/17/2001

Association

PFM00001-1

Comment:

Response:

The Board of Directors of Carlton Square Homeowners Association along with its members, has passed
the following resolution that is submitted in connection with the above referenced matter.

WHEREAS, Carlton Square, a residential development consisting of 470 residences located at 8700
Carlton Drive, within the City of Inglewood, California, and

WHEREAS, the residencies of the Carlton Square Homeowners Association community are situated
directly beneath the existing flight path of the Los Angeles Airport, and

WHEREAS, the Carlton Square Homeowners and its Board of Directors are committed to bringing
about civic betterment and social improvements by providing for preservation, management,
maintenance and care of the architecture and appearance of the Carlton Square community, and

WHEREAS, there currently exists excessive noise air pollution, resulting from the continuous air traffic

into and out of the Los Angeles Airport, and

Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed noise impacts in
Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, and air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality. Supporting
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technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical Reports 1 and 4 of
the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C, Appendix S-E and Technical Reports S-1 and S-4 of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PFMO00001-2

Comment:

Response:

WHEREAS, there are numerous violations the restrictions regarding the hours of take-off and landings
by small and large aircraft, and

Please see Topical Response TR-N-5 regarding nighttime aircraft operations and TR-GEN-3 regarding
legal limitations on LAWA's ability to control the nature and hours of aircraft activity.

PFMO00001-3

Comment:

Response:

WHEREAS, expansion of Los Angeles Airport would significantly increase (1) the number of take-offs
and landing, (2) noise exposure, (3) ground traffic throughout, (4) air pollution, (5) health risk, and (6) a
decrease in property values, and.

Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed noise in Section
4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, traffic in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, air quality in
Section 4.6, Air Quality, and human health and safety in Section 4.24, Human Health and Safety.
Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical
Reports 1, 2, 3, 4, 14a, and 14c of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C, Appendix S-E, and Technical
Reports S-1, S-2a, S-2b, S-4, S-9a and S-9b of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. In addition,
please see Topical Response TR-AQ-3 regarding air pollution increase, Topical Response TR-N-6
regarding noise increase, and Topical Response TR-ES-1 regarding impacts to residential property
values. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to
serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.

PFM00001-4

Comment:

Response:

WHEREAS, the homeowners and residents of the Carlton Square community, evidenced by the
attached list of signatures recognize the severe negative impact the proposed expansion will have on
their daily lives and on the community.

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Carlton Square Homeowners Association's Board of
Directors, who are charged with the responsibility of preservation of property and the enjoyment thereof
for the benefit of all homeowners and residents of the Carlton Square community, strongly oppose the
expansion plans for Los Angeles Airport.

Resolution Adopted this 12 day of July, 2001.

Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-LU-1 regarding impacts on quality of life and
Topical Response TR-ES-1 regarding impacts to residential property values.
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PFNO0001 Goff, Morty None Provided 9/24/2001

PFNOO0001-1

Comment:

We the undersigned support the acquisition of the West Bluff of the Ballona wetland ecosystem as
mitigation for any loss of habitat for the endangered Riverside Fairy Shrimp recently found at LAX. It is
our understanding that the United States Fish and Wildlife Service has approved this mitigation.

The West Bluff has what is probably the very last vernal pool left in the City of Los Angeles. It is shown
on the historical maps, and in recent photographs. It is also a critical component of the last large coastal
wetland system left in Los Angeles County.

In signing this petition, we are not supporting the expansion of LAX. We are supporting the acquisition
of the West Bluff in regards to the impacts of the current operations of LAX.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-ET-2 regarding the definition and evaluation of
wetlands/vernal pools for further discussion of Riverside fairy shrimp mitigation. The West Bluff of the
Ballona wetland ecosystem was eliminated for relocation of the Riverside fairy shrimp cysts due to the
significantly high cost associated with acquiring the properties for purposes of relocating the embedded
cysts.

PFNO00O01-2

Comment:
Please include this petition in the EIS/EIR. Thank you very much.

Response:
Comment noted.

PFOO00001 Shneider, Steve Playa Serena Homeowners 7/18/2001

Association
PFOO00001-1
Comment:

We need your help.

The planned expansion of Los Angeles International Airport, including the construction of a new
International Terminal, the access to which would be from Pershing Drive, will significantly and
adversely affect the residents of this community. If the new terminal is constructed, the airport
authorities intend to close Pershing Drive (south of the Westchester Parkway) to vehicular traffic other
than that specifically going to LAX.

Consequently, construction of a new International Terminal has the potential of making an already
undesirable situation intolerable. Over the past four decades, airport authorities have substituted their
prerogatives over the will of the people. Rather than seek more constructive and less destructive
alternatives, they have condemned hundreds of local homes through writ of eminent domain. Rather
than seek ways and means to lessen the air and vehicular congestion around LAX, they have acted to
increase it. Apparently, they intend to again do so.

The attached petition, signed by the residents of this condominium complex, requests your assistance
in halting the proposed LAX expansion. In our opinion, it is time for the LAX authorities to behave as
good citizens!
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Response:

Comment noted. Please see Response to Comment below. It should be noted that Alternative D has
been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity
comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the
Draft EIS/EIR addressed relocation impacts in Section 4.4.2, Relocation of Residences or Businesses,
air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality, and traffic impacts in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation.
Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix G and Technical Reports 2, 3, and 4
of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-E and Technical Reports S-2a, S-2b, and S-4 of the Supplement
to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please refer to Response to Comment AL0O0018-30 for a discussion of Pershing
Drive. Alternative D would not alter the existing Pershing Drive, nor would it result in any residential
acquisition.

PFO00001-2

Comment:

Response:

We, the residents of the Playa Serena condominiums, located at 8828 Pershing Drive in Playa del Rey,
California 90293, hereby petition our elected officials and request them to act on our behalf to halt the
announced Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) plan to build a large new International Terminal, the
access to which would be from Pershing Drive. An integral part of the LAX expansion plan is to close
Pershing Drive (south of the Westchester Parkway) to vehicular traffic other than that specifically going
to LAX.

Comment noted. As proposed, all of the LAX Master Plan build alternatives, with the exception of
Alternative D, include improvements to provide access to the West Terminal Area along the Pershing
Drive corridor. None of the build alternatives would result in the closure of Pershing Drive. However,
with construction of the ring road under Alternatives A, B, and C, Pershing Drive would no longer
provide southbound access to Imperial Highway. Alternate southbound access to Imperial Highway
would be available along Vista del Mar (please refer to page 4-441 in Section 4.4.4., Community
Disruption and Alteration of Surface Transportation Patterns, of the Draft EIS/EIR, and page 4-345 in
Section 4.4.4., Community Disruption and Alternation of Surface Transportation Patterns, of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR). Alternative D does not include the ring road.

PFO00001-3

Comment:

Response:

If this expansion is approved, it will adversely affect the quality of life of everyone in this community.

Comment noted. Land use impacts were addressed in Section 4.2, Land Use, of the Draft EIS/EIR and
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting documentation provided in Technical Reports 1 and
S-1. In addition, please see Topical Response TR-LU-1 regarding impacts on quality of life and TR-LU-
2 regarding impacts to the community of Westchester.

PFO00001-4

Comment:

Response:

The residents of Playa Serena - and indeed all Playa del Rey - will be inundated with traffic at all hours
of the day and night. Going to and from work, school, shopping, religious services, and other essential
activities will be much more difficult.

The surface transportation impacts of the Master Plan alternatives were presented in Section 4.3.2, Off-
Airport Surface Transportation, of the Draft EIS/EIR and the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please
see Response to Comment ALO0043-3 regarding proposed ftraffic improvements for off-airport
roadways. Regarding existing traffic concerns surrounding LAX, percent contribution of airport traffic in
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the adjacent communities, and how ftraffic conditions around the airport would change with
implementation of the Master Plan Alternatives, please see Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding
airport area traffic concerns. Regarding traffic measures to minimize neighborhood impacts, please see
Topical Response TR-ST-6 regarding neighborhood traffic impacts.

PFO00001-5

Comment:

Air and noise pollution will rise and property values could decrease significantly.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-ES-1 regarding impacts to residential property values.

PFOO00001-6

Comment:
LAX is one of the world's busiest and most dangerous airports.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety.

PFO00001-7

Comment:
Vehicular access into and egress from LAX already is difficult and makes commuting in this area very
arduous.

Response:
The surface transportation impacts of the Master Plan alternatives were presented in Section 4.3.2, Off-
Airport Surface Transportation, of the Draft EIS/EIR and the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please
see Response to Comment ALO0043-3 regarding proposed ftraffic improvements for off-airport
roadways. Regarding existing traffic concerns surrounding LAX, percent contribution of airport traffic in
the adjacent communities, and how traffic conditions around the airport would change with
implementation of the Master Plan Alternatives, please see Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding
airport area traffic concerns.

PFO00001-8

Comment:
Rather than seeking to route some of the air traffic to less congested facilities such as the airports in
Ontario and Palmdale, California, the LAX authorities have ignored the will of the people and have
pushed ahead with expansion plans.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-4 regarding Orange County air transportation
demand, for information on El Toro, John Wayne Airport, and Ontario International Airport. Also, please
see Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale.

PFOO00001-9

Comment:

If these plans are adopted, they will exacerbate what is already an almost intolerable situation for local
residents.
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Please stop the planned LAX expansion! Make the LAX authorities responsive to the will of the people!

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-LU-1 regarding impacts on quality of life. It should
be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of
future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.

PFP00001 Mulligan, Anne None Provided 5/20/2001

PFP00001-1

Comment:
Halt All Airport Expansion
Halt All Airport Expansion!
To: President of the United States
U.S. Senate Majority and Minority Leader
U.S. House Speaker, Majority and Minority Leader
Due Date: August 31, 2000
WE URGE YOU TO SUPPORT THE HALTING OF AIRPORT EXPANSION UNTIL THE FULL HEALTH
AND ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS OF AIRPORTS ARE KNOWN AND PROPERLY MITIGATED.
As many as 180 million Americans are affected by aviation-related pollution. This includes aircraft air
emissions (including hazardous and toxic emissions), noise, de-icing fluid runoff, and many others.
Recent studies have identified serious health problems for people living and working even many miles
away from airports, and the Environmental Protection Agency predicts that aviation-related pollution will
double, or perhaps triple, within the next decade.
Far more information is needed to determine the full extent of these threats. Existing environmental and
public health safeguards do not work.
Please support the halting of airport expansion AND of additional landings and take-offs until
comprehensive, objective health and environmental studies are complete. Show your support by
opposing the Air Transportation Improvement Act (S.82-John McCain) and FAA Re-Authorization Bill
(HR.1000-Bud Schuster).
This petition is sponsored by US-Citizens Aviation Watch Association, which advocates a sustainable,
equitable and accountable aviation industry in the U.S. and abroad.
(Update: HS.82 and H.R1000 have now passed Congress. The president has signed The Wendell H.
Ford Aviation Investment & Reform Act for the 21st Century (AIR-21) [HR1000] on April 5, 2000, it
became Public Law No: 106-181. Your support of this petition is needed now!)

Response:

Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed health and safety
impacts in Section 4.24, Human Health and Safety, air quality impacts in Section 4.6, Air Quality,
hazardous material in Section 4.23, Hazardous Materials, noise impacts in Section 4.1, Noise, and
water quality impacts in Section 4.7, Hydrology and Water Quality. Supporting technical data and
analyses are provided in Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical Reports 1, 4, 6, 13, and 14 of the
Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C, Appendix S-E, and Technical Reports S-1, S-4, S-5, S-8, and S-9 of
the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. In addition, please see Topical Response TR-AQ-2 regarding
toxic air pollutants, Topical Response TR-AQ-3 regarding air pollution increase, and Topical Response
TR-HRA-3 regarding human health impacts. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to
provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of
the No Action/No Project Alternative.
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PFQO00001 Williamsom, Sandra None Provided

PFQ00001-1

Comment:

| am writing this letter to support the acquisition of the West Bluff of the Ballona wetland ecosystem as
mitigation for any loss of habitat for the endangered Riverside Fairy Shrimp recently found at LAX. It is
my understanding that the United States Fish and Wildlife Service has approved this mitigation.

The West Bluff has what is probably the very last vernal pool left in the City of Los Angeles. It is shown
on the historical maps, and in recent photographs. It is also a critical component of the last large coastal
wetland system left in Los Angeles County.

In writing this letter, | am not supporting the expansion of LAX. | am supporting the acquisition of the
West Bluff in regards to the impacts of the current operations of LAX

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-ET-2 regarding the definition and evaluation of
wetlands/vernal pools for further discussion of Riverside fairy shrimp mitigation. The West Bluff of the
Ballona wetland ecosystem was eliminated for relocation of the Riverside fairy shrimp cysts due to the
significantly high cost associated with acquiring the properties for purposes of relocating the embedded
cysts.

PFR0O0001 Park, Paul Hoduri-USA 9/12/2001

PFR0O0001-1

Comment:
The Los Angeles region's economic health depends on LAX's ability to accommodate international
traffic. The LAX Master Plan will ensure the continuation of Southern California's economic growth as
well as Los Angeles' reputation as a world class city.
We are extremely excited to see the ways the Master Plan will benefit local communities as well as
improve safety and LAX's ability to provide travel service both locally and abroad. We strongly support
the LAX Master Plan.

Response:
Comment noted.

PFS00001 Gunstream, Gary None Provided

PFS00001-1

Comment:
The Los Angeles region's economic health depends on LAX's ability to accommodate international
traffic. The LAX Master Plan will ensure the continuation of Southern California's economic growth as
will as Los Angeles' reputation as a world class city. | strongly support the LAX Master Plan.

Response:

Comment noted.
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PES00002 Wong, Dennis None Provided

PFS00002-1

Comment:
The Los Angeles region's economic health depends on LAX's ability to accommodate international
traffic. The LAX Master Plan will ensure the continuation of Southern California's economic growth as
will as Los Angeles' reputation as a world class city. | strongly support the LAX Master Plan.

Response:
Comment noted.

PHFO00001 Galanter, Ruth City of Los Angeles 6/9/2001

PHFO0001-1

Comment:

| AM THE PRESIDENT OF THE LOS ANGELES CITY COUNCIL AND ALSO THE COUNCIL MEMBER
FOR THIS PARTICULAR DISTRICT. MOST OF THESE ARE MY CONSTITUENTS. | AM
DELIGHTED TO SEE YOU HERE. SOME OF THEM ARE MY CONSTITUENTS IN SPIRIT ONLY
BECAUSE THEY ARE NOT RESIDENTS OF THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES, BUT ALL OF US ARE
EQUALLY CONCERNED ABOUT THE PROPOSED MASTER PLAN AND THE ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT STATEMENT AND REPORT THAT GOES WITH IT. ACTUALLY, HOWEVER, THE MOST
IMPORTANT DOCUMENT THAT IS HERE TODAY IS THE ONE ON THE WALL OVER THERE. AS
YOU KNOW, THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES IS IN THE MIDST OF A POLITICAL TRANFORMATION,
A TRANSITION PERIOD, IN WHICH WE ARE ABOUT TO WELCOME A NEW MAYOR, A NEW CITY
ATTORNEY AND CITY CONTROLLER AND EIGHT NEW COUNCIL MEMBERS OUT OF 15 OVER
THE COURSE OF THE NEXT ROUGHLY SIX MONTHS. WE ARE LOOKING AT A DIFFERENT
WORLD THAN WE LOOKED AT BEFORE.

Response:
Comment noted.

PHFO0001-2

Comment:

POLITICALLY HERE AT HOME, ALSO WITH RESPECT TO THE AVIATION INDUSTRY. WHEN LAX
STARTED THIS MASTER PLAN EVERYBODY SAID THAT CARGO WAS GOING TO FLY ONLY IN
THE BELLY OF PASSENGER PLANES, THERE WOULDN'T BE ANY CARGO FLIGHTS ANY MORE.
THAT HAS TURNED AROUND. EVERYTHING THAT WE HAVE TALKED ABOUT, MASSIVE
GROWTH IN CARGO FLIGHTS, NOT JUST IN CARGO THAT IS SHIPPED BUT IN ALL CARGO
FLIGHTS, WHICH MEANS WE ARE DEALING WITH A DIFFERENT CONTEXT THAN WE WERE
BEFORE.

Response:
Approximately 46 percent of air cargo is currently transported in the belly of passenger airplanes.
Please see Topical Response TR-MP-1 regarding air cargo activity and demand.

PHFO0001-3

Comment:
WE ARE ALSO SEEING ON THE ONE HAND A PROPOSAL WHICH IS LOOKED AT IN THIS EIR TO
ACCOMODATE, TO LENGTHEN RUNWAYS IN ORDER TO ACCOMODATE LARGER AND LARGER
PASSENGER PLANES AND YET THE WALL STREET JOURNAL AND THE AVIATION MAGAZINES
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Response:

ALL SHOW THAT THERE'S AN INCREASING TREND TOWARD SMALLER PLANES. | AM GOING
TO RUN OUT OF TIME IN A MINUTE -- LESS THAN A MINUTE.

Comment noted. A larger aircraft fleet mix is predicted for each of the Master Plan alternatives to reflect
the predicted responses from airlines to the capacity constraints at LAX and a focus on international
markets, especially trans-pacific routes. Please see Responses to Comments PC00599-7 and
PC00593-1 for a discussion on the fleet mix assumptions used in the development of the alternatives.

PHFO00001-4

Comment:

Response:

I JUST WANT TO POINT OUT THAT IN THE INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT REVIEW FOR THE FIRST
ISSUE OF 2001, THE DIRECTOR OF THE AIRPORTS COUNCIL INTERNATIONAL SAYS THERE
ARE SEVERAL LESS GLAMAROUS BUT ALSO LESS COSTLY STEPS WHICH CAN BE TAKEN TO
RELIEVE CONGESTION. FIRST IS THE USE OF ALTERNATIVE AIRPORTS, WHICH WE BELIEVE
ARE NOT ADEQUATELY STUDIED IN THIS EIR. MY TIME, PLEASE GUYS.

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PHFO00001-5

Comment:

Response:

THE SECOND ONE, ANOTHER OPTION IS TO SUBSTITUTE HIGH-SPEED RAIL FOR SHORT-
HAUL AIR SERVICE. THIS HAS BEEN USED EFFECTIVELY ELSEWHERE. IT IS NOT
ADEQUATELY ADDRESSED HERE.

Please see Topical Response TR-RC-3 regarding high-speed rail as a solution to airport capacity and
demand.

PHFO00001-6

Comment:

Response:

THE THIRD ONE, ALTHOUGH IT BE FAR MORE CONTROVERSIAL, IS THE USE OF SLOT
ALLEGATION COMBINED WITH MARKET PRICING.

The High Density Rule (HDR), issued by the FAA in 1969, was a measure to reduce delays and
congestion at five select airports including New York's LaGuardia, JFK International and Newark
International, Washington-Reagan National and Chicago O'Hare International. The HDR provided for
hourly arrival and departure caps for both commercial airline and general aviation operators for certain
hours of the day. Contrary to public perception, the slot controls were not established to regulate
capacity or for noise abatement. The implementation of certain improvements in technology has
improved the efficiency of the airspace system and allowed the slot requirements to be phased out.
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The HDR was suspended indefinitely at Newark and eliminated effective July 2, 2002 at O'Hare. The
HDR has been amended on several occasions, most recently in the AIR 21 legislation passed by the
U.S. Congress in 2000 that eliminates slot restrictions at JFK and LaGuardia on January 1, 2007.
Please see Topical Response TR-RC-2 regarding the role of deregulation in aviation planning.

PHFO0001-7

Comment:
| BELIEVE, AND | BELIEVE MY COLLEAGUES ARE GOING TO JOIN ME IN SAYING THAT THE EIR
IS FLAWED BECAUSE IT DOES NOT ADDRESS THE ALTERNATIVE OF TAKING THE
ANTICIPATED GROWTH AT OTHER AIRPORTS. AND L.A. HAPPENS TO HAVE THE ABILITY TO
DO THAT BECAUSE WE OWN A COUPLE OF OTHER AIRPORTS.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-ALT-1 regarding the range of alternatives analyzed in the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR and Response to Comment AF00001-56 regarding the
Draft EIS/EIR assumptions pertaining to Ontario International and Palmdale Regional airports. Please
also see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach to
meeting demand.

PHF00001-8

Comment:
FINALLY | JUST WANT TO EXERCISE A MOMENT OF PRIVILEGE HERE.

IN ANNOUNCING THIS HEARING IT WAS ANNOUNCED A FEW MINUTES AGO AS JOINTLY
SPONSORED BY THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES AND THE FAA. AS YOU KNOW, THE L. A. WORLD
AIRPORTS IS ONE OF OUR NON-COUNCIL CONTROLLED DEPARTMENTS, MUCH TO MY
REGRET. BUT THIS IS A HEARING THAT IS REQUIRED BY FEDERAL AND STATE LAW AND IT IS
BEING RUN BY THE L.A. WORLD AIRPORTS, WHICH IS A PIECE OF THE CITY OF LOS
ANGELES, BUT THIS IS NOT SOMETHING SPONSORED BY THE MAYOR AND THE COUNCIL.

WE BELIEVE THAT MR. HAHN'S PLEDGE AND THE INCREASING CONCERN EXHIBITED BY OUR
CONSTITUENTS AND OUR NEIGHBORS DICTATES THAT WE MOVE IN A DIFFERENT
DIRECTION. THANK YOU FOR STOPPING THE CLOCK. THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND |
WILL BE SUBMITTING WRITTEN COMMENTS AS WELL.

Response:
Please see Response to Comment PC00578-1 regarding the development of Alternative D-Enhanced
Safety and Security Plan, which was developed at the direction of Mayor James Hahn.

PHFO00002 Stanford, Dick City of Azusa 6/9/2001

PHF00002-1

Comment:
HELLO, HEARING OFFICERS. MY NAME IS DICK STANFORD. THANK YOU FOR THE
OPPORTUNITY TO TESTIFY TODAY. ALTHOUGH | AM A MEMBER OF THE SOUTHERN
CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS REGIONAL COUNCIL AND SCAG
TRANSPORTATION COMMUNICATIONS COMMITTEE, MY TESTIMONY IS PRESENTED SOLELY
IN MY CAPACITY AS A CITY COUNCIL MEMBER OF THE CITY OF AZUSA AND FOR THE CITY OF
AZUSA.

Response:
Comment noted.
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PHF00002-2

Comment:

Response:

AZUSA IS ONE OF SOME HUNDRED CITIES AND OTHER ENTITIES THAT RESPECTFULLY
REQUEST THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES TO TERMINATION PLANS FOR LAX EXPANSION AND
CONCENTRATE ON DEVELOPING A TRULY REGIONAL SYSTEM. IT IS BECAUSE OF THE
EXCLUSION OF THIS ALTERNATIVE THAT THE EIR/EIS IS INADEQUATE. THERE'S A BASIC
TENANT THAT EIRS AND EISS ADDRESS ALL ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED ACTION.
THE DRAFT EIS/EIS FOR THE PROPOSED EXPANSION OF LAX ONLY ADDRESSES THREE
SLIGHT VARIATIONS OF THE SAME ALTERNATIVE.

Comment noted. The City of Los Angeles and LAWA can only control the development of LAX, Ontario,
Palmdale, and Van Nuys Airports. The decision to develop any airport is the responsibility of local
government. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PHF00002-3

Comment:

Response:

| HAVE HEARD THE EXCUSE THAT REGIONALIZATION IS NOT IN THE EIR/EIS BECAUSE THE
AIRPORT OWNER CANNOT IMPACT AIRLINE DECISIONS ON WHICH FLIGHTS WILL OPERATE
FROM WHICH AIRPORT IN A REGION.

AS ONE OF THE EARLIEST EMPLOYEES TO THE DALLAS FORT WORTH AIRPORT, AS A
FORMER COORDINATOR OF FRIENDS OF AUSTIN, TEXAS MUELLER AIRPORT, AS A FORMER
MEMBER OF THE CITY OF ONTARIO'S BLUE RIBBON AIRPORT COMMISSION AND AS FORMER
MARINE CORPS FIGHTER PILOT WHO FLEW IN AND OUT OF EL TORO | KNOW THAT EXCUSE
IS WITHOUT MERIT.

Please see Response to Comment PC02302-27 and Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring
LAX operations to Palmdale.

PHF00002-4

Comment:

THE ONTARIO AIRPORT SERVES A POPULATION MASS THAT WOULD MAKE THAT AIRPORT
MUCH MORE PROFITABLE FOR MANY MORE AIRLINE FLIGHTS THAN PRESENTLY OPERATE
FROM THERE. MANY MORE PASSENGERS WOULD SPEND CONSIDERABLY LESS TIME ON
THE FREEWAY AND CONCURRENTLY LESS TIME FOWLING THE AIR IF THE GROUND TRAVEL
WAS TO ONT INSTEAD OF LAX. THE BEAUTIFUL TERMINAL THERE WHICH TOOK ENTIRELY
TOO LONG TO BECOME A REALITY IS PRESENTLY A GHOSTTOWN BECAUSE THE FLIGHTS
ARE NOT THERE.
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Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the
regional approach to meeting demand.

PHF00002-5

Comment:
BECAUSE THE MOST CONVENIENT SCHEDULES ARE GIVEN TO LAX AND BECAUSE RELATIVE
FARE PRICING DELIBERATELY FORCES PASSENGERS TO USE LAX.

Response:
Actually, the average fare for domestic flights from LAX is higher than for Burbank, Long Beach,
Ontario, and Orange County. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX
operations to Palmdale.

PHF00002-6

Comment:
BURBANK, LONG BEACH AND JOHN WAYNE ARE NOT AT NEAR THE SOME CAPACITY AS LAX
AND PROPOSALS RELATING TO PALMDALE, EL TORO, AND OTHER EXISTING AIRPORTS ALL
PROVIDE THE BASIS FOR PLANNING A TRULY REGIONAL AIRPORT SYSTEM. WE
RESPECTFULLY RESPECT THAT LAWA AND THE FAA JOIN THE MANY CITIES, MAYOR HAHN,
LOS ANGELES COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, A NUMBER OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS
AND THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS IN SUPPORTING A
TRULY REGIONAL SYSTEM THAT BE MORE EFFICIENT AND LESS POLLUTING FOR AIR
TRAVEL IN THE GREATER LOS ANGELES REGION.

Response:
Comment noted. Please refer to Response to Comment PC02339-2. Also, please see Topical
Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale. In spring 2002, the voters of
Orange County rejected the use of El Toro for a commercial airport. The Department of the Navy is
disposing of the property for non-airport uses.

PHF00002-7

Comment:
I AM PICKING UP SOME FRIENDS COMING IN FROM LONDON IN A FEW MINUTES AND |
REGRET | WILL NOT BE ABLE TO BE HERE PHYSICALLY TO SUPPORT MY COLLEAGUES IN
EXPRESSING THEIR FEELINGS, BUT CERTAINLY | AM HERE IN SPIRIT. THANK YOU VERY
MUCH.

Response:
Comment noted.

PHFO00003 McDowell, Kelly City of El Segundo 6/9/2001

PHF00003-1

Comment:

KELLY MCDOWELL FROM THE EL SEGUNDO CITY COUNCIL. | WANT TO JOIN RUTH
GALANTER IN DRAWING ATTENTION TO MR. HAHN'S PLEDGE OPPOSING LAX'S EXPANSION.
WE ARE LOOKING FORWARD, MY CITY AND THE COALITION OF ALMOST HUNDRED CITIES,
THAT WE LEAD AGAINST LAX EXPANSION ARE LOOKING FORWARD TO WORKING WITH THE
NEW MAYOR OF THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES TO OPPOSE THIS EFFORT
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Response:
Please see Response to Comment PC00578-1 regarding the development of Alternative D-Enhanced
Safety and Security Plan, which was developed at the direction of Mayor James Hahn.

PHFO00003-2

Comment:
BECAUSE, GENTLEMAN, FIRST OF ALL, THIS PROCESS IS FATALLY FLAWED. ONE PUBLIC
HEARING HELD SIMULTANEOUSLY IN THREE DIFFERENT PLACES ON ONE DAY IS NOT AN
ADEQUATE OPPORTUNITY FOR THE PUBLIC TO BE HEARD ON THESE ISSUES.

VIRTUALLY EVERY ELECTED OFFICIAL IN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA HAS REQUESTED THAT
THE COMMENT PERIOD TO FILE COMMENTS ON THE EIR BE EXTENDED PAST JULY 25. THAT
HAS BEEN REFUSED. THIS IS A 12,000-PAGE DOCUMENT. PEOPLE NEED TIME TO ANALYZE
IT. YOU GUYS TOOK FIVE YEARS TO PREPARE IT. GIVE US A FEW MORE MONTHS TO
COMMENT ON IT.

Response:
A major component of the LAX Master Plan EIS/EIR work program is public participation and outreach.
LAWA has had press releases, newsletters, neighborhood info packets, public workshops, and a web
site in order to communicate with neighbors and interested parties. Please see Response to Comment
AL00033-255 regarding availability of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR for public
review.

PHFO0003-3

Comment:
THIS PROPOSED EXPANSION WOULD GENERATE FAR MORE THAN THE 98 MILLION
PASSENGERS THE AIRPORT CLAIMS IN ITS EIR. THE CURRENT AIRPORT UNDER ITS
CURRENT CONFIGURATION WAS PROJECTED TO HANDLE 40 MILLION PASSENGERS AND
NOW SERVES 67 MILLION.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-GEN-3 regarding actual versus projected activity levels.

PHF00003-4

Comment:
THE EIR LACKS REQUIRED MITIGATION MEASURES IN MONITORING PROGRAMS THAT ARE
NECESSARY WITH THE PROPOSED EXPANSION. WE MAINTAIN THE ENVIRONMENT OF
SOCIAL IMPACTS. THIS PROPOSED EXPANSION WHICH BRING TO THIS AREA CAN'T BE
MITIGATED.

Response:
Please see Response to Comment AR00003-63 regarding the mitigation monitoring and reporting
program.

PHFO0003-5

Comment:
THERE IS NO ANALYSIS OF A WORST-CASE SCENARIO IN THIS EIR. THE POTENTIAL IMPACTS
ARE CONSISTENTLY UNDERESTIMATED.

Response:
Comment noted.
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PHFO0003-6

Comment:

Response:

PROPOSED GROUND IMPROVEMENTS, EVEN UNDER THE NO NEW RUNWAY ALTERNATIVE,
WOULD LAY THE FOUNDATION FOR FUTURE RUNWAY EXPANSION, AND THAT'S NOT
ACCEPTABLE TO THE CITIES NEAR THE AIRPORT.

The Master Plan and Draft EIS/EIR did not look beyond the year 2015 - please see Response to
Comment PC00287-3 regarding the planning horizons for these studies. Please also note that the new
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, Alternative D, analyzed in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR,
has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity
comparable to the No Action/No Project Alternative. Chapter 3 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR
provided extensive information on the formulation of this alternative and its consistency with the SCAG
2001 RTP.

PHFO00003-7

Comment:

Response:

MOST IMPORTANT THE EIR NEVER SERIOUSLY CONSIDERS THE DEVELOPMENT OF A TRULY
REGIONAL AIRPORT PLAN TO HANDLE THE NEEDS OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA. LET'S
DEVELOP AIRPORTS WHERE PEOPLE ARE GOING AND JOBS ARE GOING. LET'S DEVELOP
AIRPORTS TO THE NORTH AND TO THE EAST OF LAX WHERE THE JOBS WILL BE AND THE
MANUFACTURES OF GOODS THAT WILL BE SHIPPED BY AIR WILL BE PRODUCED.

THERE IS NO SUPPORT PUBLICLY FOR EXPANSION OF LAX. WE SAY CONSTRAIN THIS
AIRPORT TO ITS EXISTING FOOTPRINT. EXPAND THE 12 OTHER AIRPORTS IN THIS REGION
FROM EL TORO TO PALM SPRINGS TO HANDLE THE AVIATION NEEDS OF SOUTHERN
CALIFORNIA. THAT'S WHERE THE JOBS ARE GOING TO BE. THAT'S WHERE THE PEOPLE ARE
GOING TO BE. COME AROUND WITH THE REST OF US AND SUPPORT A TRULY REGIONAL
AIRPORT PLAN FOR SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA.

Comment noted. The City of Los Angeles and LAWA can only control the development of LAX, Ontario,
Palmdale, and Van Nuys Airports. The decision to develop any airport is the responsibility of local
government. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-4 for information on El Toro, John Wayne Airport,
and Ontario International Airport. Also, please see Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring
LAX operations to Palmdale. In spring 2002, the voters of Orange County rejected the use of El Toro
for a commercial airport. The Department of the Navy is disposing of the property for non-airport uses.
Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D - Enhanced Safety
and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered for the LAX Master
Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Alternative D, developed
pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and security improvements
and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that of the No Action/No
Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of LAX is consistent with
the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is intended to accommodate
future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of Alternative D was provided
in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For additional information, please
see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and Topical
Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach to meeting demand.
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PHF00004 Tearell, Debra None Provided 6/9/2001

PHF00004-1

Comment:

Response:

GOOD AFTERNOON. MY NAME IS DEBRA LYNN TEARELL AND | LIVE AT 340 FALLEN STREET
IN PLAYA DEL REY. | WAS ABSOLUTELY INCENSED AND IN REVIEWING THE EIR BECAUSE
THERE IS NO MENTION OF IMPACT OF THE MASSIVE PLAYA VISTA DEVELOPMENT. WHEN
YOU LOOK AT THE COMBINED IMPACT OF TRAFFIC, POLLUTION AND METHANE MIGRATION,
THE SITUATION IS ABSOLUTELY INTOLERABLE.

Comment noted. Please see Response to Comment AL00018-19 regarding the evaluation of
cumulative impacts in the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Potential safety hazards,
if any, associated with methane occurring at the Playa Vista project site are impact specific to that
project, and cannot be considered in cumulative terms relative to the LAX Master Plan project.

PHFO00005 Duong, Rathar City of Montebello 6/9/2001

PHFO0005-1

Comment:

Response:

GOOD AFTERNOON, MY NAME IS RATHAR DUONG. | AM A PLANNER WITH THE CITY OF
MONTEBELLO, 1600 WEST BEVERLY. | AM SPEAKING ON BEHALF OF THE CITY OF
MONTEBELLO COUNCILWOMAN NORMA PETRIE, MEMBER OF THE AIRPORT NOISE
COMMUNITY ROUND TABLE, THE CITY AND MEMBERS OF THE COMMUNITY WHO HAVE
EXPRESSED CONCERNS.

Comment noted.

PHFO00005-2

Comment:

Response:

THE RESIDENTS OF THE CITY OF MONTEBELLO HAVE LEGITIMATE CONCERNS OVER THE
PROPOSED EXPANSION OF LAX. THE PRIMARY CONCERN EFFECTING OUR COMMUNITY IS
THE OVERFLIGHT ARRIVALS INTO LOS ANGELES. AT THE AIRPORT CURRENT OPERATION
MONTEBELLO RESIDENTS AS WELL AS SURROUNDING COMMUNITIES ARE SEVERELY
IMPACTED BY THE NOISE OF THESE LOW-OVERFLIGHT AIRCRAFT. THE EXPANSION OF LAX
WOULD COMPOUND EXISTING NOISE PROBLEMS WE ARE EXPERIENCING. MOREOVER, THE
EIS/EIR NEGLECTS TO ADDRESS AND ANALYZE THE OVERFLIGHT PROBLEM OF OUR CITY OF
MONTEBELLO, AS WELL AS OUR NEIGHBORING COMMUNITIES, INCLUDING MONTEREY PARK,
ROSEMEAD AND ALHAMBRA.

THE MASTER PLAN IS FLAWED IN THAT ALL NOISE CONCERNS OCCUR OVER THE OCCASION.
IN FACT, CITY OF MONTEBELLO CITY COUNCIL AND STAFF RECEIVE NOISE AND SAFETY
RELATED COMPLAINT REGARDING LOW-FLIGHT AIRCRAFT ON AN ONGOING BASIS. THE
PLAN TO EXPAND LAX WILL ONLY AMPLIFY THE EXISTING CONDITIONS.

The commentor's concern is acknowledged and will be considered by federal and local decision makers
in the evaluative process. The commentor is affected by the base leg (perpendicular) segment of the
westerly approaches to the airport. This approach is used by all traffic arriving from west coast, Pacific
and European origins. Under heavy traffic conditions, the base leg moves eastward over Monterey
Park to better increase the separations between arriving aircraft and to safely sequence them into the
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arrival flows coming directly from the east. This eastward extension of the base leg approach results in
the conditions described by the commentor. Air Traffic Control management has evaluated
modifications of the approaches to the north and south runway complexes to increase aircraft altitude
over Monterey Park, resulting in noise level decreases of several decibels. It is not likely that the
procedures can be changed to remove the traffic entirely from over the area. Any modifications to the
base leg approach to reduce the impacts of flights over communities under them beyond the 65 CNEL
contour will be undertaken independent of the Draft EIS/EIR process (see Subtopical Response TR-N-
3.5). For further information on the effect of these approaches, also see Subtopical Response TR-N-3.5
regarding the effects of elevation on noise contours and Topical Response TR-N-6 regarding noise
increase.

PHFO0005-3

Comment:

Response:

IN ADDITION, THE DRAFT EIS/EIR AND THE DRAFT MASTER PLAN DID NOT CONSIDER THE
REGIONAL AIRPORT APPROACH TO INCREASING THE NUMBER OF PASSENGER FLIGHTS AND
CARGO LOADS.

MOREOVER IN AUGUST, 2000 THE MONTEBELLO CITY COUNCIL ADOPTED A RESOLUTION
SUPPORTING A REGIONAL AIRPORT PLAN. INSTEAD THE DRAFT DOCUMENT DEEMED THE
REGIONAL PLAN AS ECONOMICALLY UNSOUND AND UNFEASIBLE.

Comment noted. The City of Los Angeles and LAWA can only control the development of LAX, Ontario,
Palmdale, and Van Nuys Airports. The decision to develop any airport is the responsibility of local
government. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP) and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the
regional approach to meeting demand.

PHFO00005-4

Comment:

Response:

IT IS THESE ISSUES AND OTHERS WHICH MAKE THE MASTER PLAN AND RELATED DRAFT
DOCUMENT INCONCLUSIVE AND SEVERELY FLAWED. THE CITY OF MONTEBELLO WILL
CONTINUE TO REMAIN STEADFAST IN VOICING OUR CONCERNS, SUBMIT WRITTEN
COMMENTS AND OPPOSED TO PROJECT ALL TOGETHER.

Comment noted.

PHFO00006 Gaines, John City of El Segundo 6/9/2001

PHFO00006-1

Comment:

GOOD AFTERNOON. | AM JOHN GAINES FOR THE CITY OF EL SEGUNDO. THE CITY OF EL
SEGUNDO, LIKE MANY COMMUNITIES REPRESENTED HERE TODAY, WILL SUBMIT DETAILED
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AND EXPANSIVE COMMENTS TO THE EIR. | WANT TO TAKE A FEW MINUTES TO HIGHLIGHT A
FEW OF OUR OBJECTIONS TO THE PROPOSED EXPANSION.

FIRST, THE REPORT HAS NOT CONSIDERED A REASONABLE RANGE OF ALTERNATIVES TO
THE EXPANSION OF LAX.

Response:
The comment letter submitted by the City of El Segundo is identified as Comment Letter ALO0033.
Please see Topical Response TR-ALT-1 regarding the range of alternatives analyzed in the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PHF00006-2

Comment:
TWO, THE NUMBER OF ALTERNATIVES ANALYZED IS UNUSUALLY LIMITED.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-ALT-1 regarding the range of alternatives analyzed
in the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PHF00006-3

Comment:
THREE, THIS REPORT NEVER SERIOUSLY CONSIDERS APPROPRIATE USE OF THE AVAILABLE
AIRPORTS IN THE REGION.

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PHF00006-4

Comment:
FOUR, THIS REPORT DOES NOT CONSIDER ALTERNATIVES THAT WOULD RESULT IN
IMPACTS LESS SEVERE THAN THE PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE C.

Response:
This comment is similar to comment PC01094-4; please see Response to Comment PC01094-4.

PHF00006-5

Comment:
FIVE, NO REGIONAL ANALYSIS OF AIR QUALITY IMPACT IS PROVIDED.

Response:
This comment is essentially the same as Comment PC01956-5. Please see Response to Comment
PC01956-5.

PHF00006-6

Comment:

SIX, THERE ARE NO NOISES MITIGATION MEASURES IN THE REPORT.
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Response:
Noise impacts were addressed in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, of the Draft EIS/EIR
and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix
D and Technical Report 1 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C and Technical Report S-1 of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-LU-5 regarding noise mitigation.

PHF00006-7

Comment:
SEVEN, THE REPORT CONCLUDES THAT INCREASED TRAFFIC AND ACTIVITIES LEVELS WILL
RESULT IN SIGNIFICANT INCREASED TOXIC AIR EMISSIONS IN ALL EXPANSION SCENARIOS.
HOWEVER, THE REPORT FAILS TO DESCRIBE HOW THE HUGE INCREASE IN TOXIC
EMISSIONS WILL BE ADEQUATELY MITIGATED.

Response:
The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed traffic in Section 4.3, Surface
Transportation, air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality, and human health and safety in Section 4.24,
Human Health and Safety. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix G, and
Technical Reports 2, 3, 4, 14a, and 14c of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-E and Technical Reports
S-2a, S-2b, S-4, S-9a and S-9b of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PHF00006-8

Comment:
EIGHT, THOUGHOUT THIS REPORT BASELINES HAVE BEEN INCONSISTENT AND
INAPPROPRIATE.

Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-GEN-1 regarding baseline issues.

PHF00006-9

Comment:
SELECTED ALTERNATIVES HAVE NOT MET WITH CEQA AND/OR NEPA MITIATION
REQURIEMENTS AND THE DEPTH OF THE ANALYSIS HAS NOT BEEN SUFFICIENT TO
SUPPORT THE ADOPTION OF THE PROPOSED MASTER PLAN.

Response:

Comment noted.

PHFO00006-10

Comment:

Response:

NINE, THE PROJECT'S STATED OBJECTIVES HAVE NOT BEEN MET TO THE PREFERRED
ALTERNATIVE AND BIASES OF THE PROPONENTS OF LAX EXPANSION ARE BLATANTLY
EVIDENT.

Comment noted. Subsequent to publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, an additional option was formulated
for the LAX Master Plan. This new option - Alternative D-Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, is
consistent with the policy framework of the SCAG 2001 RTP, which calls for no expansion of LAX and,
instead, shifts the accommodation of future aviation demand to other airports in the region. The
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR provided a comprehensive analysis of Alternative D and was circulated
for public review and comment.
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Although the conclusion of the Draft EIS/EIR was that Alternative C would have the least negative
impacts to the communities and the region, that conclusion has been superseded by that of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Alternative D is now considered to be the Environmental Superior
alternative and would have the least negative impacts to the communities and the region.

PHF00006-11

Comment:

Response:

ONE OF THE FUNDAMENTAL REQUIREMENTS OF THIS PROCESS IS FOR THE LEAD AGENCY
TO PURSUE ALTERNATIVES THAT WOULD AVOID OR SUBSTANTIALLY LESSEN THE
SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT. THIS REQUIREMENT HAS NOT BEEN
MET. THE CITY OF EL SEGUNDO EXPECTS YOU TO ISSUE AN ENTIRELY NEW EIS/EIR THAT
PROPERLY AND EFFECTIVELY EXPLORES VIABLE ALTERNATIVES AND IDENTIFIES
APPROPRIATE MITIGATION MEASURES TO LESSEN THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS.

Please see Response to Comment PHF00006-10 above. Please see Topical Response TR-ALT-1
regarding range of alternatives analyzed in the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PHF00006-12

Comment:

Response:

BEFORE YIELDING THE PODIUM TO MY COLLEAGUES, LET ME EXPRESS MY OUTRAGE WITH
LAWA AND THE FAA FOR THE UNDERHANDED, ADVERSARIAL AND COUNTERPRODUCTIVE
MANNER IN WHICH THESE HEARINGS ARE BEING CONDUCTED. IT IS LITTLE WONDER THAT
CITIZENS IN OUR COMMUNITIES LIKE CITIZENS ACROSS THIS LAND HARBOR SUCH DISTRUST
AND DISLIKE FOR BUREAUCRACIES LIKE YOURS THAT HIDE BEHIND AND DISTORT
GOVERNMENTAL PROCESS TO ACCOMPLISH SELF-SERVING OBJECTIVES.

The FAA and LAWA have conducted several hearings on both the Draft EIS/EIR and the Supplement to
the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-PO-1 for a listing of all public hearings. Also,
please visit the web site, www.laxmasterplan.org.

PHF00006-13

Comment:

Response:

THOUSANDS OF PR CONSULTANTS COSTING THE TAXPAYERS TENS OF MILLIONS OF
DOLLARS, PERSONAL ATTACKS ON LOCAL OFFICIALS, BUREAUCRATIC OBFUSCATION AND
LEGAL SHENANIGANS SHALL NOT MAKE THIS EXPANSION ACCEPTABLE TO US. REST
ASSURED, | WANT TO MAKE THIS CLEAR, EL SEGUNDO AND OVER A HUNDRED CALIFORNIA
CITIES AND AGENCIES COVERING FIVE COUNTIES HAVE JOINED US IN FIGHTING THIS
EXPANSION, WILL USE EVERY ADMINISTRATIVE LEGAL AND POLITICAL MEANS AT OUR
DISPOSAL TO INSURE THE EXPANSION DESCRIBED IN THIS MISERABLE PLAN NEVER TAKES
PLACE.

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative.
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PHFO0007 Khouri, Gus Assemblymember George 6/9/2001

NiKano's Office

PHFO0007-1

Comment:

Response:

GOOD AFTERNOON. MY NAME IS GUS KHOURIL | AM A LEGISLATIVE ASSISTANT FOR
ASSEMBLY MEMBER GEORGE NIKANO UP IN THE SACRAMENTO OFFICE. AS YOU MAY
KNOW, THERE ARE THREE HEARINGS TAKING PLACE TODAY AND THE ASSEMBLY MEMBER
IS AT THE MANHATTAN BEACH AREA. HE ASKED ME TO READ THE PREPARED STATEMENT
THAT HE IS CONCURRENTLY READING OVER THERE.

AS SOMEONE WHO HAS BEEN ACTIVELY INVOLVED IN REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION ISSUES
FOR A NUMBER OF YEARS, FIRST AS A COUNCIL MEMBER AND NOW AS A MEMBER OF THE
CALIFORNIA STATE ASSEMBLY, THIS ENR AND THE ENTIRE PROPOSAL TO EXPAND LAX ARE
TROUBLING. FRANKLY, THE ENR IS SEVERELY FLAWED, EITHER THROUGH DELIBERATE
ACTION OR INCOMPETENCE. THE BASE LINE USED IN THIS STUDY IS 1996 PRIOR TO THE
YEAR THE NOISIEST PLANES WERE PHASED OUT, THUS ON PAPER APPEARING TO REDUCE
THE IMPACT OF PROPOSED GROWTH.

Please see Topical Response TR-GEN-1 regarding baseline issues, Subtopical Response TR-N-1.3
regarding noise modeling and baseline issues, and Subtopical Response TR-N-3.3 regarding the phase
out of Stage 2 aircraft.

PHFO0007-2

Comment:

Response:

FURTHERMORE THE ENR LACKS ANY ASSESSMENT OF THE IMPACT OF NOISES FROM
FLYOVERS FROM THE SOUTHERN HALF OF THE SOUTH BAY FROM THE PALOS VERDES
PENINSULA.

Under NEPA and CEQA thresholds of significance, the South Bay communities and the Palos Verdes
Peninsula communities are not significantly impacted by aircraft noise. Furthermore, the Master Plan
alternatives will not result in a modification of the locations where aircraft fly in the area. Therefore,
detailed evaluations of changes in noise levels and effects are not warranted for the purposes of this
EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-N-3 regarding aircraft flight procedures, in particular
Subtopical Response TR-N-3.1.

PHFO0007-3

Comment:

Response:

THE DOCUMENT PAYS NO ATTENTION TO THE NEGATIVE IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED
EXPANSION ON SURFACE TRAFFIC CONGESTION SOUTH OF ROSECRANS BOULEVARD. THE
COMMUNITIES OF MANHATTAN BEACH, HERMOSA BEACH, REDONDO BEACH AND
TORRANCE WILL BECOME GRIDLOCKED ON AN ALREADY OVERCROWDED ARTERIOLES
JAMMED WITH LAX TRAFFIC.

Surface transportation impacts were addressed in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, of the Draft
EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in
Technical Reports 2 and 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Technical Reports S-2a and S-2b of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-ST-2.1 regarding surface
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transportation analysis methodology and Subtopical Response TR-ST-4.1 regarding airport area traffic
concerns.

PHF00007-4

Comment:

Response:

MORE IMPORTANTLY, THIS WHOLE PROCESS IS OPERATED OFF THE ASSUMPTION THAT LAX
IS THE ONLY OPTION IN MEETING THE GROWING DEMANDS OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA'S AIR
TRAFFIC NEEDS. NOTHING COULD BE FURTHER FROM THE TRUTH. TRYING TO CRAM ALL
OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA'S AIR TRANSPORT DEMANDS INTO L.A. IS MISGUIDED, SHORT-
SIDED AND ULTIMATELY INEFFECTIVE, GIVEN THE OTHER RESOURCES AVAILABLE.

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PHFO0007-5

Comment:

Response:

PALMDALE AIRPORT CAN HANDLE PASSENGER DEMANDS FROM THE WESTERN SAN
FERNANDO VALLEY AND VENTURA COUNTY AND THE CITIZENS OF THE ANTELOPE VALLEY
WANT THE AIRPORT TO GROW. ONTARIO AIRPORT HAS THE CAPACITY TO HANDLE AN
INCREASE IN PASSENGERS AS WELL.

Please see Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale.

PHFO0007-6

Comment:

Response:

MARCH AIR FORCE BASE HAS AN EXISTING RUNWAY WELL-SUITED FOR CARGO.

Comment noted. The City of Los Angeles and LAWA can only control the development of LAX, Ontario,
Palmdale, and Van Nuys Airports. The decision to develop any airport is the responsibility of local
government. Please also see Response to Comment PC00599-54 for more information about cargo
activity.

PHFO0007-7

Comment:

ANOTHER KEY POINT TO REMEMBER IS THAT ANY REGIONAL PLAN MUST ADDRESS THE
FACT THAT SIGNIFICANT PORTION OF THE PASSENGER TRAFFIC AND 20 PERCENT OF THE
CARGO INTO AND OUT OF LAX COMES FROM ORANGE COUNTY. THAT IS LIKELY TO DOUBLE
IN THE NEXT 10 TO 15 YEARS.
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Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-RC-4 regarding Orange County air transportation demand and
Topical Response TR-MP-1 regarding air cargo activity and demand.

PHFO00007-8

Comment:
FINALLY, IN THE SAN FRANCISCO BAY AREA THERE ARE THREE INTERNATIONAL AIRPORTS.
THAT'S SAN JOSE, SAN FRANCISCO AND OAKLAND. THERE IS ONLY ONE IN ALL OF
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA. THESE ARE COMPONENTS OF A TRULY REGIONAL AIRPORT PLAN.
AND A REGIONAL AIRPORT PLAN THAT DISBURSES SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA'S DEMANDS
THROUGHOUT ALL OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA IS THE ONLY VIABLE SOLUTION TO THIS
EQUATION.

Response:

Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D - Enhanced Safety
and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered for the LAX Master
Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Alternative D, developed
pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and security improvements
and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that of the No Action/No
Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of LAX is consistent with
the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is intended to accommodate
future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of Alternative D was provided
in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For additional information, please
see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan and Topical
Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach to meeting demand.

PHFO00007-9

Comment:
| LOOK FORWARD TO WORKING WITH MY COLLEAGUES AT THE STATE, LOCAL AND FEDERAL
LEVELS, OUR NEIGHBORS THROUGHOUT THE SOUTHBAY THE FAA AND LAWA TOWARD THIS
GOAL. THANK YOU VERY MUCH.

Response:
Comment noted.

PHFO00008 Slawson, Richard Los Angeles Building & 6/9/2001
Construction Trades Council

PHFO00008-1

Comment:
GOOD AFTERNOON, LADIES AND GENTLEMEN. MY NAME IS RICHARD SLAWSON. | AM THE
EXECUTIVE SECRETARY OF THE 130,000 MEMBER BUILDING AND CONSTRUCTION TRADES
COUNCIL REPRESENTING CRAFTWORKERS THROUGHOUT LOS ANGELES AND ORANGE
COUNTY. OUR OFFICE IS LOCATED AT 1626 BEVERLY BOULEVARD IN LOS ANGELES. |
MYSELF LIVE IN TORRANCE. GREW UP IN HAWTHORNE AND AM VERY FAMILIAR WITH THE
ISSUES INVOLVED WITH LOS ANGELES INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT.

I AM HERE TODAY TO TELL YOU THAT WE ALSO BELIEVE THAT THERE IS A REGIONAL
SOLUTION TO THE ISSUES SURROUNDING AIRPORT CONSTRUCTION, AIRPORT EXPANSION
THROUGHOUT THIS ENTIRE REGION. BUT, AS YOU KNOW, IN ORANGE COUNTY THE FOLKS
THAT LIVE AROUND EL TORO MARINE BASE OPPOSE AN AIRPORT THERE, WHICH EFFECTS
THE ABILITY OF ANY AIRPORT EXPANSION TO REASONABLY BE ACCOMPLISHED TO HANDLE
THE INCREASES IN POPULATION CARGO TRAFFIC THAT WE WILL SEE COMING WITH THE
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INCREASE IN POPULATION AND BUSINESS THROUGHOUT THIS AREA. FOR THAT REASON
WE ALSO SUPPORT MODERNIZATION OF LOS ANGELES INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT.

MODERNIZATION OF LAX IS NOT A JOBS PROGRAM BUT IT MEANS JOBS TO MANY PEOPLE
THROUGHOUT THE AREA. THE JOBS THAT PROVIDE LIVELIHOOD FOR THE FAMILY -- |
SHOULD SAY I'VE ATTENDED MANY OTHER HEARINGS, PROBABLY 15 OVER THE LAST FIVE
YEARS ABOUT LAX, AND WHEN IT IS OVER ON THE WEST SIDE THE PEOPLE THAT LIVE IN
THIS AREA SHOULD BE CONCERNED ABOUT EFFECTS ON THEIR AREA. WE DON'T DENY
THAT. | LIVE IN THIS AREA AS WELL. | HAVE A REFINERY THAT IS WITHIN A MILE FROM
WHERE I LIVE. THERE ARE ALL KINDS OF ISSUES THAT ARE EFFECTED. WE HAVE AT LEAST
SAME ISSUES COMING UP WITH THE INCREASE IN CONSTRUCTION OF NEW POWER HOUSES
TO PROVIDE ELECTRICITY FOR ALL THE PEOPLE IN THE AREA.

BUT THIS IS AN ISSUE THAT IS TALKING ABOUT THE ECONOMIC CONDITIONS THAT WE WILL
SEE IN THE FUTURE IN THIS ENTIRE REGION AND WE THINK IT IS AN IMPORTANT ONE FOR
LAX. WE THINK IT IS IMPORTANT THAT IT BE EXPANDED AND MODERNIZED. PEOPLE OF LOS
ANGELES HAVE A CHOICE TO MAKE ABOUT LAX. IF WE DO NOTHING DELAYS WILL
INCREASE. THE RUNWAYS WILL BECOME LESS SAFE. AIRLINE TRAFFIC WILL CONTINUE TO
INCREASE AND WE WILL LOSE JOBS TO OTHER REGIONS WHO ARE MORE WILLING AND
READY TO ACT. THESE ARE INDISPUTABLE FACTS OF OUR SITUATION AND THESE FACTS
WILL NOT BE ALTERED BY FANTASIZING ABOUT QUICK-FIX SOLUTIONS OR PIE-IN-THE-SKY
IDEAS ABOUT HOW WE WILL UNILATERALLY DEMAND AIRPORT CARRIERS TO FLY TO OTHER
AIRPORTS.

WE CAN'T CONTROL ALL OF THE ECONOMIC DECISIONS IN THE AIRLINE INDUSTRY BUT WE
CAN CONTROL PLANNING OR CREATIVITY IN SOLVING PROBLEMS AND OUR VISION IS TO
WHAT LAX CAN BE FOR EVERYONE. | AM FINISHING HERE, SO GET READY. BUT THAT
SOLUTION WILL NOT OCCUR WITHOUT LAX TAKING ITS FAIR SHARE OF THE BURDEN.

Response:
Comment noted.
PHFO00009 Benner, Mark National Air Traffic Controllers 6/9/2001
Association
PHFO00009-1
Comment:

MY NAME IS MARK BENNER. | AM HERE ON BEHALF OF THE NATIONAL AIR TRAFFIC
CONTROLLERS ASSOCIATION FOR LOS ANGELES TERRA. THE CONTROLLERS AT LOS
ANGELES TOWER ARE NOT HERE TO SUPPORT ANY PARTICULAR PLAN THUS FAR PUT
FORTH. WE ARE HERE TO DISCUSS THE SAFETY AND DELAY PROBLEMS THAT EXIST TODAY.
LAX WAS BUILT TO HANDLE AIRCRAFT THAT NO LONGER UTILIZE OUR AIRPORT. THESE
AIRCRAFT WERE SMALLER, SLOWER AND FAR FEWER OF THEM. THE AIRCRAFT OF TODAY
SIMPLY DO NOT FIT ON THIS AIRPORT. SEVERAL TYPES DO NOT FIT IN BETWEEN OUR
RUNWAYS WHILE SOME ARE SO LONG THAT THEIR TAILS STICK OUT TO THE TAXIWAYS.
SEVERAL AIRCRAFT HAVE ACTUALLY HIT ON YOUR TAXIWAYS BECAUSE OF INSUFFICIENT
TAXIWAYS WIDTH.

THE NEXT GENERATION OF AIRCRAFT WILL NOT BE ABLE TO TAXI ON THIS AIRPORT. THIS
DAY IS COMING SOON. LAST YEAR 24 HOUR AIRCRAFT CROSSED RUNWAYS WHEN THEY
WERE NOT SUPPOSED TO. OF THESE ONLY EIGHT WERE TERMED RUNWAY INCURSIONS.
THE FACT IS THAT EVERYTIME AN AIRCRAFT CROSSES WHEN THEY SHOULD NOT HAVE, IT IS
A POTENTIAL ACCIDENT. LUCK WILL DETERMINE HOW MANY OF THESE INCIDENTS WILL
BECOME RUNWAY INCURSIONS AND INEVITABLY ACCIDENTS. LAST YEAR WE WERE LUCKY.
SO FAR THIS YEAR THE INCURSION RATE IS MUCH HIGHER. HOW MUCH LONGER CAN WE
BE AT OR NEAR THE TOP OF RUNWAY INCURSIONS AND CONTINUE TO BE LUCKY.

Los Angeles International Airport 3-5111 LAX Master Plan Final EIS/EIR Responses to Comments



3. Comments and Responses

Response:

THERE ARE MANY PROBLEMS WITH THE AIRPORT CONFIGURATIONS THAT LEAD TO SAFETY
PROBLEMS. THE RUNWAYS AND TAXIWAYS ARE TOO CLOSE TOGETHER. WE HAVE FAR
TOO MANY GATES TO ACCOMMODATE THE TRAFFIC. LOS ANGELES HAS ALLEYWAYS THAT
FORCES ONE AIRCRAFT TO BLOCK THE ACCESS OF TEN WHEN THEY ARE TRYING TO GET
TO THE GATES. IT BECOMES A PROBLEM WHEN WE TRY TO CLEAR THE RUNWAYS. THE
PROBLEMS ARE TOO NUMEROUS AT THIS POINT TO DISCUSS THEM ALL.

THE CONTROLLERS AT LOS ANGELES TOWER UNDERSTAND THIS THERE ARE MANY
POTENTIAL PROBLEMS AND COMPLAINTS WITH EXPANSION. WE ARE NOT SAYING THAT
YOU MUST BUILD MORE RUNWAYS. THAT IS A CAPACITY ISSUE AND AS LONG AS THE
PEOPLE AT LOS ANGELES ARE WILLING TO LIVE WITH THE EVERMOUNTING DELAYS, IT IS
NOT LIFE-THREATENING. NOT MODERNIZING THIS AIRPORT, HOWEVER, IS NOT AN OPTION.
THE AIRPORT MUST BE MADE SAFE. HISTORY AND STATISTICS ARE AGAINST US IF WE
DON'T.

As indicated in Topical Response TR-SAF-1, under each of the Master Plan build alternatives, changes
to the taxiway system configuration would be implemented to reduce the potential for runway incursions
and to enhance the safety of aircraft operations at LAX. The specific changes to the taxiway system
configuration under Alternatives A, B, and C were described and illustrated in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of
the Draft EIS/EIR. The specific changes to the taxiway system configuration under Alternative D, the
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan were described and illustrated in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PHF00010 Bridle, Tom Congresswoman Jane Harman's  6/9/2001

Office

PHF00010-1

Comment:

Response:

MY NAME IS TOM BRIDLE. I AM SENIOR POLICY ADVISOR IN THE OFFICE OF
CONGRESSWOMAN JANE HARMON. MY NAME IS TOM BRIDLE. SENIOR POLICY ADVISOR IN
THE OFFICE OF CONGRESSWOMAN JANE HARMON. THANK YOU. CAN | FIRST SUGGEST
THAT MAYBE IT MIGHT BE A DIVISION OF LABOR IF SOMEONE OTHER THAN JIM RITCHIE
HANDLES THE CLOCK WHO SHOULD PROBABLY BE PAYING ATTENTION TO THE COMMENTS
RATHER THAN TRYING TO FIGURE OUT HOW THAT WORKS.

Comment noted.

PHF00010-2

Comment:

THE CONGRESSWOMAN HAS SUBMITTED WRITTEN TESTIMONY TO THOSE PROCEEDINGS
AND | HAVE COPIES OF THAT TIME IF YOU WOULD LIKE TO SEE IT. IT IS ALSO AVAILABLE ON
OUR WEBSITE, WHICH IS WWW HOUSE.GOV/HARMON. YOU CAN SUBMIT COMMENTS WHICH
WE WILL BE SUBMITTING TO LAWA AND THE FAA ON JULY 25TH OF THIS YEAR.
CONGRESSWOMAN COULD NOT BE HERE IN PERSON BUT HAS ASKED ME TO SUBMIT THE
FOLLOWING STATEMENT WHICH SUMMARIZES HER TESTIMONY.

| APPRECIATE THIS OPPORTUNITY TO PRESENT MY VIEWS. THESE VIEWS REFLECT E-MAILS,
LETTERS, PHONE CALLS AND CONVERSATIONS WITH DISTRICT RESIDENTS WHO ARE
PASSIONATELY CONCERNED ABOUT WHAT LAX EXPANSION WILL DO TO THEIR
COMMUNITIES. THE DECISION WE MAKE HERE TODAY WILL COST BILLIONS OF DOLLARS,
EFFECT MILLIONS OF RESIDENTS, TRAVELERS AND BUSINESSES. IT IS CRITICAL NOT ONLY
THAT WE MAKE THE RIGHT CHOICES BUT ALSO THAT THE PROCESS BY WHICH THOSE
DECISIONS ARE REACHED ARE THOUGHTFUL, INCLUSIVE, FAIR AND COMPREHENSIVE.
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Response:

HEARINGS LIKE THIS ARE A GOOD START, HOWEVER, THREE HEARINGS ON ONE DAY DOES
NOT REFLECT A REAL COMMITMENT TO ACTIVE COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION.

ASSEMBLYMAN LUCANO, STATE SENATOR DEBORAH BOWEN AND CONGRESSWOMAN
HARMON WROTE A LETTER TO LAWA ASKING THAT MORE HEARINGS BE HELD. WE DID NOT
RECEIVE A RESPONSE.

Comment noted. Additional public review and hearings were conducted for the Draft EIS/EIR and the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. A major component of the LAX Master Plan EIS/EIR work program is
public participation and outreach. LAWA has had press releases, newsletters, neighborhood info
packets, public workshops, and a web site in order to communicate with neighbors and interested
parties. Please see Response to Comment AL00033-255 regarding availability of the Draft EIS/EIR and
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR for public review.

PHF00010-3

Comment:

Response:

I AM OPPOSED TO THE MASTER PLAN AND SUPPORT A TRULY REGIONAL APPROACH TO
AIRPORT DEVELOPMENT IN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA. MY EFFORTS HAVE BEEN AND WILL
CONTINUE TO BE FOCUSED ON THE DEVELOPMENT OF ALTERNATIVE TO THE EXPANSION AT
LAX.

A STATEMENT OF PRINCIPLE SIGNED BY MYSELF AND 12 OTHER MEMBERS OF CONGRESS
FROM ACROSS SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA AND ACROSS THE POLITICAL SPECTRUM OFFERS
OUR SUPPORT FOR A PLAN DEVELOPED BY CONSENSUS ACROSS THE REGION FAIRLY
ALLOCATES BENEFITS AND BURDENS OF AIR TRANSPORTATION, EXPANDS AIRPORTS WITH
UNDERUTILIZED CAPACITY, DOES NOT FORCE GROWTH IN OVERBURDENED AIRPORTS AND
APPROVES APPROPRIATE GROUND TRANSPORTATION.

THE MASTER PLAN IS NOT CONSISTENT WITH THESE PRINCIPLES. IT DOES NOT REFLECT A
REGIONAL CONSENSUS. IT MAKES LITTLE OR NO EFFORT TO DISTRIBUTE AIR TRAFFIC IN
UNDERUTILIZED AIRPORTS. IT MAKES NO COMPARISONS TO REGIONAL APPROACHES
TAKEN BY OTHER U. S. CITIES. THE PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE PROJECTS 89 MAP AT LAX
BUT FAILS TO PROVIDE ANY CONVINCING EVIDENCE THAT LAX WILL NOT BE FORCED TO
HANDLE MUCH MORE CAPACITY.

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP) and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the
regional approach to meeting demand.

PHFO00010-4

Comment:

IT DOES NOT TAKE INTO CONSIDERATION PUBLIC INVESTMENT IN MILITARY BASES AT
PALMDALE AND ELSEWHERE IN THE REGION.
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Response:
Please see Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale.

PHF00010-5

Comment:
IT MAKES LITTLE OR NO EFFORT TO COMPARE THE COST OF LAX EXPANSION OTHER THAN
LAX. IT DOES NOT CONSIDER SCAG'S RECENT DECISION TO BASE ITS REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION PLAN ON A SCENARIO WHICH DOES NOT INCLUDE NEW FACILITIES AT
LAX,

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Response to Comment PC00010-3.

PHF00010-6

Comment:
AND IT DOES NOT CONSIDER THE POTENTIAL ROLE OF THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
REGIONAL AUTHORITY IN DEVELOPMENT OF EXPANSION AT LAX.

Response:
Please see Response to Comment PHM00001-6.

PHF00010-7

Comment:
| LOOK FORWARD TO HEARING HOW LAWA AND THE FAA RESPOND TO THESE CONCERNS
AND TO OTHER COMMENTS MADE TODAY. | WILL SHARE THOSE RESPONSES WITH MY
CONSTITUENTS AND | WILL CONTINUE TO PLAY AN ACTIVE ROLE IN SUPPORTING A TRULY
REGIONAL APPROACH TO SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA AIRPORT NEEDS.

Response:
Please see Responses to Comments PHF00010-1 through PHF00010-6 above and Topical Response
TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach to meeting demand.

PHFO00011 Sheehan, Lari County Supervisor Michael 6/9/2001

Antonovich's office
PHF00011-1
Comment:

THANK YOU. MY NAME IS LARI SHEEHAN, ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER WITH THE
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES. | ALSO HAVE THE PLEASURE AT THE PRESENT TIME OF
SERVING AS THE INTERIM EXECUTIVE OFFICER OF THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA REGIONAL
AIRPORT AUTHORITY. | AM HERE TODAY REPRESENTING SUPERVISOR MICHAEL D.
ANTONOVICH, WHO APOLOGIZES FOR THE FACT THAT HE COULD NOT BE HERE. WE HAVE
SUBMITTED WRITTEN COMMENTS ON HIS BEHALF.

THE SUPERVISOR WOULD LIKE TO INDICATE THAT HE UNDERSTANDS THE IMPORTANCE OF
LAX TO THE ECONOMY OF THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA REGION. HE ALSO FEELS THAT THE
LAX NEEDS TO ACKNOWLEDGE THAT IT HAS A VERY SIGNIFICANT IMPACT ON THE
COMMUNITIES THAT SURROUND THE AIRPORT AND THAT L. A. WORLD AIRPORTS OWNS
THREE AIRPORTS. LAX IS NOT THE ONLY AIRPORT IT OWNS. IT OWNS AN AIRPORT IN
PALMDALE AND ALSO ONTARIO AND WE WOULD LIKE TO SEE LAWA FOCUS ON A REGIONAL
APPROACH TO AIRPORTS FOR THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA REGION.
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Response:

Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand and Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to
Palmdale.

PHFO00011-2

Comment:

Response:

| WOULD LIKE TO MENTION IF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS WHEN WE HAVE CROWDS LIKE
THIS WE ASK THEM TO RAISE THEIR HANDS. IT GIVES THE SAME IMPACT AND IT DOESN'T
INTERRUPT AND IT IS A LOT EASIER FOR PEOPLE WHO ARE TRYING TO RECORD THIS. |
SUGGEST THAT YOU DO THAT INSTEAD OF CLAPPING.

WE WOULD ALSO LIKE TO COMMENT THAT WE FEEL YOUR PUBLIC OUTREACH PROGRAM IS
FLAWED. ONE HEARING AT THREE DIFFERENT LOCATIONS ON THE SAME DAY IS NOT
FOSTERING WHAT YOU HAD SAID WAS YOUR INTENT WHICH WAS TO GET THE BROADEST
POSSIBLE PARTICIPATION PROCESS.

The intent of the one hearing at three locations was to maximize the number of persons that could
provide input and provide more access to the most convenient hearing site. A major component of the
LAX Master Plan EIS/EIR work program is public participation and outreach. LAWA has had press
releases, newsletters, neighborhood information packets, public workshops, and a web site
(www.laxmasterplan.org) in order to communicate with neighbors and interested parties. Please see
Response to Comment AL00033-255 regarding availability of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the
Draft EIS/EIR for public review.

PHF00011-3

Comment:

Response:

THE COUNTY, WE HAVE TWO LADIES WHO ARE GOING TO BE FOLLOWING ME, MS. SANDRA
BAUER AND HOLLY GROZA.

THEY ARE CONSULTANTS FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES AND THEY HAVE COMPLETED
WITH A TEAM OF CONSULTANTS HEADED BY A.C. LADEREDO AND ASSOCIATES A REVIEW OF
THE ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT AND IMPACT. THEY HAVE FOUND AND PRESENTED
THEIR PRELIMINARY FINDINGS ON THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS. THE BOTTOM LINE
FINDING IS THE DOCUMENTS ARE FATALLY FLAWED AND THAT THE PROBLEMS WITH THE
DOCUMENTS ARE SO PERVASIVE AND SYSTEMIC THAT THE ONLY PRACTICAL REMEDY IS TO
START OVER.

SPECIFICALLY THE SUPERVISOR WOULD LIKE TO CALL OUT THE FOLLOWING PROBLEMS
WITH DOCUMENTS.

Comment noted.

PHFO00011-4

Comment:

FIRST OF ALL SCOPING, AS HAS ALREADY BEEN MENTIONED, LAWA INDICATES THAT THEY
ARE SERVING THE ENTIRE REGION, AND YET THERE WAS NO CONTACT THAT WE CAN FIND
WITH THE COUNTIES OF ORANGE, RIVERSIDE, SAN BERNARDINO AND VENTURA WHO ARE
PART OF THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA REGION.
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Response:
Please see Response to Comment ALO0007-1 regarding the scoping undertaken for the LAX Master
Plan.

PHF00011-5

Comment:
THE EIS/EIR CONCLUDES THAT THE REGIONAL AIRPORT SYSTEM IS NOT FEASIBLE, AND YET
AS | HAVE MENTIONED, L.A. AIRPORTS OWNS THREE AIRPORTS, AND IF IT IS NOT FEASIBLE,
WHY DID THE EIS/EIR CONCLUDE THAT A CERTAIN LEVEL OF DEMAND IS GOING TO HAVE TO
BE ABSORBED AT OTHER AIRPORTS OTHER THAN LAX.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the
regional approach to meeting demand.

PHFO00011-6

Comment:
FINALLY, WE HAVE COMMISSIONED THAT THE COUNTY STUDY AT PALMDALE AND FOUND
THAT PALMDALE AIRPORT TODAY COULD SUPPORT IN EXCESS OF ONE MILLION
PASSENGERS A YEAR. | WOULD LIKE TO ACKNOWLEDGE THAT JIM RITCHIE, THE DEPUTY
EXECUTIVE OFFICER OF LAWA MET WITH THE PALMDALE CITY MANAGER AND MYSELF THIS
TUESDAY. THEY HAVE AGREED TO PARTICIPATE IN FURTHER MARKETING ACTIVITIES TO
BRING AND REACTIVATE AIR SERVICE AT PALMDALE.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to
Palmdale.

PHFO00012 Bauer, Sandra County of Los Angeles 6/9/2001

PHF00012-1

Comment:

| AM SANDRA BAUER AND | AM SPEAKING ON BEHALF OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS. |
WOULD LIKE TO TOUCH BRIEFLY ON SCOPING ON THE NOISE ANALYSIS AND ON THE AIR
QUALITY ANALYSIS. THE DRAFT EIS/EIR MAKES A STATEMENT THAT THE OBJECTIVE OF THE
PROJECT IS TO PROVIDE SUFFICIENT AIRPORT CAPACITY FOR PASSENGERS AND FREIGHT
IN THE LOS ANGELES REGION TO SUSTAIN AND ADVANCE THE ECONOMIC GROWTH AND
VITALITY OF THE LOS ANGELES REGION. IT DEFINES THIS REGION AS A FIVE-COUNTY AREA
THAT INCLUDES NOT ONLY LOS ANGELES COUNTY BUT ALSO ORANGE AND VENTURA AND
SAN BERNARDINO AND RIVERSIDE COUNTIES.

IN THIS CONTEXT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS WONDERS WHY DID THE SCOPING EFFORT
FOR THIS EIS/EIR NOT INCLUDE A SINGLE AGENCY FROM THE MUNICIPAL OR COUNTY
GOVERNMENTS OF SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY, OF ORANGE COUNTY, RIVERSIDE COUNTY
OR VENTURA COUNTY. WHY DID THE SCOPING NOT INCLUDE A SINGLE AIRPORT IN ANY OF
THESE COUNTIES. IT DID NOT INCLUDE BURBANK, JOHN WAYNE. IT DID NOT INCLUDE THE
REGIONAL PLAN, THE AIRPORT PLANNING AUTHORITIES IN THOSE COUNTIES OR LONG
BEACH OR OXNARD.

MANY OF THESE ENTITIES WOULD HAVE HAD A VITAL INTEREST IN PARTICIPATING AND
SCOPING FOR THIS PROJECT AND THEY WOULD HAVE BEEN VERY HELPFUL, | THINK, IN
FORMULATING THE ALTERNATIVES THAT YOU EXAMINED AND THE IMPACTS THAT SHOULD
BE STUDIED IN THE EIS/EIR.
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Response:

Comment noted. Please see Response to Comment ALO0007-1 regarding the scoping undertaken for
the LAX Master Plan.

PHF00012-2

Comment:

Response:

THE NOISE ANALYSIS INDICATES THAT THERE ARE 49,000 PEOPLE LIVING WITHIN THE 65
CNEL LINE. HOWEVER, LAWA'S OWN 1966 FOURTH-QUARTER REPORT INDICATES THAT
THERE ARE IN THAT SAME 65 CNEL JUST UNDER 86,000 PEOPLE. WE WONDER WHY IS THIS
DISCREPANCY, WHICH IS A DIFFERENCE OF ALMOST 37,000 PEOPLE, NOT EXPLAINED OR
EVEN PRESENTED IN THE EIS/EIR.

Comment noted. The commentor is correct in identifying the discrepancy between modeled INM
contours and the measured noise levels identified in LAWA's Quarterly Reports to the State of
California. For more information about these differences, please see Subtopical Response TR-N-1.1
regarding INM calculated noise levels compared to noise levels measured in the field and Subtopical
Response TR-N-1.2 regarding modeled vs. measured baseline year noise levels.

PHF00012-3

Comment:

Response:

THE NOISE TECHNICAL REPORT CONTAINS A GENERALIZED DISCUSSION OF THE EFFECTS
OF NOISE ON PEOPLE, CONCLUDING WITH A STATEMENT THAT IT IS ASSUMED THAT
COMPLIANCE WITH THE COMPATABILITY CRITERIA IS SUFFICIENT TO PROTECT HUMAN
HEALTH. WHY IS IT THAT THE EIS/EIR FAILED TO ACKNOWLEDGE THAT THE EIR IS NOT IN
COMPLIANCE WITH THOSE COMPATABILITY CRITERIA AND WHY DOES THE EIR/EIS OFFER
NO FURTHER ANALYSIS OF THIS ISSUE.

Please see Response to Comment AL00017-52 regarding the health effects of aircraft noise.

PHF00012-4

Comment:

Response:

WE NOTE THAT THERE WERE A NUMBER OF EXCELLENT MITIGATION MEASURES THAT
WERE IDENTIFIED AND DISCUSSED IN THE EIS/EIR BUT NOT RECOMMENDED. WE WONDER
WHY YOU ARE NOT PROPOSING TO SHORTEN THE DOWNWIND-LEG APPROACH TO REDUCE
THE NUMBER OF FLIGHTS OVER THE COMMUNITIES OR REASSESS LIMITING THE OUTBOARD
RUNWAYS OR EXPANDING THE SOUND INSULATION PROGRAM TO INCLUDE THE 60 CNEL OR
ELIMINATING THE EARLY TURNS OVER EL SEGUNDO.

Limiting the outboard runways as suggested, are already used primarily for landings, while the inboard
runways are used principally for takeoffs, although there is an exception rate of approximately 10
percent. Consequently, the loudest operations already occur primarily on the inboard runways and
further modifications would result in little additional noise reduction benefit in the neighboring
communities. The use of the runways is governed by the rate of arrivals into the LAX airspace and
departures from the airport, combined with the requirement to separate different aircraft types for safety
purposes. As described in Section 7.1 Potential Noise Abatement Measures of Appendix D, Aircraft
Noise Technical Report, of the Draft EIS/EIR the implementation of these measures would provide little
to no practical reduction in significant noise level impacts, but would substantially increase the cost of
operation at the airport. Please see Topical Response TR-N-2 regarding single event noise and CNEL
differences and in particular Subtopical Response TR-N-2.3 regarding the evaluation of impacts should
extend beyond the 65 CNEL contour to all sensitive areas under flight tracks. Additionally, please see
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Topical Response TR-N-3 regarding Aircraft Flight Procedures and in particular Subtopical Response
TR-N-3.2 regarding early turns over areas north and south of LAX.

PHF00012-5

Comment:

Response:

I AM RUNNING OUT OF TIME, SO LET ME SAY THAT THE COUNTY URGES LAWA TO BEGIN
ANEW AND TO DO SO WITH A COMPREHENSIVE SCOPING EFFORT TO LOOK AT
APPROPRIATE ALTERNATIVES AND A MORE AGGRESSIVE MITIGATION PROGRAM.

Comment noted. Please see Response to Comment ALO000-7-1 regarding the scoping undertaken for
the LAX Master Plan.

PHFO00013 Groza, Holly County of Los Angeles 6/9/2001

PHFO00013-1

Comment:

Response:

MY NAME IS HOLLY GROZA. | AM HERE TO REPRESENT THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY BOARD
OF SUPERVISORS. AFTER A CAREFUL REVIEW OF THE DRAFT EIS/EIR, WE HAVE
CONCLUDED THAT THE ERRORS, OMISSIONS AND INACCURATE ASSUMPTIONS IN THE
DOCUMENTS ARE SO PERVASIVE THAT ITS VALIDITY IS WHOLLY COMPROMISED. | AM
GOING TO TOUCH ON JUST A FEW ISSUES AT THIS POINT.

Comment noted.

PHFO00013-2

Comment:

Response:

REGARDING A REGIONAL ALTERNATIVE, THE DOCUMENT REPEATEDLY ACKNOWLEDGES
THAT LAX IS PART OF A REGIONAL SYSTEM BUT CONCLUDES THAT THE DEVELOPMENT OF A
REGIONAL ALTERNATIVE IS UNREASONABLE. THIS CONCLUSION IS PROVIDED WITHOUT
ANY JUSTIFICATION AND IT DOES NOT MEET THE STATED PURPOSE AND OBJECTIVES. THE
EIS/EIR ALSO CONCLUDED THAT SHORT-DISTANCE FLIGHTS WOULD GO TO OUTLYING
AIRPORTS, BUT THERE IS NO COMMITMENT TO ENSURE THIS HAPPENS. THE DOCUMENT
NEEDS TO EXPLORE THE IMPACT OF THESE FLIGHTS REMAINING AT LAX, THE WORST-CASE
SCENARIO, AND NEEDS TO INCLUDE AN ALTERNATIVE THAT PROPERLY IDENTIFIES A PLAN
FOR A REGIONAL SOLUTION.

Comment noted. Justification for the conclusion was provided in Section 1.2.2, Allocation of Air Service
Among Regional Airports, of the Draft EIS/EIR, beginning on page 1-13. It is not possible for LAWA or
FAA to make commitments regarding the distribution of flights. Neither the FAA nor LAWA have the
authority to direct airlines to use one airport in favor of another airport. The Airline Deregulation Act of
1978, as amended, ended federal, state, and local governments role in determining the location for air
service by airlines. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR provided an assessment of
project impacts based on state-of-the-practice planning methods as described in in the LAX Master Plan
and Chapter 1.0 of the Draft EIS/EIR. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new
alternative, Alternative D - Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives
currently being considered for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement
to the Draft EIS/EIR. Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an
emphasis on safety and security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity
level comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not
expanding the capacity of LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy
framework, which is intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than
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LAX. A description of Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the
Draft EIS/EIR. For additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG
Regional Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in
the regional approach to meeting demand.

PHF00013-3

Comment:

Response:

REGARDING ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE, THE ENVIRONMENT JUSTICE DISCUSSION SIMPLY
FAILS TO MEET NEPA REQUIREMENTS AND THE REVIEW DEMANDS ARE MORE RIGOROUS
ANALYSIS THAN IS CURRENTLY PROVIDED IN THE EIS/EIR. THE ANALYSIS FAILS TO COMPLY
WITH NEPA IN THE FOLLOWING AREAS. PROJECT IMPACTS ARE NOT QUANTIFIED OR
ANALYZED.

The analyses contained in Section 4.4.3, Environmental Justice, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement
to the Draft EIS/EIR provided extensive information (over 125 pages of narrative, maps and tabular
data) pursuant to NEPA and CEQA, and consistent with Executive Order 12898 and DOT Order 5610.2,
that is more than sufficient to support informed decision making. Supporting technical data and
analyses are provided in Appendix F of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-D of the Supplement to the
Draft EIS/EIR. It should also be noted, as was indicated in subsection 4.4.3.5 of the Draft EIS/EIR and
the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, that the environmental justice analysis focuses on those issues
with potential for disproportionate effects on minority or low-income communities and also draws on
extensive quantitative analyses contained in the other technical sections of these documents. Please
see Topical Response TR-EJ-1 regarding potential air quality and health risk impacts on low-income
and minority communities and Topical Response TR-EJ-2 regarding environmental justice-related
mitigation and benefits.

PHF00013-4

Comment:

Response:

NO MITIGATION MEASURES ARE DISCLOSED, AND THE DOCUMENT ASSERTS THAT
INFORMATION IS NOT AVAILABLE, WHICH IS NOT ACCEPTABLE.

Extensive mitigation measures were provided in the Draft EIS/EIR, as found throughout Chapter 4,
Affected Environment, Consequences, and Mitigation Measures, and as provided in the Executive
Summary, and in Chapter 5, Environmental Action Plan. Many of these measures apply to minority and
low-income communities, as well as other potentially effected communities. While a number of these
mitigation measures were accounted for and discussed in Section 4.4.3, Environmental Justice, of the
Draft EIS/EIR, the reason the section did not include a program with mitigation measures and benefits
fully reflective of community input, was because the preliminary findings on environmental justice were
not known until the document was finalized. It was appropriate, and a clearly stated intent in Section
4.4.3, Environmental Justice (page 4-433), that the Environmental Justice Program would be further
developed and implemented in coordination with affected minority and low-income communities and
their representatives in order to ensure that their unique issues and needs would be fully accounted for.

As stated on page 4-337, in Section 4.4.3, Environmental Justice, of the Supplement to the Draft
EIS/EIR, LAWA received a substantial number of recommendations for mitigation measures and other
benefits relating to environmental justice concerns from environmental justice workshops, comments
received on the Draft EIS/EIR, and subsequent community outreach. All recommendations were
thoroughly evaluated against such criteria as whether the recommendation had a nexus or connection
with the environmental effects of the proposed LAX Master Plan, or whether it would be feasible for the
FAA and/or LAWA to fund and implement. Those recommendations that best met the criteria were
instrumental in defining the Environmental Justice Program included in Section 4.4.3, Environmental
Justice (subsection 4.4.3.7), of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. As further described in Topical
Response TR-EJ-2, public input was also received in association with public circulation of the
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, through additional environmental justice workshops, public hearings,
and comments on the EIS/EIR. Furthermore, environmental justice outreach was conducted more
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recently through meetings with local organizations, environmental groups, and civic, religious, and
business leaders in adjacent communities. This additional input was considered and evaluated through
a process similar to that undertaken prior to circulation of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. The final
Environmental Justice Program is presented in Section 4.4.3, Environmental Justice (subsection
4.4.3.7), of this Final EIS/EIR, with supporting information provided in Appendix F-A, of this Final
EIS/EIR.

PHF00013-5

Comment:

THE DOCUMENT FAILS TO PROVIDE A RELOCATION PLAN FOR THOSE AFFECTED BY THE
EXPANSION, MANY OF WHICH ARE MINORITIES.

Response:
As was stated in Section 4.4.2, Relocation of Residences or Businesses, of the Draft EIS/EIR, a
relocation plan is provided in Appendix P to Chapter V of the Master Plan. As was stated in Section
4.4.2, Relocation of Residences or Businesses, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, a relocation
plan is provided in Chapters 2.7 and 2.8 of the Draft LAX Master Plan Addendum.

PHF00013-6

Comment:
IN ADDITION, THE REPORT DOES NOT QUANTIFY THE PLAN'S EFFECTS ON MINORITY
NEIGHBORHOODS WHO TAKE EXCEPTION TO THE STATEMENT THAT THESE FIGURES ARE
NOT AVAILABLE.

Response:

Section 4.4.3, Environmental Justice, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, with
supporting technical data and analyses provided in Appendix F of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-D
of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, provided demographic information concerning the minority and
low-income composition of the census tract within which residential properties are proposed for
acquisition under Alternatives A, B and C. This census fract, tract 2780, and its demographic
characteristics were described on pages 4-427 and 4-428 of the Draft EIS/EIR.

Public information on the demographics of business ownership and employment is limited. As a result,
and based on issues related to privacy rights and the difficulty of completing a survey within the study
area, this information was not included in the Draft EIS/EIR or the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
However, the potential for relocation effects on minority businesses or residents was identified on pages
4-428, 4-430, and 4-432 of the Draft EIS/EIR and on pages 4-336, 4-337, and 4-339 of the Supplement
to the Draft EIS/EIR. As stated in Section 4.4.3, Environmental Justice, of the Draft EIS/EIR and
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, relocation would be undertaken in compliance with the Uniform
Relocation Act and pursuant to a LAWA Relocation Plan that would include special provisions to assist
minority owned businesses or residents to the extent necessary. Although relocation impacts are less
than significant, to the extent that there could be disproportionate effects on minority businesses or
residents, they would be addressed through LAWA's Relocation Plan and the Environmental Justice
Program described in subsection 4.4.3.7 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR and this Final EIS/EIR,
including Mitigation Measure MM-RBR-2 and the job related provisions for disadvantaged business
enterprises described under the environmental justice benefit "Job Outreach Center." As demonstrated
above, the lack of greater specificity on demographics has not compromised the environmental justice
analyses or the adequacy of LAWA's Environmental Justice Program, mitigation measures, or Master
Plan commitments that address and offset potential disproportionate effects on minority and/or low-
income populations.
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PHFO00013-7

Comment:

Response:

REGARDING TRAFFIC, THE IMPACT AND FEASIBILITY OF THE EXTENSIVE CONGESTIVE
RELIEF PACKET AND PROPOSED MITIGATION MEASURES ARE IN NEED OF FURTHER
ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION.

The surface transportation impacts of the Master Plan alternatives were presented in Sections 4.3.1,
On-Airport Surface Transportation, and 4.3.2, Off-Airport Surface Transportation, of the Draft EIS/EIR
and the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please see Topical Response TR-ST-2 regarding surface
transportation analysis methodology for a discussion of this issue.

PHF00013-8

Comment:

Response:

THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION ACT SECTION DOES NOT INCLUDE THE NO
PROJECT, NO ACTION PROJECT FOR COMPARISON.

The comment is similar to Comment AL00022-25; please see Response to Comment AL00022-25.

PHFO00013-9

Comment:

Response:

FINALLY, NOT A SINGLE INTERSECTION IN THE COUNTY UNINCORPORATED AREA WAS
ANALYZED. THIS IS ABSOLUTELY UNACCEPTABLE CONSIDERING THERE ARE SEVEN SUCH
AREAS WITHIN ONE MILE OF THE AIRPORT.

The analysis included four intersections on the boundary of Playa Del Rey, 13 intersections (including
six original intersections plus four more intersection in the refined analysis of Alternative C) are on the
boundary of Lennox, two intersections are on the boundary of Del Aire, four links within or on the
boundary of the unincorporated area comprising Ladera Heights, Baldwin Hills and Windsor Hills, and
one link adjacent to Del Aire. The CMP analysis further analyzes the entire CMP system of arterial
streets and freeways throughout all of Los Angeles County. The surface transportation impacts of the
Master Plan alternatives were presented in Sections 4.3.1, On-Airport Surface Transportation, and
4.3.2, Off-Airport Surface Transportation, of the Draft EIS/EIR and the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PHF00014 Goldheim, Ralph None Provided 6/9/2001

PHF00014-1

Comment:

MY NAME IS RALPH GOLDHEIM. | AM A RESIDENT OF WESTCHESTER 8707 LILIENTHAL
AVENUE. WESTCHESTER CALIFORNIA, AS A NEARBY LAX RESIDENT | AM PARTICULARLY
CONCERNED ABOUT THE NEW FAA REVISION OF THE NOISE ABATEMENT POLICY AND EIR
DRAFT AND MASTER PLAN. THE NOISE OF OVERHEAD AIRCRAFT IN MY HOME IS DISRUPTIVE
AND DRAMATICALLY IMPACTS MY FAMILY QUALITY OF LIFE AND THE PROPERTY VALUE OF
OUR HOME. AVATION NOISE IS A SERIOUS PROBLEM AT LAX AND IN PARTICULAR THE FAA
NEEDS TO DO MORE TO MITIGATE THE EXISTING SITUATION AND NOT ALLOW THINGS TO
GET WORSE.

Los Angeles International Airport 3-5121 LAX Master Plan Final EIS/EIR Responses to Comments



3. Comments and Responses

Response:

Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-LU-5 and Topical Response TR-N-4 for a
discussion of mitigation measures presented in the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR,
Topical Response TR-N-7 regarding noise abatement measures/enforcement, Topical Response TR-
LU-1 regarding impacts on quality of life, and Topical Response TR-ES-1 regarding impacts to
residential property values. As was stated in Section 4.2.8 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the
Draft EIS/EIR, mitigation measure MM-LU-1 would accelerate the fulfillment of existing commitments to
owners wishing to participate within the current ANMP boundaries prior to proceeding with newly
eligible properties. Also, please see Topical Response TR-LU-2 regarding impacts to the community of
Westchester.

PHF00014-2

Comment:

Response:

UNFORTUNATELY THE TRACK HISTORY OF WHAT LAX HAS DONE SUCCESSFULLY IS TO
ALIENATE EVERYONE IN WESTCHESTER AS THEIR NEIGHBOR. UNLESS THEY, LAX
MANAGEMENT, ARE FORCED TO REDUCE NOISE THEY WILL, AS THEY HAVE SHOWN TO
DATE, CONTINUE TO REPRESENT ONLY THE AIRLINES INTEREST IN THEIR DESIRE TO
EXPAND THAT PASSENGER AND FREIGHT TRAFFIC. | BELIEVE THIS PROBLEM IS SIMPLY THE
SYSTEM OF A BROKEN REGULATORY SYSTEM INVOLVING AIRPORT MANAGEMENT IN
GENERAL AND | DON'T BELIEVE UNITED AIRLINES AND LOCAL AIRPORT MANAGEMENT
SHOULD BE MAKING DECISIONS AND IMPLEMENTING PLANS IN DIRECT OPPOSITION TO
LOCAL RESIDENTS. WE LIVE HERE AND THEY DON'T.

Comment noted. Noise impacts were addressed in Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, of
the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Supporting technical data and analyses are
provided in Appendix D and Technical Report 1 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C and Technical
Report S-1 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please also see Topical Response TR-GEN-3
regarding actual versus projected activity levels.

PHF00014-3

Comment:

Response:

SPECIFICALLY, THE EIR DRAFT IS A SERIOUSLY FLAWED STUDY AND SHOULD NOT BE USED
TO DECIDE ON ANY LAX EXPANSION, SPECIFICALLY ON NOISE. THE DATA ON THE CNEL
NOISE CONTOURING AND HOW IT WILL CHANGE FROM THE 1996 BASE LINE CNEL MAP TO
THE PROJECTED 2015 CNEL MAP IS INCONCLUSIVE AT BEST. THE CNEL STANDARD OF
AVERAGE NOISE MEASUREMENT DOES NOT TAKE INTO EFFECT SINGLE NOISE EVENTS AND
THEIR IMPACT.

IN OTHER WORDS, A VERY LOUD 747 LANDING OR TAKING OFF IS SIMPLY AVERAGED INTO
NORMAL TRAFFIC AND NEIGHBORHOOD NOISE. CNEL OR SINGLE TRACKING WOULD MUCH
MORE CLOSELY MEASURE IMPACT ON OUR QUALITY OF LIFE AND HEALTH ISSUES.

Please see Appendix S-C, Supplemental Aircraft Noise Technical Report, of the Supplement to the
Draft EIS/EIR. In addition, please see Topical Response TR-N-2 regarding single event noise and
CNEL differences, in particular Subtopical Response TR-N-2.1.

PHF00014-4

Comment:

A REGIONAL MASTER PLAN IS THE ONLY WAY TO GO.
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Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PHFO00015 Walker, Daniel None Provided 6/9/2001

PHFO00015-1

Comment:
GOOD AFTERNOON. DANIEL WALKER. | LIVE AT 7416 WEST 82ND STREET, WHICH IS ABOUT
SIX BLOCKS NORTH OF THE AIRPORT. LIVED IN L. A. FOR ABOUT 37 YEARS AND RECENTLY
MOVED FROM INGLEWOOD TO THE PLAYA DEL REY AREA. A MEMBER OF SIERRA CLUB, SO |
CERTAINLY WANT TO SEE CLEAN AIR, TRAFFIC CONGESTION REDUCED.

Response:
Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed air quality in
Section 4.6, Air Quality, and traffic impacts in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation. Supporting technical
data and analyses are provided in Appendix G and Technical Reports 2, 3, and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR
and Appendix S-E and Technical Reports S-2a, S-2b, and S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PHFO00015-2

Comment:
PERSONALLY HOW | GET AROUND PAST LAX, | DRIVE MY BIKE FROM PLAYA ALONG
PERSHING TO HUGHES. OF COURSE, NOW IT IS BOUGHT BY BOEING. | HOPE IN THE
CONSIDERATION OF THE MASTER PLAN YOU ALLOW BIKE USE TO PASS THROUGH THE
AREA.

Response:
Bicycle access to/from the west terminals would be provided, via bike lanes along Westchester
Parkway, Imperial Highway, and Pershing Drive.

PHF00015-3

Comment:
| THINK THE REGIONAL APPROACH IS PROBABLY THE RIGHT WAY TO GO. IT SOUNDS LIKE
FOR MY BELIEFS AND SIERRA CLUB, WE SHOULD CERTAINLY TRY TO HAVE PEOPLE THAT
LIVE IN THE INLAND EMPIRE USE AN AIRPORT FACILITY THAT IS CLOSER TO THEM. SAME
THING FOR PEOPLE OF ORANGE COUNTY.

Response:

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.
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PHFO00015-4

Comment:

Response:

PEOPLE IN LAX AREA, WE WANT TO BE ABLE TO GET TO OUR AIRPORT EASIER. THERE ARE
SOME PARTS OF THE MASTER PLAN THAT | THINK ARE GOOD IDEAS. FOR EXAMPLE, THE
GREEN LINE. IF WE CAN GET THE GREEN LINE AT LEAST INTO THE OLD PART OF LAX THAT
WOULD CERTAINLY ALLEVIATE A LOT OF CONGESTION ON OUR CURRENT STREETS.
PEOPLE IN OUR GROUPS THAT | WORK WITH CERTAINLY SUPPORT GETTING THE GREEN
LINE EXTENDED TO LAX IN SOME FASHION.

Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-ST-5 regarding the rail/transit plan.

PHF00015-5

Comment:

Response:

IN SUMMARY, | THINK THERE ARE SOME GOOD PARTS OF THIS AND THERE ARE SOME
PARTS THAT WE HAVE CONCERN WITH. | JUST HOPE THAT WE ARE ABLE TO PULL OUT THE
GOOD PARTS AND GET FUNDING FOR THAT AND DISBURSE THE TRAFFIC SO THAT THE
OVERALL POLLUTION FOR THE LOS ANGELES WHOLE BASIN IS MINIMIZED AND THE TRAFFIC
FOR THE WHOLE BASIN IS MINIMIZED SO THAT THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT, WHICH
INCLUDES NOISE, IS SPREAD OUT AND DONE IN THE MOST ENVIRONMENTALLY CONSCIOUS
WAY.

Comment noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed traffic impacts in
Section 4.3, Surface Transportation; air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality; and noise impacts in Section
4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in
Appendix D, Appendix G, and Technical Reports 1, 2, 3, and 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-C,
Appendix S-E, and Technical Reports S-1, S-2a, S-2b, and S-4 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a
level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.

PHFO00016 Schumacher, Don None Provided 6/9/2001

PHFO00016-1

Comment:

Response:

MY NAME IS DON SCHUMACHER. | AM A NATIVE OF LOS ANGELES AND | GREW UP IN MAR
VISTA AND NOW LIVE IN WESTCHESTER. I LIVE AT 8758 CRAYDON. THE FAA IS DOING A
HUGE DISSERVICE TO THIS COMMUNITY. THERE'S AN AIRPORT RIGHT HERE THAT IS ONLY
SUPPOSED TO HANDLE 40 MILLION PASSENGERS A YEAR, BUT THEY ALLOW 64 PLUS
MILLION TO USE THESE FACILITIES. FORGIVE ME IF | THINK YOU LACK CREDIBILITY WHEN
YOU SAY THAT THIS EXPANSION IS GOING TO HANDLE 89 MILLION PASSENGERS WHEN WE
ALL KNOW IT IS PROBABLY GOING TO BE MORE LIKE 120 MILLION.

Please see Topical Response TR-GEN-3 regarding actual versus projected activity levels. It should be
noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future
(2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative.
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PHF00016-2

Comment:

Response:

ANOTHER THING IS THAT SAN FRANCISCO, WHICH WAS STATED EARLIER, AS WELL AS NEW
YORK CITY, ALL HAVE THREE INTERNATIONAL AIRPORTS IN THEIR AREA. WE NEED TO AT
LEAST DO THE SAME THING HERE. | COULD CARE LESS WHAT THREE THEY ARE. | AM
PROUD OF THE ECONOMIC GROWTH HERE IN LOS ANGELES. IT IS FANTASTIC. BUT WE
NEED TO HAVE MORE AIRPORTS. WE CAN'T FUNNEL ALL THE POPULATION OF SOUTHERN
CALIFORNIA ALL INTO ONE AIRPORT. IT IS RIDICULOUS.

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PHF00016-3

Comment:

Response:

THE OTHER THING IS | LIVE OVER BY WILEY POST WHERE THIS ARBOR VITAE/RING ROAD IS
GOING TO BE CONSTRUCTED AND THE HOUSE IS BEING TAKEN OUT. WHAT THE RESIDENTS
IN THAT AREA MAY NOT REALIZE, WE ARE TRADING IN A BASEBALL FIELD FOR A CARGO
TERMINAL.

The Draft EIS/EIR and the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed land acquisition for each of the
build alternatives in Chapter 3 and Section 4.2, Land Use. See Topical Response TR-LU-2 concerning
impacts to the Community of Westchester. As was described in Section 4.2.6.5 of the Supplement to
the Draft EIS/EIR, in contrast to the other build alternatives, Alternative D (LAWA Staff's new preferred
alternative) does not propose any residential acquisition nor a ring road. As described in Section
4.26.3, Parks and Recreation, of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, Neilson Park
(which includes the baseball field referenced by the commentor) would be expanded under Alternatives
A, B, and C, and would not be affected under Alternative D.

PHF00016-4

Comment:

Response:

WHEN YOU TELL US THAT WE ARE GOING TO HAVE REDUCED TRAFFIC AND REDUCED
POLLUTION, WE WILL HAVE INCREASED TRAFFIC AND POLLUTION BECAUSE NOW WE ARE
GOING TO HAVE SEMIS AND ALL THESE HIGH-POLLUTING DIESEL ENGINE VEHICLES COMING
IN OUR AREA 24/7 TO USE THIS AREA. THIS IS NOT GOING TO MAKE THINGS LESS. IT IS
GOING TO MAKE THEM WORSE.

Please see Topical Response TR-ST-1 regarding cargo truck traffic (see Section 5, Truck Diesel
Pollution/Air Quality) for more information. Alternative D, which is addressed in the Supplement to the
Draft EIS/EIR, would not increase cargo handling facilities at LAX. As was indicated in Table S3-2
(page 3-23) of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, cargo operations are projected to increase to about
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3,120,000 tons/year at LAX by 2015 under the No Action/No Project Alternative and Alternative D. The
traffic impacts of this level of cargo activity were described in Section 4.3.2.6.1 (beginning on page 4-
293) of the Draft EIS/EIR. The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed air
quality impacts in Section 4.6, Air Quality, with supporting technical data and analyses provided in
Appendix G and Technical Report 4 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-E and Technical Report S-4 of
the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PHF00016-5

Comment:
| THINK | COVERED BASICALLY EVERYTHING ON MY NOTES HERE, SO THANK YOU VERY
MUCH. ALSO | WOULD LIKE TO SUGGEST YOU DO PAY ATTENTION TO SCAG'S
RECOMMENDATIONS AND USE THAT AS A BASIS FOR THIS REGIONAL PLAN.

Response:

Comment noted. Alternative D, Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, has been designed to serve a level
of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative, and will make
the airport safer and more secure, convenient and efficient. Alternative D is consistent with the policy
framework of the SCAG 2001 RTP, which calls for no expansion of LAX and, instead, shifts the
accommodation of future aviation demand to other airports in the region. Please see Topical Response
TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional approach to meeting demand and Topical
Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).

PHF00017 Brant, Thomas None Provided 6/9/2001

PHFO00017-1

Comment:
| WOULD LIKE TO ADDRESS SAFETY FIRST. HOW MANY PEOPLE IN HERE REMEMBER THE
CERRITOS ACCIDENT? THE AIR SPACE IN LOS ANGELES IS ALREADY OVERSATURATED.
ANY EXPANSION HERE IS SIMPLY GOING TO MAKE THAT WORSE. WE NEED TO MITIGATE
EXISTING SAFETY HAZARDS, NOT MAKE IT WORSE. AIRPLANE CRASHES ARE EQUAL-
OPPORTUNITY KILLERS, BOTH PASSENGERS AND THOSE ON THE GROUND, REGARDLESS
OF WHAT PART OF TOWN GETS DEVISTATED.

Response:
Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-SAF-1 regarding aviation safety.

PHFO00017-2

Comment:

NOISE, THERE APPEARS TO BE A DISCREPANCY IN THE LOCATION OF THE EASTERN END OF
THE 65DB NOISE CONTOUR LINE. THE MULTI-VOLUME DRAFT IN THE PUBLIC LIBRARY
SHOWS THE 1996 LINE ABOUT A MILE SHORT OF THE HARBOR FREEWAY WHILE THE
GENERAL PLAN REVISION DATED SEPTEMBER, 1998 SHOWS THE 65 EXTENDING EAST OF
THE HARBOR FREEWAY. IS THIS HOW MUCH IT INCREASED DURING TWO YEARS OR IS THAT
MERELY A DISCREPANCY. AS TRAFFIC INCREASES IN LAX, BOTH THE AIR TRAFFIC AND THE
NOISE IS GOING TO INCREASE ALL OVER TOWN, NOT JUST IN THIS VICINITY.

Response:
The content of this comment is similar to comment PC00171-3; please refer to Response to Comment
PC00171-3. Additionally, please see Topical Response TR-N-6 regarding noise increase.
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PHFO00017-3

Comment:

Response:

GROUND TRANSPORTATION. | HAVE RECENTLY BEEN DRIVING TO CLAREMONT ABOUT
ONCE A WEEK IN THE MORNING AND EVERYTIME | SEE THE TRAFFIC HEADING WEST ON THE
I-105 AND [-210, | AM GLAD | AM HEADING EAST. THAT'S ONLY GOING TO GET WORSE IF WE
TRY TO JAM ALL THAT TRAFFIC INTO LAX. THAT'S NOT JUST IN THIS VICINITY. THAT'S ALL
OVER TOWN.

The surface transportation impacts of the Master Plan alternatives were presented in Section 4.3.2, Off-
Airport Surface Transportation, of the Draft EIS/EIR and the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. Please
see Response to Comment AL00043-3 regarding proposed traffic improvements for off-airport
roadways. Regarding existing traffic concerns surrounding LAX, percent contribution of airport traffic in
the adjacent communities, and how ftraffic conditions around the airport would change with
implementation of the Master Plan Alternatives, please see Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding
airport area traffic concerns.

PHF00017-4

Comment:

Response:

THE IDEA OF THE EXPANSION FOR LAX WILL BE GOOD FOR BUSINESS IS A MYTH. THE
EXISTING GRIDLOCK WILL SEND BUSINESS ELSEWHERE PROBABLY RESULTING IN A JOB
LOSS FOR THE AREA. HOW MANY BUSINESSES ARE GOING TO BE DISPLACED BY LAX
ACQUIRING ADDITIONAL REAL ESTATE. THAT'S MORE JOB LOSS. HOWEVER, AT PALMDALE
JOBS ARE JUST AS IMPORTANT AS THEY ARE AT LAX AND THE POTENTIAL FOR GROWTH IS
MUCH GREATER.

Residential and business relocations resulting from LAX Master Plan alternatives were discussed in
Section 4.4.2 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PHFO00017-5

Comment:

Response:

I AM NOT GOING TO HAVE TIME FOR EVERYTHING HERE, BUT | WANT TO ADDRESS THE
ALTERNATIVE MYTH OR FARCE. DURING THE CONSTRUCTION PHASE, EVEN THE CURRENT
LAX CAPACITY WILL BE REDUCED DURING THAT CONSTRUCTION. HOW MUCH MORE
SAFETY PROBLEM IS THAT GOING TO CAUSE. THAT'S NOT ADDRESSED IN THE EIR EITHER.

The content of this comment is similar to Comment PC00171-10. Please see Response to Comment
PC00171-10.

PHFO00017-6

Comment:

Response:

TO SUMMARIZE THE IDEA OF FURTHER EXPANSION FOR LAX IS EXPENSIVE, DANGEROUS
AND TEMPORARY. EVEN THE LAX MASTER PLAN SAYS THAT IT IS GOOD FOR UP TO 2015.
WHAT IS THAT? PALMDALE? WHY DON'T THEY DO IT RIGHT THE FIRST TIME.

Please see Topical Response TR-RC-5 regarding transferring LAX operations to Palmdale.
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PHF00018 Sexton, Kathy None Provided 6/9/2001

PHF00018-1

Comment:

MY NAME IS KATHY SEXTON. |LIVE AT 8101 NAYLOR AVENUE IN LOS ANGELES. | AM NOT AN
ENVIRONMENTALIST. | DONT KNOW EXACTLY HOW ALL THESE FIGURES IMPACT US
EXACTLY, BUT | DO KNOW WHEN | AM TOLD THAT THE LEVELS IN THIS AREA ARE EXTREME
TODAY. | AM TOLD THAT BY THE YEAR 2015 WITH THE AIRPORT EXPANSION, THEY WILL
HAVE NO FURTHER ADVERSE EFFECT, | KNOW IT IS A LIE. YOU DONT HAVE TO BE AN
ENVIRONMENTALIST TO KNOW THAT THAT DOES NOT ADD UP.

Response:
Comment noted.

PHF00018-2

Comment:
THE EIS/EIS HAS NEVER CONSIDERED A PLAN FOR REGIONAL AIR TRANSPORT.

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PHF00018-3

Comment:
THERE IS NO MENTION OF THE PLAYA VISTA DEVELOPMENT.

Response:
Please see Response to Comment ALO0018-19 regarding the evaluation of cumulative impacts in the
Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PHF00018-4

Comment:
THE PLAN NEEDS TO ADDRESS HOW TO LESSEN THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ON OUR
AREA. | AM CONCERNED ABOUT MY HEALTH, THE HEALTH OF MY FAMILY, THE HEALTH OF
MY NEIGHBORS.
MR. RITCHIE WHO LIVES IN MISSION VIEJO, | WOULD BE CONCERNED ABOUT YOUR HEALTH
FOR THE NUMBER OF HOURS THAT YOU NEED TO SPEND IN THIS AREA AS WELL.

Response:

Comment noted.
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PHF00019 Barry, Bill None Provided 6/9/2001

PHF00019-1

Comment:

Response:

GOOD AFTERNOON. MY NAME IS BILL BARRY. | AM A RESIDENT OF WESTCHESTER. | LIVE
ON 90TH STREET. | WOULD LIKE TO MAKE A COUPLE OF POINTS. ONE AS A GENERAL
OVERVIEW OVERARCHING COMMENT, AN IMPRESSION ABOUT THE MASTER PLAN AND THE
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT. IN READING IT | AM STRUCK BY THE FACT THAT IT IS
WRITTEN TO JUSTIFY EXPANSION, NOT TO ANALYZE THE RISKS OF EXPANSION. | THINK
THAT'S BECAUSE THE LAWA AND DEPARTMENT OF AIRPORT HAVE A BUILT-IN CONFLICT OF
INTEREST IN THE WHOLE APPROACH.

THE DEPARTMENT OF AIRPORTS IS A PROFIT CENTER FOR THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES AND
IT HAS EVERY INCENTIVE IN THE WORLD TO MAKE SURE THE EXPANSION HAPPENS IN LAX
AND NOT SOMEWHERE ELSE IN THE REGION. THAT IS WHY THE WHOLE REPORT IS FLAWED.
IT REALLY ISN'T A FAIR ANALYSIS OF THE REGION BECAUSE THEY DON'T WANT IT TO BE A
REGIONAL SOLUTION, THEY WANT IT TO BE AN LAX SOLUTION

Comment noted. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand

PHF00019-2

Comment:

Response:

THERE ARE A COUPLE OF POINTS IN READING A SUMMARY OF THE EIR. A NUMBER OF THE
MITIGATION FACTORS ARE PROPOSED FOR THINGS THAT THE DEPARTMENT OF AIRPORTS
HAS NO CONTROL OVER. YOU ARE NOT GOING TO CONTROL WHETHER THE GREEN LINE
GOES TO THE AIRPORT. YOU ARE NOT GOING TO CONTROL WHETHER FREEWAYS ARE
IMPROVED. AS IT EXISTS NOW THE STATE BUDGET IS ALMOST ALL GONE AND THE
GOVERNOR IS TALKING ABOUT TRANSFER OF FUNDS FROM THE HIGHWAY FUND TO THE
GENERAL FUND. ANY MONEY THAT MIGHT HAVE BEEN THERE FOR FREEWAY EXPANSION IS
PROBABLY GONE FOREVER.

Please see Response to Comment PC01018-59 regarding funding of mitigation measures. Section 2.8,
Funding, of the Draft EIS/EIR, describes the types of funding sources that would be used for the
implementation of the Master Plan, including implementation of the required mitigation measures. Much
of the project would likely be funded with airport-generated revenues, such as concession fees, landing
fees, revenue bonds, leases, and passenger facility charges.
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PHFO00019-3

Comment:

Response:

THE EIR REPORT, | THINK, DOES NOT ADDRESS THE HEALTH RISKS FOR PEOPLE WHO ARE
CLOSEST TO THE AIRPORT WHERE THE EXPANSION IS REALLY GOING TO IMPACT. | THINK
IT'S A GOOD IDEA TO MITIGATE HEALTH RISKS OVER ON HARBOR FREEWAY. I'M A LITTLE
MORE CONCERNED ABOUT 90TH STREET. | THINK THAT'S WHERE PROBLEMS ARE GOING TO
OCCUR, NOT FAR AWAY.

The content of this comment is essentially the same as comment PC01145-4; please refer to Response
to Comment PC01145-4.

PHF00019-4

Comment:

Response:

THE WHOLE ANALYSIS OF JOBS AND BUSINESS | THINK IT FLAWED BECAUSE THE REGIONAL
EXPANSION IS GOING TO OCCUR SOMEWHERE. THE GENTLEMAN WHO WAS TALKING
ABOUT THE UNION JOBS, THEY WILL OCCUR SOMEWHERE. THEY DON'T CARE. THEY ALL
DRIVE TO THE CONSTRUCTION PROJECT ANYWAY. AND THE BUSINESS IS GOING TO WORK
WHEREVER THEY CAN WORK. THE JOBS WILL BE WHEREVER THE AIRPORTS EXPAND. THE
WHOLE ANALYSIS FOR WHY L.A. SHOULD BE EXPANDED FOR JOBS AND BUSINESS IS FALSE.
THAT ASPECT OF THE PLAN WILL BE TRUE NO MATTER WHERE THE EXPANSION OCCURS.

Please see Response to Comment AL0O0033-113 regarding changed circumstances to the region's
system of airports since SCAG's 2001 Regional Transportation Plan was adopted.

PHF00019-5

Comment:

Response:

FINALLY, | OBJECT TO THE WHOLE ANALYSIS THAT WE HAVE CREATED AN IMPOSSIBLE
SITUATION THEREFORE WE SHOULD EXPAND TO FIX IT. IN MY VIEW, LAX ON THE
WESTERNMOST PART OF THE REGION IS NOT BEST POSITIONED, AS THE SUMMARY SAYS.
NOT BEST POSITIONED FOR THE TRANSPORTATION. PROBABLY WORSE POSITIONED AS
FAR AS THE TRAFFIC FLOW IN THE CITY GOES.

Comment noted. Please see Topical Response TR-ST-2 regarding surface transportation analysis
methodology.

PHF00019-6

Comment:

Response:

THE NO-ACTION RISKS ARE OVERSTATED. AIRPLANES AND CARS AND POLLUTION RISKS
ARE IMPROVING WITH TIME. SO IF NOTHING HAPPENS AT LAX ONE WOULD ASSUME THAT
THE HEALTH RISKS WOULD GO DOWN. | HAVE LIVED IN THIS AREA FOR A LONG TIME
ANTICIPATING LESS NOISE AND LESS POLLUTION FROM THE AIRCRAFT AND NOW IT LOOKS
LIKE THAT IS GOING TO OCCUR, YOU ARE GOING TO EXPAND AND MAKE IT WORSE.

Comment noted. Improvements to vehicle emissions technology in the future were assumed for all of
the alternatives, including the No Project/No Action Alternative. As was presented in Chapter 4 of the
Draft EIS/EIR and the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR, future (2015) conditions under the No
Action/No Project Alternative would result in greater (worse) impacts for several environmental issue
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areas including, but not limited to, air quality, traffic, and human health risk. Future growth in activity
level that will occur at LAX will result in airfield and surface transportation systems congestion and
inefficiencies that increase environmental impacts unless certain improvements to those systems occur,
as in the case of the build alternatives. It should be noted that subsequent to publication of the Draft
EIS/EIR, an additional option was formulated for the LAX Master Plan. This new option - Alternative D-
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, is consistent with the policy framework of the SCAG 2001 RTP,
which calls for no expansion of LAX and, instead, shifting the accommodation of future aviation demand
to other airports in the region. A Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR provides a comprehensive analysis of
Alternative D and was circulated for public review and comment.

PHFO00019-7

Comment:

Response:

LASTLY, IT IS AN INSULT TO THE COMMUNITY TO HAVE A VEILED THREAT THAT MITIGATION
EFFORTS WILL NOT OCCUR UNLESS THERE'S AN EXPANSION.

Comment noted.

PHF00020 Stephan, David None Provided 6/9/2001

PHF00020-1

Comment:

Response:

I AM DAVID STEPHAN. | LIVE IN THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES. TWO SUBSTANTIVE MATTERS,
ONE PROCEDURAL. THIS CRETINOUS PLAN WOULD NOT BE SO DANGEROUS IF IT WERE
MERELY COMPRISED BY THE FOOLS WHO MADE IT UP. HOWEVER, SUBSTANTIVELY IT IS
FAR WORSE BECAUSE IT IS OBVIOUSLY MADE UP BY NAVES. THEY ARE FAR MORE
DANGEROUS.

Comment noted.

PHF00020-2

Comment:

Response:

FOOLISHLY IN ONE OF THE MOST THINLY POPULATED AREAS WITH THE VERY LOW
AVERAGE POPULATION DENSITY, THIS IS AN ATTEMPT TO CONCENTRATE TRAFFIC AT ONE
POINT IN AN AREA. THERE ARE PLACES RANGING FROM POINT MUGU, GEORGE AIR FORCE
BASE, NORTON AIR FORCE BASE, MARSH AIR FORCE BASE, EL TORO MARINE STATION THAT
COULD BE DEVELOPED AS AIRPORTS THAT WOULD SPREAD AND DISBURSE THE TRAFFIC.

LOOK AT WHAT LAX PROPOSES TO DO. PASSENGER TRAFFIC MAY GO UP CONSIDERABLY
MORE THAN HUNDRED PERCENT. FREIGHT TRAFFIC WOULD GO UP BY MANY MULTIPLES.
THAT WOULD RESULT IN INCREASED TRAFFIC OF TRUCKS, INCREASED POLLUTION, AND A
GREAT CONCENTRATION OF THAT TRAFFIC IN ONE AREA.

Comment noted. The City of Los Angeles and LAWA can only control the development of LAX, Ontario,
Palmdale, and Van Nuys Airports. The decision to develop any airport is the responsibility of local
government. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is

Los Angeles International Airport 3-5131 LAX Master Plan Final EIS/EIR Responses to Comments



3. Comments and Responses

intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

In spring 2002, the voters of Orange County rejected the use of El Toro for a commercial airport. The
Department of the Navy is disposing of the property for non-airport uses. The Draft EIS/EIR and
Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR addressed noise impacts in Section 4.1, Noise, air quality impacts in
Section 4.6, Air Quality, and traffic impacts in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, with supporting
technical data and analyses provided in Appendices D and G and Technical Reports 2, 3 and 4 of the
Draft EIS/EIR and Appendices S-C and S-E and Technical Reports S-2 and S-4 of the Supplement to
the Draft EIS/EIR.

PHF00020-3

Comment:

Response:

THE INLAND EMPIRE, VENTURA COUNTY, THE HIGH DESERT, THESE ARE AREAS THAT ARE
EXPANDING WHERE FREIGHT COULD BE DISBURSED AND TRUCKED FROM THERE. IT
WOULD BE CLOSER. IT WOULD NOT CONCENTRATE TRAFFIC IN ONE AREA.

Comment noted. Please see Response to Comment PHF00020-2. Also, please see Response to
Comment PC00599-54 for more information about cargo activity.

PHF00020-4

Comment:

Response:

PASSENGER TRAFFIC SIMILARLY. PEOPLE ARE MOVING TO THE INLAND EMPIRE AND
VENTURA COUNTY AND THE HIGH DESERT. PEOPLE CAN FLY IN AND OUT OF THOSE AREAS
AND GO QUICKLY TO AND FROM THEIT DESTINATION. THIS IS A MEASURE THAT IS OVERALL
DESIGNED TO CONCENTRATE IN AN AREA THAT CRIES FOR DISBURSAL. ON ITS FACE IT IS
FOOLISH. BENEATH THAT IT IS DRAWN UP BY NAVES.

Comment noted. The City of Los Angeles and LAWA can only control the development of LAX, Ontario,
Palmdale, and Van Nuys Airports. The decision to develop any airport is the responsibility of local
government. Subsequent to the publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, a new alternative, Alternative D -
Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, was added to the range of alternatives currently being considered
for the LAX Master Plan. That alternative was evaluated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Alternative D, developed pursuant to the direction of Mayor Hahn, provides an emphasis on safety and
security improvements and is designed to serve a future (2015) airport activity level comparable to that
of the No Action/No Project Alternative. The Alternative D approach of not expanding the capacity of
LAX is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) policy framework, which is
intended to accommodate future regional aviation demand at airports other than LAX. A description of
Alternative D was provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. For
additional information, please see Topical Response TR-MP-2 regarding the SCAG Regional
Transportation Plan and Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand.

PHF00020-5

Comment:

HOWEVER, ONE FINAL MATTER. WHEN | CAME HERE TODAY | CAME PREPARED TO SPEAK
AGAINST THIS PRESSURE. WHEN | LISTEN TO THIS AUDIENCE OF BROWN SHIRT BULLY
BOYS BULLYING OF THOSE PEOPLE WHO OPPOSED THEM | THINK OF KRISTAL NACHT. |
THINK IF YOU GET THIS SHOVED UP YOUR NOSES IT WILL BE BECAUSE OF THE WAY YOU
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TREATED PEOPLE AND YOU GET WHAT YOU DESERVE. YOU ARE AN UNRULY MOB WHO
SHOWS NO RESPECT TO THE FREEDOM OF SPEECH TO THOSE WHO OPPOSE YOU.

Response:
Comment noted.

PHF00021 Vertucci, Michele None Provided 6/9/2001

PHF00021-1

Comment:
| AM MICHELE VERTUCCI. | LIVE AT 5891 WEST 77TH PLACE HERE IN WESTCHESTER. | AM
AGAINST THE LAX MASTER PLAN. | THINK THE EIR IS A FLAWED REPORT. | DON'T THINK
LAWA HAS TAKEN INTO CONSIDERATION HOW THE ENVIRONMENT WOULD BE IMPACTED BY
THE AIRPORT EXPANSION OR AIRPORT IMPROVEMENTS.

Response:
Comment noted. Alternative D, Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, has been designed to serve a level
of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative, and will make
the airport safer and more secure, convenient and efficient. Alternative D is consistent with the policy
framework of the SCAG 2001 RTP, which calls for no expansion of LAX and, instead, shifting the
accommodation of future aviation demand to other airports in the region.

PHF00021-2

Comment:
| FEEL WHAT THE LOS ANGELES WORLD AIRPORTS REALLY WANTS IS MONEY AND MORE
MONEY. IT IS A SHAME THAT THEY WOULD PUT MONEY OVER COMMUNITIES AND THE
ENVIRONMENT. SO LET'S SUPPORT A REGIONAL AIRPORT PLAN.

Response:
Comment noted. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative. Please see Topical Response TR-RC-1 regarding the LAX Master Plan role in the regional
approach to meeting demand and Topical Response TR-LU-1 regarding impacts on quality of life.

PHF00022 Velasco, Valerie Alliance for Regional Solutionto  6/9/2001
Airport Congestion

PHF00022-1

Comment:

GOOD AFTERNOON. | AM A RESIDENT AND | LIVE AND WORK IN PLAYA DEL REY. | AM
PRESIDENT OF THE ALLIANCE FOR REGIONAL SOLUTION TO AIRPORT CONGESTION. | WANT
TO THANK YOU FOR COMING OUT THIS AFTERNOON TO LISTEN TO OUR CONCERNS AND
DESCRIBE TO YOU THE INADEQUACIES OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT. THE
PURPOSE OF AN EIR IS TO DISCLOSE IMPACTS. THE EIR PRODUCED BY LAX AS PART OF ITS
MASTER PLAN IS INADEQUATE AS IT TRIES TO MASK THE REAL IMPACTS OF AIRPORT
EXPANSION ON THIS COMMUNITY AND OTHER COMMUNITIES.

Response:
Comment noted. Alternative D, Enhanced Safety and Security Plan, has been designed to serve a level
of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative, and will make
the airport safer and more secure, convenient and efficient. Alternative D is consistent with the policy
framework of the SCAG 2001 RTP, which calls for no expansion of LAX and, instead, shifting the
accommodation of future aviation demand to other airports in the region.
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PHF00022-2

Comment:

Response:

THE EIR UTILIZES THREE SEPARATE AND DISTINCT BASE LINES FOR THE IMPACT OF THE
PROJECT. EACH IS EMPLOYED SELECTIVELY WHERE IT WILL SERVE TO MINIMIZE THE
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ISSUE RATHER THAN BEING USED CONSISTENTLY, THE SAME
BASE LINE TO OBTAIN TRUE MEASUREMENT. THIS BECOMES A DISTORTION OF THE EIR.

Please see Topical Response TR-GEN-1 regarding baseline issues.

PHF00022-3

Comment:

Response:

AN EIR IS SUPPOSED TO CONSIDER A REGIONAL RANGE OF ALTERNATIVES TO THE
PROJECT. BUT THIS EIR NEVER CONSIDERS THE USE OF AVAILABLE AIRPORTS IN THE
REGION AND NEVER CONSIDERS THE ALTERNATIVES THAT WOULD RESULT IN LESS SEVERE
IMPACTS IN THE PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE SCENE.

Please see Response to Comment AL00022-3 regarding the number and severity of impacts
associated with the build alternatives and Topical Response TR-ALT-1 regarding range of alternatives
analyzed in the Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that Alternative
D has been added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity
comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative, and shifts the accommodation of future
aviation demand to other airports in the region.

PHF00022-4

Comment:

Response:

THE EIR DOES NOT PROVIDE ANALYSIS OF WORSE-CASE SCENARIOS WHICH EXPANSION
WILL SURELY PRODUCE.

Comment noted.

PHF00022-5

Comment:

Response:

ACCORDING TO LAWA'S OWN PROJECTIONS ALTERNATIVES SEE AN INCREASE OF 31.6
MILLION ANNUAL PASSENGERS OVER CURRENT OPERATIONS OF 67 MAP. THAT'S A 54 AND-
A-HALF PERCENT INCREASE OVER CURRENT AIRPORT OPERATIONS. LAWA SAYS THAT TO
ACCOMODATE THIS 54 AND-A-HALF PERCENT INCREASE THERE WILL BE AN INCREASE OF
ONLY 44 TAKEOFFS AND LANDINGS PER DAY, AN AVERAGE OF TWO ADDITIONAL
OPERATIONS PER HOUR. THESE PROJECTIONS ARE ARTIFICIALLY LOW BASED ON
ASSUMPTIONS ABOUT FLEET MIX. LAWA BASES THEIR NUMBERS ON PURE SPECULATION
OF USING BIGGER PLANES WHICH MAY NOT EVEN BE BUILT IN THE FUTURE.

Activity levels in 2000 at LAX (67.3 MAP) are projected to increase by 33 percent in Alternative C (to
89.6 MAP) and by 45 percent in Alternatives A and B (to 97.9 MAP). Alternative C would include an
additional 44 operations per day and Alternatives A and B would include an additional 444 operations.
Please see Response to Comments PC00599-7 and PC00593-1 for a discussion on the fleet mix
assumptions. The only new aircraft in the LAX fleet that is not currently in operation (at LAX or other
airports) is the Airbus 380 (the New Large Aircraft or NLA). Please see Response to Comment
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AL00017-153 for a discussion on the NLA assumptions for LAX. Please see the Draft LAX Master Plan
Chapter IV, Section 2.2 for a discussion of the methodology used to develop the forecast fleet mix and
Chapter V, Section 3.3.2 for more information on the activity levels projected for the Master Plan
alternatives. It should be noted that Alternative D has been added to provide a build alternative
designed to serve a level of future (2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project
Alternative, and to make the airport safer and more secure, convenient, and efficient.

PHF00022-6

Comment:

Response:

THERE ALSO ARE PROBLEMS WITH THE ALREADY HIGH NOX EMISSIONS. THE AIRPORT WILL
GENERATE MORE TRUCK TRAFFIC. IT WILL GENERATE 56,881 18-WHEELER HEAVY DUTY
TRUCKS PER YEAR, AN AVERAGE OF 156 TRUCKS PER DAY. HEALTH EFFECTS ARE GOING
TO BE ASTRONOMICAL.

The Draft EIS/EIR and Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR address air quality in Section 4.6, Air Quality,
traffic in Section 4.3, Surface Transportation, and human health and safety in Section 4.24, Human
Health and Safety. Supporting technical data and analyses are provided in Appendix G, and Technical
Reports 2, 3, 4, 14a, and 14c of the Draft EIS/EIR and Appendix S-E, and Technical Reports S-2a, S-
2b, S-4, S-9a and S-9b of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

Please also see Topical Response TR-HRA-2 regarding airport emissions and link with adverse health
effects, Topical Response TR-HRA-3 regarding human health impacts, Topical Response TR-AQ-3
regarding air pollution increase, Topical Response TR-ST-4 regarding airport area traffic concerns and
TR-ST-1 regarding cargo truck traffic. In addition, please refer to Response to Comment AL00040-134.

The Draft EIS/EIR and the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR evaluated the potential risk of adverse
health effects for each of the Master Plan Alternatives based on the emissions associated with each of
the alternatives. Diesel emissions were included in the human health risk assessment, as discussed in
Section 4-24 of the Draft EIS/EIR and the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. The No Project/No Action
Alternative assumes that no substantial changes are made to current LAX facilities, and is based on
projections of growth in airport activity between 1996 and horizon year 2015. Airport congestion during
this time is expected to grow worse without additional capital improvement. In all cases, build
alternatives are expected to relieve current and predicted future congestion by making airport
operations, particularly aircraft operations, more efficient.

After implementation of mitigation measures, the build alternatives would reduce predicted impacts to
human health compared with the No Project/No Action Alternative. Implementation of any of the build
alternatives is therefore anticipated to reduce future health impacts for most people living, working or
going to school near the airport. However, as was indicated in the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR,
predicted chronic non-cancer human health impacts for maximally exposed residents under Alternatives
B and C are slightly higher for some areas than those predicted with the No Project/No Action
Alternative. Alternative D was added to provide a build alternative designed to serve a level of future
(2015) airport activity comparable to that of the No Action/No Project Alternative. As stated in Section
4.24.1, Human Health Risk Assessment (subsection 4.24.1.7.3) of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR,
LAX emissions under Alternative D would reduce cumulative cancer risks for all areas near the airport
relative to the other future year alternatives, including the No Action/No Project Alternative.

PHF00022-7

Comment:

Response:

WE NEED TO HAVE CURRENT AND TRUE HEALTH STUDIES TO DETERMINE WHAT THE TRUE
IMPACTS ARE, EVEN OF THE AIRPORT AS IT IS TODAY.

Please see Topical Response TR-HRA-2 regarding airport emissions and link with adverse health
effects, Topical Response TR-HRA-3 regarding human health impacts, and Response to Comment
PC00599-5 regarding jet exhaust.
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3. Comments and Responses

A complete human health risk assessment for the LAX Master Plan has been performed and was
presented in Section 4.24.1, Human Health Risk Assessment, of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.
Cancer risks were evaluated based on modeled emissions associated with proposed alternatives, and
were calculated using conservative (protective) exposure assumptions, consistent with standard
practice defined by regulatory agencies charged with protection of human health. A detailed discussion
of the human health risk assessment process was provided in the Draft EIS/EIR in Section 4.24, Human
Health and Safety, and Technical Report 14a, Human Health Risk Assessment, and current estimates
of possible risks and hazards were presented in Section 4.24 of the Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR.

PHF00022-8

Comment:
ALSO, THERE ARE EFFECTS OF WATER USAGE WHICH NO ONE HAS ADDRESSED. THE EIR
HAS A LETTER FROM DWP WHICH SAYS WE WILL PROVIDE MORE WATER FOR THE AIRPORT
IF IT EXPANDS. WE DON'T KNOW WHERE THE SOURCE OF THAT WATER IS COMING FROM.

Response:
Please see Response to Comment PC01222-11 for discussion of LADWP's disclosure of water sources
for LAX and the entire LADWP water service area.

PHF00022-9

Comment:
WE THINK IT IS GOING TO BE TOILET TO TAP THAT WILL COME FROM THE VALLEY. | THINK
THE VALLEY WILL NOT BE VERY HAPPY ABOUT THAT.

Response:

Please see Response to Comment PC01222-11 regarding sources of water supply.

PHF00022-10

Comment:
| URGE YOU IN AN AREA IN A STATE WHERE WE ONLY HAVE ONE INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT
FROM HERE TO THE MEXICAN BORDER, YOU MUST CONSTRAIN LAX TO ITS CURRENT
CAPACITY AND DEVELOP A TRULY REGIONAL APPROACH. WE INTEND TO HOLD MAYOR-
ELECT HAHN TO THE PLEDGE HE SIGNED AGAINST AIRPORT EXPANSION.

Response:
Please see Response to Comment PC00578-1 regarding the development of Alternative D-Enhanced
Safety and Security Plan, which was developed at the direction of Mayor James Hahn.

PHF00023 Hobart, Jack None Provided 6/9/2001

PHF