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Appendix A
Notice of Preparation and Comment Letters Received

Notice of Preparation

JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT A-1
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT



JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT
3160 AIRWAY AVENUE
COSTA MESA, CALIFORNIA 92626

NOTICE OF PREPARATION AND NOTICE OF SCOPING MEETING

DATE: October 1, 2013

SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report and Notice of Scoping
Meeting

PROJECT TITLE: John Wayne Airport Settlement Agreement Amendment

APPLICANT: County of Orange/John Wayne Airport

3160 Airway Avenue, California 92626
Lea Choum, (949) 252-5123

Notice is hereby given pursuant to Section 15082 of the State California Environmental Quality Act
(“CEQA") Guidelines (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 15000 et seq.), that the County of Orange, acting in its
capacity as the owner and operator of John Wayne Airport, has determined that an Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR") is the appropriate environmental document for the John Wayne Airport Settlement
Agreement Amendment Project (“Project”). The County of Orange (“County”) will be the Lead Agency for
the Project and will be responsible for the EIR preparation pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA
Guidelines. The Project description, location, and an analysis of the probable environmental effects of the
Project are contained in the attached materials.

As required by Section 15082 of the CEQA Guidelines, this Notice of Preparation (“NOP”) has been
prepared and distributed to solicit comments from potential Responsible and Trustee Agencies on
Project-related concerns relevant to each agency’s statutory responsibilities. Given the nature of the
Project, it has been determined to meet the definition of a project of regional and areawide significance
pursuant to Section 15206 of the CEQA Guidelines. Comments on the content and scope of the EIR also
are solicited from any other interested parties (including other agencies and affected members of the
public). The EIR will be the environmental document of reference for Responsible and Trustee Agencies
when considering subsequent discretionary approvals.

The County requests that any potential Responsible or Trustee Agencies responding to this NOP reply in
a manner consistent with Section 15082(b) of the State CEQA Guidelines, which allows for the submittal
of any comments in response to this notice no later than 30 days after receipt of the NOP. The County will
accept comments from these Agencies and others regarding this NOP through the close of business,
October 31, 2013.

This NOP is available for viewing at www.ocair.com/NOP and on the attached CD. In addition, a Scoping
Meeting will be held from 6:00 PM to 8:00 PM at the following location:

October 17, 2013

John Wayne Airport—Airport Commission Room
3160 Airway Avenue

Costa Mesa, CA 92626

Your agency and other interested parties are invited to attend and submit comments for consideration
during preparation of the EIR. All comments and responses to this NOP must be submitted in writing to:

Ms. Lea Choum

JWA Project Manager
3160 Airway Avenue
Costa Mesa, CA 92626
NOP@ocair.com
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Alan L. Murphy, Airport Digéctor




JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT
PROJECT DESCRIPTION SUMMARY

The County of Orange (“County”) is the Project proponent and will be the Lead Agency under
the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) for the preparation of an Environmental
Impact Report (“EIR”) for the John Wayne Airport Settlement Agreement Amendment
(“Project”).

Project Location

The Project would be implemented at John Wayne Airport (“JWA” or “Airport”), located at
18601 Airport Way, in an unincorporated area of Orange County. The Airport encompasses
approximately 504 acres. The aviation activities at JWA are located on approximately 400
acres. The site is south of Interstate (“I”) 405, north of State Route (“SR”) 73, west of MacArthur
Boulevard, and east of Red Hill Avenue. The Airport-owned property includes the airfield; the
terminal; surface level and parking structures; the administrative building; maintenance
facilities; property leased for aviation support uses; and a portion of the Newport Beach Golf
Course. The Project area is surrounded by the cities of Newport Beach, Irvine, and Costa Mesa,
as well as several unincorporated County islands. The regional location and local vicinity are
shown on Exhibits 1 and 2, respectively.

Project Setting

The study area is generally urban in character. Surrounding uses include industrial,
commercial, and residential uses. The residential area is predominately south and southwest of
the Airport. An extensive arterial highway and freeway system surrounds the Airport,
providing access from several locations. In contrast to the surrounding urban development, the
Upper Newport Bay, located approximately 3,600 feet south of the Airport, is an important
natural area that provides habitat to many wildlife species. Exhibit 3 provides an aerial
photograph of the Airport and surrounding areas.

JWA is owned and operated by the County of Orange and is currently the only commercial
service airport in Orange County. The Airport services both domestic and international
destinations, with flights to Canada and Mexico. The Airport currently also serves commercial
air cargo demands (i.e.,, FedEx and UPS). In addition to scheduled commercial operations and
activities, the Airport is home to general aviation.

To obtain ongoing data on the existing noise characteristics of Airport operations, JWA
installed ten permanent noise-monitoring stations surrounding the Airport approach and
departure paths. The data from the noise-monitoring system is combined with data from other
sources to permit precise noise modeling and prediction of noise levels. Radar tracking and
sophisticated use of noise levels measured at the noise-monitoring stations have produced very
accurate depictions of flight tracks. Both Community Noise Equivalent Level (“CNEL”) and
Single Event Noise Equivalent Level (“SENEL”) are monitored and calculated each day and for
each aircraft.
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In an effort to balance the environmental, political, social, and economic demands and concerns
regarding operations at JWA, operations at the Airport are subject to a number of regulations
and restrictions. These restrictions include various limitations on the number of commercial
airline operations; maximum single event noise levels applicable to both commercial and
general aviation operations; and noise restrictions applicable to nighttime operations
(“curfew”). The curfew prohibits regularly scheduled commercial operations and general
aviation operations exceeding 86 decibels (“dB”) SENEL at specified noise-monitoring stations
from taking off between the hours of 10:00 PM and 7:00 AM (8:00 AM on Sundays) and from
landing between 11:00 PM and 7:00 AM. These local proprietor restrictions were adopted prior
to the passage of the Airport Noise and Capacity Act of 1990 (“ANCA”). ANCA requires Federal
Aviation Administration (FAA) approval of noise and access restrictions; these restrictions are,
therefore, “grandfathered” under the terms of that statute and its implementing regulations.
Under this “grandfathered” status, amendments are permitted provided it does not reduce or
limit aircraft operations or affect aircraft safety.

Project Background and Related History

In April 1985, the County of Orange, acting as the proprietor and operator of JWA, adopted a
Master Plan for further development of physical facilities at the Airport and an increase in
previously imposed limits on certain aircraft operations, which had been adopted by the
County principally for purposes of controlling aircraft noise impacts in surrounding residential
communities (“the 1985 Master Plan”). In connection with the consideration and adoption of
the 1985 Master Plan, the County prepared, circulated, and certified EIR 508.

Following adoption of the 1985 Master Plan and the certification of EIR 508, litigation related
to the Master Plan and EIR 508 was initiated (1) by the County in the United States District
Court for the Central District of California and (2) by the City and two citizens groups (Stop
Polluting Our Newport [“SPON”] and the Airport Working Group [“AWG”]) in the Orange
County Superior Court. In addition, in April 1985, there was then pending in the California
Court of Appeals for the Fourth District an appeal by the County from an earlier trial court
ruling made under CEQA with respect to an earlier Master Plan for JWA adopted by the County
in 1981, and its related EIR (“EIR 232").

In the summer of 1985, the County of Orange, the City of Newport Beach, SPON, and AWG
reached a comprehensive agreement settling all pending actions and claims related to the 1985
Master Plan and EIR 508, and the pending appeal in the 1981 Master Plan/EIR 232 litigation.
This agreement was memorialized in a series of stipulations signed and filed in the various
courts where those actions were then pending. The stipulations set limitations on the size and
function of the physical facilities at JWA; regulated the number of flights; set a cap on the
number of passengers served at the Airport; and confirmed the curfew restricting the hours of
operation at the Airport. The principal stipulation memorializing the substantive terms of the
parties’ Settlement Agreement was filed in the federal court action initiated by the County with
respect to the 1985 Master Plan and EIR 508. The stipulation was accepted and confirmed by
an order of the District Court after a hearing conducted in December 1985. The original term of
the settlement stipulation required that it remain in effect through December 31, 2005, and the
parties have continued to implement its provisions—subject to some modifications- since it
was first approved by the District Court.



In 2001, the Settlement Agreement signatories initiated the process to amend the Settlement
Agreement to increase the number of Class A Annual Average Daily Departures (“ADDs”)!
and allowed million annual passengers (“MAP”) to be served at the Airport; to modify
the restrictions on the facilities; and to extend the term of the Settlement Agreement to
December 31, 2015. The Settlement Agreement Amendment was accepted by the Settlement
Agreement signatories in early 2003, and the United States District Court accepted the 2003
Amended Stipulation and modified the judgment to conform to the terms contained in the 2003
Amended Settlement Agreement. The current MAP limit under the existing Amended
Settlement Agreement is 10.8 MAP; the Airport currently serves approximately 8.9 MAP.

Description of the Project

For nearly 30 years, the County of Orange has implemented the landmark Settlement
Agreement that governs operations at John Wayne Airport. The Settlement Agreement reflects
a commitment on the part of the County and its partners (the City of Newport Beach, SPON, and
AWG) to balance the quality of life concerns of the residents living in the vicinity of the Airport;
the needs of the air traveling and shipping public; and the aviation industry’s desire to provide
air service to Orange County. Specifically, the Settlement Agreement has allowed for additional
facilities and operational capacity while providing environmental protections for the local
community.

The Settlement Agreement, as amended in 2003 is currently scheduled to expire on December
31, 2015. The four signatories have agreed to evaluate an extension of and amendments to the
Settlement Agreement, and have defined the following Project Objectives:

1. To modify some existing restrictions on aircraft operations at JWA in order to provide
increased air transportation opportunities to the air-traveling public using the Airport
without adversely affecting aircraft safety, recognizing that aviation noise management
is crucial to continued increases in JWA'’s capacity.

2. To reasonably protect the environmental interests and concerns of persons residing in
the vicinity of the JWA, including their concerns regarding “quality of life” issues arising
from the operation of JWA, including but not limited to noise and traffic.

3. To preserve, protect, and continue to implement the important restrictions established
by the 1985 Settlement Agreement, which were “grandfathered” under ANCA and
reflect and accommodate historical policy decisions of the Orange County Board of
Supervisors regarding the appropriate point of balance between the competing
interests of the air transportation and aviation community and local residents living in
the vicinity of the Airport.

4. To provide a reasonable level of certainty to the following regarding the level of
permitted aviation activity at JWA for a defined future period of time: surrounding local
communities; Airport users (particularly scheduled commercial users); and the
air-travelling public.

1 At the time the Settlement Agreement was adopted, the ADDs at JWA were divided into three “classes”
based on the noise characteristics of departing aircraft. The Class A flights are the noisiest. The next
quietest class of ADDs was designated as Class AA. The quietest class is Class E. The Class E flights do not
have a maximum number of flights allowed because they are below the regulatory noise levels
established in EIR 508 (i.e.,, 86.0 dB SENEL). However, the number of passengers on Class E flights
counted toward the maximum 8.4 million annual passengers (MAP) allowed by the Settlement
Agreement prior to December 31, 2005.
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5. To consider revisions to the regulatory operational restrictions at JWA in light of the
current aviation environment; the current needs of the affected communities; and
industry interests represented at JWA.

The EIR will evaluate the Proposed Project, three alternatives, and the No Project Alternative,
as summarized in Table 1 below, at an equal level of detail.

TABLE 1
PRINCIPAL TERMS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AND ALTERNATIVES TO BE
EVALUATED IN THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Principal Proposed
Restrictions Project Alternative A Alternative B Alternative C No Projecta
Through Through Through Not Applicable--
Term December 31, December 31, December 31, Not Applicable Settlement
2030 2030 2030 Agreement Expired
Through Through Through Throueh
Curfew December 31, December 31, December 31, December 3g1 2020 No Change
2035 2035 2035 ’
Annual Passenger Limit (MAP)
January 1, 2016-
December 31, 2020 10.8 MAP 10.8 MAP 10.8 MAP 16.9 MAP 10.8 MAP
January 1, 2021-
December 31, 2025 11.8 MAP 11.4 MAP 13.0 MAP 16.9 MAP 10.8 MAP
January 1, 2026- 12.2 0r12.5
December 31, 2030 MAPb 12.8 MAP 15.0 MAP 16.9 MAP 10.8 MAP
Passenger Flights (Class A ADDs for passenger service)
January 1, 2016- 107 Class AADDs | 100 Class AADDs | 228 Class A ADDs
December 31,2020 | &0 ¢1ass AADDs (+22) (+15) (+143) 85 Class A ADDs
January 1, 2021- 95 Class AADDs | 120 Class AADDs | 110 Class A ADDs 228 Class A ADDs 85 Class A ADDs
December 31, 2025 (+10) (+13) (+10) (+0)
January 1, 2026- 135 Class AADDs | 115 Class AADDs | 228 Class A ADDs
December 31, 2030 95 Class A ADDs (+15) (+5) (+0) 85 Class A ADDs
Cargo Flights (Class A ADDs for all-cargo service)
January 1, 2016 - 4 Class A ADDs 4 Class A ADDs 4 Class A ADDs 4 Class A ADDs 4 Class A ADDs
December 31, 2030
Passenger Loading Bridges
January 1, 2016- -
December 31, 2020 20 20 20 No Limit 20
January 1, 2021~ No Limit No Limit No Limit No Limit 20

December 31, 2030

MAP: Million Annual Visitors; ADD: Average Daily Departures.

Table Notes:

Alternative A was delineated based on information contained in the Federal Aviation Administration’s APO Terminal
Area Forecast Detail Report dated January 2013.
Alternative B was delineated based on input from JWA’s commercial air service providers.

Alternative C was delineated based on the physical capacity of JWA’s airfield.

a The No Project Alternative assumes operations at JWA would remain unchanged; however, there would be no limitation
on the Board of Supervisors, at a subsequent time, to increase the number of ADD and MAP being served at the Airport,
subject to CEQA review.

b Trigger for capacity increase to 12.5 MAP: air carriers must be within 5 percent of 11.8 MAP (i.e, 11.21 MAP) in any one
year during the January 1, 2021, through December 31, 2025 timeframe.

Source: John Wayne Airport 2013 (Proposed Project and Alternatives A-C).




Anticipated Project Approvals

Upon certification of the EIR, the Orange County Board of Supervisors would consider whether to
approve the Project or a feasible project alternative. However, the County only would authorize
execution of an amended Settlement Agreement in the event that the City of Newport Beach’s City
Council and the governing boards of SPON and AWG first authorize the amendments and provide
the County with an executed iteration of the Settlement Agreement. Assuming all signatories
approve the Project and execute a 2014 Amendment to the Settlement Agreement, the signatories
would submit a request to the U.S. District Court, Central District of California, to approve the
amendments to the Settlement Agreement. Upon certification of an EIR, the Orange County Board of
Supervisors would consider approval of the Project. However, said approval would be contingent
upon the City Council of Newport Beach and the governing boards of SPON and AWG approving and
executing the agreed upon amendment to the Settlement Agreement. Assuming all signatories
approve the Project and execute the amendment to the Settlement Agreement, including the Board
of Supervisors, the amendment would be submitted to the U.S. District Court, Central District of
California, with request to approve the same. The Federal Aviation Administration (“FAA”) does not
need to approve the Settlement Agreement or its amendments; however, concurrence will be
requested from the FAA that the 2014 Settlement Agreement Amendment does not affect JWA'’s
standing under ANCA, its grant assurances, and other related requirements.

Anticipated Schedule

The Project schedule, as currently envisioned, contemplates that the draft EIR will be available for
public review in early 2014. A 45-day public review period will be provided, after which responses
to comments received will be prepared. The Orange County Planning Commission will then hold a
public hearing and make a recommendation on certification of the EIR to the Board of Supervisors.
In addition, the Airport Commission will have a public hearing and make a recommendation on
approval of the project to the Board of Supervisors. The Orange County Planning Commission and
Airport Commission hearings are expected to be scheduled in mid-2014, with the Board of
Supervisors taking action on the Project shortly thereafter.

Probable Environmental Effects of the Project

Until the EIR analysis is completed, it is not possible to identify with precision the probable
environmental effects of the Project. However, the County has performed an Initial Study (a copy of
which is attached to this notice) to identify the reasonably foreseeable and potentially significant
adverse environmental effects of the Project, which the County believes require further and more
detailed analysis in the EIR. The County has identified the following specific topics as requiring
detailed EIR analysis:

Air Quality

Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Land Use and Planning

Noise

Transportation/Traffic

Additionally, while the Initial Study concludes that there will be no significant Project impacts, the
County intends to provide more detailed information on the following topics in the EIR:

e Biological Resources



e  Water Quality
e Public Services
e Utilities and Service Systems (water and wastewater services)

Based on the Initial Study, the Project would not result in any potentially significant effects with
respect to the following areas, and they do not require further analysis in the EIR:

Aesthetics

Agriculture and Forestry Resources

Cultural/Scientific Resources

Geology and Soils

Hydrology

Mineral Resources

Population and Housing

Recreation

Utilities and Service Systems (storm water drainage and solid waste disposal)

Conclusion
The County requests the public’s careful review and consideration of this notice, and it invites any

and all input and comments from interested agencies and persons regarding the preparation and
scope of the draft EIR.
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ISSUES AND SUPPORTING DATA SOURCES:

1. AESTHETICS. Would the project:

a.

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic
vista?

Substantially damage scenic resources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a
state scenic highway?

Substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?

Create a new source of substantial light or
glare, which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

2. AGRICULTURE & FORESTRY RESOURCES.
Would the project:

a.

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland),
as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of
the California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural
use, or a Williamson Act contract?

Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code Section 12220[qg]), timberland
(as defined by Public Resources Code Section
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by Government Code
Section 51104[g])?

Result in the loss of forest land or conversion
of forest land to non-forest use.

Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland
to non-agricultural use or forest land to non-
forest use?

Potential Less than
Significant Significant
Impact Impact/MM
[] []
Ll Ll
[] []
Ll Ll
Ll Ll
[] []
Ll Ll
[] []
Ll Ll
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ISSUES AND SUPPORTING DATA SOURCES:

3. AIR QUALITY. Would the project:

a.

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan?

Violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air
quality violation?

Result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard (including releasing emissions, which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?

Create objectionable odors affecting a
substantial number of people?

4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the
project:

a.

Have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications, on
any species identified as a candidate, sensitive,
or special status species in local or regional
plans, policies, or regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services?

Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, regulations or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Services?

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404
of the Clean Water Act (including, but not
limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.)
through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

Interfere substantially with the movement of
any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use
of native wildlife nursery sites?

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?
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ISSUES AND SUPPORTING DATA SOURCES:

f.  Conflict with provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

5. CULTURAL/SCIENTIFIC RESOURCES.
Would the project:

a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as defined
in Section 15064.5?

b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to Section 15064.5?

c. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

d. Disturb any human remains, including those
interred outside of formal cemeteries?

6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

a. Expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the risk
of loss, injury, or death involving:

i. Rupture of a known earthquake
fault, as delineated on the most
recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake
Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or
based on other substantial
evidence of a known fault? Refer
to Division of Mines and Geology
Special Publication 42.

ii. Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii. Seismic-related ground failure,
including liquefaction?

iv. Landslides?

b. Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of
topsoil?

c. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project, and potentially result in
on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

d. Be located on expansive soils, as defined in
Table 18-1-B of the California Building Code
(1994), creating substantial risks to life or
property?
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ISSUES AND SUPPORTING DATA SOURCES:

Have soils incapable of adequately supporting
the use of septic tanks or alternative waste
water disposal system where sewers are not
available for the disposal of waste water?

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. Would the

project:

a.

Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either
directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment?

Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing
the emissions of greenhouse gases?

HAZARDS & HAZARDOUS MATERIALS.

Would the project:

a.

Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use,
or disposal of hazardous materials?

Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the
environment?

Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous
or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or
waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school?

Be located on a site which is included on a list
of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant
to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a
result, would it create a significant hazard to
the public or the environment?

For a project located within an airport land use
plan or, where such plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public airport or public
use airport, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the
project area?

For a project within the vicinity of private
airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the
project area?

Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan?

Potential Less than
Significant Significant

Impact Impact/MM
L] L]
X L]
X L]
L] L]
L] L]
L] L]
L] L]
L] L]
L] L]
L] L]
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ISSUES AND SUPPORTING DATA SOURCES:

Expose people or structures to a significant risk
or loss, injury or death involving wildland
fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to
urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands?

9. HYDROLOGY & WATER QUALITY. Would
the project:

a.

Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements?

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or
interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net deficit
in aquifer volume or lowering of the local
groundwater table level (e.g., the production
rate of the pre-existing nearby wells would
drop to a level which would not support
existing land uses or planned uses for which
permits have been granted)?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern
of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, in
a manner which would result in substantial
erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

Substantially alter drainage patterns of the site
or area, including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river, or substantially
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in
a manner which would result in flooding on- or
off-site

Create or contribute runoff water which would
exceed the capacity of existing or planned
storm water drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of polluted
runoff?

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard
area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or
other flood hazard delineation map?

Place within a 100-year flood hazard area
structures, which would impede or redirect
flood flows?

Expose people or structures to a significant risk
of loss, injury or death involving flooding,
including flooding as a result of the failure of a
levee or dam?

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

Significant
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ISSUES AND SUPPORTING DATA SOURCES:

10. LAND USE & PLANNING. Would the project:

a.
b.

Physically divide an established community?

Conflict with any applicable land use plan,
policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but not
limited to the general plan, specific plan, local
coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?

Conflict with any applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?

11. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a.

Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to the
region and the residents of the state?

Result in the loss of availability of a locally
important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific
plan, or other land use plan?

12. NOISE. Would the project result in:

a.

Exposure of persons to or generation of noise
levels in excess of standards established in the
local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies?

Exposure of persons to or generation of
excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

A substantial permanent increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels
existing without the project?

A substantial temporary or periodic increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?

For a project located within an airport land use
plan or, where such plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a private or public airport
or public use airport, would the project expose
people residing or working in the project area
to excessive noise levels?

For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

Potential Less than
Significant Significant

Impact Impact/MM
L] L]
X L]
L] L]
L] L]
L] L]
X L]
L] L]
X L]
L] L]
X L]
L] L]
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ISSUES AND SUPPORTING DATA SOURCES:

13. POPULATION & HOUSING. Would the
project:

a. Induce substantial population growth in an
area, either directly (for example, by proposing
new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for
example, through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

b. Displace substantial numbers of existing
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

c. Displace substantial numbers of people,
necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

14. PUBLIC SERVICES.

a.  Would the project result in substantial adverse
physical impacts associated with the provision
of new or physically altered governmental
facilities, need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or other
performance objectives for any of the public
services:

i. Fire protection?
ii. Police protection?
iii. Schools?
iv. Parks?
v. Other public facilities?
15. RECREATION.

a.  Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility would
occur or be accelerated?

b. Does the project include recreational facilities
or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might have an
adverse physical effect on the environment?

16. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the
project:

a. Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or
policy establishing measures of effectiveness
for the performance of the circulation system,
taking into account all modes of transportation

Significant
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Impact
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ISSUES AND SUPPORTING DATA SOURCES:

including mass transit and non-motorized
travel and relevant components of the
circulation system, including but not limited to
intersections, streets, highways and freeways,
pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit?

Conflict with an applicable congestion
management program, including, but not
limited to level of service standard and travel
demand measures, or other standards
established by the county congestion
management agency for designated roads or
highways?

Result in a change in air traffic patterns,
including either an increase in traffic levels or
a change in location that result in substantial
safety risks?

Substantially increase hazards due to a design
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?

Result in inadequate emergency access?
Conflict with adopted policies, plan or
programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or

pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the
performance or safety of such facilities?

17. UTILITIES & SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the
project:

a.

Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of
the applicable Regional Water Quality Control
Board?

Require or result in the construction of new
water or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts?

Require or result in the construction of new
storm water drainage facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which
would cause significant environmental effects?

Have sufficient water supplies available to
serve the project from existing entitlements and
resources, or are new or expanded entitlements
needed?

Result in a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider which serves or may serve
the project that it has adequate capacity to
serve the project’s projected demand in

Significant

18

Potential

Impact

Less than
Significant
Impact/MM

Less than
Significant
Impact

No Impact



ISSUES AND SUPPORTING DATA SOURCES:

addition to the provider’s existing
commitments?

f.  Be served by a landfill with sufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate the
project’s solid waste disposal needs?

g. Comply with federal, state and local statutes
and regulations related to solid waste?

MANDATORY FINDINGS

a.

Does the project have the potential to degrade the
quality of the environment, substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict the range
of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory?

Does the project have impacts that are individually
limited but cumulatively considerable?
(“Cumulatively considerable” means that the
incremental effects of a project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of past
projects, the effects of other current projects, and the
effects of probable future projects.)

Does project have environmental effects which will
cause substantial adverse cause effects on human
beings, either directly or indirectly

DETERMINATION:

Potential

Significant

Impact

Less than
Significant

Impact/MM

Less than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Based upon the evidence in light of the whole record documented in the attached environmental checklist explanation,
cited incorporations and attachments, | find that the proposed project:

a.

COULD NOT have a significant effect on the
environment, and a negative declaration (ND) will be
prepared pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Article 6, 15070
through 15075.

Could have a significant effect on the environment, there
will not be a significant effect in this case because the
mitigation measures have been added to the project or
revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to
by the project proponent. A Mitigated Negative
Declaration (MND) will be prepared pursuant to CEQA
Guidelines Article 6, 15070 through 15075.
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c. MAY have a significant effect on the environment,
which has not been analyzed previously. Therefore, an X
environmental impact report (EIR) is required.

d. MAY have a “potentially significant effect on the
environment” or “potentially significant effect unless
mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one
effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier
document pursuant to applicable legal standards and []
2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on
the earlier analysis as described on the attached sheets.
An Environmental Impact Report is required, but it must
analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

e. Although the proposed project could have a significant
effect on the environment, because potentially effects
1) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or
ND/MND pursuant to applicable legal standards and H
2) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier
EIR/ND/MND, including revisions or mitigation
measures that are imposed upon the project, nothing
further is required.

f.  Although the proposed project could have a significant
effect on the environment, because potentially effects
1) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or
ND/MND pursuant to applicable legal standards and
2) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier
EIR/ND/MND, including revisions or mitigation []
measures that are imposed upon the project. However,
minor additions and/or clarifications are needed to
make the previous documentation adequate to cover the
project which are documented in this Addendum to the
earlier CEQA Document (Sec. 15164).

Signature: Q(Ef’-"“ (e —

Lea Choum, Prc'>ject Manager
John Wayne Airport
Telephone: (949) 252-5123

NOTE: All referenced and/or incorporated documents may be reviewed by appointment only, at the John Wayne Airport
Administrative Offices, 3160 Airway Avenue, Costa Mesa, California, unless otherwise specified. An appointment can be made by
contacting the CEQA Contact Person identified above.

Revised 8/2/2011
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Introduction

The EIR will be addressing the Proposed Project, three alternatives, and the No Project
Alternative at an equal level of detail. If any alternative will have an impact (direct or
cumulative), it will be discussed in the EIR. As such, any reference to the “Project” in this Initial
Study is a reference to all alternatives that would result in changes to the terms of the
Settlement Agreement (see Table 1).

1. AESTHETICS
PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS

a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

b) Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited
to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

No Impact. There are no designated or eligible State or local scenic highways within the
vicinity of the Project site (Caltrans 2011; County of Orange 2005a, 2005b). JWA is located in an
urbanized area of the County with no scenic resources on or adjacent to the Airport. There are
roadways in the City of Newport Beach designated as Coastal View Roads and Public View
Points. However, the Project would not alter views for these locations because no physical
changes are proposed. Therefore, no impacts to a scenic vista or scenic highway would occur.
Further evaluation of this issue in the EIR is not required, and no mitigation is necessary.

c) Would the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of
the site and its surroundings?

d) Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare, which would
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

No Impact. JWA is surrounded by office/commercial uses to the west and east, and is framed at
its perimeter by major arterial highways and freeways. Views of the Airport are primarily from
the street and freeway system that surrounds the Airport. The most direct view is from
Interstate (“I”) 405, immediately north of the Airport. Views from the freeway are of the
terminal and runway system on the Airport. Residential and recreational uses south of the
Airport do not have direct views of the Airport due to elevation differences and intervening
uses; however, Airport operations (i.e., takeoffs and landings) are visible and audible from
these uses. Light sources on the Airport include a beacon and approach lighting. Lighting for
the terminal, parking structure, and parking lots provide adequate lighting for operation. To
comply with federal rules and regulations pertaining to minimizing glare and shielding lighting
from pilots, JWA uses surface materials to reduce glare effects. There is minimal spillover
lighting to off-site uses. Additionally, no sensitive land uses are immediately adjacent to the
Airport. Because the Project does not propose any physical improvements, there would be no
change to the visual character or quality of the Project site, nor would the Project result in new
substantially adverse light or glare. Further evaluation of this issue in the EIR is not required,
and no mitigation is necessary.
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2. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES
PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS

a) Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of
Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to
non-agricultural use?

b) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson
Act contract?

c) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land
(as defined in Public Resources Code Section 12220[g]), timberland (as defined by
Public Resources Code Section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production
(as defined by Government Code Section 51104[g])?

d) Would the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-
forest use?

e) Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment, which, due to
their location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural
use?

No Impact. The Project would not result in any impacts to farmlands listed as “Prime”,
“Unique”, or of “Statewide Importance” based on the 2010 Orange County Important Farmland
Map prepared by the California Department of Conservation. The study area is generally
designated as “Urban and Built-Up Land” (FMMP 2010). No farmland would be impacted by the
Project and the Airport site is within a Williamson Act contract. The Project would not result in
pressures to convert farmlands to other uses. No part of the Project site or adjacent areas is
zoned forest land, timberland or timberland zoned for Timberland Production, nor would the
Project result in the loss of forest land or conversion to non-forest use. Further evaluation of this
issue in the EIR is not required, and no mitigation is necessary.

3. AIR QUALITY
PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS

a) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable Air
Quality Plan?

b) Would the project violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an
existing or projected air quality violation?

c) Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal
or State Ambient Air Quality Standard (including releasing emissions which exceed
quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

d) Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?
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Potentially Significant Impact. The Project would generate additional localized air emissions.
The Project’s compliance with South Coast Air Quality Management District (“SCAQMD”)
standards will be assessed. The EIR will include an air quality study to evaluate potential
emissions from both aviation activities and ground transportation. The EIR will also include an
evaluation of the Project’s consistency with adopted regional air quality plans and policies.

e) Would the project create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of
people?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project does not propose any land uses that are identified
by the SCAQMD as odor sources of concern (such as wastewater treatment plants, agricultural
operations, landfills, composting, food processing plants, chemical plants, or refineries), nor
would the Project be located in the vicinity of a land use of this type. The existing operations at
the Airport involve minor odor-generating activities such as airplane exhaust; however, these
types of odors are typical of an airport and would not create an odor nuisance pursuant to
SCAQMD'’s Rule 402 or extend beyond the limits of the Airport. The Project would increase
flights; however, the increase in odor-generating activities would be negligible. Further
evaluation of this issue in the EIR is not required, and no mitigation is necessary.

4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through
habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special
status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services?

b) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies,
regulations or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Services?

d) Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident
or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

Less Than Significant Impact. JWA has little to no biological resources on site. The Airport
does not support sensitive wildlife species or contain sensitive species habitat. However, the
increase in overflights, as proposed with the Project, may result in an increase in indirect
impacts associated with an increase to the overall ambient noise levels in the surrounding
environments, specifically over the Upper Newport Bay. The impact associated with noise,
motion, and startle impacts resulting from changes in volume of aircraft operations at JWA
would have the potential of disturbing wildlife species in the Upper Newport Bay. As
documented in EIR 582, previous studies on the effects of aircraft noise on birds were
conducted and disclosed no unusual response in behavior (JWA 2001). The EIR will update this
information and conduct a literature search and a walkover survey to document sensitive
species and vegetation that could potentially be indirectly impacted by the Project.

c) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands
as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh,

23



vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption,
or other means?

No Impact. The Project does not include any physical improvements including construction or
grading activities. Therefore, the Project would not result in a substantial adverse effect on
wetlands. Further evaluation of this issue in the EIR is not required, and no mitigation is
necessary.

e) Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?

Less Than Significant Impact. Using the General Plans and ordinances of the County of
Orange and cities surrounding the Airport, the EIR will include a consistency evaluation of the
applicable policies and ordinances, including those pertaining to biological resources.

f) Would the project conflict with provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state
habitat conservation plan?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project site is located within the central subarea of the
Central-Coastal Natural Community Conservation Plan/Habitat Conservation Plan
(“NCCP/HCP”). However, the closest designated NCCP/HCP “Reserve” area is the Upper
Newport Bay Ecological Reserve. The EIR will evaluate the Project’s consistency with the
NCCP/HCP as it pertains to the Upper Newport Bay Ecological Reserve.

5. CULTURAL/SCIENTIFIC RESOURCES

PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in Section 15064.5?

b) Would the project cause a substantial adverse changed in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to Section 15064.5?

c) Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or
site or unique geologic feature?

d) Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of
formal cemeteries?

No Impact. The Project does not involve any physical improvements, construction, or grading
activities that would have the potential to result in ground disturbance. Because of the absence
of ground disturbance, construction activities, and new development associated with the
Project, no direct or indirect impacts to historical, archaeological, or paleontological resources
would occur, nor would the Project disturb any human remains. Further evaluation of this
issue in the EIR is not required, and no mitigation is necessary.
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6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS

a) Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for
the area or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to
Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?
iv) Landslides?
b) Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

c) Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would
become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse?

d) Would the project be located on expansive soils, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the
California Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?

No Impact. The Project does not involve any physical improvements or construction and
grading activities that would have the potential to result in ground disturbance. There would
be no development as part of the Project. Therefore, the Project would not result in any direct
geology or soils impacts. Further evaluation of this issue in the EIR is not required, and no
mitigation is necessary.

e) Would the project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic
tanks or alternative wastewater disposal system where sewers are not available for
the disposal of wastewater?

No Impact. JWA is served by an existing sewer system and does not use septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems. The Project does not propose any physical
improvements. Therefore, no soils impacts related to septic tanks or alternative wastewater
disposal systems would occur. Further evaluation of this issue in the EIR is not required, and no
mitigation is necessary.

7. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS

a) Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly,
that may have a significant impact on the environment?

b) Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for
the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?
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Potentially Significant Impact. The EIR will include a greenhouse gas (“GHG”) emissions
study to disclose the existing and future potential emissions from both aviation activities and
ground transportation. The EIR will include an evaluation of the Project’s consistency with
applicable plans and policies for reducing GHG emissions.

8. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS

a) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

b) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release
of hazardous materials into the environment?

d) Would the project be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a
result, would it create a significant hazard to the public or the environment?

e) Would the project be located within an airport land use plan or, where such plan has
not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would
the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project
area?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project would continue the aircraft operations and support
services at JWA. Activities involving the use of hazardous materials at JWA are associated with
fueling, maintenance, and repair of aircraft and Airport-related vehicles. Most of the materials
used by JWA, the Orange County Fire Authority’s Aircraft Rescue and Fire Fighting (“ARFF”)
unit, and the fixed based operators (“FBOs”) are off-the-shelf items in non-reportable
quantities. The County has established guidelines consistent with State and federal regulations
pertaining to hazardous materials to ensure that the risk associated with the use and storage of
the materials is minimal. JWA provides for temporary collection and storage of waste oils and
solvents generated by aircraft owners that are County tie-down tenants. The waste oil and
solvents are recycled. The commercial airlines and FBOs contract privately for recycling or
disposing of waste materials. With all Project scenarios, these programs would remain in effect.
The potential for impact due to a spill from these uses is considered less than significant.

Several Project alternatives would increase the number of air carrier operations. Certain
statistical risks for accidents are associated with aircraft operations, particularly associated
with fueling activities. In 1991, JWA constructed a state-of-the art fuel farm at the northwest
side of the airfield, which stores all commercial jet fuel. The potential for hazards would be
associated with the increased number of trucks that would be required to bring fuel to the JWA
fuel farm. The incremental increase associated with the truck trips is not expected to be
significant; however, the EIR will contain an evaluation of the “risk of upset” associated with
the increased fueling activities associated with the increased flights.
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c) Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school?

No Impact. Mariner’s Christian School, located at Red Hill Avenue and Fisher Avenue is located
approximately % mile west of the Airport. The Project would increase the amount of jet fuel
used at the Airport due to an increase in the number of flights. The fuel is brought in by tanker
trucks. Though the increased number of trucks would have an incremental increase on the
potential for a spill or accident involving jet fuel, the Project would not result in increased
potential exposure to the school because all fuel delivery is done at night between 10:00 PM
and 6:00 AM. Further evaluation of this issue in the EIR is not required, and no mitigation is
necessary.

f) For a project within the vicinity of private airstrip, would the project result in a
safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

No Impact. JWA is a commercial airport. There are no private airstrips in the vicinity of the
Project site. Further evaluation of this issue in the EIR is not required, and no mitigation is
necessary.

g) Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

No Impact. JWA has an approved emergency response and evacuation plan that addresses
emergency procedures for all parts of the facility. The Project would not impair or interfere
with implementation of the emergency evacuation plan because it would not alter any of the
facilities on site or access to the Airport. Further evaluation of this issue in the EIR is not
required, and no mitigation is necessary.

h) Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk or loss, injury or
death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized
areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands?

No Impact. The Project is located in an urbanized area and is not adjacent to wildlands. There
are no areas designated as wildland fire areas on or near the Project site. Therefore, the Project
would not result in a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires. Further
evaluation of this issue in the EIR is not required, and no mitigation is necessary.

9. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS
a) Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements?

e) Would the project create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the
capacity of existing or planned storm water drainage systems or provide substantial
additional sources of polluted runoff?
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f) Would the project otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project would result in an increase in flights, which may
increase water quality pollutants and runoff at JWA. Although it is anticipated that continued
application of the current water quality programs at JWA would minimize potential pollutants
because the nature of the pollutants associated with the increased flights would be consistent
with current operations, the EIR will provide an evaluation of the types of pollutants
anticipated with the Project.

b) Would the project substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in
aquifer volume or lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production
rate of the pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which would not support
existing land uses or planned uses for which permits have been granted)?

c) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area
including the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in manner which would
result in substantial erosion or siltation on or off-site?

d) Would the project substantially alter drainage patterns of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the
rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or
offsite?

No Impact. The Project does not involve any physical improvements or construction and
grading activities that would have the potential to result in alterations to the drainage pattern
or result in erosion or siltation. The Airport does not use groundwater, and the Project would
not involve any activities that alter groundwater supplies. The Project site does not provide for
substantial groundwater recharge due to the amount of development that exists on the site.
Further evaluation of these issues in the EIR is not required, and no mitigation is necessary.

g) Would the project place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a
federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map?

h) Would the project place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures, which would
impede or redirect flood flows?

i) Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or
death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or
dam?

j) Would the project be subject to inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

No Impact. The Project does not involve any physical improvements or construction and
grading activities. Therefore, no housing or structures are proposed and would not be
subjected to a 100-year flood hazard; exposure to flooding as a result of failure of a levee or
dam; or be subject to inundation by seiche, tsunami or mudflow. Further evaluation of these
issues in the EIR is not required, and no mitigation is necessary.
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10.LAND USE AND PLANNING
PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS
a) Would the project physically divide an established community?

No Impact. JWA is a regulated airport located in an existing urbanized area. The Project does
not propose any physical improvements to the existing JWA. Therefore, the Project would not
physically divide an established community. Further evaluation of this issue in the EIR is not
required, and no mitigation is necessary.

b) Would the project conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of
an agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general
plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

Potentially Significant Impact. The EIR will evaluate alternatives with different assumptions
for aviation activity at JWA. Increased aviation activity may result in higher noise levels than
currently experienced in the areas surrounding the Airport. There is the potential that the
resultant noise levels would exceed the thresholds established by the General Plan for
noise-sensitive uses (i.e.,, residential uses) or be greater than the Settlement Agreement
baseline noise contours. The EIR will evaluate the potential effect of each Project alternative on
the land uses and planning policies pertaining to land use. The analysis will review sensitive
land uses surrounding the Airport with information obtained through various published
sources, including but not limited to the 2010 U.S. Census data for schools, hospitals, and
daycare facilities.

a) Would the project conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural
community conservation plan?

Less Than Significant Impact. As indicated above in Checklist Response 4(f), the Project site is
located within the NCCP/HCP sub region, but not within a “Reserve” area. However, due to the
Project’s proximity to the Upper Newport Bay Ecological Reserve, which is a designated
“Reserve” area, Project consistency with the NCCP/HCP will be evaluated in the EIR.

11.MINERAL RESOURCES

PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS
a) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that
would be of value to the region and the residents of the state?

b) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral
resources recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan, or other land
use plan.

No Impact. The JWA site does not have significant existing and potential mineral or energy
resources within its boundaries. There would be no significant impacts to mineral resources
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from the Project. Further evaluation of this issue in the EIR is not required, and no mitigation is
necessary.

12.NOISE
PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS

a) Would the project expose persons to or generate noise levels in excess of standards
established in a local general plan or noise ordinance or applicable standards of
other agencies?

c) Would the project cause substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in
the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan area, or, where such a plan has
not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport would the
project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise
levels?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project scenarios have the potential of increasing
cumulative noise levels (e.g., CNEL) at the Airport in exceedance of established thresholds. A
noise evaluation will analyze the potential changes in the noise environment and any possible
conflicts with existing adjacent land uses. The Project’s consistency with the Airport Land Use
Plan, General Plan, and other applicable planning policies pertaining to noise will be evaluated.

b) Would the project expose persons to or generate excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

No Impact. The Project does not involve any physical improvements or construction and
grading activities that would have the potential to result in ground disturbance. There would
be no development as part of the Project. Because of the absence of ground disturbance,
construction activities or new development, the Project would not result in groundborne
vibration or groundborne noise. Further evaluation of this issue in the EIR is not required, and
no mitigation is necessary.

d) Would the project cause a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

No Impact. The Project does not involve any physical construction or grading activities that
would result in short-term impacts to ambient noise levels. There would be no development as
part of the Project. Because of the absence of any physical improvements, the Project would not
result in a temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels. Further evaluation of this
issue in the EIR is not required, and no mitigation is necessary.

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

No Impact. JWA is a commercial airport and there are no private airstrips in the vicinity of the

Project site. Further evaluation of this issue in the EIR is not required, and no mitigation is
necessary.
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13.POPULATION AND HOUSING

PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS

a) Would the project induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly
(for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example,
through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

b) Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

c) Would the project displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

No Impact. The Project study area is located within a highly urbanized portion of Orange
County. The Project would not result in the local or regional population projections being
exceeded. Directly, the Project does not propose any development that would increase the
population in the study area or within Orange County. Indirectly, the Project would not be
expected to have an effect on the population projections for Orange County because it would
not provide infrastructure improvements that would exceed current demand. According to the
Center for Demographic Research, the estimated population in Orange County in the year 2010
was 3,019,356. This number is expected to increase to 3,154,580 by 2015, 3,266,107 by 2020,
3,349,157 by 2025, and 3,421,228 by 2035 (SCAG 2012). Based on this population growth, the
Southern California Association of Governments (“SCAG”) projects the air travel demand for
Orange County to exceed existing capacity within the County. Even with moderately expanded
service, JWA would not meet the full projected travel demand. Without the existing demand
being met, it is not expected that the Project would result in growth-inducing impacts where
the population projections for the area would be exceeded.

There is no housing on the Project site; therefore, the Project would not result in the
displacement of people or housing. Further evaluation of this issue in the EIR is not required,
and no mitigation is necessary.

14.PUBLIC SERVICES

PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance objectives for any of the public services:

i) Fire protection?

ii) Police protection?
Potentially Significant Effect. The Project scenarios, which propose an increase in commercial
aircraft operations, would result in an incremental increase in demand for fire protection and

police protection. The Orange County Fire Authority (“OCFA”) provides fire and rescue services
to the Airport. Fire Station Number 33, located on the west side of the Airport at 366 Paularino
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Avenue in Costa Mesa, provides ARFF services. Fire Station Number 28, located at 17862
Gillette Avenue in Irvine provides emergency response services for structural fires and medical
emergencies.

The Orange County Sheriff’'s Department provides law enforcement and security services at
John Wayne Airport through a substation located in the terminal building. Primary
responsibilities include enforcing applicable laws, FAA regulations, and parking/traffic control
regulations. It also assists citizens who conduct business at the Airport. A private contractor
provides security services at the JWA perimeter fence line gates. The EIR will evaluate the
potential impact on public services and identify mitigation measures as needed.

iii) Schools?

No Impact. The Project would not result in development of any residential units and therefore,
would not generate any additional students, nor would it create an increased demand on
schools. The Project does not include any physical improvements and would not have a direct
impact on school facilities. Further evaluation of this issue in the EIR is not required, and no
mitigation is necessary.

iv) Parks?

No Impact. The Project does not include any physical construction and would not have a direct
impact on park facilities. The Project would not generate any increase in population or provide
development that would result in increased usage of existing neighborhood and regional parks.
There would be no physical deterioration to existing recreational facilities as a result of Project
implementation. Further evaluation of this issue in the EIR is not required, and no mitigation is
necessary.

v) Other Public Facilities?

No Impact. The Project does not include any physical construction and would not generate an
increase in population. Therefore, the Project is not expected to result in significant
environmental effects to other public facilities. Further evaluation of this issue in the EIR is not
required, and no mitigation is necessary.

15.RECREATION
PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or
other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility
would occur or be accelerated?

b) Would the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on
the environment?

No Impact. The Project would not generate an increase in population or provide development
that would result in increased usage of existing neighborhood and regional parks. There would
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be no physical deterioration to existing recreational facilities as a result of Project
implementation. Further evaluation of this issue in the EIR is not required, and no mitigation is
necessary.

16. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC

PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS

a) Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing
measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, taking into
account all modes of transportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel
and relevant components of the circulation system, including but not limited to
intersections, streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and
mass transit?

b) Would the project conflict with an applicable congestion management program,
including, but not limited to level of service standard and travel demand measures,
or other standards established by the county congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project proposes increasing the number of flights at JWA.
The increased number of flights would result in a greater number of automobiles and buses
providing access to the Airport. The increased number of vehicles may result in traffic
congestion and deterioration of level of service on the roadways surrounding the Airport. The
EIR will evaluate the transportation impacts associated with the Project and alternatives.

c) Would the project result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an
increase in traffic levels or a change in location that result in substantial safety risks?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project would result in an increase in the number of flights
at JWA, but it would not change the air traffic patterns. As indicated above, the Project would
result in an incremental increase in the air traffic levels; however, it would not be expected to
pose a substantial safety risk associated with an increase in traffic levels. The EIR will evaluate
potential safety impacts of the incremental increase in air traffic levels.

d) Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

e) Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

f) Would the project conflict with adopted policies, plan or programs regarding public
transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or
safety of such facilities?

No Impact. The Project does not propose any physical improvements to JWA, nor does it
propose modifications to the circulation network, either on or off the site. Therefore, the
Project is not anticipated to result in impacts associated with design features. Should roadway
improvements be required as mitigation, the improvements would be designed to adopted
standards. Since the roadway network would not be modified, emergency access would not be
impeded and there would be no conflict with policies, plans, or programs regarding public
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transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities. Further evaluation of this issue in the EIR is not
required, and no mitigation is necessary.

17.UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS

a) Would the project exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable
Regional Water Quality Control Board?

b) Would the project require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater
treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental impacts?

d) Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from
existing entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?

e) Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider,
which serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the
project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments?

Less Than Significant Impact. Though expanded facilities at JWA are not proposed, the
existing facilities would be more heavily used because of the increase in MAP. This would
potentially affect water and wastewater service demands. Based on information obtained
through coordination with the respective agencies, the EIR will evaluate potential
environmental impacts to water supply and wastewater systems.

c) Would the project require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which would cause
significant environmental effects?

No Impact. The Project does not propose any construction or activities that would increase the
amount of storm water runoff from the Airport site. The Airport site is fully developed and
storm drains have been sized to accommodate storm flows in compliance with applicable
standards. No impacts would occur and this topic will not be addressed in the EIR.

f) Would the project be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to
accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs?

g) Would the project comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations
related to solid waste?

Less Than Significant Impact. The increased number of passengers served at the Airport
would result in an incremental increase in the amount of solid waste being generated at the
Airport. The California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 (Assembly Bill [“AB”] 939)
required all counties to prepare a County Integrated Waste Management Plan (“CIWMP”). In
2007, the County of Orange adopted the Strategic Plan Update to the Regional Landfill Options
for Orange County (“RELOOC”), which provides a 40-year strategic plan for waste disposal for
Orange County. OC Waste & Recycling uses long-range population projections when planning
for the solid waste disposal needs in the County. The Airport’s waste disposal service would be
required to abide by the applicable waste reduction and recycling programs required under
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existing regulations. Therefore, any increased solid waste generated at the Airport would be
able to be accommodated with the current landfill capacity. Additionally, there would be no
construction activities that would result in inert construction waste. No impacts would occur
and this topic will not be addressed in the EIR.

18.MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife population to drop below self
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the
number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project would have no physical impacts. Therefore, it
would not result in impacts that would degrade the quality of the environment; substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife population to drop below self sustaining levels; threaten
to eliminate a plant or animal community; reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal; or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California
history or prehistory.

b) Does the project have possible environmental effects, which are individually limited
but cumulatively considerable? (“cumulatively considerable” means that the
incremental effects of an individual project are considerable when viewed in
connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and
the effects of probable future projects.)

c) Does project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects
on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project has the potential to degrade the quality of the
natural and human environment related to air quality, noise, traffic, and land use compatibility
and also cumulatively affect the natural and human environment. Because of this potential for
significant adverse effects, an EIR will be prepared for the Project.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 12

3347 MICHELSON DRIVE, SUITE 100

IRVINE, CA 92612-8894

PHONE (949) 724-2000

Flex your power!
FAX (949) 724-2019 Be energy efficient!
TTY 711

www.dot.ca.gov

October 21, 2013

Ms. Lea Choum File: IGR/CEQA
County of Orange SCH#:20001111135
3160 Airway Avenue Log #: 955G

Costa Mesa, CA. 92626 1-405,SR-55, SR-73
Dear Ms. Choum:

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the
John Wayne Airport Settlement Agreement Amendment draft Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). For nearly 30 years, the County of Orange has implemented the landmark Settlement
Agreement that governs operations at John Wayne Airport. The Settlement Agreement, as
amended in 2003 is currently scheduled to expire on December 31, 2015. The four signatories
have agreed to evaluate an extension of and amendments to the Settlement Agreement, and
have defined the following Project Objectives:

1. To modify some existing restrictions on aircraft operations at JWA in order to provide
increased air transportation opportunities to the air-traveling public using the Airport
without adversely affecting aircraft safety, recognizing that aviation noise management
is crucial to continued increases in JWA's capacity.

2.To reasonably protect the environmental interests and concerns of persons residing in
the vicinity of the JWA, including their concerns regarding “quality of life” issues arising
from the operation of JWA, including but not limited to noise and traffic.

3. To preserve, protect, and continue to implement the important restrictions established
by the 1985 Settlement Agreement, which were “grandfathered” under ANCA and

reflect and accommodate historical policy decisions of the Orange County Board of
Supervisors regarding the appropriate point of balance between the competing

interests of the air transportation and aviation community and local residents living in
the vicinity of the Airport.

4. To provide a reasonable level of certainty to the following regarding the level of
permitted aviation activity at JWA for a defined future period of time: surrounding local
communities; Airport users (particularly scheduled commercial users); and the
air-travelling public.

“Caltrans improves mobility across California
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Ms. Lea Choum
October 16, 2013
Page 2

The Department of Transportation (Department) is a commenting agency on this
project and has the following comments for your consideration.

We look forward to reviewing the Traffic Impact Study as it pertains to the Caltrans facilities
associated with the proposed project alternatives during the EIR Phase.

As discussed during our September 27, 2013 meeting at Caltrans District Office;

* An Intersection Capacity Analysis shall be conducted using Highway Capacity Software
for all intersections with Caltrans Right of Way.

¢ Conduct a Divergence/Capacity Analysis for all of the off-ramps. Demonstrate that the
cars will not back up from the off-ramp onto the freeway mainline.

e Conduct a Vehicular Storage Analysis for the body of the on and off-ramps.

e Conduct a Mainline Analysis by the HCS for the corridors.
As discussed during our September 27, 2013 meeting, a Synchro Analysis would need to
be conducted to determine how closely spaced intersections would operate. For example

the intersections of MacArthur and Main street MacArthur and the northbound 1-405
Ramps; MacArthur and southbound 1-405 ramps: and MacArthur and Michelson Drive.

Please continue to keep us informed of this project and any future developments that
could potentially impact State transportation facilities. If you have any questions or need
to contact us, please do not hesitate to call Aileen Kennedy at (949) 724-2239,

Sincerely,

W«-—M

MAUREEN EL HARAKE
Branch Chief, Regional-Community-Transit Planning
District 12

c: Scott Morgan, Office of Planning and Research

“Caltrans impraves mobility across California ™
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

SN

ASSOCIATION of
GOVERNMENTS

AN

Main Office
818 West Seventh Street
12th Floor
Los Angeles, California

90017-3435

t(213) 236-1800
1{213) 236-1825

WWW.SCAG.Ca.gov

Officers

President
Glen Becerra, Simi Valley

First Vice President
Greg Pertis, Cathedral City

Second Vice President

Carl Morehouse, San Buenaventura

Immediate Past President
Pam O'Connar, S5anta Monica

E tiue/Ademni "
ation

Committee Chair
Glen Becerra, Simi Valley

Policy Committee Chairs

Community, Economic and
Human Development
Paula Lantz. Pomona

Energy & Environment
Cheryl Viegas-Walker, El Centro

Transportation
Keith Millhouse, Ventura County
Transportation Commission

October 31, 2013

Ms. Lea Choum

JWA Project Manager
3160 Airway Avenue
Costa Mesa, CA 92626
NOP@ocair.com

RE: SCAG Comments on the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
for the John Wayne Airport Settlement Agreement Amendment [IGR7853]

Dear Ms. Choum:

Thank you for submitting the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for
the John Wayne Airport Settiement Agreement Amendment to the Southern California
Assaciation of Governments (SCAG) for review and comment. SCAG is the authorized regional
agency for Inter-Governmental Review (IGR) of programs proposed for federal financial
assistance and direct development activities, pursuant to Presidential Executive Order 12372.
Additionally, SCAG reviews the Environmental Impact Reports of projects of regional
significance for consistency with regional plans pursuant to the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) and CEQA Guidelines.

SCAG is also the designated Regional Transportation Planning Agency under state law, and is
responsible for preparation of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) including its Sustainable
Communities Strategy (SCS) component pursuant to SB 375. As the clearinghouse for
regionally significant projects per Executive Order 12372, SCAG reviews the consistency of
local plans, projects, and programs with regional plans.’ Guidance provided by these reviews is
intended to assist local agencies and project sponsors to take actions that contribute to the
attainment of the regional goals and policies in the RTP/SCS.

SCAG staff has reviewed the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for
the John Wayne Airport Settlement Agreement Amendment. The proposed project involves
amending and extending the existing John Wayne Airport Settlement Agreement. The parties
have agreed to the following project goals:

- modification of existing restrictions of aircraft operations to allow for more air
transportation opportunities;

- reasonably protect the environmental interests of persons residing in the vicinity
of John Wayne Airport;

- preserve the existence and enforcement of the 1985 Settlement Agreement; and,

- provide some certainty to the airlines and traveling public on the amount of
permitted aviation activity.

As set forth in the attached, SCAG recommends that the Draft EIR include a review and
consideration of the adopted 2012 - 2035 RTP/SCS goals, including the section in Chapter 2,
“Meeting our Airport Demand”.

' SB 375 amends CEQA to add Chapter 4.2 Implementation of the Sustainable Communities Strategy, which allows for certain CEQA
streamlining for projects consistent with the RTP/SCS. Lead agencies (including local jurisdictions) maintain the discretion and will be solely
responsible for determining “consistency” of any future project with the SCS. Any “consistency” finding by SCAG pursuant to the IGR process
should not be construed as a finding of consistency under SB 375 for purposes of CEQA streamlining.

The Regional Council is comprised of 84 elected officials representing 191 cities, six counties,
six County Transportation Commissions and a Tribal Government representative within Southern California,

0120507
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October 31, 2013
Ms. Choum

SCAG No. IGR7853

When available, please send environmental documentation to SCAG's office in Los
Angeles and by email to leep@scag.ca.gov and hall@scag.ca.gov providing, at a
minimum, the full comment period for review.

If you have any questions regarding the attached comments, please contact Pamela Lee at

(213) 236-1895 or leep@scag.ca.gov. If you have questions regarding SCAG's Aviation
Program please contact Ryan N. Hall at (213) 236-1935 or hall@scag.ca.gov .

Thank you.

Sincerely,
a “' :.}}\f-—t ‘CIL,,\ ‘\/( f-_,LLL—’

Jonathan Nadler
Manager, Compliance and Performance Assessment

Page 2
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October 31, 2013 SCAG No. IGR7853
Ms. Choum

COMMENTS ON THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE JOHN
WAYNE AIRPORT SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT [IGR7853]

CONSISTENCY WITH RTP/SCS

SCAG reviews environmental documents for regionally significant projects for their consistency with the
adopted RTP/SCS.

RTP/SCS Goals

The 2012-2035 RTP/SCS links the goal of sustaining mobility with the goals of fostering economic
development, enhancing the environment, reducing energy consumption, promoting transportation-friendly
development patterns, and encouraging fair and equitable access to residents affected by socio-economic,
geographic and commercial limitations (see http://ripscs.scag.ca.gov). The goals included in the 2012-2035
RTP/SCS may be pertinent to the proposed project. These goals are meant to provide guidance for
considering the proposed project within the context of regional goals and policies.

Among the relevant goals of the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS are the following:

SCAG 2012-2035 RTP/SCS GOALS

RTP/SCS G1:  Align the plan investments and policies with improving regional economic development and
competitiveness

RTP/SCS G2:  Maximize mobility and accessibility for all people and goods in the region
RTP/ISCS G3:  Ensure travel safety and reliability for all people and goods in the region
RTP/SCS G4:  Preserve and ensure a sustainable regional fransportation system
RTP/SCS G5:  Maximize the productivity of our transportation system

RTP/SCS G6:  Protect the environment and health for our residents by improving air quality and encouraging
active transportation (non-motorized transportation, such as bicycling and walking)

RTP/SCS G7:  Actively encourage and create incentives for energy efficiency, where possible
RTP/SCS G8:  Encourage land use and growth patterns that facilitate transit and non-motorized transportation

RTP/SCS G9:  Maximize the security of the regional transportation system through improved system
monitoring, rapid recovery planning, and coordination with other security agencies

Of particular interest in relation to this project are strategies for maximizing mobility and accessibility for
arriving and departing passengers as well as airport employees via public transit or other modes of
transportation. See also “Meeting our Airport Demand” section in Chapter 2 of the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS
(http://www scagrtp.net/content?c=02&s=05) for politics specific to SCAG's regional aviation program.

Page 3
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October 31, 2013 SCAG No. IGR7853
Ms. Choum

For ease of review, we encourage the use of a side-by-side comparison of SCAG goals with discussions
of the consistency, non-consistency or non-applicability of the policy and supportive analysis in a table
format. Suggested format is as follows:

SCAG 2012-2035 RTP/SCS Goals

Goal Analysis

RTP/SCS G1:  Align the plan investments and policies with improving | Consistent: Statement as to why
regional economic development and compelitiveness. | Not-Consistent: Statement as to why

or

Not Applicable: Statement as to why

DEIR page number reference

RTP/SCS G2: Maximize mobility and accessibility for all people and | Consistent: Statement as to why
goods in the region. Not-Consistent: Statement as to why

or

Not Applicable: Statement as to why

DEIR page number reference

RTP/SCS G3: Ensure travel safety and reliability for all people and | Consistent: Statement as to why
goods in the region. Not-Consistent: Statement as to why

ar

Not Applicable: Statement as to why

DEIR page number reference

etc. | ete. elc.

Aviation Demand Forecasts

It is noted that a certified EIR and extended Settlement Agreement may influence the regional aviation
forecasts for the forthcoming 2016-2040 RTP/SCS.

The SCAG Aviation Technical Advisory Committee (ATAC) is a standing subcommittee comprised of a group
of aviation professionals who meet monthly in an effort to provide SCAG with technical and professional
expertise on regional aviation issues. The ATAC also serves as an information-sharing forum for airport
representatives, aviation professionals, and interested parties. This group may be leveraged for input during
the CEQA process, as deemed appropriate by the County of Orange. Information on the ATAC can be

accessed at hitp://www.scag.ca.gov/aviation/index.htm

MITIGATION

SCAG staff recommends that you review the SCAG 2012-2035 RTP/SCS Final Program EIR List of
Mitigation Measures Appendix for additional guidance, as appropriate. The SCAG List of Mitigation

Measures may be found here: http://scag.ca.qgov/igr/pdf/fSCAG IGRMMRP_2012.pdf
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South Coast o
Air Quality Management District
21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4178

(909) 396-2000 » www.agmd.gov

October 22, 2013

Lea Choum

JWA Project Manager
3160 Airway Avenue
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

Notice of Preparation of a CEQA Document for the
John Wayne Airport Settlement Agreement Amendment

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) staff appreciates the opportunity to comment on the
above-mentioned document. The SCAQMD staff’s comments are recommendations regarding the analysis of potential
air quality impacts from the proposed project that should be included in the draft CEQA document. Please send the
SCAQMD a copy of the Draft EIR upon its completion. Note that copies of the Draft EIR that are submitted to the
State Clearinghouse are not forwarded to the SCAQMD. Please forward a copy of the Draft EIR directly to SCAQMD
at the address in our letterhead. In addition, please send with the draft EIR all appendices or technical documents
related to the air quality and greenhouse gas analyses and electronic versions of all air quality modeling and
health risk assessment files. These include original emission calculation spreadsheets and modeling files (not
Adobe PDF files). Without all files and supporting air quality documentation, the SCAQMD will be unable to
complete its review of the air quality analysis in a timely manner. Any delays in providing all supporting air
quality documentation will require additional time for review beyond the end of the comment period.

Air Quality Analysis

The SCAQMD adopted its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in 1993 to assist
other public agencies with the preparation of air quality analyses. The SCAQMD recommends that the Lead Agency
use this Handbook as guidance when preparing its air quality analysis. Copies of the Handbook are available from the
SCAQMD’s Subscription Services Department by calling (909) 396-3720. More recent guidance developed since this
Handbook was published is also available on SCAQMD’s website here: www.aqmd.gov/cega/hdbk.html. SCAQMD
staff also recommends that the lead agency use the CalEEMod land use emissions software. This software has recently
been updated to incorporate up-to-date state and locally approved emission factors and methodologies for estimating
pollutant emissions from typical land use development. CalEEMod is the only software model maintained by the
California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA) and replaces the now outdated URBEMIS. This
model is available free of charge at: www.caleemod.com.

The Lead Agency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could occur from all phases of the
project and all air pollutant sources related to the project. Air quality impacts from both construction (including
demolition, if any) and operations should be calculated. Construction-related air quality impacts typically include, but
are not limited to, emissions from the use of heavy-duty equipment from grading, earth-loading/unloading, paving,
architectural coatings, off-road mobile sources (e.g., heavy-duty construction equipment) and on-road mobile sources
(e.g., construction worker vehicle trips, material transport trips). Operation-related air quality impacts may include,
but are not limited to, emissions from stationary sources (e.g., boilers), area sources (e.g., solvents and coatings), and
vehicular trips (e.g., on- and off-road tailpipe emissions and entrained dust). Air quality impacts from indirect sources,
that is, sources that generate or attract vehicular trips should be included in the analysis.

The SCAQMD has also developed both regional and localized significance thresholds. The SCAQMD staff requests
that the lead agency quantify criteria pollutant emissions and compare the results to the recommended regional
significance thresholds found here: http://www.agmd.gov/ceqahandbook/signthres.pdf. In addition to analyzing
regional air quality impacts, the SCAQMD staff recommends calculating localized air quality impacts and comparing
the results to localized significance thresholds (LSTs). LST’s can be used in addition to the recommended regional
significance thresholds as a second indication of air quality impacts when preparing a CEQA document. Therefore,
when preparing the air quality analysis for the proposed project, it is recommended that the lead agency perform a
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Lea Choum -2- October 22, 2013

localized analysis by either using the LSTs developed by the SCAQMD or performing dispersion modeling as
necessary. Guidance for performing a localized air quality analysis can be found at:

http://www.agmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/LST/LST.html.

In the event that the proposed project generates or attracts vehicular trips, especially heavy-duty diesel-fueled vehicles,
it is recommended that the lead agency perform a mobile source health risk assessment. Guidance for performing a
mobile source health risk assessment (“Health Risk Assessment Guidance for Analyzing Cancer Risk from Mobile
Source Diesel Idling Emissions for CEQA Air Quality Analysis™) can be found at:

http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/mobile_toxic/mobile_toxic.html. An analysis of all toxic air contaminant
impacts due to the use of equipment potentially generating such air pollutants should also be included.

In addition, guidance on siting incompatible land uses (such as placing homes near freeways) can be found in the
California Air Resources Board’s Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Perspective, which can be
found at the following internet address: http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf. CARB’s Land Use Handbook is a
general reference guide for evaluating and reducing air pollution impacts associated with new projects that go through
the land use decision-making process.

Mitigation Measures
In the event that the project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that all feasible

mitigation measures that go beyond what is required by law be utilized during project construction and operation to
minimize or eliminate these impacts. Pursuant to state CEQA Guidelines §15126.4 (a)(1)(D), any impacts resulting
from mitigation measures must also be discussed. Several resources are available to assist the Lead Agency with
identifying possible mitigation measures for the project, including:

e Chapter 11 of the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook

e SCAQMD’s CEQA web pages at: www.agmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/mitigation/MM _intro.html
e CAPCOA’s Quantifying Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures avallable here
http:/ t/

s SCAQMD’s Rule 403 — Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook for controlling cnnstrucnon related
emissions

e Other measures to reduce air quality impacts from land use projects can be found in the SCAQMD’s Guidance
Document for Addressing Air Quality Issues in General Plans and Local Planning. This document can be

found at the following internet address: http://www.aqmd.gov/prdas/aqguide/aqguide.html.

Data Sources
SCAQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling the SCAQMD’s Public Information
Center at (909) 396-2039. Much of the information available through the Public Information Center is also available

via the SCAQMD’s webpage (http://www.agmd.gov).

The SCAQMD staff is available to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project emissions are accurately
evaluated and mitigated where feasible. If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact me at

imacmillan@aqmd.gov or call me at (909) 396-3244.

Sincerely,

S VT T4k

Ian MacMillan
Program Supervisor, CEQA Inter-Governmental Review
Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

ORC131001-07
Control Number
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San Joaquin Hills

Foothill/Eastern

Tran: rtation Tran: riation
Cn;;r?ggr ﬁg:ncy ‘ Cgr:ggr :ggncy
Chairman: Transportation Corridor Agencies" Chairwoman:
Rush Hill Lisa A, Bartlett
Newport Beach Dana Point

October 29, 2013

Ms. Lea Choum

JWA Project Manager

3160 Airway Avenue

Costa Mesa, CA 92626

Subject: Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the John Wayne Airport Settlement Agreement

Amendment Project

Dear Ms. Choum:

This Transportation Corridor Agencies (TCA) has reviewed the subject Notice of Preparation
(NOP). We would like to provide the following comments for your consideration for inclusion in

the forthcoming Environmental Impact Report (EIR):

1. The traffic analysis scenarios should extend to year 2030 or 2035 commensurate with

MAP limitation dates or the curfew dates shown on Table 1 of the NOP.

2. The traffic analysis years should include 2020, 2025, and 2035 horizon intervals.
3

Please provide a map showing the traffic study area.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the NOP. We look forward to
reviewing the Draft EIR when it becomes available. Should you have any questions regarding
this letter, please do not hesitate to contact me at (949) 754-3475 or via email at
vmcfall@thetoliroads.com.

Sincerely,

Valarie McFall
Director, Environmental Services

GG: David Lowe, TCA
Mike Kraman, TCA

Neil Peterson, Chief Executive Officer

125 Pacifica, Suite 100, Irvine, CA 92618-3304 o (949) 754-3400 Fax (949) 754-3467
TheTollRoads.com

Members: Aliso Viejo « Anaheim » Costa Mesa « Counfy of Orange e Dana Point « Irvine » Loguna Hills » Laguna Niguel « Laguna Woods « Lake Forest
Mission Viejo « Newport Beach « Crange « Rancho Santa Margarita « Santa Ana « San Clemente « San Juan Capistrano » Tustin « Yorba Linda
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Local Agencies
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Community Development cityofirvine.org

City of Irvine, One Civic Center Plaza, PO. Box 19575, Irvine, California 92623-9575 (949) 724-6000
Y

October 31, 2013

Ms. Lea Choum

JWA Project Manager
3160 Airway Avenue
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

Subject: Notice of Preparation and Initial Study — John Wayne Airport (JWA)
Settlement Agreement Amendment

Dear Ms. Choum:

The City of Irvine staff has reviewed the notice of preparation and initial study pertaining
to the above referenced project and has the following comments:

1. Ensure that the traffic study prepared for this project includes the Irvine Business
Complex (IBC) Vision Plan Traffic Study (March 2010), study area to determine
impacts of the proposed project to the City of Irvine as a substantial number of airport
customers originate from businesses and residences in Irvine.

2. Please use the IBC Vision Plan Performance Criteria is used to analyze the impacts of
the proposed project within the City of Irvine study area. A copy of this criteria is
available on City's website by accessing the following link:

http:/mwww.cityofirvine.org/civica/filebank/blobdload.asp?BloblD=14728

3. Itis recommended that the airport's traffic consultant work directly with City of Irvine
Traffic Modeling staff to incorporate the City of Irvine's existing, interim and buildout
land uses and circulation system to accurately project the impacts of the proposed
expansion on the City. To coordinate efforts, please contact Peter Anderson, Senior
Transportation Analyst at 949-724-7370.
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Ms. Lea Choum
October 31, 2013
Page 2

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the proposed document. We
would appreciate the opportunity to review any further information regarding this project
as the planning process proceeds. If you have any questions, please contact me at 949-
724-6314 or at dlaw@cityofirvine.org.

Sincerely,

DO

David R. Law, AICP
Senior Planner

cc: Barry Curtis, Manager of Planning Services
Bill Jacobs, Principal Planner
Farideh Lyons, Senior Transportation Analyst
Peter Anderson, Senior Transportation Analyst
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October 31,2013

Ms. Lea Choum

JWA Project Manager
3160 Airway Avenue
Costa Mesa, CA 92626
NOP@ocair.com

Re: John Wayne Airport Settlement Agreement Amendment — Public Comment in
response to October 1, 2013 Notice of Preparation of Environmental Impact Report
(“EIR‘H)

Dear Ms. Choum:

I am writing to reiterate the comments that I provided during the October 17, 2013 scoping
meeting. The City of Laguna Beach is receiving an increasing number of complaints regarding
airplane noise and pollution resulting from airplane operations over the Laguna Beach community.
Last November, the Laguna Beach City Council appointed two of its members to serve as a
Subcommittee on Airplane Noise and Related Issues: Councilmembers Toni Iseman and Steve
Dicterow. The subcommittee has been working with City staff to respond to the residents’
concerns and to gather information from JWA and FAA officials. Congressman Rohrabacher has
devoted staff and aviation consultant time to better understand the City of Laguna Beach’s
concerns.

I respectfully request that the EIR measure the environmental impact of proposed airport
operations on the Laguna Beach community especially in regard to noise and pollution. More
specifically, I request that the EIR measure the impacts using baseline data which takes into
account the shifts in flight departure paths which have occurred since RNAV procedures were first
implemented in 2009. In particular, the CNEL baseline levels used in the EIR must be calculated
in such a way that they reflect the shifts in noise impact which have occurred over the past four
years.

Please contact me at 949-497-0797 should you have any questions regarding these comments.

Sincerely,

Christa Johnson WL’

Assistant City Manager

cc: City Manager John Pietig

505 FOREST AVE. . LAGUNA BEACH, CA 92651 . TEL (948) 497-3311 . FAX (949) 497-0771

@ ReCYCLED PAPER
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CITY OF NEWPORT BEACH

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

October 29, 2013

Ms. Lea Choum

JWA Project Manager
3160 Airway Avenue
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

RE: Notice of Preparation for John Wayne Airport Settlement Agreement Amendment
Environmental Impact Report

Dear Ms. Choum,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Notice of Preparation (“NOP”) for the
John Wayne Airport Settlement Agreement Amendment Project (“Project”)
environmental impact report ("EIR”). Although the Memorandum of Understanding
Regarding Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report provides that the County will
consult with, and consider input from, the City on issues related to the preparation of the
EIR, the County will have the ultimate and final responsibility for the preparation of the
document. Therefore, as a responsible agency, the City believes it is appropriate to
provide the following comments on the NOP pursuant to CEQA and the CEQA
Guidelines. (See Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 15082, subd. (b) (‘“CEQA Guidelines”).) In
this context, please accept the following comments:

Air Quality

The Environmental Analysis Checklist states that the EIR will include an air quality study
to evaluate potential emissions from both aviation activities and ground transportation.
The City’s would like it clarified that the air quality study will also include any increase in
stationary source emissions.

Goal NR 9 of the City's General Plan Natural Resources Element calls for the reduced
air pollution emissions from aircraft and ground operations at John Wayne Airport
(JWA). To assist in realizing this goal, the General Plan contains the following policies:

NR 9.1 Efficient Airport Operations - Work with John Wayne Airport to minimize air pollution generated
by stationary and nonstationary sources.

NR 9.2 Aircraft and Equipment Emission Reduction - Work with John Wayne Airport to encourage
development and use of reduced emission ground service equipment and transit vehicles.

Mitigation measures for any significant air quality impacts need to address both mobile
and stationary sources, and should include the use of reduced-emission or alternatively
fueled (e.g., CNG/LNG) equipment and vehicles.

100 Civic Center Drive - Post Office Box 1768 - Newport Beach, California 92658-8915
Telephone: (949) 644-3200 - Fax: (949) 644-3229 - www.newportbeachca.gov
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Biological Resources

The NOP states that previous studies on the effects of aircraft noise on birds were
conducted and disclosed no unusual response in behavior, and that the EIR will update
this information, and conduct a literature search and a walkover survey to document
sensitive species and vegetation that could potentially be indirectly impacted by the
Project. The City would appreciate that similar updates and literature searches be
conducted to ensure that particulates from aircraft exhaust will have no impact on
biological resources, particularly those of the Upper Newport Bay.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

As is the case with Biological Resources, the City would appreciate updates and
literature searches to those particulates from aircraft exhaust will have no significant
impact on public health.

Land Use and Planning

In 2006, the City adopted a new General Plan. The Land Use Element of the General
Plan provides for the development of residential uses in the Airport Area outside of the
JWA 65 dBA CNEL noise contour. Residential uses in the Airport Area later would be
developed as clusters of residential villages centering on neighborhood parks and
interconnected by pedestrian walkways. These would contain a mix of housing types
and buildings that integrate housing with ground-level convenience retail uses, and
would be developed at a sufficient scale to achieve a “complete” neighborhood. Any
evaluation of the potential effects of the Project on the land uses and planning policies
pertaining to land use must be considered in light of the General Plan’s overall policy
vision for the Airport Area.

Noise

Many residents of the city are impacted by noise generated by commercial and general
aviation aircraft arriving and departing at JWA. The highest noise levels are
experienced just south of JWA, in the Airport Area, Santa Ana Heights Area, Westcliff,
Dover Shores, Eastbluff, and the Bluffs. However, aircraft noise can be heard
throughout the city, including Balboa Island, the Balboa Peninsula, and Corona del Mar.
The City has received comments suggesting that perceived changes in approach as
well as actual changes in departure paths due in part to the FAA's NextGen process
have resulted in noise impacts in their neighborhoods. The City understands that
current and historical aircraft operations will be used to evaluate future potential noise
exposure levels. The City therefore looks forward to a detailed discussion in the EIR of
the potentially significant new noise impacts, if any, that will result from the proposed

Page 2 of 3
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Project, and whether any of the potentially feasible alternatives would avoid or
substantially lessen those impacts.

Transportation and Traffic

Through an earlier communication, the City has already requested that the traffic
analysis include the following additional intersections:

Below is the list of additional intersection the City would like included in the EIR:

Campus Drive @ Von Karman Avenue

MacArthur Boulevard @ Von Karman Avenue

Bristol Street South @ Bayview Place

Jamboree Road @ Birch Street

Jamboree Road @ Bayview Way

Jamboree Road @ University Drive/Eastbluff Drive
Jamboree Road @ Bison Avenue

Jamboree Road @ Eastbluff Drive/Ford Road
MacArthur Boulevard @ Bison Avenue

MacArthur Boulevard @ Ford Road/Bonita Canyon Drive

* & & ¢ & o ° @& @ @

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the EIR and for your
consideration of our comments. We look forward to reviewing the Draft EIR and
working with you on the final document.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Brandt)\AICP v
Director

Page 3 of 3
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Organizations
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P.O. BOX 826, BALBOA, CALIFORNIA 92661

Ms. Lea Choum October 30, 2013
JWA Project Manager

3160 Airway Avenue

Costa Mesa, CA 92626

Reference: Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report and Notice of
Scoping Meeting, dated October 1, 2013

Dear Ms. Choum;

Balboa Peninsula Point Association (BPPA) represents the interests of over 900
households on Balboa Peninsula Point from A Street to Channel Road (Wedge area). We
live under the John Wayne Airport flight path and are seriously affected by the noise and
air pollution associated with aircraft flights along this flight path. Because of this, we
strongly urge that Balboa Peninsula Point, by name, be included in the scoping area for
the EIR Noise and Air Quality studies.

Noise Issues:
1. Noticeable increases in sound level occur when departing aircraft begin to
power-up while still over land.
2. Different aircraft have different levels of engine noise suppression and we
want to be included in the scoping area and participate in noise level reduction
issues.

Air Quality Issues:
1. Long term exposure to John Wayne Airport aircraft engine pollutants results
in a clearly visible sticky/oily residue on external building surface.
2. Pigments in this dark residue represent particulate pollution which could have
significant long term negative impacts on residents under the flight path.
3. Other engine exhaust non-particulate pollutants might also have negative
impacts on residents under the flight path.

We are particularly concerned that the Notice of Preparation of the EIR does not fully
recognize these Balboa Peninsula Point issues. Specifically:

Page 2- Project Setting:

There is no recognition of the coastal areas in this section of the NOP. In fact, Exhibits 2
and 3 (identified as the “Airport and surrounding areas”) emphasize the area near the
airport. The Project Setting should encompass the all affected areas including Balboa
Peninsula Point.
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Page 12- Air Quality:
All 4 areas of study shown as “Potential Significant Impact” should include Balboa
Peninsula Point.

Page 16- Noise:

Items b. and d. are shown as “No Impact” and we strongly disagree. The long term
impact of increased noise levels could be significant (item b.) and aircraft noise levels are
clearly above “levels existing without the project” (item d.). Simply ask the residents who
experience them every day. Both of these should be considered “Potential Significant
Impact” for Balboa Peninsula Point residents.

We respectfully request that you give proper consideration to the concerns of our
constituents and include Balboa Peninsula Point in the scoping area of the John Wayne
Airport Settlement Agreement Amendment EIR.

Sincerely,

K Hp ez

Kay Mortenson
BPPA Board of Directors
Airport Liaison

Nonnddh, [Dhtsiteh

Kenneth S. Drellishak
BPPA Board of Directors
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From:  "McGregor, Daniel L" <daniel.l.mcgregor@boeing.com>
To: nop <nop(@ocair.com=

Date: 10/30/2013 11:06 AM

Subject: Comment to the John Wayne Airport EIR

Dear EIR Team,

My comment to the EIR is: Will the EIR take into consideration studying facility requirements (RWY length,
width, strength) for new, low-noise, clean and efficient aircraft, such as the 737-900ERW, 787, and future
737TMAX?

Thank you.

With best regards,

Daniel L. McGregor
Technology Leader
Airport and Community Noise Engineering

The Boeing Company
PO Box 3707 MC OR-JF
Seattle, WA 98124-2207
425-237-1381
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From: "Choum, Lea" <LChoum(@ocair.com>
To: "Ochoa, Elizabeth" <EOchoa@ocair.com=>
Date: 10/30/2013 3:20 PM

Subject: FW: Comment for EIR consideration

Here's another comment sent directly to me.

Thanks,
Lea

From: Joseph Finnell [mailto:joefinl@socal.rr.com]
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 3:10 PM

To: Choum, Lea

Subject: Comment for EIR consideration

A major concern not only for the environment, but the safety of surrounding personnel and property is:

When aircraft fuel tanker trucks come to deliver to John Wayne fuel storage facilities, they line up as
early as 7:00 PM on Paularino Avenue awaiting admission to the airport latter in the night. Ten or more
tankers will fill Paularino past Airway Avenue in a single line for several hours. This concentrated
string of flammable liquids is a disaster waiting to happen. There is only a single security station on the
west gate for a contract officer to monitor any activity around these tankers. In my view, this poses a
significant threat that our enemies could easily take advantage of.

Fuel delivery could be made safer during any hour of the day or night if fuel storage connections were
installed and accessible along the street closest to the on-field storage facilities. An alternate solution
would be to provide a dedicated fuel line from the supplier directly to John Wayne like other major
airports have.

Worthy of consideration.

Joe Finnell, President
SoCal Pilots Association
714-839-7377 (H)
714-293-3601 (C)
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Individuals
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Page 1 of 1

Sheryl Kristal - Additional information pertinent to JWA

From:  nanalston <nanalston@gmail.com>

To: nop <nop(@ocair.com=>

Date: 10/31/2013 4:50 PM

Subject: Additional information pertinent to JWA

Ms. Choum,

In a previous email, I sent you a sampling of the research done by reputable
universities or government organizations done in both the United States and
Europe. As an consultant in the field, I am sure you know I could have sent many
more. I chose a representative sample of the pollution, both noise and air, to try
and illustrate the detrimental effects a busy airport on fewer than 500 acres of
land can have on all the surrounding communities.

Two items I want to add.
A study done locally several years ago found over 400 schools, daycare centers,
colleges, and universities located within 5 miles of John Wayne Airport. I can find

that documentation.

Second, I made a chart a year ago comparing the airports in the US which had
comparable passenger numbers (about 9 million), but on much different size land

mass.

AIRPORT ACRES
JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT under 500
Raleigh 4,949
Cleveland 1,900
Pittsburg 8,800 + 2200 for development
Nashville 4,460
Houston Hobby 10,000
San Jose, CA 1,050
Indianapolis 7700
Kansas City 10,220
Milwaukee 2180
Sincerely,

Nancy Alston

file:///C:/Users/skristal/ AppData/Local/Temp/XPgrpwise/5273C585GWDomainGWPostl... 11/4/2013
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Page 1 of 1

Sheryl Kristal - Prevent IMore Airport Traffic, Noise and Pollution!

From: Scott Alston <salston@surterreproperties. com >
To: fop <nop@ocar.com=

Date: 10/26f2013 12:44 P

Suhject: Prevent More Airport Traffic, Notse and Pollution!

Dear Ms. Lea Choum,

& Why wasthetakeoff pattern moved closer to the Community of Easthbluff, will it be moved back to its
original location?
¢ | amconcerned about the disruption of peace and guiet in rmy community. Will an increase in MAP

increase noise levelsin my cormmunity?
s« Wil the future land use and planning be affected by an increase in MAP and the added car traffic?

Best Regards,
Scott Alston

SCOTT ALSTON Associate to Jacquetine Thompson
SU‘RIER : . lacqueline Thompson Group “Owver 320 Million Sold in Past Six Years”

! nq-:% ¥ C 949.929.4585 > T 949.717.7239 > F 949.717.7439 > Lic#00511277
w v 1400 Newport Center Drive, Suite 100, Mewport Beach, CA 92660

fle i Teersfsknstal A ppDatal ocal Temp X Pgrpwi se/ 3272593 1G WD omain GWPest 1. 10/31/2013
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Page 1 of 3

Sheryl Kristal - John Wayne International Airport

From:  Scott Alston <salston(@surterreproperties.com=
To: nop <nop(@ocair.com=>

Date: 10/27/2013 9:19 PM

Subject: John Wayne International Airport

Dear Ms. Choum,

| am very concerned about the environmental impact of any upcoming increase in aviation traffic
at John Wayne International Airport. Last week, The World Health Organization has classified air
pollution as a leading cause of cancer, and said the on days when air is hazardous, containing the

pollution and protecting the health of residents is the highest priority.”

| understand that any points which | include in my letter here will be addressed by this upcoming
EIR.

Below is a brief list of concerns | would like the EIR to address. It seems logical that the pollution
caused by increase air traffic at John Wayne International Airport (and the corresponding

automobile traffic) will be irreparably detrimental to our entire coastal community.
Thank you for your attention to my points of concern below:

1. lam concerned about the disruption of peace and quiet in my community. Will an increase
in MAP increase noise levels in my community?

2. At what incremental increase of flights, both takeoff and landing, does the air and noise
pollution concentration increase to a toxic level?

3. What are the long-term adverse effects of aviation-caused air pollution with regard to
increased risks of cancer, reproductive malfunction, cataract, stroke, and changes in child
development?

4. How much lead from airplane fuel falls into the environment of airport surroundings? Is this
amount of lead hazardous to human or wildlife?

5. Does an increase in the MAP (Note: MAP=million air passengers) increase toxic Greenhouse
Gas Emissions?

6. Will environmental hazards and hazardous materials increase in the surrounding area as the
MAP increases?

7. Will the future land use and planning be affected by an increase in MAP and the added car
traffic?

8. How will the water and wastewater services be affected by the increase in MAP?

9. How will an increase in pollution caused by the increased MAP affect the fragile ecosystem

file:///C:/Users/skristal/ AppData/Local/Temp/XPgrpwise/ 52725991 GWDomainGWPost1... 10/31/2013
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10.

11.

12

13.

14,

15.

16.

17.

18.

19,

20.

21

22.

23.

24,
25,

26,

27.

28.

29.
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of the Back Bay?

How will wildlife be affected from an increased MAP?

How will sea life in the Back Bay be affected by an increase MAP?

What chemicals are released into the air upon fueling, takeoff and landing?

What will the adverse affects of increasing flights have upon the automobile traffic in the
airport and surrounding areas?

Will the risk of stroke or heart failure increase as the MAP increases due to noise, air and
ground pollution?

Are the airport radar systems associated with long-term adverse effects on the human
body?

How many intersections will be affected by the increased car trips into and out of the
airport with the increases in MAP?

Who will pay for road repairs and road construction made necessary by the MAP increased
traffic?

Air pollution, even at low levels, is associated with a significant increase in the risk of low-
birth-weight babies. How much will the concentration of our air pollution increase as the
number of flights and corresponding number of car trips increase?

What chemicals are byproducts of airplane fuel and what concentrations of the particulate
matter dispersed will be as low as 20 micrograms per cubic meter, a number linked to an

increased risk of giving birth to a full-term low-birth-rate baby?

Is there a way to hold steady or decrease the amount of air and noise pellution as the MAP
goes up?
Are toxic pollutants which are highly suspected to cause birth defects, respiratory illnesses,

liver and heart diseases, going to increase in our air, ground or water due to increased
aviation traffic and automobile traffic?

Can all of the toxic chemicals from aviation emissions, which are dispersed overhead, be
completely filtered out by the bloodstream or lungs?

Will we consume the increase in toxic pollutants produced by the increased air traffic
through ingesting food or water to which these chemicals have landed upon?

Can the increase in aviation traffic increase the risk of human deaths in surrounding areas?
Will the increase in MAP also increase the risk factor of possible aborted landings or
crashes?

Will the increase in flights/MAP increase the contamination of surrounding air, soil and
water?

What chemicals in jet exhaust are not toxic and instead beneficial to life and wildlife?

Are any of the chemicals which will increase in our air and water with the increase in MAP
be linked to compromised immune systems, liver, brain, muscle, central nervous systems,
lungs, kidneys and heart disease?

Is the concentration of 3-nitrobenzanthrone, a commonly known jet exhaust compound,
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possibly one of the most hazardous cormpound ever to be tested for carcinogenicity, gaing
toincrease in our surrounding air, water or ground soil as the MAP increases?
30. How willsthe concentration of 1, 3 butadiene and benzene {linked to both leukermia and
thyroid cancer), increase asthe MAP increases?
31. Istherea way to increase the MAPR without increasing the concentration of the toxic
chemicals released in jet fuel into our ervironment?
Thank you.
Best Regards,
Scott Alston

: SCOTT ALSTON Associate ta Jacqueding Thompson
5 Jacqueline Thompson Group “Owver 320 Million Sold in Past Six Years™
bL'IRI‘_ERRE‘ . € 949.929.4585 > T 949.717.72309 > F 949.717.7439 > Lie#00511277

PRCTEE

1403 Newport Center Drive, Suite 100, Newport Beach, CA 92660
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Please return comment cards during the Scoping Meeting or mail 1o the John Wayne Airport at the
address on the reverse of this card  Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013
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Please return comment cards during the Scoping Meeting or mail to the John Wayne Airport at the
address on the reverse of this card. Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013
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Please return comment cards during the Scoping Meeting or mail to the John Wayne Airport at the ¥
address on the reverse of this card Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013
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Please return comment cards during the Scoping Meeting or mail 1o the John Wayne Airport at the
address on the reverse of this card Comment cards are due by Oclober 31, 2013
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Davip M. BROWNE
3334 EasT CoasT HIGHWAY #251
CORONA DEL MAR, CA 92625

OcToBER 31, 2013

Mz, Lea Choum Via Hand Delivery and Email
WA Project Manager

3160 Airway Avenue

Costa Mesa, CA 92626

MNOP@ocair.com

Re: John Wayne Alrport Settlement Agreement Amendment — Public Comment in response to
Oetober 1, 2013 Notice of Preparation of Environmental Impact Report (“EIR™)

Dear Ms. Choum:

To reiterate the comment | provided during the October 17 scoping meeting, [ respectfully request that the
EIR measure the environmental impact of the shifts in flight departure paths which have oecurred since
RNAV procedures were first implemented at JWA in 2009, These procedures — unilaterally implemented
by the FAA without input from most of the afTected communities — have expanded the number of Orange
County neighborhoods and residents who are impacted by airport operations.

Any effort to honestly appraise the environmental impact of airport operations must also forthrightly
address the impact of these fundamental changes. In particular, the CNEL levels used in the EIR must be
calculated in such a way that they illustrate and explain the shifts in noise impact which have occurred
over the past four years. Failing to do so will cause the EIR to provide a disingenuous assessment of the
noise levels which now affect the daily lives of coastal residents from southeastern Newport Beach 1o
northern Laguna Beach and all points in between — neighborhoods which suffered little to no airport
impact prior to the introduction of RNAY procedures.

Moreover, the environmental impact of flight path changes iz not limited to noize. Analopous comments
are applicable to air pollution and impact to marine life, both of which have likely also been altered by
implementation of shoreline-hugging departure patterns which now bring airplanes closer to shore at
lower altitudes for longer periods of time than they were previously,

I appreciate your attention to these concerns, Please contact me at 949-500-6841, dbrowne7@yahoo.com
or at the address ;ﬂmvc should you have anv questions regarding these comments.

Sincerely, é
Dn'ﬂd“M Browne

Ce: Cameo Community Association Board of Directors
Dave Kifl, City of Newport Beach
Christa Johnson, City of Laguna Beach
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Please return comment cards during the Scoping Meeting or mail to the John Wayne Airpori at the
address on the reverse of this card. Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013. b
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Please return comment cards during the Scoping Meeting or mail to the John Wayne Airport at the
address on the reverse of this card. Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013
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Ms. Lea Choum,

As a homeowner on the east side of Costa Mesa, I strongly oppose any increase in
the number of flights from John Wayne Airport. According to studies performed
“Professor Stephen Stansfeld at Queen Mary University of London wrote ...evidence that
aircraft noise exposure is not just a cause of annoyance, sleep disturbance and reduces
quality of life but may also increase morbidity and mortality from cardiovascular disease.
Planners need to consider when expanding airports in heavily populated areas.”

I would think the two important questions that need addressing when considering
increased flights are as follows:

What are the contaminants that will increase from both the projected increased
air and automobile traffic resulting from proposed changes?

How much more noise will be generated by the increase air traffic in our
residential areas?

Health should be a concern for all of us especially those who will be affected the most!

Sincerely,
Diana Burlingham
Costa Mesa Resident
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Sheryl Kristal - Airport traffic

From:  Diane Byers <dianebyers@me.com>
To: nop <nop(@ocair.com=>

Date: 10/29/2013 7:49 AM

Subject: Airport traffic

Dear Ms. Choum,

I am very concerned about the environmental impact of any upcoming increase in
aviation traffic at John Wayne International Airport. Last week, The World Health
Organization has classified air pollution as a leading cause of cancer. and said the on
days when air is hazardous, containing the pollution and protecting the health of
residents is the highest priority.”

I understand that any points which I include in my letter here will be addressed by this
upcoming EIR.

Below 1s a brief list of concerns [ would like the EIR to address. It seems logical that
the pollution caused by increase air traffic at John Wayne International Airport (and the
corresponding automobile traffic) will be irreparably detrimental to our entire coastal
community.

Thank you for your atiention to my points of concern below:

1. Iam concerned about the disruption of peace and quiet in my community. Will
an increase in MAP increase noise levels in my community?

2. At what incremental increase of flights, both takeoff and landing, does the air and
noise pollution conecentration increase to a toxic level?

3. What are the long-term adverse effects of aviation-caused air pollution with
regard to increased risks of cancer, reproductive malfunction, cataract, stroke,
and changes in child development?

4. How much lead from airplane fuel falls into the environment of airport
surroundings? Is this amount of lead hazardous to human or wildlife?

5. Does an increase in the MAP (Note: MAP=million air passengers) increase toxic
Greenhouse Gas Emissions?

6. Will environmental hazards and hazardous materials increase in the surrounding
arca as the MAP increases?

7. Will the future land use and planning be affected by an increase in MAP and the
added car traffic?

8. How will the water and wastewater services be affected by the increase in MAP?

9. How will an increase in pollution caused by the increased MAP affect the fragile
ecosystem of the Back Bay?
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14.
15.
16.
17.

18.

19.

20.

21

22,

23.

24.
25.
26.
27.

28.

29.

30.

file:///C:/Users/skristal/ AppData/Local/ Temp/XPgrpwise/ 52725991 GW DomainGWPost1...

Page 2 of 3

How will wildlife be affected from an increased MAP?

How will sea life in the Back Bay be affected by an increase MAP?

What chemicals are released into the air upon fueling, takeoff and landing?
What will the adverse affects of increasing flights have upon the automobile
traffic in the airport and surrounding areas?

Will the risk of stroke or heart failure increase as the MAP increases due to noise,
air and ground pollution?

Are the airport radar systems associated with long-term adverse effects on the
human body?

How many intersections will be affected by the increased car trips into and out of
the airport with the increases in MAP?

Who will pay for road repairs and road construction made necessary by the MAP
increased traffic?

Air pollution, even at low levels, is associated with a significant increase in the
risk of low-birth-weight babies. How much will the concentration of our air
pollution increase as the number of flights and corresponding number of car trips
increase?

What chemicals are byproducts of airplane fuel and what concentrations of the
particulate matter dispersed will be as low as 20 micrograms per cubic meter, a
number linked to an increased risk of giving birth to a full-term low-birth-rate
baby?

Is there a way to hold steady or decrease the amount of air and noise pollution as
the MAP goes up?

Are toxic pollutants which are highly suspected to cause birth defects. respiratory
illnesses, liver and heart diseases, going to increase in our ait, ground or water
due to increased aviation traffic and automobile traffic?

Can all of the toxic chemicals from aviation emissions, which are dispersed
overhead, be completely filtered out by the bloodstream or lungs?

Will we consume the increase in toxic pollutants produced by the increased air
traffic through ingesting food or water to which these chemicals have landed
upon?

Can the increase in aviation traffic increase the risk of human deaths in
surrounding areas?

Will the increase in MAP also increase the risk factor of possible aborted
landings or crashes?

Will the increase in flights/MAP increase the contamination of surrounding air,
soil and water?

What chemicals in jet exhaust are not toxic and instead beneficial to life and
wildlife?

Are any of the chemieals which will increase in our air and water with the
increase in MAP be linked to compromised immune systems, liver, brain,
muscle, central nervous systems, lungs. kidneys and heart disease?

Is the concentration of 3-nitrobenzanthrone, a commonly known jet exhaust
compound, possibly one of the most hazardous compound ever to be tested for
carcinogenicity, going to increase in our surrounding air, water or ground soil as
the MAP increases?

How wills the concentration of 1, 3 butadiene and benzene (linked to both
leukemia and thyroid cancer), increase as the MAP increases?
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31. Isthere a way to increase the MAP without increasing the concentration of the
toxic chemicals released in jet fuel into our environment?

Thank you for giving your attention to my concerns.

Diane Byers

Sent from my iPad
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Please relurn comment cards during the Scoping Meeting or mail to the John Wayne Airport at the
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Please return comment cards during the Scoping Meeting or mail to the John Wayne Airport at the
address on, the reverse of this card. Comment cards are due by Oclober 31, 2013.
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Sheryl Kristal - More fMights at John Wayne Alrport

From:  Valerie Carson <valcarson@yahoo.com=
To nop <nopi@ocair com=

Date: 10/25/2013 9:21 PM

Subject: More flights at John Wayne Airport

CC: Val Carson <valcarson{@yahoo.com=>

e Diear Ms. Lea Choum

» Are toxic pollutants which are highly suspected to causs birth dafects, respiratary ilinesses, liver and heart dissases, going to increass in our
air, ground or water due to increasad aviation traffic and automol
» Can all of the toxic
» Jahn Wayne nat only
aresult of the Incres:
» The alrport flights s

affic?

from aviation emissions, which are dispersed overbead, be completely filtered aut by the bloodstream or lungs?
ted to the Airport, but died of Lung Cancer. Will deaths from Cancer incressa in this expanded "Cancer Corridar” as
& In pollution. Many of my friends who live under the flight path have died of Cancer.

ould be cut back dua to the health problems Its already caused.

« Thank you for addressing these problems,
Val Carsorn 949.653.6324
paintings & commissions
whwiw valcarson.com
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Name

j?,n'fm"l L Ll pEE

John Wayne Airport
Notice of Preparation Comments

V.

4
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Address =/ /{/ﬂm‘vﬂ/, L ZAele > Email T lect KOS G0N L2255

Comments:

7

& Aeal) /é/(‘c?,/dg?? Z

Please return comment cards during the Scoping Meeting or mail to the John Wayne Airport at the
address on the reverse of this card. Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013.
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Sheryl Kristal - Concerns

From:  Carol Cuoco <ccuoco(@sbeglobal.net=

To:
Date:

nop <nop@ocair.com>
10/28/2013 6:06 PM

Subject: Concerns

Dear Ms. Choum,

| am very concerned about the environmental impact of any upcoming increase in aviation traffic at
John Wayne International Airport. Last week, The World Health Organization has classified air

pollution as a leading cause of cancer, and said the on days when air is hazardous, containing the
pollution and protecting the health of residents is the highest priority.”

| understand that any points which | include in my letter here will be addressed by this upcoming EIR.

Below is a brief list of concerns | would like the EIR to address. It seems logical that the pollution
caused by increase air traffic at John Wayne International Airport (and the corresponding automobile

traffic) will be irreparably detrimental to our entire coastal community.

Thank you for your attention to my points of concern below:

10.

| am concerned about the disruption of peace and quiet in my community. Will an
increase in MAP increase noise levels in my community?

At what incremental increase of flights, both takeoff and landing, does the air and noise
pollution concentration increase to a toxic level?

What are the long-term adverse effects of aviation-caused air pollution with regard to
increased risks of cancer, reproductive malfunction, cataract, stroke, and changes in child
development?

How much lead from airplane fuel falls into the environment of airport surroundings? Is this
amount of lead hazardous to human or wildlife?

Does an increase in the MAP (Note: MAP=million air passengers) increase toxic Greenhouse
Gas Emissions?

Will environmental hazards and hazardous materials increase in the surrounding area as the
MAP increases?

Will the future land use and planning be affected by an increase in MAP and the added car
traffic?

How will the water and wastewater services be affected by the increase in MAP?

How will an increase in pollution caused by the increased MAP affect the fragile ecosystem of
the Back Bay?

How will wildlife be affected from an increased MAP?
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How will sea life in the Back Bay be affected by an increase MAP?

What chemicals are released into the air upon fueling, takeoff and landing?

What will the adverse affects of increasing flights have upon the automobile traffic in the
airport and surrounding areas?

Will the risk of stroke or heart failure increase as the MAP increases due to noise, air and
ground pollution?

Are the airport radar systems associated with long-term adverse effects on the human body?
How many intersections will be affected by the increased car trips into and out of the airport
with the increases in MAP?

Who will pay for road repairs and road construction made necessary by the MAP increased
traffic?

Air pollution, even at low levels, is associated with a significant increase in the risk of low-birth-
weight babies. How much will the concentration of our air pollution increase as the number of
flights and corresponding number of car trips increase?

What chemicals are byproducts of airplane fuel and what concentrations of the particulate
matter dispersed will be as low as 20 micrograms per cubic meter, a number linked to an
increased risk of giving birth to a full-term low-birth-rate baby?

Is there a way to hold steady or decrease the amount of air and noise pollution as the MAP
goes up?

Are toxic pollutants which are highly suspected to cause birth defects, respiratory illnesses,
liver and heart diseases, going to increase in our air, ground or water due to increased
aviation traffic and automobile traffic?

Can all of the toxic chemicals from aviation emissions, which are dispersed overhead, be
completely filtered out by the bloodstream or lungs?

Will we consume the increase in toxic pollutants produced by the increased air traffic through
ingesting food or water to which these chemicals have landed upon?

Can the increase in aviation traffic increase the risk of human deaths in surrounding areas?
Will the increase in MAP also increase the risk factor of possible aborted landings or crashes?
Will the increase in flights/MAP increase the contamination of surrounding air, soil and water?
What chemicals in jet exhaust are not toxic and instead beneficial to life and wildlife?

Are any of the chemicals which will increase in our air and water with the increase in MAP be
linked to compromised immune systems, liver, brain, muscle, central nervous systems, lungs,
kidneys and heart disease?

Is the concentration of 3-nitrobenzanthrone, a commonly known jet exhaust compound,
possibly one of the most hazardous compound ever to be tested for carcinogenicity, going to
increase in our surrounding air, water or ground soil as the MAP increases?

How wills the concentration of 1, 3 butadiene and benzene (linked to both leukemia and
thyroid cancer), increase as the MAP increases?

Is there a way to increase the MAP without increasing the concentration of the toxic chemicals
released in jet fuel into our environment?
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Carol Cuoco
501 Catalina Drive
Newport Beach, CA 92663
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What are the stress and cardiovascular implications for children in an increase of flights?

What are the contaminants which will increase from both the projected increase of air and automobile
traffic resulting from proposed changes?

What affect does the increased air pollution have on plants and vegetation

how will an increase in flights affect our water supply and air pollution levels?

How much more noise will be generated by the increased air traffic in our residential community?
What are the adverse effects because of leaded fuel fumes?

black sediment on your cars and properties?

What studies have been conducted to ensure that the environmental condition of the Back bay is not in
any way impacted either in air, water, or land quality.

What respiratory diseases have been associated with the increase in pollution.

Does the pollution increase the severity of diseases such as emphysema and asthma?
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What will be the additional cancer risk that can be attributed to increased air traffic?

What will be the additional blood pressure and heart disease risk that can be attributed to increased air
traffic?

What will be the additional depression risk that can be attributed to increased air traffic?
What will be the additional lung disease risk that can be attributed to increased air traffic?
What will be the additional asthma risks that can be attributed to increased air traffic?
What negative psychological effect does the noise have on humans and pets?

What negative effects are there on humans ability to sleep and rest by increasing air traffic?

How can the airport ensure that no diesel, carbon monoxide, or chemicals are emitted into the
environment through exhaust or spills?

I read that reading comprehension in children who live in airport flight paths is lower....even when
taking into consideration socio-economic factors. What research can you show that disproves this?

JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT A-67
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT



Appendix A
Notice of Preparation and Comment Letters Received

Page 1 of'1

Shervl Kristal - Increased Pollution at John Wayvne

From:  Doreen Fubr <dspeecheri@anl. com=

To: nop <nopr@ocair.com:

Date: 10/30/2013 11:54 AM

Subject:  Increased Pollution at John Wayne

C: "dspeechermanl.com” <dspeechera@aol . com=

Dear Ne. Les Choum, Erwironmentz| Impect Committee re. John AMayne Airpart Expansicn,

| Imve in the flght path at 235 East 23rd Strest in Sosta Mesa. | amconcemed about the petenticl increase of
chemical and noise pollution in our Orange County environment as a result of expansion of our John Wayne

Airpart

Iz the concentration of 3-nitrobenzanthrone, a commonly knewn jet exhaust compound, pessibly one of the most
razardous compounds ever to be tested for carcinogenicity, going to increase in our surrounding air, water or
cround soil as the VAP increases?

How will an increase in polluticn caused by the increased MAP affect the fragie ecosystem of the Back Bay, the,
water, llora, and fauna, the birds in sur preserve, and the humans biking, riding, jocging In the fight path right
under airplanes taking off and landing?

|2 there 3 way to ircrease the MAP without increasing the concenirationof the toxie chemeals released in jet fuel
into aur ermimnment’?

lam amember of lhe MNewport Meszs YMCA and swimin the openair pcol at the norh east of the Back Bay, What
i the current fisk factor for fuel or airplane liquid bi-products, air plane parts, or the plane itsell crashing,

znd faling an me in the pood or at the Y, or jogging in the Back Bay? How will the risk factor increase as a result of
expansion and incieased use of our John Wayne Airport?

Right now | observe & lot of dit falling out of the air vizible on rmy white patio furnitune as a gray grit, and
increasing the dusl insida my house, Is this dit caustic or harmfulto me and my family? How much of this dirt is
from airplane waste and how will this increase with expansicn of the airpot?

Thank you for preserving our world,
God bless us one and al|,

Doreen Dawvis Fub

file: V0 Users/skristal App Data Local Temp N Perpwizse/ 52725991 GW DomainGW Post1...  10/31/2013

A-68 JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT



Appendix A
Notice of Preparation and Comment Letters Received

X
John Wayne Airport v 0
Notice of Preparation Comments AR

AIRPORT

name 02| DelaCruz  phone (€149} 475- Y200

Group/Organization/Jurisdiction

Address ___BZX‘?.‘. _Cgm‘a_g:i_ Q_( Email _ jD C*-’l‘ 4“3"’10‘96!“‘\:]
Comments:_ISAM_f'lJ'___"‘_(f the '.C?V'l TC'VW\ ad verse o com
effets of avia ‘]‘faq 2 U‘\ﬁec? A pﬂj‘d}]dq_\&f_’ﬁs e
Zgovd o wereased visls of cancar, veproduchue
_-m‘i\l foaction c_od-ar'oﬂvﬁ _54'0_\({’.) and c;lnmges LA

A_child development” = T -

Please return comment carcs during the Scoping Meeting or mail to the John Wayne Airport at the

address on the reverse of this card. Cormment cards are due by October 31, 2013

JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT A-69
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT



Appendix A
Notice of Preparation and Comment Letters Received

Page 1 of 1

Sheryl Kristal

From: Cindy Dupuie <alivingbalance(@cox.net>
To: nop <nop(@ocair.com=>
Date:  10/30/2013 11:30 AM

Ms. Lea Choumn,

I have concerns about the Airport Expansion and am hoping that you will be able to answer the
questions that I have below.
Thank vou in advance.

o What chemicals are released into the air upon fueling, take-off and landing?

e Are toxic pollutants which are highly suspected to cause birth defects, respiratory illnesses,
liver and heart diseases, going to increase in our air, ground or water due to increased
aviation traffic and automobile traffic?

e Is there a way to increase the MAP without increasing the concentration of the toxic
chemicals released in jet fuel into our environment?

Cindy Dupuie, CN

A Living Balance
www.alivingbalance.net
(949) 370-9843

17752 Skypark Circle Ste 260
Irvine, CA 92614
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Julie Cho - John Wayne Airport Expansion

From: Pam Edson <pamedson@gmail.com>
To: nop <nop(@ocair.com=

Date: 10/31/2013 12:32 PM

Subject: John Wayne Airport Expansion

Dear Ms. Lea Choum,
Environmental Impact Committee

John Wayne Airport Expansion,

I live at 113 28th Street, Newport Beach. | am concerned about the potential increase of chemical and noise
pollution in our Orange County environment as a result of expansion of our John Wayne Airport.

| have a son at Newport Harbor High School. |s the concentration of 3-nitrobenzanthrone, a commonly known jet
exhaust compound, possibly one of the most hazardous compounds ever to be tested for carcinogenicity, going
to increase in this area as the MAP increases?

Is there a way to increase the MAP without increasing the concentration of the toxic chemicals released in jet fuel
into our environment?

Thank you!

Pam Edscn
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Sheryl Kristal - OC Airport expansion

From:  Judy Elmore <elmorej@elmoretoyota.com=
To: nop <nop(@ocair.com=>

Date: 10/28/2013 9:51 AM

Subject: OC Airport expansion

As a home owner in the Newport Heights area any airport expansion is a concern. Please give a great deal of
consideration to any additional noise and elevated pollution levels. Can the current airport and surrounding
communities coexist, probably. Can the airport with increased traffic with added noise and pollution levels
coexist, | don't think so.

Judy Elmore

Newport Heights homeowner
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Sheryl Kristal - Airport expansion

From:
To:
Date:

Constance Esposito <constance@dfgnewport.com=
nop <nop@ocair.com>
10/28/2013 10:05 AM

Subject: Airport expansion

Dear Ms. Choum,

| am very concerned about the environmental impact of any upcoming increase in
aviation traffic at John Wayne International Airport. Last week, The World Health
Organization has classified air pollution as a leading cause of cancer, and said the
on days when air is hazardous, containing the pollution and protecting the health of
residents is the highest priority.”

| understand that any points which | include in my letter here will be addressed by
this upcoming EIR.

Below is a brief list of concerns | would like the EIR to address. It seems logical
that the pollution caused by increase air traffic at John Wayne International Airport
(and the corresponding automobile traffic) will be irreparably detrimental to our
entire coastal community.

Thank you for your attention to my points of concern below:

1. lam concerned about the disruption of peace and quiet in my community.
Will an increase in MAP increase noise levels in my community?

2. At what incremental increase of flights, both takeoff and landing, does the air
and noise pollution concentration increase to a toxic level?

3. What are the long-term adverse effects of aviation-caused air pollution with
regard to increased risks of cancer, reproductive malfunction, cataract,
stroke, and changes in child development?

4. How much lead from airplane fuel falls into the environment of airport
surroundings? Is this amount of lead hazardous to human or wildlife?

5. Does an increase in the MAP (Note: MAP=million air passengers) increase
toxic Greenhouse Gas Emissions?

6. Will environmental hazards and hazardous materials increase in the
surrounding area as the MAP increases?

7. Will the future land use and planning be affected by an increase in MAP and
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the added car traffic?

8. How will the water and wastewater services be affected by the increase in
MAP?

9. How will an increase in pollution caused by the increased MAP affect the
fragile ecosystem of the Back Bay?

10. How will wildlife be affected from an increased MAP?

11. How will sea life in the Back Bay be affected by an increase MAP?

12. What chemicals are released into the air upon fueling, takeoff and landing?

13. What will the adverse affects of increasing flights have upon the automobile
traffic in the airport and surrounding areas?

14. Wil the risk of stroke or heart failure increase as the MAP increases due to
noise, air and ground pollution?

15. Are the airport radar systems associated with long-term adverse effects on
the human body?

16. How many intersections will be affected by the increased car trips into and
out of the airport with the increases in MAP?

17. Who will pay for road repairs and road construction made necessary by the
MAP increased traffic?

18. Air pollution, even at low levels, is associated with a significant increase in
the risk of low-birth-weight babies. How much will the concentration of our
air pollution increase as the number of flights and corresponding number of
car trips increase?

19. What chemicals are byproducts of airplane fuel and what concentrations of
the particulate matter dispersed will be as low as 20 micrograms per cubic
meter, a number linked to an increased risk of giving birth to a full-term low-
birth-rate baby?

20. s there a way to hold steady or decrease the amount of air and noise
pollution as the MAP goes up?

21. Are toxic pollutants which are highly suspected to cause birth defects,
respiratory illnesses, liver and heart diseases, going to increase in our air,
ground or water due to increased aviation traffic and automobile traffic?

22. Can all of the toxic chemicals from aviation emissions, which are dispersed
overhead, be completely filtered out by the bloodstream or lungs?

23. Will we consume the increase in toxic pollutants produced by the increased
air traffic through ingesting food or water to which these chemicals have
landed upon?

24. Can the increase in aviation traffic increase the risk of human deaths in
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25.

26.

27.

28.

28,

30.

3.

Page 3 of 3

surrounding areas?

Will the increase in MAP also increase the risk factor of possible aborted
landings or crashes?

Will the increase in flights/MAP increase the contamination of surrounding
air, soil and water?

What chemicals in jet exhaust are not toxic and instead beneficial to life and
wildlife?

Are any of the chemicals which will increase in our air and water with the
increase in MAP be linked to compromised immune systems, liver, brain,
muscle, central nervous systems, lungs, kidneys and heart disease?

Is the concentration of 3-nitrocbenzanthrone, a commonly known jet exhaust
compound, possibly one of the most hazardous compound ever to be tested
for carcinogenicity, going to increase in our surrounding air, water or ground
soil as the MAP increases?

How wills the concentration of 1, 3 butadiene and benzene (linked to both
leukemia and thyroid cancer), increase as the MAP increases?

Is there a way to increase the MAP without increasing the concentration of
the toxic chemicals released in jet fuel into our environment?

Thank you,

Constance Esposito
P.O. Box 10267

Costa Mesa, CA 92627
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Page 1 of 1
Sheryl Kristal - John Wayne Airport
From: "I Daniel Fox" <jdfox@adelphia.net=
To: nop =nop(@ocair.com=
Date: 10/25/2013 7:52 AM
Subject: John Wayne Airport
CC: "J. Daniel Fox" <jdfox(@adelphia.net>
Why can't the take offs be to the north, as is practice during Santa Ana wind events?
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Sheryl Kristal - Airport Traffic, Noise and pollution concern

From:  MEgT Yahoo <meglarc@yahoo.com=

To: nop <nopi@ocair.com=

Date: 10/28/2013 10:02 AM

Subject: Airport Traffic, Noise and pollution concern

Ms. Choum (NOP@ocair.com)

Dear Ms. Choum,

I am very concerned about the environmental impact of any upcoming increase in aviation
traffic at John Wayne International Airport. Last week, The World Health Organization has
classified air pollution as a leading cause of cancer, and said the on days when air 1s
hazardous, containing the pollution and protecting the health of residents 1s the highest

prionty.”

I understand that any points which I include in my letter here will be addressed by this

upcoming EIR.

Below is a brief list of concerns [ would like the EIR to address. It seems logical that the
pollution caused by increase air traftic at John Wayne International Airport (and the
corresponding automaobile traffic) will be irreparably detrimental to our entire coastal
community.

Thank you for your attention to my points of concern below:

1. Tam concerned about the disruption of peace and quiet in my community, Will an

increase in MARP increase noise levels m my commumity?

-2

At what incremental increase of [lights, both takeofl and landing, does the air and

noise pollution concentration increase to a toxic level?

3. What are the long-term adverse effects of aviation-caused air pollution with regard to
increased risks of cancer, reproductive malfunction, cataract, stroke, and changes in
child development?

4. How much lead from airplane fuel falls into the environment of airport surroundings?
Is this amount of lead hazardous to human or wildlife?

5. Does an increase in the MAP (Note: MAP=million air passengers) increase toxic
Greenhouse Gas Emissions?

6. Will environmental hazards and hazardous materials increase in the surrounding area
as the MAP increases?

7. Will the future land use and planning be affected by an increase in MAFP and the added
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car traffic?

How will the water and wastewater services be affected by the increase in MAP?
How will an increase in pollution caused by the increased MAP affect the fragile
ecosystem of the Back Bay?

How will wildlife be atfected from an increased MAP?

How will sea life in the Back Bay be affected by an increase MAP?

What chemicals are released into the air upon fueling, takeoff and landing?

What will the adverse affects of increasing flights have upon the automobile traffic in
the airport and surrounding areas?

Will the risk of stroke or heart failure increase as the MAP increases due to noise, air
and ground pollution?

Are the airport radar systems associated with long-term adverse effects on the human
body?

How many intersections will be affected by the increased car trips into and out of the
airport with the increases in MAP?

Who will pay for road repairs and road construction made necessary by the MAP
increased traffic?

Air pollution, even at low levels, is associated with a significant increase in the risk of
low-birth-weight babies. How much will the concentration of our air pollution
increase as the number of flights and corresponding number of car trips increase?
What chemicals are byproducts of airplane fuel and what concentrations of the
particulate matter dispersed will be as low as 20 micrograms per cubic meter, a
number linked to an increased nsk of giving birth to a full-term low-birth-rate baby?
Is there a way to hold steady or decrease the amount of air and noise pollution as the
MAP goes up?

Are toxic pollutants which are highly suspected to cause birth defects, respiratory
illnesses, liver and heart diseases, going to increase in our air, ground or water due to
increased aviation traffic and automobile traffic?

Can all of the toxic chemicals from aviation emissions, which are dispersed overhead,
be completely filtered out by the bloodstream or lungs?

Will we consume the increase in toxic pollutants produced by the increased air traffic
through ingesting food or water to which these chemicals have landed upon?

Can the increase in aviation traffic increase the risk of human deaths in surrounding
areas?

Will the increase in MAP also increase the risk factor of possible aborted landings or
crashes?

Will the increase in flights/MAP increase the contamination of surrounding air, soil
and water?

What chemicals in jet exhaust are not toxic and instead beneficial to life and wildlife?
Are any of the chemicals which will increase in our air and water with the increase in
MAP be linked to compromised immune systems, liver, brain, muscle, central nervous

systems, lungs, kidneys and heart disease?
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29, Tsthe concentration of 3-nitrobenzanthrone, a commonly known jet exhaust
compound, possibly one of the most hazardous compound ever to be tested for
carcinogenicity, going to increase in our surrounding air, water or ground soil as the
MAP increases?

30. How wills the concentration of 1, 3 butadiene and benzene (linked to both leukemia
and thyroid cancer), increase as the MAP increases?

31. Isthere a way to increase the MAP without increasing the concentration of the toxic
chemicals released in jet fuel into our environment?

Thank you
Marjaneh Goodarzy

445 Santa Ana avenue
Newport Beach , CA
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Shervl Kristal - John Wayne Airrport

From:  Kate Gregory <kateid@ gregorvadvisorsine com=
To: nop <nopr@ocair.com:

Date: 10/30/2003 10:1¢ AM

Subject:  John Wayne Airmpon

lam concerred about expansion at lohn Wayne Airport and how it will affect our environs. Below are some of

My COnCerns

« | am concerned about the disruption of peace and guiet in my community, Will an
increase in MAP increase noise levels in my community?

« At what incremental increase of flights, both takeoff and landing, does the air and
noise pollution concentration increase to a toxic level?

+ What are the long term adverse effects of aviation-caused air pollution with regard
to inzreased risks of cancer, reproductive malfunction, cataract, stroke, and

changes in child development ?
| am hopeful that your committee will responsibly address these potential issues so that we are not harmed in
Crange County!

Kate Gregoy, CFP ®

Services offarad Bhrough Gragony Achwzors incamporated, & regatered invesiment achisor. Pisese remamber fo contact Gragoy Achizors,
leeorporated I there are wy change s Lo youwr personalTnancial slustior or ivetmen! shiechives for the purpose of e g sing our
VTGRS GOV Bndalicas andler seniieds, o & oo wind i6 impose mwnmmwmmbwmmmm
A popy of our curert wrilen disclosure falemen discuesng oo mmlwmmbmnmhwm
regueest, The formabion contsimed 40 2R g-mad messape L5 afencied oy for [oe cormiclential use of the mcipien|s) named abowe. I [he
Mummnmmwmanmmmmrmmmmm:mmm&um
Have recaived the docunent in evor and thad any review, dissevninabion distnbulion orcopping of this message is strcly profabded. If you have
FRCEaGl NiE COMMUAECEVT i Aoy, please nollfy w immecisfely by e-mad, and delsts ihe orgEnal messape.
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John Wayne Airport v a

Notice of Preparation Comments Oy W
AlR R

vame Mot 80085 phoniﬁﬂﬂﬁ 0-2222

GroupfOrgamzatlonuunsdmn n = ===
Address hi_‘ . emait 4 NDSS. maffewlgmail Com

Comments: ’_{3‘/‘-’ _,z}/ 560“13@ 'h‘{'{'\e %V@ C:_}eq/ .
L increase map? o

Please return comment cards during the Scoping Meeting or mail to the John Wayne Airpon al the
address on the reverse of this card Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013
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Ms. Lea Choum .

John Wayne Airport . '
3160 Airway Avenue g
Costa.Mesa, CA 92626 '

P.
i
in

R AT TR TR Y

{
¢
John Wayne Airport ng%
Notice of Preparation Comments EAT
_AIRTORT |
Nam‘m_m Phor@?) 47,4“ //WO p
Group/Organization/Jurisdiction
Address ﬂg@éfm&ﬂnail
Commené:%ﬂpwﬂ{r yCR Ze3 >
Cncertbed PP, o Y2/ (/1,//;1/-.
crol (VX
Sllullodl e s 55 oolls (4 v _
Please relurn comment cards during the Scoping Meeting or mail lo the John Wayne Airport at the l
address on the reverse of this card. Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013. !
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Ms. Lea Choum

John Wayne Airport
3160 Airway Avenue Wi X
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

FEZEAEOEED R U T DR R B

e e A Dbvat 7 M&’/J
~ANA B ) e
ol o 3ks (h Apede. S

Please return comment cards during the Scoping Meeting or mail to the John Wayne Airport at the
address on the reverse of this card. Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013

-

John Wayf¥e Airport v 0
Notice of Preparation Comments WM&
Name-';gb?/?ﬂ &Md}/ Phoneéﬁ) é%-//?d
Group:érgahizalionr’Jurisdiction
Address Email
Ny rr B, (P 2663
Comments’

- ' )

A-84 JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT



Appendix A
Notice of Preparation and Comment Letters Received

Page 1 of 1

Sheryl Kristal

From: Kim Hapke <khapke30@gmail.com>
To: nop <nop(@ocair.com=>
Date: 10/28/2013 8:59 PM

To Whom it may concern,

I am writing to get information with regard to the increase of airplane traffic at Orange County
airport. The flights already directly affect my neighborhood and I am concerned more flights will
jeopardize property value as well as

basic health issues.

[ have 3 questions that I would like addressed at the deadline meeting:

o How much lead from airplane fuel falls into the environment of airport
surroundings? Is this amount of lead hazardous to human or wildlife?

¢ Will environmental hazards and hazardous materials increase in the
surrounding area as the MAP increases?

¢ I am concerned about the disruption of peace and quiet in my
community. Will an increase in MAP increase noise levels in my
community?

Thank vou for your concern for the welfare of our coastal families,
Kim Hapke
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John Wayne Airport
Notice of Preparation Comments

Name ’JG H~ H‘q"’"‘f P fﬁ“j 274 §Ceo

Group/Organization/Jurisdiction Nevgri— ¥t/ ez

Address 216 Caird U 8. CA %4y Email {Nﬁf&r{?ﬁ/ 2! [ €0 .cory
Comments:Can _ Tat [P Pamege My ¢ Aildrn’ T

Hoaw myeh Ry it le younts’ | ptesg  Clghts?
Cun T iﬁ_ﬁlryl’"'ﬂ (e re i’".,f;a.'al'!ﬂ'.f"’-1h "‘-"-""'4"" J“E"FJ"F-I"? ‘f,én. =17
LV J'ffﬂ‘\/f‘-! fqir rrk 7

Please retumn comment ca‘ds duning the Scoping Meeling or mail to the John Wayne Airport al the
address on tha revarse of this card. Commenl cards are due by October 31, 2013,
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Sheryl Kristal - EIR for John Wayne Airport flight increases

From:
To:
Date:

John Hogan <jshogan351@sbeglobal.net=
nop <nopi@ocair.com-=
10/30/2013 4:28 PM

Subject: EIR for John Wayne Airport flight increascs

LAST CHANCE: To preserve our quality of life, just cut and paste
(except for this header and the footer) the following text and send to Ms.
Choum (NOP@ocair.com) by October 31, 2013

Dear Ms. Choum,

I am very concerned aboul the environmental impact of any upcoming increase in
aviation traffic at John Wayne International Airport. More and more friends and
neighbors are dying from cancer in our area and I believe that additional pollution
which would be created from more air traffic will correspondingly increase the cancer
rates here.

I understand that any points which I include in my letter here will be addressed by this
upcoming EIR.

Below is a brief list of concerns I would like the EIR to address. It seems logical that
the pollution caused by increase air traffic at John Wayne International Airport (and the
corresponding automobile traffic) will be irreparably detrimental to our entire coastal
community.

Sincerely,

Sue ITogan

455 San Bernardino Ave.

Newport Beach, CA 92663

Thank you for your attention to my points of concern below:

1. Iam concerned about the disruption of peace and quiet in my community. Will
an increase in MAP increase noise levels in my community?

2. At what incremental increase of flights, both takeoff and landing, does the air and
noise pollulion concentration increase to a toxic level?

3. What are the long-term adverse effects of aviation-caused air pollution with
regard to increased risks of cancer, reproductive malfunction, cataract, stroke,
and changes in child development?

4, How much lead from airplane fuel falls into the environment of airport
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surroundings? Is this amount of lead hazardous to human or wildlife?

5. Does an increase in the MAP (Note: MAP=million air passengers) increase toxic
Greenhouse Gas Emissions?

6. Will environmental hazards and hazardous materials increase in the suwrrounding
area as the MAP increases?

7. Will the future land use and planning be affected by an increase in MAP and the
added car traffic?

8. How will the water and wastewater services be affected by the increase in MAP?

9. How will an increase in pollution caused by the increased MAP affect the fragile
ccosystem of the Back Bay?

10. How will wildlife be affected from an increased MAP?

11. How will sea life in the Back Bay be affected by an increase MAP?

12. What chemicals are released into the air upon fueling, takeoff and landing?

13. What will the adverse affects of increasing flights have upon the automobile
traffic in the airport and surrounding arcas?

14. Will the risk of stroke or heart failure increase as the MAP increases due to noise,
air and ground pollution?

15. Are the airport radar systems associated with long-term adverse effects on the
human body?

16. How many intersections will be affected by the increased car trips into and out of
the airport with the increases in MAP?

17. Who will pay for road repairs and road construction made necessary by the MAP
increased traffic?

18. Air pollution, even at low levels, is associated with a significant increase in the
risk of low-birth-weight babies. How much will the concentration of our air
pollution increase as the number of flights and corresponding number of car trips
increase?

19, What chemicals are byproducts of airplane fuel and what concentrations of the
particulate matter dispersed will be as low as 20 micrograms per cubic meter, a
number linked to an increased risk of giving birth to a full-term low-birth-rate
baby?

20. Is there a way to hold steady or decrease the amount of air and noise pollution as
the MAP goes up?

21. Are toxic pollutants which are highly suspected to cause birth defects, respiratory
illnesses, liver and heart diseases, going to increase in our air, ground or water
dug to increased aviation traffic and automobile traffic?

22, Can all of the toxic chemicals from aviation emissions, which are dispersed
overhead, be completely filtered out by the bloodsiream or lungs?

23. Will we consume the increase in toxic pollutants produced by the increased air
traffic through ingesting food or water to which these chemicals have landed
upon?

24. Can the increase in aviation traffic increase the risk of human deaths in
surrounding areas?

25. Will the increase in MAP also increase the risk factor of possible aborted
landings or crashes?

26. Will the increase in flights/MAP increase the contamination of surrounding air,
soil and water?

27. What chemicals in jet exhaust are not toxic and instead beneficial to life and
wildlife?

28. Are any of the chemicals which will increase in our air and water with the
increase in MAP be linked to compromised immune systems, liver, brain,
muscle, central nervous systems, lungs, kidneys and heart disease?

29. Is the concentration of 3-nitrobenzanthrone, a commonly known jet exhaust
compound, possibly one of the most hazardous compound ever to be tested for
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carcinogenicity, going to increase in our surrounding air, water or ground soil as
the MAP increases?

30. How wills the concentration of 1, 3 butadiene and benzene (linked to both
leukemia and thyroid cancer), increase as the MAP increases?

31, Is there a way to increase the MAP without increasing the concentration of the
toxic chemicals released in jet fuel into our environment?

Sent from my iPhone
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Sheryl Kristal - Comments for upcoming EIR for John Wayne International Airport

From: JIohn Hogan jshogans1@sbeglobal net
Date:  10/29/2013 3:34 PM

Subject: Comments for upcoming EIR for John Wayne International Airport

Dear Ms. Choum,

We am very concermed about the environmental impact of any upcoming increase in
aviation traffic at John Wayne International Airport. \We do not want any more air, noise,
water or ground pollution. VWe also dread the possibility of more automobile traffic. Pollution
is internationally known to cause cancer. This is a fact and as residents, we choose not to
encourage any industry that will add more pollution to our coastal area. The cancer center
at Hoag is growing as we lose more and more friends and family to cancer.

| understand that any points which | include in my letter here will be addressed by this
upcoming EIR.

Below is a brief list of concerns | would like the EIR to address. It seems logical that the
pollution caused by increased air traffic at John Wayne International Airport (and the
corresponding automobile traffic) will be irreparably detrimental to our entire coastal
community.

Most sincerely,

Sue Hogan

455 San Bernardino Avenue

Newport Beach, CA 92663

Thank you for your attention to my points of concern below:

1. 1 am concerned about the disruption of peace and quiet in my community. Will an increase
in MAP increase noise levels in my community?

2. At what incremental increase of flights, both takeoff and landing, does the air and noise
pollution concentration increase to a toxic level?

3. What are the long-term adverse effects of aviation-caused air pollution with regard to
increased risks of cancer, reproductive malfunction, cataract, stroke, and changes in child
development?

4. How much lead from airplane fuel falls into the environment of airport surroundings? Is this
amount of lead hazardous to human or wildlife?

5. Does an increase in the MAP (Note: MAP=million air passengers) increase toxic
Greenhouse Gas Emissions?
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6. WIill environmental hazards and hazardous materials increase in the surrounding area as
the MAP increases?

7. Will the future land use and planning be affected by an increase in MAP and the added car

traffic?

How will the water and wastewater services be affected by the increase in MAP?

How will an increase in pollution caused by the increased MAP affect the fragile ecosystem

of the Back Bay?

10. How will wildlife be affected from an increased MAP?

11. How will sea life in the Back Bay be affected by an increase MAP?

12. What chemicals are released into the air upon fueling, takeoff and landing?

13. What will the adverse affects of increasing flights have upon the automobile traffic in the
airport and surrounding areas?

14. Will the risk of stroke or heart failure increase as the MAP increases due to noise, air and
ground pollution?

15. Are the airport radar systems associated with long-term adverse effects on the human
body?

16. How many intersections will be affected by the increased car trips into and out of the airport
with the increases in MAP?

17. Who will pay for road repairs and road construction made necessary by the MAP increased
traffic?

18. Air pollution, even at low levels, is associated with a significant increase in the risk of low-
birth-weight babies. How much will the concentration of our air pollution increase as the
number of flights and corresponding number of car trips increase?

19. What chemicals are byproducts of airplane fuel and what concentrations of the particulate
matter dispersed will be as low as 20 micrograms per cubic meter, a number linked to an
increased risk of giving hirth to a full-term low-birth-rate baby?

20. Is there a way to hold steady or decrease the amount of air and noise pollution as the MAP
goes up?

21. Are toxic pollutants which are highly suspected to cause birth defects, respiratory ilinesses,
liver and heart diseases, going to increase in our air, ground or water due to increased
aviation traffic and automobile traffic?

22.Can all of the toxic chemicals from aviation emissions, which are dispersed overhead, be
completely filtered out by the bloodstream or lungs?

23. Will we consume the increase in toxic pollutants produced by the increased air traffic
through ingesting food or water to which these chemicals have landed upon?

24. Can the increase in aviation traffic increase the risk of human deaths in surrounding areas?

25. Will the increase in MAP also increase the risk factor of possible aborted landings or
crashes?

© ™
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26. Will the increase in flights/MAP increase the contamination of surrounding air, soil and
water?

27.What chemicals in jet exhaust are not toxic and instead beneficial to life and wildlife?

28. Are any of the chemicals which will increase in our air and water with the increase in MAP
be linked to compromised immune systems, liver, brain, muscle, central nervous systems,
lungs, kidneys and heart disease?

29. |s the concentration of 3-nitrobenzanthrone, a commonly known jet exhaust compound,
possibly one of the most hazardous compound ever to be tested for carcinogenicity, going
to increase in our surrounding air, water or ground soil as the MAP increases?

30. How wills the concentration of 1, 3 butadiene and benzene (linked to both leukemia and
thyroid cancer), increase as the MAP increases?

|s there a way to increase the MAP without increasing the concentration of the toxic
chemicals released in jet fuel into our environment?

Copyright © 2013 Portia Weiss, All rights reserved.
You probably are a friend or neighbor. Maybe you gave me your email because you were interested in improving our
community. However, please feel free to unsubscribe and you will be immediately removed from this mailing list.!

Our malling address Is:
Portia Weiss

360 San Miguel Dr.

Suite 403

Newport Beach, CA 92660

Add us to your address book

unsubscribe from this list update subscription preferences
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Sheryl Kristal — Airport OC

From: Helen Hogle <hhoglef@pacbell.net=
To: nop <nopf@ocalr.com=
Date: 10/30/2013 1:14:47 PM

Subject: Adrpart OC

Hello

Please submit my question.

Who will enforce the approved flight route to stay over the Back Bay, As it is now the planes have changed their
route to fly over the Newport Heights area. Will there be penalties for noise disruption and pollution over the
neighborhood for those airlines that don't stay in compliance. Who will residence contact to complain and have the
situation analyzed and addressed?

Thank you

Bet regards

Helen

Sent from my iPhone
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Sheryl Kristal - Ms. Choum- John Wayne

From: "dholtzi@slgmortgage.com" <dholtzi@slgmortgage.com=
To: nop <nop(@ocair.com=>

Date: 10/29/2013 3:27 PM

Subject: Ms. Choum- John Wayne

Ms. Choum,

T\fly name is Dan Holtz and I live at 2000 Tahuna Ter in Corona del Mar.

I am very concerned about the environmental impact of any upcoming increase in aviation traffic at John
Wayne International Airport. Last week, The World Health Organization has classified air pollution as a
leading cause of cancer, and said the on days when air is hazardous, containing the pollution and
protecting the health of residents is the highest priority.”

[ understand that any points which I include in my letter here will be addressed by this upcoming EIR.
Below is a brief list of concerns I would like the EIR to address. It seems logical that the pollution
caused by increase air traffic at John Wayne International Airport (and the corresponding automobile
traffic) will be irreparably detrimental to our entire coastal community.

Thank you for your attention to my points of concern below:

I am concerned about the disruption of peace and quiet in my community. Will an increase in MAP
increase noise levels in my community?

At what incremental increase of flights, both takeoff and landing, does the air and noise pollution
concentration increase to a toxic level?

What are the long-term adverse effects of aviation-caused air pollution with regard to increased risks of
cancer, reproductive malfunction, cataract, stroke, and changes in child development?

How much lead from airplane fuel falls into the environment of airport surroundings? Is this amount of
lead hazardous to human or wildlife?

Does an increase in the MAP (Note: MAP=million air passengers) increase toxic Greenhouse Gas
Emissions?

Will environmental hazards and hazardous materials increase in the surrounding area as the MAP
increases?

Will the future land use and planning be affected by an increase in MAP and the added car traffic?
How will the water and wastewater services be affected by the increase in MAP?

How will an increase in pollution caused by the increased M AP affect the fragile ecosystem of the Back
Bay?

How will wildlife be affected from an increased MAP?

How will sea life in the Back Bay be affected by an increase MAP?

What chemicals are released into the air upon fueling, takeoff and landing?

What will the adverse affects of increasing flights have upon the automobile traffic in the airport and
surrounding areas?

Will the risk of stroke or heart failure increase as the MAP increases due to noise, air and ground
pollution?

Are the airport radar systems associated with long-term adverse effects on the human body?

How many intersections will be affected by the increased car trips into and out of the airport with the
increases in MAP?

Who will pay for road repairs and road construction made necessary by the MAP increased traffic?

Air pollution, even at low levels, is associated with a significant increase in the risk of low-birth-weight
babies. How much will the concentration of our air pollution increase as the number of flights and

file:///C:/Users/skristal/ AppData/Local/Temp/XPgrpwise/ 52725991 GWDomainGWPost1... 10/31/2013

A-94

JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT



Appendix A
Notice of Preparation and Comment Letters Received

Page 2 of 2

corresponding number of car trips increase?

What chemicals are byproducts of airplane fuel and what concentrations of the particulate matter
dispersed will be as low as 20 micrograms per cubic meter, a number linked to an increased risk of
giving birth to a full-term low-birth-rate baby?

Is there a way to hold steady or decrease the amount of air and noise pollution as the MAP goes up?
Are toxic pollutants which are highly suspected to cause birth defects, respiratory illnesses, liver and
heart diseases, going to increase in our air, ground or water due to increased aviation traffic and
automobile traffic?

Can all of the toxic chemicals from aviation emissions, which are dispersed overhead, be completely
filtered out by the bloodstream or lungs?

Will we consume the increase in toxic pollutants produced by the increased air traffic through ingesting
food or water to which these chemicals have landed upon?

Can the increase in aviation traffic increase the risk of human deaths in surrounding areas?

Will the increase in MAP also increase the risk factor of possible aborted landings or crashes?

Will the increase in flights/MAP increase the contamination of surrounding air, soil and water?

What chemicals in jet exhaust are not toxic and instead beneficial to life and wildlife?

Are any of the chemicals which will increase in our air and water with the increase in MAP be linked to
compromised immune systems, liver, brain, muscle, central nervous systems, lungs, kidneys and heart
disease?

Is the concentration of 3-nitrobenzanthrone, a commonly known jet exhaust compound, possibly one of
the most hazardous compound ever to be tested for carcinogenicity, going to increase in our surrounding
air, water or ground soil as the MAP increases?

How wills the concentration of 1, 3 butadiene and benzene (linked to both leukemia and thyroid cancer),
increase as the MAP increases?

Is there a way to increase the MAP without increasing the concentration of the toxic chemicals released
in jet fuel into our environment?

Dan Holtz
714-310-1220
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Please return comment cards during the Scoping Meeting or mail to the John Wayne Airport at the
address on the reverse of this card. Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013.
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Please return comment cards during the Scoping Meeting or mail to the John Wayne Airport at the
address on the reverse of this card. Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013.

A-96 JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT



Appendix A
Notice of Preparation and Comment Letters Received

A
John Wayne Airport 'i?f<7
Notice of Preparation Comments n—"whm
AIRMORT
Name ~Taglec ™ \dusen Phone (22 Tot- zi0a,

Group/Organization/Jurisdiction _ Beeeti e, s

Address 237 Bl St Email _ o @ueell, s B e

Comments: 2 . L - . 3

LN e ':ll“""l!- For e m"l‘”" -
Flease return comment cards during the Scoping Meeting or mail to the John Wayne Airport at the
address on the reverse of this card. Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013,

Vet b

| X
. John Wayne Airport v 0
" Notice of Preparation Comments R

AIRPORT

N - VOO, | o

Group/Organization/Jurisdiction e £)
Address 2O/ ‘;é/j; é" /‘:‘--’;C':’{ !n[gﬁ’c_ f"ﬂﬁ/ffﬁ;”ﬁ![ /‘d(ﬂf
Comments:_ﬁ())’é’ Jc:' __Qare }/,_r_,-ll 77?; CuSier g

Aemscrtf opusbps con, bl 1noe

@S S sy L‘_‘».Q " : S:UJA /i /-'3 A f ! f
AaSSesers ekl cayge ot /2 V44242 7[?./\

L1188 ,/r-‘a fc/g' . Je zz_g L2 /‘J'fAc:’(Z""- s L0l
Please return comment cards durning the Scoping Meeting or mail to the John Wayne Airport al the

address on the reverse of this card Comment cards are due by Oclober 31, 2013

JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT A-97
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT



Appendix A
Notice of Preparation and Comment Letters Received

Page | of' |

Julie Cho - No Projed Alternatives

From:  Gale Kirk <galelark Ir@gmail. com=
To nop -‘:uuup@ucnirmm“—‘

Date: 10/312003 8:17 PM

Subject: Mo Preject Allernatives

M=z, Lza Choum

WA Project Manager

Eecent studies have shown that those living near airporis experience more heart problems and have
Ligher blood pressure than populations who do net live in ¢lose proximity to an aiport.,

Already in the last couple of vears [ have noticed increased roise from takeolTs that are very disturbing.
Even with the windows in my house ¢losed the neise wakes me wp in the moming, preveants me from
learing my television and makes it impossille to alk on the telephone,

The ne praject alemative isthe anly one that should be considered,

Smeenely,

Gale D. Kirk

20242 Bayview Ave,
Newport Beach, CA 92660
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John Wayne Airport
Notice of Preparation Comments

Name Md”*—‘: (ao] P—Ws phongff""%%‘/{‘/‘}’

Group/Organization/Jurisdiction Honeo.one—

Address _ 112 TotVikSawt Lam<, ng (£ E%W@ﬁg[@gaimﬂ
Comments: *wett 1§ Tustad it uqall (e Nsio 1y
Wreasae athe? Ous huxe sies Waut wide Trhe patt,

oy, St G ndl. 4 HO pauln mort niIS
w\y\ (Jm ﬁ«mﬂmﬁul? u}aa;f*70W healtty oSy g oLt
WYL wmoakd e c.

Plase  go, !
John Wayne Airport
Notice of Preparation Comments TR
AIRPORT

ZHAMEE CounTT

Name J&bor\- ‘M,gr?[& Phone —_

Group/Organization/Jurisdiction ﬂ:\rji’\rtdmﬁ‘ Resdey Jm.;.wl Peagdn,

Address 2= Email F=

Comments: _ Yy w.ésr coneerpa s Moo muele mMore  poige gy} e
f\jt’)«w}\a}é )ﬁu\\ Yoo jnpleased atr  JoatEe i ..........\ re s:dendiall
C,ommu.-\\l«,\"

Please return comment cards during the Scoping Meeting or mail to the John Wayne Airport at the
address on the reverse of this card. Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013.
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801 Via Lido Soud
Newport Beach, CA 92663
October 23, 2013

s Lea Chaum

John Wayne Alport
31EQ Airway Avenue
Costa Mesa, A 92626

Dear Ms Choum:

We are 14 year Lido kle residents who are concerned atout Ewironmental Impact Report No. 617 for
the John Wayne Airpart Proposed Settlement Agreement Amendment.

W are troubled by tye increasing amcount o flights that go over our home because of nolse and
airplane fuel residue, We would ike togrow potted herbs and vegetables on ow deck but do not feel
they would be safe te eat becaute of the resdue we seeon gur patio furniture. We are also concerned
about air quality, as recent scientific studies have concluded that air pollwsion is a carcinogen.

We do not want Lido Isle to become a flight path far JWa. Wewould rather drive to LAX to catch a
plane.,

Bevils wd fatee Rt

David and Patricia Lamb

A-100
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Page 1 of |

Shervl Kristal - John Wayne Airport

From;  Matalie Lascelles <natalictwoscompanyid@mac com=
To: nop <nop@Eocair.com:

Date: 10/29/2013 8:37 AM

Subject:  John Wavne Aimpon

Dear Ms Lza Choum,

I am a member of the Palisades Tennis Club which resides direetly undemeath the Might
path. T am very concerned about the jet fuel splatiers on our courts and how it may be
impacting our health. Also, we often stop play due 1o the loud noise from passing jets. Can
vou please address these issues md try to discover how the raffic is affecting anyone who
is playing sports or enjoving the outdoors underneath the fight path,

Best Regards,

Natalie

Natalie Lascelles

Managmg Director

Mwo's Company | Tozai Home
Phone | 949-351-6553

Fax | 949-046-6313
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b

John Wayne Airport v 0

Notice of Preparation Comments g
AlRT

o TR L\ L
Name Wi A\ I\)T \\\L}.\_I \’ k _\L\LV_{ Phono - - s
Group/ OrgannzplloanHrtsdlchon e P S

I Address - Q‘(_L \\ \\“Q /\\A\_@(-SY Emah’) n

! Cpm:ﬂents ( E.’_V‘AUJ l L—\DL \’\ \) ’) L\\ ﬂ “QK; ﬂ_
‘ j(;\‘xbkgy\%i L&\\-j (\,\\;‘, ‘n“ L-. \\\ L&Jg\ !Eé/\rk]
QVLLLLKJ W ARY W g\dﬁx

AN
uL\»_:(.. e\ NN \,ﬁ,n\\\\\,ln
~Elaase return comment carcs during the Scoping Meeting or mail to the Johr Wayne Airport at the
__ "_____"'_'__"“"-"‘-‘wl—-_u._(..n'.n._u_‘ 1| cards are due by October 31, 2013

— = S — ————

— ——

John Wayne Airport
Notice of Preparation Comments

Name 3_05*‘{ L’-MOS Phone ?46’636}"7‘4‘9?

Group/Organization/Jurisdiction

Address \%36  GA th‘\! 0& Email Z6-LEMDS @#ﬂdaa.ca/i

Comments.'I- am \;n/cREHSI/UGL\II CovCeRAveD RPOUT THE
Excizss Levels of ToxIe, CAwceR CAUSTIAG, LEFE
THREATEAL ¥ RoLLUTAATS Que to LReEATER ATR TRAFFEC,
WHAT DO STUDIES SHiw AS THE CoRROLATE 0, WITH TAcReASE

RAFFLC AnD MeATH RIsKS | WHAT AouT R ZSAS
AgSocEATED WITH QLDER/AG2arg PLALES T

ease relurn comment cards during the Scopi Meeting or mail to the John Wayne Airport al the
address on lhe reverse of this card. Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013.
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i

% Andrea ) Lingle SAAFTA, AL O SN : R — ,I
5' g 2024 Diona Ln. - 34'! RS faﬂ;ﬁ' I
h, CA 92660-44 i
Newpor! Beach, 2L CCT FOLE BMNMS — qualil)’

Suppor*
FOREVER

oy

RECEIVED
Ms. Lea Choum ) o
John Wayne Airport 0CT 2 2 2013
3160 Airway Avenue
Costa Mesa, CA 92626 JWA

Ilfllil]lIl|i!3}!IijIIl}!II}IIlI!]!!IhIII]I”Fl”l!illfiil”lh!

X
John Wayne Airport v 0

Notice of Preparation Comments
JOHN WAYN
AIRPORT

Name -"”\/DRE-A LING"E' Phone (‘-7‘9’?'5(“5?' 76 "‘6 -~
Group/Organization/Jurisdiction Oﬂﬂk/@i CQ_‘/ATTE)
Address 2O DIANA_ [ ALE, WEWPPT. oy @Gndylimle @ she olotal
Comments: 35,@5}‘{,‘5?%" ‘ ( i
‘ e LAYMaN s ek,
) ;__;.57’ THE cowmw,wfg Whieh Vil ipcirease From,
CAL 1icr&iSe 10 air and gl Trade. from the.
(Y5, Chares. h
/9 ledse reldr mmmen{ﬁﬁfs during the Scoping Meeling or mail to the John Wayne Airport al the

address on lhe reverse of this card Comment cards are due by Oclober 31, 2013
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SAMTA BN A T35

0 OCT 2013 PM 7 1

Ms. Lea Choum

John Wayne Airport’
3160 Airway Avenue /
Costa Mesa, CA 92626 o ¢

S ZEE0EET ey oy o
John Wayne Airport v 0
Notice of Preparation Comments S e
AIRPORT

—a

Compments: — \ﬁlﬂﬁﬁf@ﬂ“ﬁﬁ LN
N ircoease In number af Lo his ar
LW k -

Cur_Nome.,

Please return comment cards during the Scoping Meeling or mail lo the John Wayne Airport at the
address on the reverse of this card. Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013.

3}.-_‘ £
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[
T
R SN L —
) e ﬂ;ﬂ
2ASTIREATF P
usa !’u\r
Ms. Lea Choum
John Wayne Airport
3160 Airway Avenue
Costa Mesa, CA 92626
o
John Wayne Airport v 0
Notice of Preparation Comments B

Name_vm‘&& m { J>(bm‘ t‘ Q [ Phone I:':) L'\ @ ) 2 ll_g_éé_] O

Group/Organization/Jurisdiction

| Address Z_Lf_f_b = _@I 5¢€ .CO (?.Jm—mé%%nail __\/ ¥ gé 28 @ YCL L"G"" ’ ("i

Comments: ) ¢ ?(;.,Cﬁl i“fﬂlﬂjﬁ’; ol '-/,1 g
e r‘&z:aw»_ Lden ;,'r*!{. F-g//u_ on = o
Arvel : nolLse . - o Lo AN P
4:7(,6‘[':{!_’& 7‘%"&{, R"g J’/& ::;, ﬁ fj )’ N
74, LKJCL'/{?/ S B cencad

L i, i

Please return comment cards durning the Scoping Meeting or mail to the John VWayne Airport al the
address on lhe reverse of this card  Comment carcs are dus by October 31 2013
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Page 1 of 3

Sheryl Kristal - From Balboa Island Resident

From: Deanna Mcintire <deamac(@roadrunner.com=
To: nop <nop(@ocair.com=>

Date: 10/29/2013 8:04:27 PM

Subject: From Balboa Island Resident

Dear Ms, Choum,

As a Balboa Island resident, T am very concerned about the environmental
impact of any upcoming Increase in

aviation traffic at John Wayne International Airport.  Last week,

The World

Health Organization has classified air pollution as a leading cause of
cancer, and said the on days when air 1s hazardous, containing the
pollution

and protecting the health of residents is the highest priority."

I understand that any points which I include in my letter here will be
addressed by this upcoming EIR.

Below is a brief list of concems 1 would like the EIR to address.

It seems

logical that the pollution caused by increase air traffic at John Wayne
International Airport (and the corresponding automobile traffic)

will be

irreparably detrimental to our entire coastal community.

Thank vou for your attention to my points of concern below:

I am concernad about the disruption of peace and quiet in my
community. Will

an increase in MAP mncrease noise levels in my commurnity?

At what incremental increase of flights, both takeolT and landing,
does the

air and noise pollution concentration increase to a toxic level?

What are the long-term adverse effects of aviation-caused air
pollution with

regard to increased risks of cancer, reproductive malfunction, cataract,
stroke, and changes in child development?

How much lead from airplane fuel falls into the environment of airport
surroundings? Is this amount of lead hazardous to human or wildlife?
Does an increase in the MAP (Note: MAP=million air passengers) increase
toxic Greenhouse Gas Emissions?

Will environmental hazards and hazardous materials increase in the
surrounding area as the MAP increases?

Will the future land use and planning be affected by an increase in
MAP and

the added car traffic?

How will the water and wastewater services be affected by the
increase in

MAP?

How will an mcrease in pollution caused by the increased MAP affect the
fragile ecosystem of the Back Bay?

How will wildlife be affected from an increased MAP?

How will sea life in the Back Bay be affected by an increase MAP?
What chemicals are released into the air upon fueling, takeofl and
landing?

What will the adverse affects of increasing flights have upon the
automobile
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JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT A-107
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT



Appendix A
Notice of Preparation and Comment Letters Received

Page 2 of 3

traffic in the airport and surrounding areas?

Will the risk of stroke or heart failure increase as the MAP
increases due

to noise, air and ground pollution?

Are the airport radar systems associated with long-term adverse
effects on

the human body?

How many intersections will be affected by the increased car trips
into and

out of the arport with the increases in MAP?

Who will pay for road repairs and road construction made necessary by
the

MAP mereased traffic?

Adr pollution, even at low levels, 1s associated with a significant
increase

in the risk of low-birth-weight babies, How much will the
concentration of

our air pollution increase as the number of flights and corresponding
number

of car trips increase?

What chemicals are byproducts of airplane fuel and what
concentrations of

the particulate matter dispersed will be as low as 20 micrograms per
cubic

meter, a number linked to an increased risk of giving birth to a full-
term

low-birth-rate baby?

Is there a way to hold steady or decrease the amount of air and noise
pollution as the MAP goes up?

Are toxic pollutants which are highly suspected to cause birth defects,
respiratory illnesses, liver and heart diseases, going to increase in
our

air, ground or water due to increased aviation traffic and automobile
trafTic?

Can all of the toxic chemicals from aviation emissions, which are
dhspersed

overhead, be completely filtered out by the bloodstream or lungs?
Will we consume the increase in toxic pollutants produced by the
increased

air traffic through ingesting food or water to which these chemicals
have

landed upon?

Can the increase in aviation traffic increase the risk of human
deaths in

surrounding areas?

Will the increase in MAP also increase the risk factor of possible
aborted

landings or crashes?

Will the increase in flights/MAP increase the contamination of
surrounding

air, soil and water?

What chemicals in jet exhaust are not toxic and instead beneficial to
life

and wildlife?

Are any of the chemicals which will increase in our air and water
with the
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Page 3 of 3

increase in MAP be linked to compromised immune systems, liver, brain,
muscle, central nervous systems, lungs, kidneys and heart disease?
Is the concentration of 3-nitrobenzanthrone, a commonly known jet
exhaust

compound, possibly one of the most hazardous compound ever to be
tested for

carcinogenicity, going to increase in our surrounding air, water or
around

soil as the MAP increases?

How wills the concentration of 1, 3 butadiene and benzene (linked to
both

leukemia and thyroid cancer). increase as the MAP increases?

Is there a way to increase the MAP without increasing the
concentration of

the toxic chemicals released in jet fuel into our environment?

Deanna Melntire - Balboa [sland Resident
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%
John Wayne Airport Va
Notice of Preparation Comments T

AIRPORT

£ co

Name [D/CHGEL  totol i Phone 747 £7S-%%2 ¢

Group/Organization/Jurisdiction BRE~x7 22909 5 7R TES

Address Zéo Len7 oo 57 Email 2r=220uc6R L @ LIVE.Corn

Comments: (P CERNS &2Tre  JVoisie AONO  Joll 4770,

I RESipfn 77.9¢ IR ERS.

AURPRT  Jret6dPf Sapoaep [BE BT RETE
70 Coorg Bn7— 7 P2 o922 ,~[

Please return comment cards during the Scoping Meeting or mail to the John Wayne Airport at the
address on the reverse of this card. Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013.

John Wayne Airport

Notice of Preparation Comments R
HIRRKL

t con

Name E’,Lﬂ/ Miyho Phone 149-6 81 oy
Group/Organization/Jurisdiction B’@»’IHAJW{ estq les '
Address 2429 ﬁa-f{'bu;u'{ D& Email __blKtom 77 Chokmen! cam

Comments: j:am C oncerned A'Eou-tf' +he g‘tﬁﬁ-t;/ CMC ovr
ﬂé’-‘ghb)rhcx)d D 4o wmn  (Werewse 0f AR 42afic.

Please return comment cards during the Scoping Meeting or mail to the John Wayne Airport al the
address on the reverse of this card. Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013.
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John Wayne Airport v 0
Notice of Preparation Comments 'OI.“m‘&“FE

T(,IMGW& Ml-‘fcw | Phone q%q SIY %bg/?

Name
Group/Organization/Jurisdiction % retwod C’-}(\\'—a

Address 2484 Fairwan e Email M(fcwi’anvl@yahw Com
Comments: ,hf- RO %\do“th ) Q\vcuﬂvl W' Lruqh M o
avel. The \evtls gre alrzady ptreddey gl arcd
“’\’W"\ disfvxvﬁv{— et bk, iweved g qialehy o

[ e/ NeateV dont i owv omdey Bl Mw R, Dok Wt
an U Nz.w\\ﬂlqu/h,w,k

Please return comment cards during the Scoping Meeting or mail to the John Wayne Airport al the
address on the reverse of this card. Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013
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Sheryl Kristal — John Wayne Airport

Page 1 of 2

From: Diane Mondini dmondinif@usa.net
To: nop <nopf@ocalr.com=
Date: 10/29/2013 7:51:29 AM

Subject: John Wayne Airport

Dear Ms, Choum,

As a resident of Balboa Island, I am very concerned about the environmental
impact of any upcoming increase in aviation traffic at John Wayne
International Airport  Last week, The World Health Organization has
classified air pollution as a leading cause of cancer, and said the on days
when air is hazardous, containing the pollution and protecting the health of
residents is the highest priority.”

I understand that any points which I include in my letter here will be
addressed by this upcoming EIR.

Below is a brief list of concerns I would like the EIR to address. It seems
logical that the pollution caused by increase air traffic at John Wayne
International Airport (and the corresponding automohbile traffic) will be
irreparably detrimental to our entire coastal community.

Thank you for your attention to my points of concemn below:

Tam concerned about the disruption of peace and quiet in my community. Will
an increase in MAP increase noise levels in my community?

At what incremental increase of flights, both takeoff and landing, does the

air and noise pollution concentration increase to a toxic level?

What are the long-term adverse effects of aviation-caused air pollution with
regard to increased risks of cancer, reproductive malfunction, cataract,

stroke, and changes in child development?

How much lead from airplane fuel falls into the environment of airport
surroundings? Is this amount of lead hazardous to human or wildlife?

Does an increase in the MAP (Note: MAP=million air passengers) increase toxic
Greenhouse Gas Emissions?

Will environmental hazards and hazardous materials increase in the surrounding
area as the MAP increases?

Will the future land use and planning be affected by an increase in MAP and
the added car traffic?

How will the water and wastewater services be affected by the increase in
MAP?

How will an increase in pollution caused by the increased MAP affect the
fragile ecosystem of the Back Bay?

How will wildlife be affected from an increased MAP?

How will sea life in the Back Bay be affected by an increase MAP?

What chemicals are released into the air upon fueling, takeoff and landing?
What will the adverse affects of increasing flights have upon the automobile
traffic in the airport and surrounding areas?

Will the risk of stroke or heart failure increase as the MAP increases due to
noise, air and ground pollution?

Are the airport radar systems associated with long-term adverse effects on the
human body?

How many intersections will be affected by the increased car trips into and
out of the airport with the increases in MAP?

Who will pay for road repairs and road construction made necessary by the MAP
increased traffic?
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Page 20l 2

Adr pollution, even at low levels, is associated with a significant incresse

in the resk of low-birth-weight babies, How much will the concentraton of
our air palution increase a5 the number of flights and comesponding numbser
of car trips increase?

Wrat chemnicals are bysroducts of arplane fuel and whet concentrations of the
paticulatz matter dispersed will be as low as 20 microgams per cubec meter,
a rumibser linked to an increased risk of giving birth to a full-term

lowr-birth rate baby?

Is there away to hold steady or decrease the amount of air and noise
poillution as the MAF goes up?

Are toxic sollutants which are highly suspected to cause birth defects,
respiratony illneses, iver and heart dseases, goirg Lo ircrease in our air,
ground or water due to increased aviation traffic and auvtomobile traffic?

Can all of the touc chemicats from aviation emissons, which are dispersed
overivead, be completely filtered out by the bloodstream or lungs?

Will e consume the ircrease in toxe pollutants produced by the increased air
tralfic through ingesting food or water to which these chemicals have landed
upan?

Can the increase in aviation traffic ircrease the risk of human ceaths n
surounding areas?

Will the increase in MAP also increase the sk facior of possible aborted
landings or crashes?

Will the: increase in fligts/MAP increase the contairnination of urrounding
air, soil ard water?

‘What chenicals in jet exhaust ane not towic and instead senefidal to kfe anc
wildlife?

Are amy of the chemicals whidh will increasz in our air and water with the
increase in MAP be linked to compromisec immune sysiems, lver, brain, musche,
central nervous systems, lungs, kidneys and heart disease?

Is the concentration of 3 -nitrobenzanthrone, a commonly knowm jet exhaust
compound, possibly one of the most hazardous compound ever to be tested for
cARInOgenicity, ging 10 INCrase in Our FUreEncing ai, water or ground

50il as the MAP increasesT

Hew wills the concentration <f 1, 3 butadiene and benzene (inked to both
leukemia and thyroid cancer), increase as bhe MA? increases?

Is there away ta incregse the MAP withoutincressing the conentraten of the
towic chemecals released in jet fuel into our envircnment?
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John Wayne Airport
Notice of Preparation Comments
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Please return comment eards during the Scoping Meeting or mail to the John Wayne Airport at the
address on the reverse of this card. Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013
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Ms. Lea Choum.

John Wayne Airport

3160 Airway Avenue .
Costa Mesa, CA 92626
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Increased pollution?
Please return comment cards during the Scoping Meeting or mail to the John Wayne Airport at the

address on the reverse of this card. Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013.
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2210 Private Road
Newport Beach, CA. 92660
October 31, 2013

Lea Choum

JW A Project Manager
3160 Airway Avenue
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

Dear Ms. Choum.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) regarding the
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the John Wayne Airport (JWA) Settlement
Agreement Amendment (SAA). My comments are as follows:

1. The NOP does not make clear who, other than yourself, prepared the attachments, or
what competence they had to answer the many questions posed on the checklist. As a result,
the public does not know how credible, or biased, the narrative provided is. The only date
provided in the attachments (“Revised 8/2/20117 on page 20) would seem to pre-date
definition of the project described elsewhere.

2. The description of the project setting and context, which bears directly on the matter of
what 1s to be analyzed in the EIR, raises a number of questions:

a. The “Project Location™ text on page 2 implies that 104 of JWA’s 504 acres are not
presently used for aviation activities. From the aerial photo in Exhibit 3, this would
seem to involve more than the Newport Beach Golf Course area. Are the 104 acres
permanently restricted from aviation activities? Or could any or all of them be
converted to aviation uses under the project terms?

b. Footnote 1 at the bottom of page 7 says that Class E flights were included in the
million annual passengers (MAP) counts “prior to December 31, 2005.” and by
implication that they will not be counted towards the levels cited in the present
project. Is this correct?

¢. The NOP says at least two dozen times that “no physical improvements™ are
proposed. Is it realistic that Alternative C in Table 1 (page 8), which involves
doubling or tripling the current level of activity, could be achieved without physical
changes to the airport? And even though the SAA may not itself mandate changes,
wouldn’t future physical improvements be a predictable consequence of raising the
flight and passenger limits?

d. At least to me, an airport is very different from a project in which the EIR addresses
primarily the impacts within clearly defined parcels, and the direct effects diminish
rapidly with distance from the ground area proposed for development. In the case of
an airport many other parcels are under the flight paths and directly affected by the
development. Hence the project area is much larger than the footprint of land area
owned by the airport. Will the EIR include in the project area the parcels directly

overflown by the flights permitted under the SAA?

3. Ithink the No Project alternative in Table 1 (page 8) should not be dismissed as not
meeting the project objectives, as is often done in EIRs, but rather treated as a viable
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alternative, well within the Board of Supervisors (BOS) power to grant. It should also,
despite whatever the asterisked footnote at the bottom of page 8 is meant to imply,
contemplate the BOS choosing to extend the current limits indefinitely, without change.

‘This alternative would permit a modest amount of growth at JW A while accommodating any
remaining need through diversion to other regional airports and other modes of
transportation. The EIR needs to accurately assess the impacts of this alternative compared
to the other alternatives being considered.

4. Ithink that those preparing the EIR should also be aware that even under the No Project
alternative, JWA already has an unusually high intensity of commercial use for a regional
airport, which may make questionable conclusions derived from impacts in other seemingly
similar situations. The intensity of use is exacerbated by the recent tendency for commercial
air traffic to gravitate from other regional airports to JWA and LAX — a trend likely to be
encouraged by most of the alternatives mentioned in the NOP. Data provided in Newport
Beach’s most recent Monthly Aviation Report suggest that even without the SAA,
commercial passenger traflic at TWA will, by 2015, exceed that at the three other Los
Angeles arca regional airports (Bob Hope, Long Beach and Ontario) combined — and this
level of activity is concentrated on the smallest land area of any. The following chart
compiled using older FAA annual passenger enplanement data (roughly half of MAP) from
2012, and comparing JWA to other California airports offering commercial flights.
illustrates this problem:

Airport Size (acres)  Enplanements (2012)  Passengers/acre
San Diego Intl 661 8,686,621 13,142
JWA 504 4,381,172 8,693
LAX 3,650 31,326,268 8,583
San Francisco 5,110 21,284,236 4,165
San Jose 1,050 4,077,654 3,883
Bob Hope 610 2,027,203 3,323
Oakland 2,600 4,926,683 1,895
Long Beach 1,166 1,554,846 1,333
Ontario 1,700 2,142,393 1,260
Palm Springs 940 867,720 923
Sacramento 6,000 4,357,899 726
Palmdale 5,800 0 0
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Even in 2012, JWA already supported the second highest intensity of commercial air
passenger trafTic per acre of airport land in California, essentially tied with LAX, and
exceeded only by Lindbergh Field in San Diego. Presumably a similar disparity in intensity
of use would be found in terms of commercial takeofTs and landings. Intuitively one expects
that at some point a very high intensity of use (and Alternative C proposes doubling or
tripling it) will lead to qualitatively different impacts. both at the site and on surrounding
areas (due, among other things, to lack of buffering). The environmental logic that applies
to other regional airports may not apply to JWA. In view of the above, I think the EIR
should address the question of whether the alternatives presented in the NOP encourage a
further concentration of activity, as opposed to a dispersal of it over the LA area, and the
impact that will have,

5. As the public knows, most of the SAA process has been confidential, including, one
assumes, keeping it secret from the District Court, and with even the content of the
confidentiality agreements being kept confidential. The “Anticipated Project Approvals™
seclion on page 9 twice says (the repetition appears to be an editing error) that
implementation of a project hinges on approval of the SAA by the District Court. I would
guess this applies to the “Proposed Project™ scenario of Table 1. The NOP completely fails
to explain what approvals would be necessary for any of the alternatives, or the
circumstances in which they could be granted or implemented.

6. Pages 9 and 10 refer to an “Initial Studv” which is not clearly identified but is
presumably the “Environmental Analysis Checklist” starting on page 11 and the narrative
and references following through page 30; but again, who prepared this, or what
competencies they have. is left unexplained. The dismissal of at least some of the areas of
concern listed on page 10 (for example, Agriculture, Cultural Resources, Soils and Mineral
Resources) as having no potential for significant effects is presumably based on a more
detailed analysis in earlier environmental studies of JWA. Without clear reference to the
study in which the negative conclusion was reached. it is hardly obvious to the public that
such resources or concerns could not exist or be impacted by development at JTWA: vet in
most cases, no such reference is provided. In other areas (for example, Aesthetics,
Population and Housing, Recreation and Utilities and Service Systems) it is not at all
obvious to me they can be dismissed as easily as the Initial Study does, particularly in the
event the massive increase of use of Alternative C was approved — and page 21 says the EIR
will explore the impacts of all the alternatives in equal detail.

7. Some comments on specific sections:

a.  Aesthetics : Again, the assumption that Alternative C would not involve, or
predictably lead to physical changes seems questionable. For example, would new
parking structures be required? Also, is it really true the airport is not directly visible
from any residence (such as in West Santa Ana Heights or from the high rise
residential developments in Irvine, or from the new Uptown Newport)?

b. Biological Resources : Although the NOP does not suggest dismissing this concern
out of hand, it does not provide confidence that it will be adequately addressed in the
EIR. It refers to EIR 582, which in turn cites many references claiming airports have
little or no impact to flora or fauna. I am not sure this is all good science, and it is not
clear that equal time was given to those reaching a different conclusion, particularly
in view of the commonsense 1993 comment by USFWS that, as with humans, “given
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the acoustic dependence of the species of concern in the Bay, it is unlikely that the
effects of the aireraft noise are either neutral or therapeutic” (2001 DEIR, page 3.6-
11). Any failure to find species impacted by aircraft could be an indication they have
already been driven out, rather than that they are not impacted. The earlier EIR
already 1dentified a couple of species nof found in the Upper Bay despite the presence
of suitable habitat, suggesting they are impacted. A comparison of the diversity of
species found in the Upper Bay with that in an area less impacted by airplane
overflights, such as perhaps Bolsa Chica, might further delineate the extent of JWA’s
impact. The dismissal of impacts to wetlands seems similarly casual, considering the
many tons of unburned jet fuel and other combustion products that rain down on the
wetlands from the overflights.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials : As mentioned earlier, although the project
area shown in Exhibit 3 has a limited physical extent, the actual project area,
including parcels flown directly over by the planes permitted under the SAA, is much
larger. Hence the number of schools exposed to hazardous materials precipitating
from the jet exhaust, which they would not be exposed to in the absence of the
project, is much larger than the single school mentioned on page 27. The EIR needs
to evaluate this impact, much as if the BOS was being asked to consider a proposal
for increased crop dusting.

Noise : I'm not sure Item b (groundborne vibration or groundborne noise) can be
dismissed as easily as the NOP does. The NOP notes the SAA does not call for
grading or construction equipment, but doesn’t a fully loaded jetliner rumbling down
a runaway produce similar vibration to such equipment?

Population and Housing : [ suspect the growth inducing impact of airport expansion
is being improperly minimized, but beyond that, the focus in the second paragraph on
the impact on housing within the 504 acres of JWA seems naive and misleading, 1
don’t think this item can be dismissed so easily. Growth of JWA has already forced
residents out of Santa Ana Heights, and continued growth under the SAA can be
expected to resull in further population displacements. The disappearance of the once
well to do Surfridge neighborhood of Playa del Rey (between LAX and the sea) 1s a
cautionary tale for the housing shifts that airport growth can and does cause. The
table provided earlier indicates that JWA is already equivalent to a piece of LAX
transported to Orange County, and under the proposed SAA its use will become only
more intense and impactful on residents.

Recreation : The wording of the Environmental Checklist questions seems to have
allowed a major concern to slip through the cracks. Although the SAA will not
require the construction of new recreational facilities, it will clearly have an impact
on the usability of existing facilities, in particular the quiet enjoyment of the Upper
Bay as a recreational resource. The present use of JWA already detracts from that
enjoyment, and under the SAA the loss will be even greater. Wherever it may fall in
the Checklist, the EIR needs to address this.

Transportation/Traffic : Under Item ¢, although the NOP says “The IR will
evaluate potential safety impacts of the incremental increase in air traffic levels.” the
preceding sentence seems to prejudge a conclusion of “it would not be expected to
pose a substantial safety risk associated with an increase in traffic levels.” As
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someone who lives near the flight path. I find it inconceivable that an increased
number of flights would not lead to an increased risk of mishap. Quite to the
contrary, my intuition is that a doubling in the number of tlights would more than
double the risk of an accident.

h. Utilities and Service Systems : The statement under Items f and g seems more of a
promise that compliance with solid waste requirements will somehow be achieved
than an analysis of whether such compliance will be easily achieved or require
mitigating measures. For example, without an estimate of the amount of waste
generated I don’t know how the author was able to conclude there are landfills
adequate to handle it.

i. Mandatory Findings of Significance : Under Item a, the conclusion that the project
would have “Less Than Significant Impact” because “The Project would have no
physical impacts™ is unsupported by anvthing in the NOP. Noise, pollution and
traffic are physical impacts that most certainly have a potential to “degrade the
quality of the environment.” and without further analysis or study it is impossible to
conclude that the project would not “threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, [or] reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant
or animal.” For example, the draft version of EIR 582 suggested the current level of
activity has already restricted the range of endangered species (e.g.. Least Bell's
vireo), and the most of the alternatives presented in the NOP would likely exacerbate
the problem.

8. The references listed on page 30 include Final Environmental Impact Report No. 582
from June 2002, but unlike the other Orange County documents, no URL is provided at
which it can be viewed. I think that for the public to be able to intelligently assess the new
EIR, it will be essential that EIR 582 and other environmental documents related to JWA be
made available for easy on-line inspection. I would also hope that when it becomes
available for review, hard copies of the new EIR and its appendices be made available at a
variety of locations in impacted communities within the larger project area.

9. Finally, I found the explanation on the NOP cover page that comments would be
accepted “through the close of business, October 31, 2013, unnecessarily vague. If a

specific hour was meant, it should have been specified. I have no idea when “business™
closes at JWA on that date.

Yours sincerely,

v ) |
1‘ Ly L ‘;I W ¢ fL{ gl N
)
James M. Mosher, Ph.D.
jimmosher@yahoo.com

(949) 548-629
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From:  Peggy Mozey <paaymadeyidisboglobal met=

i, com>

TI2013 11:39 AM
Subject Airport Incressed Traffic

Dwearbis. Chowm,

| @m very concemed about the ervitennental impact of ary upeoming increass in
aviaton trafic at John Weyne Imarmational Aiport.  Last week, The World Heath
Organization Fas classified air pollution 2% & kading cause of cancer, and said the
on days when air is hazardous, containing the pollution and protecting the healtt of
residents = e highest priosity.”

| understand that amy points which | include inmy bether here will be addressed by
this upcoming EIR

Bielow i5 @ brief lisl of corcerns would like the EIR to address. 1t seems logical that
their prollutior caused by ircréase ain trafic at Jabn Wayne |rernational Airport fand
the carrespanding autamabile traffic) will be imeparably detiment2l to our entine
Coasal community

Thank you far youl atention 1o my paints of concenn below:

1. 1am concerned about the disuption of peace and quist in my comnaunity. Will
an Increase n MAP increase nolse leveks In my community

2. Atwhat incremental increase of fights, both takeoff asd landing, does the air
andncise polution concenration increase 1o a b level?

3. What are the long-term adverse sffects of aviation-caused ar poliuion with
regand to increased risks of cancer, repreductive malfanction, catamct, stroke,
and changes in child geve'spment?

4. How much lead Trom airptine Tued falls ino e emironment of ainpot
surreurdlings T 15 this ameent of lead hazandous 1o hunan orwikiife?

5. Doesan inciease in the MAP (Mote: MAP=milion aif passengers) increase
Tooic Greenrowse Gas Emssions?

B. Wil @nvironrental ha zards and FaZardous manermals ncreass in the

surrsunding area as the MAP inereages?

Wil the future land use and planning be affected by an incresse in MAF and

the acded cer traffic?

8. How will the water and wastewater services be affected by the increase in
MAF?

8. How will an ncrease in polution cavsed by the increased MAF affect the
fragile ecosystem of the Back Bay?

10. How will wilclife be affected from an increased MAP?

11. How will 5ea life in the Back Bay be affected by an increase MAF?

120 What chemicals are released intc the air upon Fl.-ll'.‘lil'ig takealf and h-l'ldiﬁg"‘

13. What will the acverse affects of increasivg flights have upon the aulomokbike

traffic in the aigart and swrgunding angas?

14, Will the risk of $troke of heart Bilane inciease 35 the MAP incréases due to

nosse, 2ir and grownd palition?

|
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15.

16.

17.

18.

19,

Are the airport radar systems associated with long-term adverse effects on the
human body?

How many intersections will be affected by the increased car trips into and out
of the airport with the increases in MAP?

Who will pay for road repairs and road construction made necessary by the
MAP increased traffic?

Air pollution, even at low levels, is associated with a significant increase in the
risk of low-birth-weight babies. How much will the concentration of our air
pollution increase as the number of flights and corresponding number of car
trips increase?

What chemicals are byproducts of airplane fuel and what concentrations of the
particulate matter dispersed will be as low as 20 micrograms per cubic meter,
a number linked to an increased risk of giving birth to a full-term low-birth-rate
baby?

20. Isthere a way to hold steady or decrease the amount of air and noise pollution
as the MAP goes up?

21, Are toxic pollutants which are highly suspected to cause birth defects,
respiratory ilinesses, liver and heart diseases, going to increase in our air,
ground or water due to increased aviation traffic and automobile traffic?

22. Can all of the toxic chemicals from aviation emissions, which are dispersed
overhead, be completely filtered out by the bloodstream or lungs?

23, Will we consume the increase in toxic pollutants produced by the increased air
traffic through ingesting food or water to which these chemicals have landed
upon?

24, Can the increase in aviation traffic increase the risk of human deaths in
surrounding areas?

25, Wil the increase in MAP also increase the risk factor of possible aborted
landings or crashes?

26. Will the increase in flights/MAP increase the contamination of surrounding air,
soil and water?

27. What chemicals in jet exhaust are not toxic and instead beneficial to Iife and
wildlife?

28. Are any of the chemicals which will increase in our air and water with the
increase in MAP be linked to compromised immune systems, liver, brain,
muscle, central nervous systems, lungs, kidneys and heart disease?

29. |s the concentration of 3-nitrobenzanthrone, a commaonly known jet exhaust
compound, possibly one of the most hazardous compound ever to be tested
for carcinogenicity, going to increase in our surrounding air, water or ground
soil as the MAP increases?

30. How wills the concentration of 1, 3 butadiene and benzene (linked to both
leukemia and thyroid cancer), increase as the MAP increases?

21, Is there a way to increase the MAP without increasing the concentration of the
toxic chemicals released in jet fuel into our environment?

Sincerely,
ESPRi B

Mewport Beach, CA 92663
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Sheryl Kristal - upcoming increase in aviation traffic at John Wayne

From:  patty nesbit <pattynesbiti@yahoo.com=

To: nop <nop(@ocair.com=

Date: 10/29/2013 10:27 AM

Subject: upcoming increase in aviation traffic at John Wayne

Dear Ms. Choum,

| am very concerned about the environmental impact of any upcoming increase in aviation traffic at
John Wayne International Airport. Last week, The World Health Organization has classified air
pollution as a leading cause of cancer, and said the on days when air is hazardous, containing the
pollution and protecting the health of residents is the highest priority.”

| understand that any points which | include in my letter here will be addressed by this upcoming
EIR.

Below is a brief list of concerns | would like the EIR to address. It seems logical that the pollution
caused by increase air traffic at John Wayne International Airport (and the corresponding
automobile traffic) will be irreparably detrimental to our entire coastal community.

Thank you for your attention to my points of concern below:

1. | am concerned about the disruption of peace and quiet in my community. Will an increase in
MAP increase noise levels in my community?

2. At what incremental increase of flights, both takeoff and landing, does the air and noise
pollution concentration increase to a toxic level?

3. What are the long-term adverse effects of aviation-caused air pollution with regard to
increased risks of cancer, reproductive malfunction, cataract, stroke, and changes in child
development?

4. How much lead from airplane fuel falls into the environment of airport surroundings? Is this

amount of lead hazardous to human or wildlife?

Does an increase in the MAP (Note: MAP=million air passengers) increase toxic Greenhouse

Ln

Gas Emissions?

6. WIill environmental hazards and hazardous materials increase in the surrounding area as the
MAP increases?

7. Will the future land use and planning be affected by an increase in MAP and the added car
traffic?

8. How will the water and wastewater services be affected by the increase in MAP?
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10.
11.
12.
13.

14.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23,

24.

26.

27.
28.

Page 2 of 3

How will an increase in pollution caused by the increased MAP affect the fragile ecosystem
of the Back Bay?

How will wildlife be affected from an increased MAP?

How will sea life in the Back Bay be affected by an increase MAP?

What chemicals are released into the air upon fueling, takeoff and landing?

What will the adverse affects of increasing flights have upon the automobile traffic in the
airport and surrounding areas?

Will the risk of stroke or heart failure increase as the MAP increases due to noise, air and
ground pollution?

Are the airport radar systems associated with long-term adverse effects on the human body?
How many intersections will be affected by the increased car trips into and out of the airport
with the increases in MAP?

Who will pay for road repairs and road construction made necessary by the MAP increased
traffic?

Air pollution, even at low levels, is associated with a significant increase in the risk of low-
birth-weight babies. How much will the concentration of our air pollution increase as the
number of flights and corresponding number of car trips increase?

What chemicals are byproducts of airplane fuel and what concentrations of the particulate
matter dispersed will be as low as 20 micrograms per cubic meter, a number linked to an
increased risk of giving birth to a full-term low-birth-rate baby?

Is there a way to hold steady or decrease the amount of air and noise pollution as the MAP
goes up?

Are toxic pollutants which are highly suspected to cause birth defects, respiratory illnesses,
liver and heart diseases, going to increase in our air, ground or water due to increased
aviation traffic and automobile traffic?

Can all of the toxic chemicals from aviation emissions, which are dispersed overhead, be
completely filtered out by the bloodstream or lungs?

Will we consume the increase in toxic pollutants produced by the increased air traffic through
ingesting food or water to which these chemicals have landed upon?

Can the increase in aviation traffic increase the risk of human deaths in surrounding areas?
Will the increase in MAP also increase the risk factor of possible aborted landings or
crashes?

Will the increase in flights/MAP increase the contamination of surrounding air, soil and
water?

What chemicals in jet exhaust are not toxic and instead beneficial to life and wildlife?

Are any of the chemicals which will increase in our air and water with the increase in MAP be
linked to compromised immune systems, liver, brain, muscle, central nervous systems,
lungs, kidneys and heart disease?
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29. |s the concentration of 3-nitrobenzanthrone, a commonly known jet exhaust compound,
possibly one of the most hazardous compound ever to be tested for carcinegenicity, going to
increase in our surrounding air, water or ground soil as the MAP increases?

30. How wills the concentration of 1, 3 butadiene and benzene (linked to both leukemia and
thyroid cancer), increase as the MAP increases?

Is there a way to increase the MAP without increasing the concentration of the toxic chemicals
released in jet fuel into our environment?

Patty Nesbit

510 Aliso Ave, Newport Beach, CA
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Sheryl Kristal - Increased Air Traffic at WA

From:  Kathryn Olsen <katesclseni@vahoo.com=
To: nop <nop@ocair.com:

Date: 10/30/2013 11:22 PM

Subject:  Increased Air TralTic at FWA

Dear Ms. Choum,

I amvery concerned about the environmental impact of any upcoming increase in
aviation iraffic at Jchn Wayne Intemational Arport. Last week, The Werld Haalth
Organization has cassified air pollution as a lrading cause of cancer, and said the
an days when air iz hazardous, containing the pellution and pretecing the health of
residents is the higiest priority.”

I undersiand that any points which | include in my latter here will be addressed by
this upcoming EIR.

Below is a brief list of concerrs | would lke the EIR to address, It seems logizal that
the pollution caused by increzse air traffc at John Wayre International Airport (and
the corresponding automebile traffic) will be rreparably detrimentz| to our entire
coastal community.

Thank you for your attertion £ my paints of concein belw:

1. lam concerned about the disruption of peace and quiel in my communty. Will

an incréase i1 MAP inciease noise leveéls in my cemmunity?

Atwhat incremental increase of flights, both takecff and landing, does the ai-

and noise pollution concentration ncrease to a toxic level?

2. What are the long-term adverse effects of avation-caused ar pollation with
regard to increased risks of cance, reproductive malfunction, cataract, stroke,
and changes in child developmeant?

4, Hew much lead from airplane fuel falls into the environment of airpert
surroundings? Is this amouni of lead hazardous tc human or wildife?

5. Dees an increase nthe MAP (Note: MAP=million air passengers) increase

(% ]

toxic Greenhouse Gas EmissionsT
E, Wil enviranmental hazards and hazardsus materials inzreass in the
surrounding area as the MAP increases?
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10.
11.
12
13.
14.
15.
16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23,

24,

25.
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Will the future land use and planning be affected by an increase in MAP and
the added car traffic?

How will the water and wastewater services be affected by the increase in
MAP?

How will an increase in pollution caused by the increased MAP affect the
fragile ecosystem of the Back Bay?

How will wildlife be affected from an increased MAP?

How will sea life in the Back Bay be affected by an increase MAP?

What chemicals are released into the air upon fueling, takeoff and landing?
What will the adverse affects of increasing flights have upon the automobile
traffic in the airport and surrounding areas?

WIill the risk of stroke or heart failure increase as the MAP increases due to
noise, air and ground pollution?

Are the airport radar systems associated with long-term adverse effects on the
human body?

How many intersections will be affected by the increased car trips into and out
of the airport with the increases in MAP?

Who will pay for road repairs and road construction made necessary by the
MAP increased traffic?

Air pollution, even at low levels, is associated with a significant increase in the
risk of low-birth-weight babies. How much will the concentration of our air
pollution increase as the number of flights and corresponding number of car
trips increase?

What chemicals are byproducts of airplane fuel and what concentrations of the
particulate matter dispersed will be as low as 20 micrograms per cubic meter,
a number linked to an increased risk of giving birth to a full-term low-birth-rate
baby?

Is there a way to hold steady or decrease the amount of air and noise pollution
as the MAP goes up?

Are toxic pollutants which are highly suspected to cause birth defects,
respiratory illnesses, liver and heart diseases, going to increase in our air,
ground or water due to increased aviation traffic and automobile traffic?

Can all of the toxic chemicals from aviation emissions, which are dispersed
overhead, be completely filtered out by the bloodstream or lungs?

Will we consume the increase in toxic pollutants produced by the increased air
traffic through ingesting food or water to which these chemicals have landed
upon?

Can the increase in aviation traffic increase the risk of human deaths in
surrounding areas?

Will the increase in MAP also increase the risk factor of possible aborted
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Page3d of

landings or crashes?

2. Wil the increase in flights/MAP increase the contamination of surroundng air,
so | and water?

27. What chemigals in jet exhaust are not texic and instead bensficial to life and
wildlife?

2E. Ar any of tha chemicals which wil increase in our air and water with the
increase in MARF be linked to compromised immune systems, liver, brain,
muscle, central nervous systems, lungs, kidneys and heart disease?

28, Is the concentration of 3-nitrcbenzanthrone, a commonly known jet exhaust

compound, possibly ane of the most hazardeus compound aver to be testad
far carcinogenicity, going to increase in our surrounding air, water or ground
ol as te MAP increases?

30. How wills the concentration of 1, 3 butadiene and benzene (inkec to beth
leukemnia and thyreid cancer), increase as the MAP increases?

31, Is there a way to increase the MAP without increasing the concentration of the
toxic charmicals released in jet fuel into sur environment?
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Page 1 of 2

Sheryl Kristal

From: Jeff Parker <JParker@ VillaRealEstate.com>
To: nop <nop(@ocair.com=>
Date: 10/30/2013 12:54 PM

Dear Ms. Choum,

| am very concerned about the environmental impact of any upcoming increase in
aviation traffic at John Wayne International Airport. Last week, The World Health
Organization has classified air pollution as a leading cause of cancer, and said the
on days when air is hazardous, containing the pollution and protecting the health of
residents is the highest priority."

| understand that any points which | include in my letter here will be addressed by
this upcoming EIR.

Below is a brief list of concerns | would like the EIR to address. It seems logical that
the pollution caused by increase air traffic at John Wayne International Airport (and
the corresponding automobile traffic) will be irreparably detrimental to our entire
coastal community.

Thank you for your attention to my points of concern below:

1. lam concerned about the disruption of peace and quiet in my community. Will
an increase in MAP increase noise levels in my community?

2. At what incremental increase of flights, both takeoff and landing, does the air
and noise pollution concentration increase to a toxic level?

3. What are the long-term adverse effects of aviation-caused air pollution with
regard to increased risks of cancer, reproductive malfunction, cataract, stroke,
and changes in child development?

4. How much lead from airplane fuel falls into the environment of airport
surroundings? Is this amount of lead hazardous to human or wildlife?

5. Does an increase in the MAP (Note: MAP=million air passengers) increase
toxic Greenhouse Gas Emissions?

6. Will environmental hazards and hazardous materials increase in the
surrounding area as the MAP increases?

7. Will the future land use and planning be affected by an increase in MAP and
the added car traffic?

8. How will the water and wastewater services be affected by the increase in
MAP?

9. How will an increase in pollution caused by the increased MAP affect the
fragile ecosystem of the Back Bay?

10. How will wildlife be affected from an increased MAP?

11. How will sea life in the Back Bay be affected by an increase MAP?

12. What chemicals are released into the air upon fueling, takeoff and landing?

13. What will the adverse affects of increasing flights have upon the automobile
traffic in the airport and surrounding areas?

14. WIll the risk of stroke or heart failure increase as the MAP increases due to
noise, air and ground pollution?
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15.
16.
17.
18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,
25.
26.
27.

28.

29.

30.

31.
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Are the airport radar systems associated with long-term adverse effects on the
human body?

How many intersections will be affected by the increased car trips into and out
of the airport with the increases in MAP?

Who will pay for road repairs and road construction made necessary by the
MAP increased traffic?

Air pollution, even at low levels, is associated with a significant increase in the
risk of low-birth-weight babies. How much will the concentration of our air
pollution increase as the number of flights and corresponding number of car
trips increase?

What chemicals are byproducts of airplane fuel and what concentrations of the
particulate matter dispersed will be as low as 20 micrograms per cubic meter,
a humber linked to an increased risk of giving birth to a full-term low-birth-rate
baby?

Is there a way to hold steady or decrease the amount of air and noise pollution
as the MAP goes up?

Are toxic pollutants which are highly suspected to cause birth defects,
respiratory illnesses, liver and heart diseases, going to increase in our air,
ground or water due to increased aviation traffic and automobile traffic?

Can all of the toxic chemicals from aviation emissions, which are dispersed
overhead, be completely filtered out by the bloodstream or lungs?

Will we consume the increase in toxic pollutants produced by the increased air
traffic through ingesting food or water to which these chemicals have landed
upon?

Can the increase in aviation traffic increase the risk of human deaths in
surrounding areas?

Will the increase in MAP also increase the risk factor of possible aborted
landings or crashes?

Will the increase in flights/MAP increase the contamination of surrounding air,
soil and water?

What chemicals in jet exhaust are not toxic and instead beneficial to life and
wildlife?

Are any of the chemicals which will increase in our air and water with the
increase in MAP be linked to compromised immune systems, liver, brain,
muscle, central nervous systems, lungs, kidneys and heart disease?

Is the concentration of 3-nitrobenzanthrone, a commonly known jet exhaust
compound, possibly one of the most hazardous compound ever to be tested
for carcinogenicity, going to increase in our surrounding air, water or ground
soil as the MAP increases?

How wills the concentration of 1, 3 butadiene and benzene (linked to both
leukemia and thyroid cancer), increase as the MAP increases?

Is there a way to increase the MAP without increasing the concentration of the
toxic chemicals released in jet fuel into our environment?

Page 2 of 2

10/31/2013

A-134

JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT



Appendix A

Notice of Preparation and Comment Letters Received

NamePuree \L P asln

John Wafﬁé:AiFiﬁ%i;;«;-_f‘:h
Notice of Preparation Comments

v

«
A

Phone QUK 9w -3 S‘f

Group/Organization/Jurisdiction

Address '7-’3-1 (ro\d eyrod. Cuym Emandﬁ cre l]h} me‘{' v ET\q‘Ks

Comment:

[ V.

'7?.1‘/ A e d/’?/wo jéuf Jnve Lot 77{!}4

s

v (7

l’Q/Y A e— Gur mee duﬂu ’7*7

#X/u LR N

Please return comment cards during the Scoping Meeting or mail to the John Wayne Airport at the
address on the reverse of this carg Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013

§
'
SEPETA AN TR s
23 0CT 2003 FN2 L
{ FOREVER @
Ren
~Un, Ms. Lea Choum
0 7. f:“o John Wayne Airport /“;_)\ e Y
g 3160 Airway Avenue ”,L\
ﬂ, Costa Mesa, CA92626 (7, <0
v, “r 'fJ_)“-.
S, Y
4
el s R g 3 g
[ 3
JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT A-135

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT



Appendix A
Notice of Preparation and Comment Letters Received

SHENTA AN, G 00

TERCT 2SS L

;

Ms."Lea Choum

John Wayne Airport
3160 Airway Avenue
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

L0 T TR U | T A LU P )

John Wayne Airport v 0
Notice of Preparation Comments BNV
{\!RPORT‘
Name Z-YA//‘/ pﬁﬁﬁ Phone ?ﬁ’ 7% - 3?\5_8/

Group/Organization/Jurisdiction @Tm@dép M a”
Addressmmmm‘Email LﬁﬂﬁJﬁ@YHm ‘

¢
Comments: SAZL21EU jVAHEA S paksS 40, 7412 J WA %
‘._f./_',-". palies m) Chanded /11_5 L. Lo, e
MLY% 4 RROYA V@ leZn Makes 1T [mpessible 2o
SloLp duting operd Mhozues My windeds & prtro
furn A'_f—_ mf LA Soot [ty dadp Gt
m £ Cotnt 7 7l
Please retum cumrrlemcards :Sunng! Scoping Meeting or mail tthe John/Wayne Airport at the ‘

address on the reverse of this card. Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013.

A-136 JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT



Appendix A
Notice of Preparation and Comment Letters Received

GRS ST TR
| 29 TR FNAL 2
Ms. Lea Choum
John Wayne Airport ~ D J
3160'Airway Avenue IRUEIVED
Costa Mesa, CA 92626 o
ULT 3 0 774, = i
1 . 5
JV VA ;
'I”I'l.j:}iI‘I];}I]hmiI]ll.“”\”i'iliii}qmmuipiﬂu]].],
i
|}
g
K John Wayne Airport \V/ q<
otice of Preparation Comments ; 0
P
“-‘*NE—JM_M :
Phone_ 747 475 2,80
Group/Organization/J urisdiction MW "';—f
Address 725 e B : < .
Comments: fw{‘# i e - £ ahos “J
’
|
A-137

JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT



Appendix A
Notice of Preparation and Comment Letters Received

| X
John Wayne Airport v <7
Notice of Preparation Comments ety

AIRPORT

Owe Rtz 4-613 8471

Group/Organization/J uris_&iict'!,cn =

Address IL_BS__}_DE\('_I oL /_‘\/V‘; u_‘_”lf Email _PTV Pk' NI ¢ M4 (o
Comments: ME"—{ j: \ > /Q(Pé | T H£ /dl/b'ﬁ L""p_f( {

Name
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Page 2 of 2

in the risk of kow-bith-weight babiez. How much will the concentration of
AuUr aF poliLhien Ircreass a5 the pumbar af 'I'!ightﬁ g Mﬂéﬁpﬁfﬂii‘g lalFagl =T
of car trips increase?

\What ehemscale are byproducts of airplane fuel and what concentrations of
the particulate matter dspersad wil be as low g5 20 micrograms per cubic
meted, a number inked o an increased nek of giving birth B a fullterm
lowe-birth-rase baby?

|& there a way to hold steady or decrease the amourt of air and nofse
polluton asthe MAP goes up?

Are tloxic pollutars which are highly suspectedto cause bith detedts,
respiatory linesses, liver and hear! diseases, going o incraase in our

air, ground or waber due to increased aviation taffic and automobile

traffic?

Can all of the toxiz chemécals from aviation emisions, which are dispesed
overhead, be completely filtesed oul by the bloodsiream or lungs?

Wil we consume the inzrease in toe poliutants produced by the increased
air traffic through ingesting foad or water bo which these charnicals have
landed upon?

Can the mereasein aviation tiaffic merease the nsk of human deaths in
surmounding areas?

Wil the incraase in MAP alesincresse the risk factar of possible abarted
landings or craghes?

Wil the increase in Mights/MAR iIncrease the contaminationof suiroundng
air, soil and water?

\What chemcals in jet exhaus! ane not toxe and instead beneficial to Ide
and wildlife?

Arg any of the chemica s which willingrease in our air and water with the
increase in MAP be linked to compromised immune systems, liver, brain,
musce, central nervous systems, lungs, kidneys and heart disease?

I= the concentration of 3-nitrcbenzanthrone, a commonly known el exraust
compound, passibly onz af the most hazardous compound ever 1o be tested for
carcinogentity, going to increase in our surrcunding air, water or ground
=0l as the MAP increases?

How =ills the concentration of 1, 3 sutadene and benzene {linked to both
leukemia and thyioid cancer), increase as the MAF increases?

|s there a way to increase the MAP without increasing the concentration of
the tawic chemicals released in jet fuel inta our erviranmer? | work 5o hard to be healthy and | Ive in one af
the most beautifu places on earth. Pleass don' take those sway from mel

Thankyoulor taking cur health serously, Sue Podary

LEARM from the Past.....don't LIVE initll
Each Day is a Mew day to Learn, Love, and appreciote Marelll

Sue Fodany
949 632-0343 ¢
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Sheryl Kristal - Fwd: Increased Pollution at John Wayne

From:  Kathi Ramming <kathiramming@aol.com=
To: nop <nop(@ocair.com=>

Date: 10/30/2013 9:22 PM

Subject: TFwd: Increased Pollution at John Wayne

Dear Ms. Lea Choum, Environmental Impact Committee re. John Wayne Airport Expansion,
I live in the flight path on CIiff Drive, Newport Beach, CA. | am concerned about the potential

increase of chemical and noise pollution in our Orange County environment as a result of expansion
of our John Wayne Airport.

Is the concentration of 3-nitrobenzanthrone, a commonly known jet exhaust compound, possibly one
of the most hazardous compounds ever to be tested for carcinogenicity, geing to increase in our
surrounding air, water or ground soil as the MAP increases?

How will an increase in pollution caused by the increased MAP affect the fragile ecosystem of the
Back Bay, the, water, flora, and fauna, the birds in our preserve, and the humans biking, riding,
jogging in the flight path right under airplanes taking off and landing?

Is there a way to increase the MAP without increasing the concentration of the toxic chemicals
released in jet fuel into our environment?

I 'and my family send a lot of time on the bay and the beach in Newport. How will the risk factor
increase as a result of expansion and increased use of our John Wayne Airport?

How much of the dirt in our air and in our home environments is from airplane waste and how will
this increase with expansion of the airport?

Thank you,

Kathi Ramming
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From:  Vicki M Ronaldson <vmronald@uci.edu=
To: nop <nop{@ocair.com=

Date: 10/31/2013 11:35 AM

Subject: NO JOHN WAYNE EXPANSION

Environmental Impact Committee

Dear Ms. Lea Choum,

| live in the flight path at 506 San Bernardino Ave. | am concerned about the potential increase of chemical and
noise pollution in our Orange County environment as a result of expansion of our John Wayne Airport.

Is the concentration of 3-nitrobenzanthrone, a commonly known jet exhaust compound, possibly one of the most
hazardous compounds ever to be tested for carcinogenicity, going to increase in our surrounding air, water or
ground soil as the MAP increases?

How will an increase in pollulion caused by the increased MAP affecl the fragile ecosyslem of the Back Bay, the,
water, flora, and fauna, the birds in our preserve, and the humans biking, riding, jogging in the flight path right
under airplanes taking off and landing?

Is there a way to increase the MAP without increasing the concentration of the toxic chemicals released in jet fuel
into our environment?

| ride bike frequently in Back Bay. Whal is the current risk factor for fuel or airplane liquid bi-producls, air plane
parls or jogging in lhe Back Bay? How will the risk faclor increase as a resull of expansion and increased use of
our John Wayne Airport?

We started out 30+ years ago with white trim on our little house in Newport Heights. After a few years of fighting
the black oily gunk that would collect over a year on the white paint, and it was absolutely impossible to scrub off,
| painted our trim black and gave up. Right now | observe a lot of dirt falling out of the air visible on my white car
as a gray gril, and increasing the dusl inside my house. Is this dirl causlic or harmful to me and my family? How
much of this dirl is from airplane waste and how will this increase wilh expansion of the airport? and il's the sluff |
can'l see thal is the biggesl heallh concern

Thank you for seriously considering these issues and responding.

Don Ronaldson
bsirdar(@gmail.com
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Sheryl Kristal - extremely concerned about john wayne expansion

From:  vicki ronaldson <v.ronaldson@gmail.com=

To: nop <nop(@ocair.com=>

Date: 10/31/2013 10:57 AM

Subject: extremely concerned about john wayne expansion

I am concerned about expansion at John Wayne Airport and how it will affect our
environs. Below are some of my concerns:

« | am concerned about the disruption of peace and quiet in my
community. Will an increase in MAP increase noise levels in my
community?

» At what incremental increase of flights, both takeoff and landing, does
the air and noise pollution concentration increase to a toxic level?

« What are the long term adverse effects of aviation-caused air pollution
with regard to increased risks of cancer, reproductive malfunction,
cataract, stroke, and changes in child development ?

| am hopeful that your committee will responsibly address these potential issues so that
we are not harmed in Orange County!

Thank you.

vicki ronaldson

506 san bernardino ave
newport beach, ca 92663

vicki
949-933-2332¢
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- _ A . Los Angeles Times
EMILE HADDAD, CEO of FivePoint Communities, tours the Pavilion Park neighborhood near Irvine’s
Great Park. Haddad has offered to build 688 acres of the park in exchange for approval of more homes.

Great Park finally-
may live up to name

A developer offers to construct part of long-delayed project
if Irvine nearly doubles the number of homes he can build
BY ALEJANDRO LAZo E—lTﬁo 5\‘0 6 tﬂ"ﬂ . .h+ :

The housing market's resurgence <o
2 hes n Cal-

could jump-sta
{fornia’s most a long-sty-
mied projects: Irvine's Great Park.

Conceived more than g decade ago
—and designed to span twice the size
Jf New York City’s Central Park — the
Jroject has encountered one disaster
ifter another, including the housing
narket collapse, the bankruptey of
ender Lehman Bros. and the elimina- |
don of the state’s redevelopment
1gencies.

‘The slow pace of work has brought
tharp criticism, in part because Irvine
ipent almost all of the project's initial
diocation of $200 million on market-
ng, concerts, fairs and planning. Now,
vith the housing market in a healthy
ecovery, the project's developer has
iffered to finance and build a big
thunk of the park in exchange forthe HOMES WILL BE BUILT on this empty lot as part of FivePoint's
itynearly  [See GreatPark, B5] Great Park Neighborhoods, one of the region’s largest developments.
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EST BATURDAY, OCTOBER 19, 2013 B5

Developer offers to build
yart of Irvine’s Great Park

ireat Park, from Bi]
jubling the number of
ymes he can build.

“The way out of the eco-
ymic mess is going to be

uef executive of FivePolnt
ymmunities, the city's de-
lopment partner. “This is
1excellent example.”

Haddad has offered to
1iid 688 acres of the park
r $I74 million, in exchange
r City Councii approval of
1 additional 4,600 homes.
e already has approval to
1ild about 4,900,

The eity would get a 176~
e sports complex — more
.an twice the size of Disney-
nd — a 45-acre park area
10wn as the Bosquie area, &
(-acre golf course, a 35-
wre canyon and a I78-acre
(ldlife corridor set aside as
natural reserve.

Jeff Lalloway, chair of
reat Park Corp. and Ir-
ne's mayor pro tem, said he
:dleves that the city and
addad will strike a deal,
iough he has some con-
wns about the long-term
serating costs of the park.

addad’s Great Park Neigh-
srhoods, one of the region's
rgest residential develop-
ents, has begun sales on
1e northern edge of the fu-
re park. More than 700
Jmes are planned for this

CHERTL A. OUERRERO Low Angeles Times
A WORKMAN cleans windows near Pavilion Park in
Irvine. An mmdas OOOpeopla wu.md mod.el
d the

homesin the first

Gaov. Jerry Brown's elimi-
nation of redevelopment

state property taxes to local
projects — killed an esti-
mated $14 billlon in funding
for the Great Park The city
has spent nearly all the $200
‘million that it received from
the project’s original devel-
oper, home builder Lennar

Corp.

That leaves few options
for fnancing Irvine's origi-
nal vision. Those advocating
for the city to cut a deal with
Haddad Include Guy Lem-
mon, & longtime proponent
of youth sportsin the Irvine
area.

~There s nobody else
whulsgalngtnwmenanecu

amse, In the first
1e Pavilion Park neighbor-
s0d opened, an estimated
1,000 people toured model
ymes by elght home build-
s, according to FivePoint.
Proceeds from the sale of
ymes will help finance the
ark Much ofthe

wre needed — such as sew-
's and streets — would be
wared between the park
1d the housing develop-
ent and would be Five-
oint's responsibility to in-
all.
Situated on the site ofthe
amer Marine Corps Air
tation El Toro, the park site

as been bullt, including a
alloon ride and some other
cilities.

mon sald. “So to me, 1t'sthe
right place at the right time

- under the right set of cir-

cumstances.
Demand for homes in Or-
ange has been
strong this year, with the Ir-
vine area leading the way.
‘The housing developments
owned by Irvine Co., situat-
ed mostly around the city of
Irvine, posted a more than
12% year-over-year gain in
new single-family housing
to Metro-

ineludes a park of its own, al-
ready bullt with sports facili-
ties, 8 community garden, a
poal and more than 150 trees
transplanted from the for-
mer Marine Corps base. The
goal ls to build 8 community
with the feel of a classic
American  neighborhood,
not & cookie-cutter subdivi-
sion.

The new homes are the

over an airport at the site of
the old El Toro Marine base,
In July 2005, Miami home
bullder Lennar bought the
Toro Marine base and
signed a deal with Irvine to
bulld the park.

The company, and its in-
vestors borrowed $775 mil-
lion from New York invest-

tial part of the project was
put on hold. The subsequent
economic fallout also de-
layed the construction of the
retall and office space. In
2008, Lehman

starts,

‘But the Southern Califor-
nia housing rebound has
cooled In recent months af-
ter a rapid run-up in prices
over the last year. Although
the Great Park Neighbor-
hoods has long been consid-
ered a marquee project, ex-
pectations ahuuld be tem-

filed for bankruptey, throw-
ing the project into further
turmoil

FivePoint Communities
was created In summer 2008,
and Haddad, who had
served as Lennar's chief in-

pered, Gerd-Ulf
Krueger sald. Keeping the
‘home prices reasonable will
be

key.

“It has to basically cater
tothe middle class in Orange
County,” Krueger said.

But the middie class will
have to pony up at least
$700,000 for the most afford-
able homes in the first
phase, offered by Lennar ina
neighborhood called
Roundtree. Homes offered
by Ryland Homes in the Mel-
rose neighborhood start
around the $L5-million
mark. The homes are a de-
parture from the Spanish
and California-style homes
typical prlwlne an Ameri-
can Heritage style, with

clas-

e Dhe» A nna

the numbemthumea in the
project, Since then, the city
has moved forward with a
modest development of the
park, turning a 225-acre
western portion into lawns,
exhibition space, sports
flelds, farmland, citrus
groves and a wildlife corri-

dor.

In 2011, Haddad struck a
deal with State Street Bank
& Trust Co. and other Inves-
tors that slated $400 million
in new cash and credit for
the project. Earlier, Lehman
had sold the $7T75-million
Great Park mortgage to
State Street for a deeply dis-
counted $163 million.

Now, after several stops
and starts, the developerap-
pears to be the park's best
hope.
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D OESONIT 200% B L m m
= Liberty
FOREVER 3
b Ms. Lea Choum
John Wayne Airport R
3160 Airway Avenue C N
Costa Mesa, CA 92626 -

b4
John Wayne Airport Vs 0

Notice of Preparation Comments

g — .
Name Mﬂé( - Phone

Group!Organizatiom’J risdiction

Comments:

ease return comment cards during the Scoping Meeting or mail o the John Wayne Airport at the
address on the reverse of this card. Comment cards are due by October 31,2013

S ——— T
T U
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John Wayne Airport N 0
Notice of Preparation Commenis i

ALRIORT

Name M/&M 5#% —— . Phone.___________ o

Group/Organization/Jurisdiction

Address e Email

—— Coa./c:awep AZodT HUE DISRUPTION OF
je‘ace £ QueT /N Y COMMUNITY . AND pLSO THE
INCREASE OF FollyTlons MAMLY LeAD-

Please return commaeant cards during the Scoping Meeling or mmail to the John Wayne Airpon at the
address on the reverse of this card  Commenl cards are due by October 31,2013

John Wayne Airport
Notice of Preparation Comments

]O|-N WAYNE
AIRPORT

InangE counTy

Name AL”AN S-LUTE{C’Y Phone 9‘!‘ 6,?‘ 2019-"’}3 }&

Group/Organization/Jurisdiction
Address Email ALS 6 CLeARPAN PLPLESS/NG . com

Comments: /A a el tlio~ éﬁ éfo. e"-'V“/?”MEV?#/ (M Pa o
Stulen , whet= ctidy hns  beey /DM/L/TD/’/ (or £ ol
2 launed Y wled™ 5d mr’fﬁ Stvdy _as been revevy)

/f}wrf” S’f’\/apfﬁS te et SF Pa//dﬁia {ow ,45 2

hWWM .wc.ﬂp(f’ Jooo waéq éde/{/
ke Vaf? 12 conier Hor- resi el e s near giv ports.

Please return comment cards during the Scoping Meeting or mail to the John Wayne Airport at the
address on the reverse of this card. Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013.
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John Wayne Airport \V/ 0
Notice of Preparation Comments T
- AIRPORT
Name __Er-¢ Slizy Phone __ 2Y9 334 1¥7&

Group/Organization/Jurisdiction _Dwep  SHe2ES

Address Soo botuws, wTA® LagE LR Ca 2660 Email oS @ Mer-\:t.‘.d"cc\?.'r-«ls.aurtc.m

Comments: _Ylexsz Apeess e PP (T Al CaNLER- P ol —uat

P
Cood 0= w\\ BT Priebursn o Yeée IhncagrsEp  AEZ TTRAFFCS

Al Tuep s e ) MeceeT o8 OJBE—  \ome@ 5_,;,?\?".

Vleset  ootiimwe CoddbovmenTal RoWs 0F TockEASED TLioMT

WMo S E 1] \QVFM€|\J‘) TEAAS .

Please return comment cards during the Scoping Meeting or mail to the John Wayne Airport at the
address on the reverse of this card. Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013.
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Sheryl Kristal - Response to upcoming John Wayne International Airport EIR

From: "Cazzbo30@aol.com" <Cazzbo30@aol.com>

To: nop <nop(@ocair.com=>

Date: 10/31/2013 10:17 AM

Subject: Response to upcoming John Wayne International Airport EIR

Dear Ms. Choum,

We are very concerned about the environmental impact of any upcoming increase in aviation traffic at John
Wayne International Airport. Last week, The World Health Organization has classified air pollution as a leading
cause of cancer, and said the on days when air is hazardous, containing the pollution and protecting the health of
residents is the highest priority.”

| understand that any points which | include in my letter here will be addressed by this upcoming EIR.

Below is a brief list of concerns | would like the EIR to address. It seems logical that the pollution caused by
increase air traffic at John Wayne International Airport (and the corresponding automobile traffic) will be
irreparably detrimental to our entire coastal community.

Sincerely,

Corrinne & Charles Spence
Residents since 1972
2910 CIiff Drive
Newport Beach, CA 92663
Thank you for your attention to my points of concern below:

1. | am concerned about the disruption of peace and quiet in my community. Will an increase in MAP
increase noise levels in my community?

2. Atwhat incremental increase of flights, both takeoff and landing, does the air and noise pollution
concentration increase to a toxic level?

3. What are the long-term adverse effects of aviation-caused air pollution with regard to increased risks of
cancer, reproductive malfunction, cataract, stroke, and changes in child development?

4, How much lead from airplane fuel falls into the environment of airport surroundings? Is this amount of
lead hazardous to human or wildlife?

5. Does an increase in the MAP (Note: MAP=million air passengers) increase toxic Greenhouse Gas
Emissions?

6. WIll environmental hazards and hazardous materials increase in the surrounding area as the MAP
increases?

7. Will the future land use and planning be affected by an increase in MAP and the added car traffic?

8. How will the water and wastewater services be affected by the increase in MAP?

9. How will an increase in pollution caused by the increased MAP affect the fragile ecosystem of the Back
Bay?

XIO. How will wildlife be affected from an increased MAP?

11.  How will sea life in the Back Bay be affected by an increase MAP?

12.  What chemicals are released into the air upon fueling, takeoff and landing?

13.  What will the adverse affects of increasing flights have upon the automobile traffic in the airport and
surrounding areas?

14, Will the risk of stroke or heart failure increase as the MAP increases due to noise, air and ground
pollution?

12.  Are the airport radar systems associated with long-term adverse effects on the human body?

16.  How many intersections will be affected by the increased car trips into and out of the airport with the
increases in MAP?

17.  Who will pay for road repairs and road construction made necessary by the MAP increased traffic?

18.  Air pollution, even at low levels, is associated with a significant increase in the risk of low-birth-weight
babies. How much will the concentration of our air pollution increase as the number of flights and corresponding
number of car trips increase?

19.  What chemicals are byproducts of airplane fuel and what concentrations of the particulate matter
dispersed will be as low as 20 micrograms per cubic meter, a number linked to an increased risk of giving birth to

file:///C:/Users/skristal/ AppData/Local/Temp/XPgrpwise/ 52725991 GWDomainGWPost1... 10/31/2013
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2 fudl-term low-birth-rate baby?

20, s there away 1o hold steady or decregse the amount of gir and noise polldion g the MAP goes wp?

21, Are toxic pollutants which are highly suspectad to cause birth defects, respiratory ilinesses, ver and
reart ciseases, gong toincregse in our air, ground or water due to increased aviation trafiic and automobile
traffic?

22, Canall of the toxic chemicals from avigtion emissions, which are dispersed overiead, be completely
fittered cut by the bioodsiream or lungs?

23 Wil we consume the increase in toxic pollutants produced by te increased air traffic through ingesting
food o water ta which these chermicals have landed uon®

24, Canthe increase in aviation traffic increase the risk of human deaths in surounding aeas’?

25 Wil the increasze in WAP also increase the risk factor of possibie aborted landings or crashes™

26, Wil the increase in flights/M AP increase the contamination of sunrounding air, scil and water?

27 Wrat eherecals in jal sxhaist ane not thoe and indead banofizial to Ide ard wildifa?
28, Are any of the chemicals which will increase in our air ard water with the increase in NAF be linked to
compromised immune gystems, liver, brain, muscle, central nervos systems, lunge, kdneye ard heant disease?
29, s the concentration of 3-nirobenzanthrone, a commaoniy known jet exhaust compound, possibly one
cf the most hazardous compourd ever 1o be tesled for carcinogericity, going to increase in our surreLnding air,
water or ground sail as the MAP incleases?

30, How willg the concentration of 1, 3 butadiens and benzeneg (linsed to both 'eukemia ard thyroid cancer),
increase as he MAP increases?

3. Is there away lo incraase the MAP without increasing the concentralion of the towic chemicals released
in jet fuel into our ervirgnment?

file: V0 Users/skristal App Data Local Temp N Perpwizse/ 52725991 GW DomainGW Post1...  10/31/2013
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Sheryl Kristal - Attn: Lea Choum

From:  Carey Strombotne <carestrom1(@gmail.com=>
To: nop <nop(@ocair.com=>

Date: 10/29/2013 10:10 AM

Subject: Attn: Lea Choum

Dear Ms. Choum,

I am writing because of my deep concern regarding the possibility of increasing flights at Orange
County Airport.

I live in Laguna Beach, in the Top of the World neighborhood, and living 1000" above sea level, I have
already noticed the noise levels that have increased with the lower flying airplanes. [ realize this is a
compromise that we must make with the closure of the El Toro Marine Base, but it doesn't remove the
fact that airplane noise has already substantially increased above my home. I have called on numerous
occasions to complain when it appears a jet is louder than usual, or lower than it should be.

It is with grave concern that I, and my neighbors, face the possibility of more flights, and the likelihood
that it will affect our home values, along with our general quality of life. With more, lowered airplanes
the risk of accidents, and pollution, both noise and environmental could increase vastly.

I would like to urge vou to not increase the flights at Orange County Airport.

On behalf of myself, my family, and my neighbors, I thank yvou for the opportunity to express my
concems.

Sincerely,

Carey Strombotne

file:///C:/Users/skristal/ AppData/Local/Temp/XPgrpwise/ 52725991 GWDomainGWPost1... 10/31/2013
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Shery Kristal - Environment Impact Report

From:  Shervl Urdineta <sheryidend@vahoo com=
To: nop <nop@ocair.com:

Date: 10/29/2003 10:0% AM

Subject:  Envirgnment Impact Report

Dear Ms. Choumn,

I am very concerned about the environmental impact of any upcoming increase in
aviation iraffic at Jehn Wayne Intemational Arport. Last week, The Werld Haalth
Crganization has cassified air pollution as a lzading cause of cancer, and said the
on days when air is hazardous, containing the pollution and proteciing the health cf
residents is the higiast priority.”

| undersiand that any points which | include in my letter here will be addressed by
this upcoming EIR.

Belbow is a brief list of concerrs | would Ike the EIR to address. It seems logizal that
the pollution caused by increzse air traffe at John Wayre International Airport (and
the comespending automekile traffic) will be rreparably detrimentsl te our entire
cozstal community

Thank you for your attention to my points of concem below:

1. lam concerned about the disruption of peace and quied in my communty. Wil
an ingrease in MAR ingrease noise levels in my community?

At what incremental increase of flights, both takeoff and landing, does the ai
and noise pollution concentration increase to a toxic level?

What are the longterm adverse effects of aviation-caused ar pollution with
regard t> increased risks of cancer, reproductive malfunction, cataract, stroke,

(5]

!;-'I.

and changes in child development?

4, Hew much lead from airplane fuel falls into the envirenment of airport
surreundings? Is this amount of lead hazardews & human or wildife?

5. Dces anincrease nthe MAP (Note: MAP=million air pessengers) increase
toxic Greenhouse Gas Emissions?

€. Wil anviranmantal hazards and hazardsus materials insreass in the
surrounding area as the MAP increases?

7. Wil the future lanc use and planning be affected by anincrease in MAP and
the added car traffic?

file: V0 Users/skristal App Data Local Temp N Perpwizse/ 52725991 GW DomainGW Post1...  10/31/2013
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10.
A4 ;
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.

17.

18.

18.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

file:///C:/Users/skristal/ AppData/Local/ Temp/XPgrpwise/52725991 GWDomainGWPost1...

How will the water and wastewater services be affected by the increase in
MAP?

How will an increase in pollution caused by the increased MAP affect the
fragile ecosystem of the Back Bay?

How will wildlife be affected from an increased MAP?

How will sea life in the Back Bay be affected by an increase MAP?

What chemicals are released into the air upon fueling, takeoff and landing?
What will the adverse affects of increasing flights have upon the automobile
traffic in the airport and surrounding areas?

Will the risk of stroke or heart failure increase as the MAP increases due to
noise, air and ground pollution?

Are the airport radar systems associated with long-term adverse effects on the
human body?

How many intersections will be affected by the increased car trips into and out
of the airport with the increases in MAP?

Who will pay for road repairs and road construction made necessary by the
MAP increased traffic?

Air pollution, even at low levels, is associated with a significant increase in the
risk of low-birth-weight babies. How much will the concentration of our air
pollution increase as the number of flights and corresponding number of car
trips increase?

What chemicals are byproducts of airplane fuel and what concentrations of the
particulate matter dispersed will be as low as 20 micrograms per cubic meter,
a number linked to an increased risk of giving birth to a full-term low-birth-rate
baby?

Is there a way to hold steady or decrease the amount of air and noise pollution
as the MAP goes up?

Are toxic pollutants which are highly suspected to cause birth defects,
respiratory illnesses, liver and heart diseases, going to increase in our air,
ground or water due to increased aviation traffic and automobile traffic?

Can all of the toxic chemicals from aviation emissions, which are dispersed
overhead, be completely filtered out by the bloodstream or lungs?

Will we consume the increase in toxic pollutants produced by the increased air
traffic through ingesting food or water to which these chemicals have landed
upon?

Can the increase in aviation traffic increase the risk of human deaths in
surrounding areas?

Will the increase in MAP also increase the risk factor of possible aborted
landings or crashes?

Page 2 of 3
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26.

2v.

2E.

30.

3.

Wil the increase in flights/MARP increase the contamination of surroundng air,
sol and water?

What chemicals in jet exhaust are not toxic and instead beneficial to life and
wildlife?

Are any of the chemicals which wil increase in our air and water with the
increase in WAP be linked to compromised immune systams, liver, brain,
rmuscle, central nervous systems, lungs, kidneys and heart disease?

15 the cencerntration of J-nitrebenzanthrone, 2 commonly kngwn jef exhaust
compound, possibly one of the most hazardocus compound ever to be tested
far carcinogenicity, going te increase in our surnrounding air, water or ground
50l as te MAP increases?

How wills the concentration of 1, 3 butadiene and benzane (inkec to both
leukemia and thyreid cancer), incrzase as the MAP increases?

Is there a way to increase the MAP without increasing the concentration of the
toxic charmicals released in jet fuel inte sur envirenmeni?

Page3d of
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- Ms. Lea Choum
John Wayne Airport y
3160 Airway Avenue

Costa Mesa, CA 92626

P el

Y

|

_ John Wayne Airport v 0 ==
o >4y Notice of Preparation Comments
N FoRS RRSRT

Namemtm‘u;@-‘% Phone(‘”q)ai !&-’2030

v
Group/Organizatio nfg risdiction

Address M&A&&‘ Email J_Ihdﬁﬂ\/@ 'rbp,‘dnm

Comments:

& QA AN N nood

Please return comment cards during the Scoping Meeting or mail to the John Wayne Airport at the
address on the reverse of this card. Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013
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X
John Wayne Airport v 0
Notice of Preparation Comments R

AlRPORT

; . _ s \(; Vi
Name /‘\ L‘ VA L—DQ \; l M(' 5 Phone._ (/_5’_"_1/..5_%7/5

Group/Organization/Jurisdiction ___ ‘ - j
y < +
Address JT‘ N.= B En)ailv -&.l [3\}3 ' 70 é

Tgza 7 " e He T
Comments: : 74 _‘Cj ( C( L*U { { 0’ C (/ = j
No i..S.("./ L) ATe. %tfz_;‘;%

Please relurn comment cards during the Scoping Meeting or mail 10 the John Wayne Airport at the
address an the reverse of this card Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013
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Ms. Lea Choum ¢
John Wayne Airport” - J
3160 Airway Avenue | 1= VED
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'
) _ John Wayne Airport \/
~ P Notice of Prepar_aﬂu_r_g.’Comments OE S
CiToRS ARORT
Name#_ﬁ@/ Phone @99)@&'09?:-.
Group/Organization/Jurisdiction e 7 /3
Address Email d.amu@s@dﬂmf
Comments: _&ML—&&%;W&—
Please return comment cards duning the Scoping Meeting or mail to the John Wayne Airport at the '
address on the reverse of this card. Comment cards are due by October 31, 2013,
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Shervl Kristal - Poinds 1 would like to see addressed in upeoming John Wayne International
Adrport EIR

From: Fortia Weiss <portiaweissid gmai’.com=

To: nop “nopEocaircmm:

Date: 1072720013 6:12 PM

Subject: Foimts [ would like 1o see addressed inupeoming John Wayvne Intermational Airpont EIR

Dhear Mz, Cheum,

[ am very concerned about the enviroemental impaet of ny upecoming inoresse imaviation traffic at lohn Wayne
International Adrpont.  Last wedk, The World Heakh Organization has classified sr polution is a leading cause of
cancer, and =aid the on days when air = hassrdows, contmning the polution and protecting the health of residents is the
highest priority.™

Tunderstand that any poirts which ©irclude in my letter aere will be sddressed by this upecomng EIR.

Below is a brief listof concerns 1 would likethe ER to address. It scems logical that the pollution caused by increase
anr traffic at John Wayne Intemational Airport (and the correspanding automobile traffic) will be imeparakly
detrimental 1o our entire coastal commumty,

Thank vou for vour attention 1o my paints of concern below

1. I am concerned about the disruption of peace and quiet in my community. Will an ncrease
in MAP increase noise levels in my community?

2. At what incremental increase of flights, both tekeoff and landing, does the air and noise
pollution concentration increase to a toxic level?

3. What are the long-term adversa effects of aviation-caused air pollution with ragard to
increased cisks of cancer, repreductive malfunction, cataract, stroke, and changes in child
develpment?

4. How much lead from airplane fuel falls into the environment of airport surroundings? Is this
amount of lead hazardous to human or wildlife?

3. Doesan increase in the MAP (hote: MAP=million air passengers) increase toxic Greenhouse
Gas Emissions?

6. Will environmental hazards and hazardous materials incraase in the surrounding area as the
MAP increases?

7. Will the future land use and plznning be affected by an increase in MAP and the added ar
traffic?

8. How will the water and wastewater services be affected by the increase in MAP?

9. How will a1 increase in pallution caused by the increased MAP affedt the fragile ecesystem of
the Back Bay?

10, How will wildlife be affected from an incréased MAP?

11. How will sea life in the Back Bay be affected by an increase MAP?

12, What chemicals are released into the air upon fueling, takeoff and bBnding?

13, What will the adverse affects of increasing flights have upon the automobile traffic in the
airport and surrounding areas?

14, Will the risk of stroke or heart failure increase as tha MAF incraases due to ncise, air amd
ground polution?
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20.

21.

22,
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26.
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30.
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Are the airport radar systems associated with long-term adverse effects on the human body?
How many intersections will be affected by the increased car trips into and out of the airport
with the increases in MAP?

Who will pay for road repairs and road construction made necessary by the MAP increased
traffic?

Air pollution, even at low levels, is associated with a significant increase in the risk of low-
birth-weight babies. How much will the concentration of our air pollution increase as the
number of flights and corresponding number of car trips increase?

What chemicals are byproducts of airplane fuel and what concentrations of the particulate
matter dispersed will be as low as 20 micrograms per cubic meter, a number linked to an
increased risk of giving birth to a full-term low-birth-rate baby?

Is there a way to hold steady or decrease the amount of air and noise pollution as the MAP
goes up?

Are toxic pollutants which are highly suspected to cause birth defects, respiratory illnesses,
liver and heart diseases, going to increase in our air, ground or water due to increased
aviation traffic and automobile traffic?

Can all of the toxic chemicals from aviation emissions, which are dispersed overhead, be
completely filtered out by the bloodstream or lungs?

Will we consume the increase in toxic pollutants produced by the increased air traffic
through ingesting food or water to which these chemicals have landed upon?

Can the increase in aviation traffic increase the risk of human deaths in surrounding areas?
Will the increase in MAP also increase the risk factor of possible aborted landings or crashes?
Will the increase in flights/MAP increase the contamination of surrounding air, soil and
water?

What chemicals in jet exhaust are not toxic and instead beneficial to life and wildlife?

Are any of the chemicals which will increase in our air and water with the increase in MAP be
linked to compromised immune systems, liver, brain, muscle, central nervous systems,
lungs, kidneys and heart disease?

Is the concentration of 3-nitrobenzanthrone, a commonly known jet exhaust compound,
possibly one of the most hazardous compound ever to be tested for carcinogenicity, going to
increase in our surrounding air, water or ground soil as the MAP increases?

How wills the concentration of 1, 3 butadiene and benzene (linked to both leukemia and
thyroid cancer), increase as the MAP increases?

Is there a way to increase the MAP without increasing the concentration of the toxic
chemicals released in jet fuel into our environment?
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Sheryl Kristal - Concerned Citizen

From:

To:
Date:

"surffireak ." <remyweiss(@gmail.com>
nop <nop@ocair.com>
10/27/2013 9:44 PM

Subject: Concerned Citizen

Dear Ms. Choum,

| am very concerned about the environmental impact of any upcoming increase in aviation traffic at
John Wayne International Airport. Last week, The World Health Organization has classified air

pollution as a leading cause of cancer, and said the on days when air is hazardous, containing the
pollution and protecting the health of residents is the highest priority.”

| understand that any points which | include in my letter here will be addressed by this upcoming EIR.

Below is a brief list of concerns | would like the EIR to address. It seems logical that the pollution

caused by increase air traffic at John Wayne International Airport (and the corresponding automobile
traffic) will be irreparably detrimental to our entire coastal community.

Thank you for your attention to my points of concern below:

10.

| am concerned about the disruption of peace and quiet in my community. Will an increase in
MAP increase noise levels in my community?

At what incremental increase of flights, both takeoff and landing, does the air and noise
pollution concentration increase to a toxic level?

What are the long-term adverse effects of aviation-caused air pollution with regard to
increased risks of cancer, reproductive malfunction, cataract, stroke, and changes in child
development?

How much lead from airplane fuel falls into the environment of airport surroundings? Is this
amount of lead hazardous to human or wildlife ?

Does an increase in the MAP (Note: MAP=million air passengers) increase toxic
Greenhouse Gas Emissions?

Will environmental hazards and hazardous materials increase in the surrounding area as the
MAP increases?

Will the future land use and planning be affected by an increase in MAP and the added car
traffic?

How will the water and wastewater services be affected by the increase in MAP?

How will an increase in pollution caused by the increased MAP affect the fragile ecosystem
of the Back Bay?

How will wildlife be affected from an increased MAP?
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13.
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19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.
25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.
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How will sea life in the Back Bay be affected by an increase MAP?

What chemicals are released into the air upon fueling, takeoff and landing?

What will the adverse affects of increasing flights have upon the automobile traffic in the
airport and surrounding areas?

Will the risk of stroke or heart failure increase as the MAP increases due to noise, air and
ground pollution?

Are the airport radar systems associated with long-term adverse effects on the human body?
How many intersections will be affected by the increased car trips into and out of the airport
with the increases in MAP?

Who will pay for road repairs and road construction made necessary by the MAP increased
traffic?

Air pollution, even at low levels, is associated with a significant increase in the risk of low-
birth-weight babies. How much will the concentration of our air pollution increase as the
number of flights and corresponding number of car trips increase?

What chemicals are byproducts of airplane fuel and what concentrations of the particulate
matter dispersed will be as low as 20 micrograms per cubic meter, a number linked to an
increased risk of giving birth to a full-term low-birth-rate baby?

Is there a way to hold steady or decrease the amount of air and noise pollution as the MAP
goes up?

Are toxic pollutants which are highly suspected to cause birth defects, respiratory illnesses,
liver and heart diseases, going to increase in our air, ground or water due to increased
aviation traffic and automobile traffic?

Can all of the toxic chemicals from aviation emissions, which are dispersed overhead, be
completely filtered out by the bloodstream or lungs?

Will we consume the increase in toxic pollutants produced by the increased air traffic through
ingesting food or water to which these chemicals have landed upon?

Can the increase in aviation traffic increase the risk of human deaths in surrounding areas?
Will the increase in MAP also increase the risk factor of possible aborted landings or
crashes?

Will the increase in flights/MAP increase the contamination of surrounding air, soil and
water?

What chemicals in jet exhaust are not toxic and instead beneficial to life and wildlife?

Are any of the chemicals which will increase in our air and water with the increase in MAP be
linked to compromised immune systems, liver, brain, muscle, central nervous systems,
lungs, kidneys and heart disease?

Is the concentration of 3-nitrobenzanthrone, a commonly known jet exhaust compound,
possibly one of the most hazardous compound ever to be tested for carcinogenicity, going to
increase in our surrounding air, water or ground soil as the MAP increases?

How wills the concentration of 1, 3 butadiene and benzene (linked to both leukemia and
thyroid cancer), increase as the MAP increases?

Is there a way to increase the MAP without increasing the concentration of the toxic
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chemicals relzased in jet fuelinte our emvironment?
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>>> "surffrreak ." <remyweiss@gmail.com> 10/27/2013 9:44 PM >>>

Dear Ms. Choum,

| am very concerned about the environmental impact of any upcoming increase in aviation traffic
at John Wayne International Airport. Last week, The World Health Organization has classified
air pollution as a leading cause of cancer, and said the on days when air is hazardous,

containing the pollution and protecting the health of residents is the highest priority.”

| understand that any points which | include in my letter here will be addressed by this upcoming
EIR.

Below is a brief list of concerns | would like the EIR to address. It seems logical that the
pollution caused by increase air traffic at John Wayne International Airport (and the
corresponding automobile traffic) will be irreparably detrimental to our entire coastal
community.

Thank you for your attention to my points of concern below:

1. | am concerned about the disruption of peace and quiet in my community. Will an
increase in MAP increase noise levels in my community?

2. At what incremental increase of flights, both takeoff and landing, does the air and noise
pollution concentration increase to a toxic level?

3. What are the long-term adverse effects of aviation-caused air pollution with regard to
increased risks of cancer, reproductive malfunction, cataract, stroke, and changes in
child development?

4. How much lead from airplane fuel falls into the environment of airport surroundings? Is
this amount of lead hazardous to human or wildlife?

5. Does an increase in the MAP (Note: MAP=million air passengers) increase toxic
Greenhouse Gas Emissions?

6. Will environmental hazards and hazardous materials increase in the surrounding area as
the MAP increases?

7. Will the future land use and planning be affected by an increase in MAP and the added
car traffic?

8. How will the water and wastewater services be affected by the increase in MAP?

9. How will an increase in pollution caused by the increased MAP affect the fragile
ecosystem of the Back Bay?

10. How will wildlife be affected from an increased MAP?
11. How will sea life in the Back Bay be affected by an increase MAP?
12. What chemicals are released into the air upon fueling, takeoff and landing?

13. What will the adverse affects of increasing flights have upon the automobile traffic in the
airport and surrounding areas?

14. Will the risk of stroke or heart failure increase as the MAP increases due to noise, air
and ground pollution?
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15.

16.

17,

18.

19.

20.

21.

22

23.

24,

295.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

Are the airport radar systems associated with long-term adverse effects on the human
body?

How many intersections will be affected by the increased car trips into and out of the
airport with the increases in MAP?

Who will pay for road repairs and road construction made necessary by the MAP
increased traffic?

Air pollution, even at low levels, is associated with a significant increase in the risk of
low-birth-weight babies. How much will the concentration of our air pollution increase as
the number of flights and corresponding number of car trips increase?

What chemicals are byproducts of airplane fuel and what concentrations of the
particulate matter dispersed will be as low as 20 micrograms per cubic meter, a number
linked to an increased risk of giving birth to a full-term low-birth-rate baby?

Is there a way to hold steady or decrease the amount of air and noise pollution as the
MAP goes up?

Are toxic pollutants which are highly suspected to cause birth defects, respiratory
ilinesses, liver and heart diseases, going to increase in our air, ground or water due to
increased aviation traffic and automobile traffic?

Can all of the toxic chemicals from aviation emissions, which are dispersed overhead, be
completely filtered out by the bloodstream or lungs?

Will we consume the increase in toxic pollutants produced by the increased air traffic
through ingesting food or water to which these chemicals have landed upon?

Can the increase in aviation traffic increase the risk of human deaths in surrounding
areas?

Will the increase in MAP also increase the risk factor of possible aborted landings or
crashes?

Will the increase in flights/MAP increase the contamination of surrounding air, soil and
water?

What chemicals in jet exhaust are not toxic and instead beneficial to life and wildlife?

Are any of the chemicals which will increase in our air and water with the increase in
MAP be linked to compromised immune systems, liver, brain, muscle, central nervous
systems, lungs, kidneys and heart disease?

Is the concentration of 3-nitrobenzanthrone, a commonly known jet exhaust compound,
possibly one of the most hazardous compound ever to be tested for carcinogenicity,
going to increase in our surrounding air, water or ground soil as the MAP increases?

How wills the concentration of 1, 3 butadiene and benzene (linked to both leukemia and
thyroid cancer), increase as the MAP increases?

Is there a way to increase the MAP without increasing the concentration of the toxic
chemicals released in jet fuel into our environment?
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Shervl Kristal - Poinds 1 would like to see addressed in upcoming John Wayne International
Adrport ETR

From: "Richerd Weiss, M.D." <drweissi@drweiss.com>

To:

nop “nopEocaircmm:

Date: 10/282013 1:36 PM
Subject: Foimts [ would like 1o see addressed inupeoming John Wayvne Intermational Airpont EIR

Dhear Mz, Cheum,

lam a concemed resident of Mewport Beach would like 1o request that the upeoming EIR for the John Wayne Airport
flight traflic merease address all of the points below

Thank you.

Eichard Weiss

1
11.
12,
13

15,
16.

file:

I am concerned about the disruption of peace and gquiet in my community. Will an increase
in MAP increase noise levels in my community?

At what incremental increase of flights, both tzkeoff and landing, does the air and noise
pollulion concentration increase to a toxic level?

What are the long-term adversa effects of aviation-caused air pollution with regard to
increased cisks of cancer, repreductive malfunction, cataract, stroke, and changes in child
develpment?

How much lead from airplane fuel falls into the environment of airport surroundings? Is this
amount of lead hazardous to human or wildlife?

Does an increase in the MAP increasa tox ¢ Greenhouse Gas Emissions?

Will emvironmental hazards ang hazardous materials incraase in the surrounding area as the
MAP InCreasess

Will the future land use and planning be affected by an increase in MAF and the added car
traffic?

How will the water and wastewater services be affected by the increase in MAP?

How will a1 increase in pallution caused by the increased MAP affedt the fragile ecosystem of
the Back Bay?

How will wildlife be affected from an increased MAP?

How will sea life in the Back Bay be affected by an Increase MAP?

What chemicals are released into the air upon fueling, tateoff and Bnding?

What will the adverse affects of increasing flights have upon the automobile traffic im the
airport and surrounding areas?

Will the risk of stroke or heart failure increase as the MAP incrzases due to ncise, air amd
ground polution?

Are the airport radar systems 2ssociated with bng-term adverse effects on the human body?
How many intersections will be affected by the increased car trips into and out of the aiport
with the increases in MAP?

Who will pay fo- road repairs and road construction made necessary by the MAP increasad
traffic?
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19.

20.

21.

22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.

30.

31:
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Air pollution, even at low levels, is associated with a significant increase in the risk of low-
birth-weight babies. How much will the concentration of our air pollution increase as the
number of flights and corresponding number of car trips increase?

What chemicals are byproducts of airplane fuel and what concentrations of the particulate
matter dispersed will be as low as 20 micrograms per cubic meter, a number linked to an
increased risk of giving birth to a full-term low-birth-rate baby?

Is there a way to hold steady or decrease the amount of air and noise pollution as the MAP
goes up?

Are toxic pollutants which are highly suspected to cause birth defects, respiratory illnesses,
liver and heart diseases, going to increase in our air, ground or water due to increased
aviation traffic and automobile traffic?

Can all of the toxic chemicals from aviation emissions, which are dispersed overhead, be
completely filtered out by the bloodstream or lungs?

Will we consume the increase in toxic pollutants produced by the increased air traffic
through ingesting food or water to which these chemicals have landed upon?

Can the increase in aviation traffic increase the risk of human deaths in surrounding areas?
Will the increase in MAP also increase the risk factor of possible aborted landings or crashes?
Will the increase in flights/MAP increase the contamination of surrounding air, soil and
water?

What chemicals in jet exhaust are not toxic and instead beneficial to life and wildlife?

Are any of the chemicals which will increase in our air and water with the increase in MAP be
linked to compromised immune systems, liver, brain, muscle, central nervous systems,
lungs, kidneys and heart disease?

Is the concentration of 3-nitrobenzanthrone, a commonly known jet exhaust compound,
possibly one of the most hazardous compound ever to be tested for carcinogenicity, going to
increase in our surrounding air, water or ground soil as the MAP increases?

How wills the concentration of 1, 3 butadiene and benzene (linked to both leukemia and
thyroid cancer), increase as the MAP increases?

Is there a way to increase the MAP without increasing the concentration of the toxic
chemicals released in jet fuel into our environment?
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Sheryl Kristal - Orange County SNA Airport Restricted - no growth

From:  Katherine Zeiser <Katherinekzeiser@gmail.com>
To: nop <nop(@ocair.com=>

Date: 10/28/2013 5:43 AM

Subject: Orange County SNA Airport Restricted - no growth

Dear Ms. Choum,

As a lifelong resident of Newport Beach and our coastal communities I am against increases of
any kind to our airport! We have razed our family in neighborhoods directly affected by flight
mcreases and we know that our community is adversely atfected by more flight traffic out of
SNA. Both health and environmental issues concern our residents!!!

I am very concerned about the environmental impact of any upcoming increase in aviation
trafTic at John Wayne International Airport. Last week, The World Health Organization has
classified air pollution as a leading cause of cancer, and said the on days when air is hazardous,
containing the pollution and protecting the health of residents is the highest priority.”

I understand that any points which I include in my letter here will be addressed by this
upcoming EIR.

Below is a brief list of concerns 1 would like the EIR to address. It seems logical that the
pollution caused by increase air traffic at John Wayne International Airport (and the
corresponding automobile traffic) will be irreparably detrimental to our entire coastal
community.

Thank you for your attention to my points of concern below:

1. Iam concerned about the disruption of peace and quiet in my community. Will an
increase in MAP increase noise levels in my community?

2. At what incremental increase of flights, both takeoff and landing, does the air and noise
pollution concentration increase to a toxic level?

3. What are the long-term adverse effects of aviation-caused air pollution with regard to
increased risks of cancer, reproductive malfunction, cataract, stroke, and changes in child
development?

4. How much lead from airplane fuel falls into the environment of airport surroundings? Is
this amount of lead hazardous to human or wildlife?

5. Does an increase in the MAP (Note: MAP=million air passengers) increase toxic
Greenhouse Gas Emissions?

6. Will environmental hazards and hazardous materials increase in the surrounding area as
the MAP increases?

7. Will the future land use and planning be affected by an increase in MAP and the added
car traffie?

8. How will the water and wastewater services be affected by the increase in MAP?
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10.

12.
13.

14.
15.

16.

18.

19.

20.

21

22,
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.

29.

30.

31,
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How will an increase in pollution caused by the increased MAP affect the fragile
ecosystem of the Back Bay?

How will wildlife be affected from an increased MAP?

How will sea life in the Back Bay be affected by an increase MAP?

What chemicals are released into the air upon fueling, takeofT and landing?

What will the adverse affects of increasing flights have upon the automobile traffic in the
airport and surrounding areas?

Will the risk of stroke or heart failure increase as the MAP increases due to noise, air and
ground pollution?

Are the airport radar systems associated with long-term adverse effects on the human
body?

How many intersections will be affected by the increased car trips into and out of the
airport with the increases in MAP?

Who will pay for road repairs and road construction made necessary by the MAP
increased traflic?

Air pollution, even at low levels, is associated with a significant increase in the risk of
low-birth-weight babies. How much will the concentration of our air pollution increase
as the number of flights and corresponding number of car trips increase?

What chemicals are byproducts of airplane fuel and what concentrations of the particulate
matter dispersed will be as low as 20 micrograms per cubic meter, a number linked to an
increased risk of giving birth to a full-term low-birth-rate baby?

Is there a way to hold steady or decrease the amount of air and noise pollution as the
MAP goes up?

Are toxic pollutants which are highly suspected to cause birth defects, respiratory
illnesses, liver and heart diseases, going to increase in our air, ground or water due to
increased aviation traffic and automobile traffic?

Can all of the toxic chemicals from aviation emissions, which are dispersed overhead, be
completely filtered out by the bloodstream or lungs?

Will we consume the increase in toxic pollutants produced by the increased air traffic
through ingesting food or water to which these chemicals have landed upon?

Can the increase in aviation traffic increase the risk of human deaths in surrounding
areas?

Will the increase in MAP also increase the nisk factor of possible aborted landings or
crashes?

Will the increase in flights/MAP increase the contamination of surrounding air, soil and
water?

What chemicals in jet exhaust are not toxic and instead beneficial to life and wildlife?
Are any of the chemicals which will increase in our air and water with the increase in
MAP be linked to compromised immune systems, liver, brain, muscle, central nervous
systems, lungs, kidneys and heart disease?

Is the concentration of 3-nitrobenzanthrone. a commonly known jet exhaust compound,
possibly one of the most hazardous compound ever to be tested for carcinogenicity, going
to increase in our surrounding air, water or ground soil as the M AP increases?

How wills the concentration of 1, 3 butadiene and benzene (linked to both leukemia and
thyroid cancer), increase as the MAP increases?

Is there a way to increase the MAP without increasing the concentration of the toxic
chemicals released in jet fuel into our environment?
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Sincerely. Steve and Katherine Zeiser
224 Via Palermo
Newport Beach. Ca. 92663

Sent from my iPhone
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Comment Letters Received After the Close
of the Review Period
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Community Development Department

October 29, 2013

BUILDING OUR FUTURE
Ms. Lea Choum HONORING OUR PAST

JWA Project Manager
John Wayne Airport
3160 Airway Avenue
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

SUBJECT: REVIEW OF NOTICE OF PREPARATION FOR THE JWA SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
AMENDMENT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Dear Ms. Choum:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of the Draft
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed extension and amendment of the existing John
Wayne Airport Settlement Agreement between the County of Orange and the City of Newport Beach and
two citizens groups.

The City of Tustin Community Development and Public Works Departments have reviewed the document
and do not have comments at this time. Any concerns the City may have will be identified and provided to
the County as part of the City’s review of the Draft Environmental Impact Report for the project. | would
appreciate receiving a copy of the Draft EIR when it becomes available. If you have any questions
regarding the City’s comments, please contact me at (714) 573-3031.

Sincerely,

St td Mireelly

Elizabeth A. Binsack
Community Development Director

cc: leffrey C. Parker
Doug Stack
Justina Willkom
Scott Reekstin

SR:environ/JWA 2014 Settl Ag A 1 NOP Letter.doc

300 Centennial Way, Tustin, CA 92780 e P:(714) 573-3100 ® F:(714)573-3113 ® www.tustinca.org
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From: TOMLU BAKER <tomlubakeri@hotmail.com=>
To: nop <nopl@ocair.com=

Date: 1112003 11:19 PM

Subject: Prevent More Airport Traffie, Noise and Pollution

Dear Ms. Choum,

I am very concerned about the environmental impact of any upcoming increase in aviation traffic at John Wayne International
Airport.  Last week, The World Health Organization has classified air pollution as a leading cause of cancer, and said the on
days when air is | | containing the pollution and protecting the health of residents is the highest priority.”

I understand that any points which I include in my letter here will be addressed by this upcoming EIR.
Below is a brief list of concerns | would like the EIR to address. It seems logical that the pollution caused by increase air
trafTic at John Wayne International Airport (and the corresponding automobile trafTic)  will be irreparably detrimental to our

entire coastal community.

Thank you for your attention to my points of concern below:

1. I am concerned about the disruption of peace and quiet in my community. Will an increase in MAP increase noise levels
in my community?

2 At what incremental increase of flights, both takeofT and landing, does the air and noise pollution concentration increase
1o a toxic level?

3 What are the long-term adverse effects of aviation-caused air pollution with regard to increased risks of cancer,
reproductive malfunction, cataract, stroke. and changes in child development?

4. How much lead from airplane fuel falls into the environment of airport surroundings? Is this amount of lead hazardous to
human or wildlife?

5. Does an increase in the MAP (Note: MAP=million air passengers) increase toxic Greenhouse Gas Emissions?

6. Will environmental hazards and hazardous materials increase in the surrounding area as the MAP increases?
7 Will the future land use and planning be affected by an increase in MAP and the added car traffic?

8. How will the water and wastewater services be affected by the increase in MAP?

9. How will an increase in pollution caused by the increased MAP afTect the fragile ecosystem of the Back Bay?
10. How will wildlife be affected from an increased MAP?

1. How will sea life in the Back Bay be affected by an increase MAP?

12 What chemicals are released into the air upon fueling, takeofT and landing?

13. What will the adverse affects of increasing flights have upon the automobile traffic in the airport and surrounding areas?
14. Will the risk of stroke or heart failure increase as the MAP increases due to noise, air and ground pollution?

15. Are the airport radar systems associated with long-term adverse effects on the human body?

16. How many intersections will be affected by the increased car trips into and out of the airport with the increases in MAP?
17; Who will pay for road repairs and road construction made necessary by the MAP increased traffic?

18. Air pollution, even at low levels, is associated with a significant increase in the risk of low-birth-weight babies. How
much will the concentration of our air pollution increase as the number of flights and corresponding number of car trips increase?
19. What chemicals are byproducts of airplane fuel and what concentrations of the particulate matter dispersed will be as low
as 20 micrograms per cubic meter, a number linked to an increased risk of giving birth to a full-term low-birth-rate baby?

20. Is there a way to hold steady or decrease the amount of air and noise pollution as the MAP goes up?

21. Are toxic pollutants which are highly suspected to cause birth defects, respiratory illnesses, liver and heart diseases,
going to increase in our air, ground or water due to increased aviation traffic and automobile traffic?

22, Can all of the toxic chemicals from aviation emissions, which are dispersed overhead, be completely filtered out by the
bloodstream or lungs?

23. Will we consume the increase in toxic pollutants produced by the increased air traffic through ingesting food or water to
which these chemicals have landed upon?

24, Can the increase in aviation traffic increase the risk of human deaths in surrounding areas?

25. Will the increase in MAP also increase the risk factor of possible aborted landings or crashes?

26. Will the increase in flights/MAP increase the contamination of surrounding air, soil and water?

27. What chemicals in jet exhaust are not toxic and instead beneficial to life and wildlife?

28. Are any of the chemicals which will increase in our air and water with the increase in MAP be linked to compromised
immune systems, liver, brain, muscle, central nervous systems. lungs, kidneys and heart disease?

29. Is the concentration of 3-nitrobenzanthrone, a commonly known jet exhaust compound. possibly one of the most

hazardous compound ever to be tested for carcinogenicity. going to increase in our surrounding air. water or ground soil as the
MAP increases?

30. How wills the concentration of 1, 3 butadiene and benzene (linked to both leukemia and thyroid cancer). increase as the
MAP increases?
3l Is there a way to increase the MAP without increasing the concentration of the toxic chemicals released in jet fuel into

our environment?
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HAWIKINSON
1921 DIANA LANE
NEWPORT BEACH, CA 92660

October 30, 2013

Ms. Lea Choum

John Wayne Airport
3160 Airport Avenue
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

Dear Ms. Choum:

I'have been a resident of Newport Beach since 1969. Over the years I've watched the
airport expand, the number of daily flights increase and the size of the airplanes grow.
But while the airport has changed drastically during this time, the neighborhoods that
those planes fly over are largely unchanged. In fact most of those neighborhoods were
there long before the airport.

In my opinion, the airport has evolved into something that was never envisioned by the
city fathers. The increased air traffic threatens some of the most wonderful aspects of life
in Newport Beach. Commercial airplanes are a source of air, water and noise pollution,
They endanger our quality of life and the value of our homes. I respectfully request that
the John Wayne Airport continue to comply with the current curfews and limit the
number of flights now and in the future to the lowest number possible.
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John Wayne Airport
Notice of Preparation Comments
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>>> Linda Rogers <lindarogers3000@gmail.com> 11/2/2013 4:24 PM >>>

Dear Ms. Choum,

| am very concerned about the environmental impact of any upcoming increase in aviation
traffic at John Wayne International Airport. Last week, The World Health Organization has
classified air pollution as a leading cause of cancer, and said the on days when air is

hazardous, containing the pollution and protecting the health of residents is the highest
priority.”

| understand that any points which | include in my letter here will be addressed by this

upcoming EIR.

Below is a brief list of concerns | would like the EIR to address. It seems logical that the
pollution caused by increase air traffic at John Wayne International Airport (and the
corresponding automobile traffic) will be irreparably detrimental to our entire coastal

community.
Thank you for your attention to my points of concern below:

1. I am concerned about the disruption of peace and quiet in my community. Will an
increase in MAP increase noise levels in my community?

2. Atwhat incremental increase of flights, both takeoff and landing, does the air and
noise pollution concentration increase to a toxic level?

3. What are the long-term adverse effects of aviation-caused air pollution with regard to
increased risks of cancer, reproductive malfunction, cataract, stroke, and changes in
child development?

4. How much lead from airplane fuel falls into the environment of airport surroundings?
Is this amount of lead hazardous to human or wildlife?

5. Does an increase in the MAP (Note: MAP=million air passengers) increase toxic
Greenhouse Gas Emissions?

6. Will environmental hazards and hazardous materials increase in the surrounding
area as the MAP increases?

7. Will the future land use and planning be affected by an increase in MAP and the
added car traffic?

8. How will the water and wastewater services be affected by the increase in MAP?

9. How will an increase in pollution caused by the increased MAP affect the fragile
ecosystem of the Back Bay?

10. How will wildlife be affected from an increased MAP?
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11. How will sea life in the Back Bay be affected by an increase MAP?

12. What chemicals are released into the air upon fueling, takeoff and landing?

13. What will the adverse affects of increasing flights have upon the automobile traffic in
the airport and surrounding areas?

14. Will the risk of stroke or heart failure increase as the MAP increases due to noise,
air and ground pollution?

15. Are the airport radar systems associated with long-term adverse effects on the
human body?

16. How many intersections will be affected by the increased car trips into and out of the
airport with the increases in MAP?

17. Who will pay for road repairs and road construction made necessary by the MAP
increased traffic?

Air pollution, even at low levels, is associated with a significant increase in the risk of low-
birth-weight babies. How much will the concentration of our air pollution increase as the
number of flights and corresponding number of car trips increase?

Sincerely,

Linda Rogers

3000 Broad Street
Newport Beach, CA 92663
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Scoping Meeting Transcript
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John Wayne Airport
Scoping Meeting

CD No. JWA Scoping Meeting 10/17/13

KARI RIGONI: Thank you all for joining us
tonight. I would ask, first of all, that you -- if
you don't know, there are handouts on the side table.
There are also sign-in sheets. So if you could
please make sure before you leave tonight at least,
that you sign in. That would be great.

We will get information to you if you so desire
throughout the process. We're asking for address and
e-mail. And we can then make sure you're notified of
the future process for the EIR as well.

Just a few housekeeping items: Restrooms are
immediately out this door, just slightly to the left.
And we do have just the agenda posted on the smart
board over there, but you should have in the handouts
on the table are an agenda, a folded piece that has
information about the proposed project and
alternative and the CEQA EIR process. And then
there's also comment cards on the table as well.

And just so you know, the meeting is being
recorded tonight. We will be using comments that are

taken in preparation of the EIR as we get into that
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process.

And the purpose of the meeting, you're here for
the Notice of Preparation Scoping Meeting for the
Environmental Impact Report for the proposed
Settlement Agreement Amendment. And the EIR itself
will be addressing potential environmental impacts of
modifying and extending the terms of the Settlement
Agreement.

The EIR is being prepared pursuant to the
California Environmental Quality Act, CEQA, most of
you have heard of that.

And the scoping meeting really provides an
opportunity for you to give us comments on as to the
proposed project and the alternatives that will be
studied and the various topical environmental areas
that would go into the Environmental Impact Report.

So we would value your input. How you're
providing that input, there are a couple different
ways: As I mentioned there are comment cards on the
table. You can fill out those tonight if you'd like
and leave them with us. You can fill them out and
mail them to us.

And then you'll also have an opportunity at the
end of the meeting to provide verbal comment. And as

I said, those will be recorded so we will capture
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those comments.

And I just want to remind everyone really the
purpose is to talk about elements that would be
analyzed in the Environmental Impact Report tonight.

The future opportunities to provide input are
also available. So I want to just let you know that
in addition to the scoping meeting tonight and
getting your input tonight as to what's contained in
the environmental document, when a draft
environmental document is actually prepared, it will
be released for public review and comment at that
point in time as well. And that is likely to be in
the first quarter of 2014.

We'll go through the schedule a little bit later
as well. 1In the agenda for tonight we're going to go
through just the housekeeping that I've done. Our
airport director Alan Murphy will give you a little
bit of background on the Settlement Agreement.

We have our consulting team from BonTerra
Consulting, Kathleen Brady, is here to talk about the
specifics of what's in the Notice of Preparation and
the initial study that was done.

And then we'll come back and talk -- I'll talk a
little bit about the schedule going forward. And

then we'll take your public comments.

LYNDEN J. AND ASSOCIATES, INC. (800) 972-3376




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

And I think at this point, I'll turn it over to
Alan Murphy and he can discuss a little bit about the
background of the Settlement Agreement.

ALAN MURPHY: Thank you, Kari. And thank you
everyone. Welcome to John Wayne Airport. And thank
you for taking the time to meet with us and provide
input today. It's an important part of the process.

I would also like to make sure that I introduce
my boss, Supervisor John Moorlach is here monitoring
the process. And so thank you Supervisor for taking
the time this evening to do that.

The -- the original Settlement Agreement was
executed in 1985 and it was between the four
signatories: The County of Orange, the City of
Newport Beach, the Airport Working Group and Stop
Polluting Our Newport Respond, a settlement Agreement
four-wide consensus on the nature and extent of
facility and operational improvements that could be
implemented at the airport.

Quote -- as it was quoted in the agreement itself
it reflects an acceptable balance between demand for
air traveling services in Orange County and any
adverse environmental impacts associated with the
operation of JWA.

The original agreement was a 20-year agreement
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and was scheduled to expire in 2005. 1In late 2002,
the original four signatories approved a series of
amendments to the Settlement Agreement.

The amendments allowed for additional facilities
and operation capacity and continue to provide
environmental protections for the local community.
This amendment is scheduled to expire in 2015 with
the exception of the portion dealing with the curfew
which would expire in 2020.

The proposed amendments that we're here to
discuss tonight and for review of that, the
discussion began in early 2012 between the city, the
two community groups and the county.

They resulted in a proposed project which we'll
go into a little more detail later to be studied.

The signatories executed an MOU in 2013 to define the
procedures, the protocols, the rules and
responsibilities with respect to preparation of the
Environmental Impact Report which is the next step in
the process.

In September 2013 the Board of Supervisors
approved the contracts of five firms that will be
doing analysis, the five consulting firms led by
BonTerra will be the ultimate consultants part of the

project.
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With that, I'd like to introduce Kathleen Brady
who is a principal at BonTerra who's going to walk us
through the NOP process.

KATHLEEN BRADY: Thank you, Alan. As Alan said
we're going to be preparing the Environmental Impact
Report pursuant to CEQA for addressing the potential
impacts associated with the amendment to the
Settlement Agreement.

And I don't know if everybody has picked up the
handout that's over on the side, but on the inside it
does identify the alternatives that are going to be
evaluated in the Environmental Impact Report and the
key components of those alternatives.

So we have the proposed project, what's known as
Alternative A, B, C, and the no-project alternative.
The no-project alternative is required under CEQA.
And one of the things that this document is going to
be doing, it's a little for some, is that we're going
to be looking at all the alternatives. And in the
body of the document, rather than just in a chapter
in the back, we're going to be doing a full analysis
of all the alternatives. So that, that way the
public has the full opportunity to understand the
impacts associated with any of the alternatives.

As you can see from -- on the handout that
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what's -- it's proposing is there's three different
phases of the amendment to the Settlement Agreement.

It has increase in passengers and number of
regulated flights that would take effect in 2016
dependent on the alternative 2021 and 2026.

The proposed project does not propose any
increase in the 2016 to the 20 -- December 31lst of
2020. Some of the other alternatives like
Alternative C does start stepping up the number of
passengers right away.

As far as the process, we have prepared what's
called an Initial Study. And it's a checklist that
identifies as -- it's 10 pages of questions. This is
based on the CEQA guidelines that help you focus what
the potential issue -- environmental issues are
associated with the project.

And then there's a previous write-up as to what
the -- the reasoned logic is behind the answer. And
this helps you focus what the analysis of the
environmental document would be.

For this project there are no physical
improvements. They're not proposing any terminal
expansion or new parking structures or anything of
that nature.

So it's truly the changes to the other terms of
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the Settlement Agreement. For those that were
involved in the Settlement Agreement back in 2002
there were physical improvements that were evaluated

as well.

And so for those who are interested in looking at

the full Notice of Preparation, it is on the
Airport's website and that address is in the last
question -- on the back of the handout and the last
question it gives you where you can find that.

It's at NOP, Notice of Preparation, at OC Air,
dot, com. And that will -- that link will take you
to the full document which provides a background on
the Settlement Agreement, the information on the
project setting as well as this checklist and the
answers.

And so I'm going to just run through quickly as
to what we have identified as the key issues that
will be addressed in the document. These are the
topical areas that are listed on the inside of
your -- your handout where those issues that have
been identified where there's a potentially
significant impact, those where we're not expecting
to have a signficant impact but we're going to
address the issue in the Environmental Impact Report

just as -- for an informational items so that people

10
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can fully understand why we came to that. And then
other areas where we are saying that we're going to
be excluding it from the Environmental Impact Report.

So just going through the checklist some of them
are very self-explanatory. So for things 1like
aesthetics, since we're not going to be changing any
of the physical features of the airport, we --
through this initial study we have determined that
there's not a reason to have to carry this forward
into the Environmental Impact Report because we're
not making any physical changes.

Agricultural and forestry resources. Again,
fairly self-explanatory because there's no ag that's
affected by this project. And there's no forestry
service, forest resources in the area.

And before I go too much further, this is also
your opportunity. This is our first cut at it, of
evaluating what the project is.

And based on our understanding what we feel the
impacts are and if you feel otherwise, this is an
opportunity of saying, you know what, I think you've
missed the boat on this, this -- you really should be
addressing topical, you know, whatever the topic is
and the reason why. And that can be, you know,

considered.

11
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Air quality impacts, those are definitely going
to be evaluated. There's a -- a full technical study
that will be looked at as far as evaluating the
emissions that would be associated with the
additional traffic, with the additional aircraft
operations.

And this will all be done in a separate technical
study which we will then take and incorporate into
our analysis.

Biological resources is an area that since we're
not doing any physical improvements, there's not
going to be direct impacts. But one of the things
that we will be evaluating is the potential impacts
on especially the Back Bay. That's the area that
we'll be focusing on because you do have a number of
sensitive species in that area and the effects of the
increased number of flights and the noise on the
species.

For cultural resources, this is an area that we
have identified as not needing further discussion
since we're not going to be doing any sort of
physical improvements that result in ground
disruption.

Cultural resources are you -- basically are you

going to be effecting archeological sites,

12
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paleontological resources or historic resources.

And once again, as I say, since we're not doing
physical improvements in that area, that topic was
scoped out of the process.

Geology and soils and -- and I'm following the
checklist here is one that, again, since we're not
doing any physical improvements, we're not going to
be looking at.

The greenhouse gas emissions, this is a
relatively new topic for CEQA that's been added. And
this is something that we will definitely be
evaluating. It's like a component of the -- of air
quality and will be looking at the effects that the
operations would -- and traffic would have on the
generation of greenhouse gasses.

For hazardous materials, even though we're not
going to be doing any physical improvements that
would be disturbing or resulting in an accident of --
associated with the hazardous materials, we will be
looking at that topic to the extent of like a risk of
upset that there's going to be increased fuel, jet
fuel that would need to be brought to the airport.
And will be addressing the potential effects on the
surrounding areas.

Hydrology and water quality, that's the topic

13
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under the checklist. For hydrology we're not going
to really be addressing it. We're not going to be
changing flow regimes. We're not going to be
changing ground water levels because we're not really
going to be doing any other physical improvements.

We will be addressing water quality. You're
going to have increased operations with potential
increased pollutant levels that could then get into
the water -- the water flows, the storm flows. And
needing to address to be sure that the weather called
Best Management Practices, the programs that are in
place at the airport now that they would address the
increased pollution that could potentially result
from this project.

For the land use planning, we're going to be
looking at the potential effects of any increased
noise and resulting in incompatible land uses
associated with the operation.

So if as a result of the proposed project or any
of the alternatives that you're going to have an
increased noise contour, is that going to result in
additional sensitive receptors being exposed to noise
levels in excess of the county and state standards.

For mineral resources, again, I think that's

fairly self-explanatory. We're not going to be doing
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anything -- there's no mineral resources identified
on the airport.

Noise, I think that's pretty self-explanatory as
well. Of course, we'll be addressing the potential
noise impacts of all the alternatives and the effects
that that would have on the -- the land uses in the
area. And the compatibility with the established
programs that have been implemented to provide
attenuation to the homes in the immediate area.

Population and housing, the -- at this -- the
levels of the project is not going to be displacing
any homes or resulting in such growth inducing
effects that it would result in an incompatibility
with the regional projections for the area.

The Southern California Association of

Governments does growth projections that take -- go
out to like 2035 and it -- the -- none of the flight
levels would exceed the -- would result in such an

increase that it would change population distribution
in the region.

For public services, we will be looking at the
effects that the increased flights would have on the
demands for fire and police protection. 1It's one of
those things since we're not going to be increasing

the building sizes, much of that will be the same.
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But we will be touching bases with the Orange County
Fire Authority and getting their input on -- if the
increased number of passengers being served at the
airport would result in an issue for them as well as
with the Sheriffs’ Department.

Recreation is a topic that falls into the -- that
we're not going to be resulting in increased
population. We're not going to be having any direct
impacts on parks.

Traffic and transportation are -- is another one
of the key areas where we do feel that we will be
having a full study that will be looking at the
potential circulation impacts on the surrounding
areas. The traffic consultant has been meeting with
all the jurisdictions in the area, the surrounding
cities, Caltrans, Transportation Corridor Agency,
Orange County Transportation Authority to get their
input on the scope and rough of that study.

For utility and service systems we’ll be looking
at the -- any increased demand or water, waste water
services because of the increased number of

passengers being served at the airport with all the

alternatives.
And that's kind of a -- that is a summary of what
our findings are. And the -- the key areas as I say,
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they are summarized in the bullet points on here.

It's air quality, greenhouse gasses, hazardous
materials, land use and planning, noise and traffic.

They'll be separate technical studies that will
all be part of the appendices to the environmental
study which we'll get summarized in our report for
the air quality greenhouse gasses, noise, and
traffic.

There's, as Kari indicated, there's opportunities
to provide input. At this point we're trying to get
input on the scopes of the studies. We don't really
have the answers for you at this point because we're
just starting out on our study.

So it's -- I'm not going to be able to give you
answers to your questions but we're trying to get
input on issues.

The -- as Kari indicated that the Environmental
Impact Report will be circulated in the first quarter
of -- of 2014 at that --

FAULTY MICROPHONE: (Inaudible) draft report?

KATHLEEN BRADY: Yes. The draft Environmental
Impact Report. And we -- it's called "draft" but
that's the one that goes out to the public.

And so that -- that's when you'll be given 45

days to review the document and any comments that are
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provided to us at that point are -- they're forwarded
to the decision makers. And comments on the
environmental issues are responded to in writing.

And that all becomes part of the final Environmental
Impact Report.

And with that, I will pass it to Kari again so
that she can answer the -- or discuss the schedule.

KARI RIGONI: We wanted to give you a little bit
of an overview of what the schedule is that we're
anticipating, what some of the next steps are, and
some key dates to the extent we know them at this
point.

Probably the most important thing is the comments
during this particular time frame, during the Notice
of Preparation time frame, you will see on the
materials that the comments -- the comment period
began October 1st and it extends through October
31st.

So we would ask that you provide these comment
cards or send letters to the address that's on the
comment card or provide your comments tonight.

Anything that you want to mail in to us,
definitely we would like to have those by the 31lst of
October.

We anticipate, as we've mentioned already, that
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in approximately the first quarter of 2014 there
would be public review of the draft Environmental
Impact Report as Kathleen mentioned that's another
opportunity to comment. And at that point written
comments will be responded to and provided to the
decision makers at the end of the process.

And in terms of when we expect to wrap up the

draft EIR, the comments on the EIR and the response

to those comments we're looking at late spring, early

summer of 2014.

And that's when we would anticipate taking the
Environmental Impact Report to our Board of
Supervisors to hopefully certify that document also
to take action on the project.

Now there are others involved in the process as
well. The Settlement Agreement as Mr. Murphy
mentioned had multiple signatories to it, so those
group -- the City of Newport Beach, Save and Protect
our Newport Working Group were all signatories to
that original Settlement Agreement.

So those bodies would also be reviewing the
documentation. And at the end of the whole process,
there would be a trip back to the court to actually
amend the Settlement Agreement.

So at this point then, I think we would like to
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invite your comments. In terms of how we're going to
go about doing this, if we have elected officials
here that would like to comment, we would invite them
to comment first, the government officials.

And then everyone else is welcome. We have a
microphone in the center of the room. We would like
to ask that you limit your comments to about three
minutes in respect of everyone's time here tonight.

And, again, as Kathleen mentioned we are here to
take your input. It's not really a time where we can
answer questions. We're just beginning this process.

So we would invite you to at this point in time
step up to the microphone if you would like to
comment. And as I said before, too, we'll be
recording those. But some of us will probably be
taking notes as well.

So if there's anyone that would like to begin, we
have a microphone in the center aisle.

Actually, we do appreciate if you would go to the
microphone because that way we can make sure we
capture what your question or comment is.

MARCO POPOVICH: I'm Marco Popovich and I'm just
asking what your relationship is with Lea Choum, if
I'm pronouncing that correctly, business

relationship?
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KARI RIGONI: Lea is an employee of John Wayne
Airport as we are and we work for Mr. Murphy and
ultimately for the Board of Supervisors.

MARCO POPOVICH: And functionally how are we
supposed to direct comments to her but yet --

KARI RIGONI: Yes.

MARCO POPOVICH: -- you're the --

KARI RIGONI: I see what you're getting at.

MARCO POPOVICH: Yeah.

KARI RIGONI: Yes. I'm the planning manager at
the airport and I apologize I didn't really make that
clear at the beginning of the presentation.

And Lea is our land use manager here at the
airport. She does work in the planning section at
John Wayne Airport. And she is managing much of this
process. Thank you for asking that.

ROBERT HAWKINS: My name is Robert Hawkins.
First, a procedural note pursuant to Public Resource
Code Section 21092 point 2 which is a Request for
Notices, I submitted a request to the county clerk
for notices in connection with this project and
received no notice in connection with this meeting.

Secondly, I believe that the project description
needs to be supplemented and I think you can -- you

should be able to do that tonight because you do know
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what the project is.

First, we've heard that there will be no physical
improvements as a result of the project. As a matter
of fact, that is not correct. If you look at table
1, the project includes currently passenger loading
bridges in the amount of 20.

As a result of the project there will be no limit
to those passenger loading bridges. That is a change
to the physical environment.

So we need to know how many loading bridges there
will be under the project. And presumably you should
know that tonight.

Secondly, in your project description, pages 7
and 8, you talk about modifying some existing
restriction on aircraft operations at JWA. That is
part of the project description. We need to
understand it to make comments in connection with the
environmental analysis but you don't tell us what
those modifications are.

We need to know that and we need to know that
tonight. And then 5 says "consider revisions to the
regulatory operation restrictions of JWA."

Once again, totally vague. We need to understand
what those are. So thank you very much.

KARI RIGONI: Thank you, sir.
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GREG CAROL: My name is Greg Carol. I just
actually have a few questions. 1It's my understanding
that the bullet points on the scope of the EIR will
be studied as to the impact according to the levels
of map and flight operations on the particular
alternatives; is that correct?

My first question would be, I didn't understand
that 16.9 map was ever possible at John Wayne given
present restrictions. Unless general aviation is
going to be removed, what is 16.9 map doing there as
a study?

(FAULTY MICROPHONE) : (Inaudible)

GREG CAROL: Yeah, I remember.

(FAULTY MICROPHONE) : (Inaudible)

GREG CAROL: Yeah, that's my problem then because
I don't remember 16.9. I -- I thought much lower
than that.

(FAULTY MICROPHONE) : (Inaudible) .

GREG CAROL: Wow. Okay. Well, then I stand
corrected then. The other thing would be the no
project levels. Are -- that will be freshly studied?
It won't be going back to 582 levels and just
throwing those in there?

KARI RIGONI: We're required under CEQA --

GREG CAROL: To --
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KARI RIGONI: -- to look at a no-project for this
EIR.

GREG CAROL: So these levels would be re-studied?
Okay. Thank you.

GAYLE ROSENSTEIN: Hi my name is Gayle Rosenstein
and I live on the east end of Lido. And I've noticed
a big change in the last month or so.

When our window is open, because we've had
beautiful weather, the planes seem to be closer to
Lido and we cannot hear our TV. They're just -- and
I've got -- when I called, they told me to take more
detailed information. And here's, like, plane after
plane, after plane, after plane on these tapes.

And I just was wondering why they're more towards
Lido these days.

KARI RIGONI: Well, I would actually ask for your
indulgence because at this point in time for this
particular project, we will be studying the noise
associated with the proposed project and the
alternatives.

Tonight is not really the opportunity to talk
about exactly what is happening. Although, we will
be addressing the current condition in the
Environmental Impact Report as well. 1It's called our

Baseline Commission, so you will see information
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about noise as it exists today. Thank you.

(FAULTY MICROPHONE) : (Inaudible)

KARI RIGONI: The airport does have a noise
abatement office and Mr. Murphy is planning on giving
that information over to our noise abatement office.
Thank you.

NANCY AUSTIN: Hello, I'm Nancy Austin. I just
have a couple of things. The US has done some
scientific studies on the effect of noise on health.
MIT has a project 19 and there have been several
research projects out of UCLA.

However, Europe has done a much, much better job.
And in fact last week came out with two studies on
the effect of noise on heart and cardiovascular
conditions.

And I guess I'm asking -- and that's just two of
many. I mean, the Netherlands, Sweden, Germany, I
mean, there's all -- Switzerland, there's all kinds
of research studies.

And I just want to know if those will be
considered when you consider what effect noise has on
health.

KARI RIGONI: That is a great example of
something that could be submitted. So studies that

you know of, if you can forward those to us or submit
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them as part of the comment period, we can take a
look at those studies.

NANCY AUSTIN: That's a lot of Post-its.

KARI RIGONI: Links to web pages.

NANCY AUSTIN: Okay. Oh, and then I have
something else and this is probably a dumb question
but, you're not going to take in a terminal expansion
because that wasn't asked for, true?

KARI RIGONI: That is not part of the memorandum
of understanding.

NANCY AUSTIN: But -- but on the proposed
Settlement Agreement there's no limit on building;
isn't that correct?

FAULTY MICROPHONE: That's correct however
(Inaudible) that will require (Inaudible) therefore
(Inaudible) .

WINTER BONHOMME: Hello, my name is Winter
Bonhomme and I just wanted to comment that I notice
all of the agencies that are -- were involved with
the settlement were from Newport Beach.

We're from Laguna Beach and we have been noticing
probably for the last two years the incessant
increase in noise, the frequency of flights as well
as the altitude in our neighborhood.

So I just wanted to make sure that Laguna Beach
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was going to be looked at as well.

KARI RIGONI: We appreciate your -- your comment.
And again, this process is absolutely open to
everyone in the county who wants to take a look at
this document and comment.

WINTER BONHOMME: But I mean with the consulting
firm that they will be taking into consideration the
neighbor communities, not just Newport Beach but that
Laguna Beach is severely impacted by noise in this
instance.

KARI RIGONI: We will take that consideration.
Thank you.

GENE FELDER: I'm also from Laguna Beach. My
name is Gene Felder. I live in the Top of the World
neighborhood. I serve on the board of directors on
the Top of the World Neighborhood Association.

Why do we call it Top of the World? We're at a
thousand foot elevation so we're closer to the
airplanes.

We really utilize -- we appreciate very much the
on-line tracking system so that we can see the flight
paths of the planes. We're not experts on this by
any means but we understand most of the planes going
east, they go off -- take off going west, then

they're controlled by the FAA going south and then
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they're released.

And basically they all are going over Laguna
Beach. When the Marine Corps air station at El Toro
was active, our understanding was that the planes
were released later and at least there was some
spreading out and sharing of the wealth.

There has been letters to our local papers about
soot being deposited on, like, patio tables and so
forth. So what I would like to ask is in your land
use planning that you look at the quality of life
issues of noise, not that it exceeds the state
standards.

The mitigation we'd be looking for would not be
to sound proof our houses and stay inside. The
mitigation we would be looking for is that the FAA
would release various planes at different times
instead of cutting a sharp right turn -- left turn
and going over Laguna Beach.

Certainly I would ask in part the scope is for
the consultants to look at the tracks and see where
they do fly. And that it is unfair for one area that
be flown over continuously.

And in the pollution, to include soot and
particulation that the planes may very well be

depositing. I'm not saying that it is a health risk,

28

LYNDEN J. AND ASSOCIATES, INC. (800) 972-3376




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

but it would be -- my understanding is modern fleet
jets that are very, very quiet, that when they're
going over the Top of the World neighborhood they are
climbing and they are fully loaded with fuel.

And so the quietest jet is noisy. So the only
mitigation is for them to go over the wvarious
communities at a higher altitude.

KARI RIGONI: Thank you very much.

LYNN PASH: I'm Lynn Pash I live in Corona Del
Mar. And a couple years ago the flight pattern
changed and went further east.

And since that happened, I've noticed that I now
wake up every morning at 7:00 o'clock with the jets.
The noise is terrible. 1It's one after the next. And
I'm glad the gentleman that just spoke mentioned the
soot. Because the windows and patio table are
covered, you know, two days after they're washed.

So that's a concern that the air contamination --
and I'm also hoping that the study looks at what
happens to the reservoirs because I'm sure all this
soot is falling in our water supply as well. So,
anyway, that's my concern.

KARI RIGONI: Thank you very much.

HEATHER SUMMERS: Good evening. I'm Heather

Summers residency Costa Mesa. I have been involved
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with airport planning issues for over probably a
decade and a half. And my gravest concerns are,
first of all, that there are not significant enough
numbers to support what are being proposed as the --
as project for upcoming.

I don't understand what the map numbers that have
been exhibited thus far do to contribute towards an
additional 95 class A and ADDs and actually the
potential for even more than that.

There's also an interesting statement in the --
on page 7 on the description of the project under
number 4, it says it's going to provide a reasonable
level of certainty to the following regarding a level
permitted aviation activity and in parentheses it
says "particularly scheduled commercial users."

Now, my grave concern about this is Orange County
Airport was originally designed as a small airport
for personal use. And when Supervisor Tom Riley came
into his position, he decided to elevate it to a
public use and there we are. And now he has a
terminal named after him.

But the point here is: I don't want to see
general aviation disappear. This was an airport
designed for personal aviation use and it is now

becoming a major source of income for the airport.
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Unfortunately, that also does not go out to the
rest of the community. So when we talk about other
issues like the conflict with the applicable use plan
and also the public services, airport services,
airport resources cannot be used for the rest of the
community.

We can step in as communities and help out the
airport if there's a fire. But fire resources cannot
be used out in the community.

And that is also true of the dollars that stay
within the airport for road usage. And, clearly, if
we're going to increase numbers in either by map or
by planes or, hopefully not the curfew, we're talking
about more planes. We're talking about more people.
We're talking about more cars, buses, taxis, shuttles
coming in here which is an impact to our neighbors
and our community roads which we pay for.

That's the taxpayers of Orange County, and the
state and sometimes even the cities have to pay for
lighting and things like that.

Airport dollars cannot be used for that unless
they apply for federal grant funding which we all
know is very difficult to come by under any
circumstance.

So when we get down to page 19 where there's a
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determination where it's '"could have, could not
have," we will have. We will have significant
impacts to our lives, to this community, to our
streets, to our roads, to our noise, to the pollution
level because when you're talking about more planes,
more cars, you're talking about more pollution. And
that's kind of a bottom line with everything that's
going on.

So -- and that also includes an additional run-
off. The run-offs that goes off of the airport
whether you clean it up and it's a fuel spill or
whatever, there is still going to be run-off from all
the excess fuel and stuff that gets burned off in the
sky and it goes to the Back Bay. That's where all of
our run-off flows is to our Back Bay.

So we do have a problem with that. I have a
problem with the statement that there's only going to
be a marginal conflict with our land use policies and
regulations.

We very definitely always had a problem with John
Wayne the minute it became a commercial airport.

So as we are looking at all of these things to go
into the EIR, I'm hoping that those co-signers that
have been involved in the past will also be available

to give significant input as to these important --
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very important issues to our community.

The airport sustains itself. It doesn't sustain
the rest of the community. It sustains itself. We
don't benefit by it except to be able to fly out of
here, so thank you very much.

GREG CAROL: Yeah, Greg Carol again. One more
question: The car rental situation, the taxi
situation, I was led to believe at another meeting
the other night that something is happening with
Parking Structure C some modifications going on that
had something to do with rental cars as they
currently exist.

Are they going to shift over or is it the taxis
that are coming over?

FAULTY MICROPHONE: (Inaudible)

GREG CAROL: So the basement footprint of the
rental cars is still going to be maintained as it is?
I'm sure you will include the rental car impact as it
will explode I'm sure in taxis as well. That's all
going to come up? That's ground traffic.

FAULTY MICROPHONE: (Inaudible)

GREG Carol: Oh, okay. I'm confused now.

FAULTY MICROPHONE: (Inaudible)

KARI RIGONI: We'll be studying many aspects of

traffic and what's going on.
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GREG CAROL: Okay. Thanks.

KARI RIGONI: Thank you.

TOM MING: Good evening my name is Tom Ming. I
live at 2433 Bunya, Newport Beach. I'm concerned
with the flight patterns and the increase and the
continued growing noises people in Laguna Beach and
(Inaudible) have pointed out.

Up to five years ago, our side of the bay had no
impact. Although we've been told that the flight
pattern hasn't changed, now the planes fly over my
house and I'm very much inside (Inaudible).

And when we bought the house we checked carefully
and that wasn't happening. That was a dozen years
ago. I'm not asking that we move it to somebody
else's but it really, really does impact us
(Inaudible) the airport has tried to be a good
neighbor but they're not really succeeding.

So it does impact our quality of life. And like
somebody already said, I don't want to have my home
encapsulated in whatever it is you would encapsulate
it and I stay inside. I have a nice swimming pool
and nice yard. I would like to use it.

NANCY AUSTIN: I'm sorry, I forgot something. I
wanted to address this of the -- of the consultant

and the consulting company, atrophying particulates
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have just begun to be studied. And while there is
not the finalized scientific conclusion, we do know
from several studies in the United States, one being
out of UCLA which was done at Santa Monica and we do
know from a few in Europe that atrophying
particulates are very damaging to our health.

That they are insidious in getting into your
blood stream and they do much more damage than what
bothers us about soot, for example. And I'm not
making a light of that. I'm not making light of soot
at all because we all are aware of that.

I'm just saying that I think in 10 years we will
find out what all that has done to us. And I would
just hope that something that has not been totally
concluded yet would be considered since there are
academic institutions of very fine quality that have
done these studies.

KARI RIGONI: Thank you.

PORSHA WEISS: Good evening. My name is Porsha
Weiss I live in Newport Heights. And after living
above Balboa Island about 23 years ago and walking
out every morning and having greasy, black sediment
all over my white patio furniture, I decided to move
out of the flight pattern.

I chose not to move -- or consider El Segundo. I
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stayed in Newport Beach and moved into Newport
Heights. Could have gotten more property, a pool,
all those kinds of things in Dover Shores, but was
trying to get away from it.

In the last six months, the white picket fence
every morning now is now covered with a very strange
black, kind of greasy sediment. And we didn't notice
that before. Usually it would take a couple weeks
before that wood build up.

I hate to be redundant but, of course, I'm
incredibly concerned with the air quality and the
impact of the air quality on, not just our health,
but every living organism's health in this area if
not, you know, the entire world. And also the noise
impact.

And it just seems very obvious that if we
increase the number of flights, we're going to get
more pollution, both air quality pollution and noise
pollution.

And the quality of all living organisms is going
to go down. I really see no benefit to the people of
Newport Beach to increase the flights out of that --
out of the airport.

And after having flown out of Ontario, I'm just

wondering why Ontario is dead. I mean, they have a
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couple of runways, nothing happens there.

So I'm just wondering, you know. So, yes, I'm
super concerned about our air quality, noise. It
just seems so obvious that all these things,
greenhouse gas emissions, hazard, hazardous
materials, land use planning, noise, traffic
(Inaudible) traffic. These are obviously going to
impact Newport Beach and the surrounding areas
tremendously.

And that's all I have (Inaudible).

FAULTY MICROPHONE: (Inaudible)

JOANNA FELDMAN: Joanna Feldman, Laguna Beach.
Since you brought up Ontario, I would like that to be
included in the scope of what the impact of this
expansion at John Wayne would cause on the wviability
of Ontario and the amount of flights that are going
to be -- are going in and out there.

TOM PEPLER: Good evening, my name is Tom Pepler,
I am on the board of directors of Airport Working
Group and have been participating in these
deliberations.

I just wanted to add that I -- I try to do this
in most meetings, a little ray of sunshine for those
who feel that incessant pollution will only increase

in terms of noise particulates greenhouse and so
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forth.

The fact is that engine manufacturers for the
airlines are developing a new generation of power
plants that will power the new airplanes coming into
the narrow body market, new 737s, the new A-320s
which will start being brought into the fleets of the
major carriers in about three years.

Ultimately, all of the aircraft operating in and
out of John Wayne and this is five, ten years from
now, will have significant reductions in greenhouse
gasses, nitric oxide, carbon oxide. And it will also
have significant noise reductions, 10, 15, to 20
percent. Some estimates are the noise (Inaudible)
would be reduced by 50 percent.

These engines do not presently exist on aircraft.
Therefore, they can't be brought to Newport Beach to
demonstrate these -- all of these I'm speaking about.

The problem that I have personally is I can't
figure out a way to induce the airlines to bring the
new airplanes with the engines to our airport.

In other words, the airlines are going to use
these airplanes wherever they want to. So if anyone
has a bright idea about how we can induce American
Airlines to bring all of their new engine technology

to Newport Beach, that would be a tremendous
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opportunity for us. Thank you.

KARI RIGONI: Thank you.

FAULTY MICROPHONE: (Inaudible)

MIKE SMITH: Hi there, Mike Smith. I'd 1like to
see if we could just have an Option D on this page.
And that would be to hold everything where it is
until 2030.

FAULTY MICROPHONE: (Inaudible)

MIKE SMITH: But does that give -- does that kill
the curfew?

FAULTY MICROPHONE: (Inaudible)

MIKE SMITH: The curfew stays? Okay. Excuse me
then.

Second question is: Who exactly is asking for
this to be done? Increase of map and everything like
that? And who is -- what's the reason for it?

KARI RIGONI: The signatories to the Settlement
Agreement that was originally adopted and gone
through the court system.

Because as Mr. Murphy mentioned, it has -- it's
on the verge of expiring in 2015, the signatories to
that agreement got together and this is how we came
about with a proposed project and alternatives.

In terms of -- from a CEQA standpoint from

California Environmental Quality Act in the
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environmental document that's going to be prepared,
the lead agency who are preparing that is the County
of Orange which is why we're hosting the meeting
tonight. I'm not sure if that's part of your
question.

MIKE SMITH: Does -- does increasing the
passengers, increasing the number of flights, does
that put more money in the County's pocket or where
does the money go?

KARI RIGONI: We're not actually studying
financial impacts of this at this point. We're
strictly focusing on the environmental.

MIKE SMITH: Okay.

KARI RIGONI: I cannot answer the financial
questions.

MIKE SMITH: Can answer that?

FAULTY MICROPHONE: (Inaudible)

MIKE SMITH: Okay.

FAULTY MICROPHONE: (Inaudible)

HEATHER SUMMERS: I just have one more question
didn't think of before, but I'm wondering how you're
going to contact people for your study so they can
give you input?

I happened to get an e-mail this morning from

Airfair and that's the only way I knew about the

I
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meeting. But I imagine there are lot of concerned
citizens in Newport Beach, Corona Del Mar, Laguna
Beach, Costa Mesa, who would have loved to come to
the meeting and express themselves had they known
about it.

So I'd like to know how this study is going to do
an outreach to the community so that they can give
input.

KARI RIGONI: We will be advertising that the
draft Environmental Impact Report will be available.
We will be putting those in all the public libraries
and publishing notices.

We also send notification to the cities. And I
know at least one of the cities sent notices to all
of the community groups and associations.

And we will continue to do that. So we would
love to add you to our mailing list and those who are
interested in being on that list, feel free to submit
on the comment card as well, folks that would like to
be on the notification.

And by signing the sign-in list tonight. But I
think you're talking about others that are out there
that may not be here tonight, so please pass these on
and -- and we can definitely accommodate

notification.
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FEMALE SPEAKER: I just have another question: I
guess the question that this gentleman had asked is
what has triggered the expansion. And what you

answered was what has triggered this proposal was

that one had expired -- one's expiring and you need
to get a new one. But it's my understanding that
this newer one is expanding -- it's being expanded

from the old one.

And I guess the question is: Why is -- is it
expanding?

FAULTY MICROPHONE: (Inaudible)

KARI RIGONI: I wanted to loop back on one
question about notification as well. One of the
other great ways to find out what's going on related
to this process is to visit our OC Air dot com
website.

So even for this particular portion of the
process on our OC Air dot com website there was an
item that said we're engaging in the scope and
process and the Notice of Preparation process.

So feel free to regularly check that website as
well. We will post everything related to the draft
EIR there, including links and notifications as to
what libraries the documents can be found at and how

you can look at the document and then provide
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comment.

DAVE BROWN: Good evening Dave Brown from Corona
Del Mar. I purchased my home in late 2009. And
then -- I'm sorry -- in late 2008 and starting in
2009 and on in 2010 and 11, the FAA decided in its
infinite wisdom to make changes to the departure
paths that turned my previously essentially non-
impacted neighborhood into a flight-seriously-noise-
impacted neighborhood.

And so my request of my government is that when
you study noise in this process, you look not just a
baseline CNEL as of today, which would completely
ignore all the changes that have taken place over the
past three years, but look at the baselines at
various points in time to the extent the data is
available to actually look at what the activities of
the airport given the new departure paths actually
mean for all of the surrounding neighbors and I think
this goes not only for me and my neighbors in Corona
Del Mar -- excuse me -- but also particularly for
some of the folks who are here from Laguna Beach this
evening who didn't used to have airplanes and now
have airplanes every day.

I used to hear when I woke up in the morning

birds chirping. Now all I can hear are airplanes.
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Thank you.

KARI RIGONI: Thank you.

CHRISTA JOHNSON: Good evening, my name is
Christa Johnson. I'm the assistant city manager in
Laguna Beach and I really liked Mr. Brown's comments
just now about impacts to Laguna Beach.

But we do have increasing numbers of residents
and business owners who are complaining about serious
impacts to their life from noise from departing
aircraft from John Wayne.

And we would very much like to have your study
include information about noise impacts on Laguna
Beach residents. And also we have received many
complaints about air pollution and soot, so thank
you.

KARI RIGONI: Thank you.

BOB LANG: My name is Bob Lang. I've been a
professional pilot both in the military and
commercially and also the Aircraft Owners and Pilots
Association representative for John Wayne Santa Ana
Airport.

I also live in Corona Del Mar and have for 40
years. And when I bought a house underneath the
flight plan of an airport, I knew there were going to

be airplanes.
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I knew that historically airplanes -- there are
more airplanes. I was not naive when this happened
and I'm also not naive that no one wants to get in
their car and drive to L.A. or get in their car and
drive to Ontario and that's why they want to fly out
of Orange County. They just don't want the people to
fly over their own house.

But I'm also balanced by the fact that as a
general aviation pilot with a plane based here at
this airport and flying out of this airport 200 hours
a year, I'm one of the guys that flies over Costa
Mesa because we turn right when we leave the airport.

I've also flown a lot in Europe and there are
significant mitigation factors that the airport can
look at and the environmental study can look at. For
aircraft such as mine who are a serious contributor
to the pollution of -- of -- of noise and particulate
matter, those things are very common in Europe and
there is -- there is a lot of baseline data to do it.

The two leading comments that I would have --
that and in fact maybe three, first, it's a very
aware item on the agenda of our local airport
meetings with our pilots repetitively month after
month how to reduce our footprint and how to control
it.
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Additionally, in Europe it is illegal to have on
most aircraft what's called a two-bladed propeller.
Propeller noise is directly reloaded -- related to
the prop diameter and prop speed.

If you buy a more expensive three-bladed or four-
bladed propeller, that noise input over Costa Mesa
goes down by like 50 percent.

Why don't people buy those? Why don't I have
one? Because they're expensive. And so most of the
propellers we get in the United States are used
propellers that have been taken off airplanes in
Switzerland and Germany and all those other places
because they're too loud.

So we buy them here and put them on our
airplanes. There are mitigation factors we can do
that. One of the mitigation factors we can do is to
make it more competitive to put those kinds of things
on our airplanes. And one of the other things we can
do, we are the last users in general aviation of
leaded gasoline.

Our gasoline is not like the kind of leaded that
you had in your '56 Chevy. Ours is a hundred octane
and it's got -- they call it hundred low lead. 1It's
not.

It's got a lot of lead. So forget about the
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little particular matter that you have on your white
patio furniture underneath the airport.

The things you can't see, the lead that's in our
airplanes is a big deal. What can we do to mitigate
this? We can make it easier here at John Wayne
Airport to have alternative fuels that don't have
lead. So we can -- we can as general aviation pilots
we can do things here that would be cutting edge,
nation wide that would significantly reduce our
footprint.

KARI RIGONI: Thank you, sir.

MARCO POPOVICH: 1It's Marco Popovich again. I
have two questions and the last speaker actually gave
some very interesting information.

I was going to ask even before that about what
kind of studies you will be looking at regarding the
impact of jet fuel.

Clearly we have a lot of study about, you know,
automotive fuel, which is similar to what his plane
uses. But do you have some studies in mind that
you'll be accessing as far as the impacts of jet fuel
on air water quality?

FAULTY MICROPHONE: On the air quality
(Inaudible) aviation (Inaudible).

KARI RIGONI: By engine type.
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FAULTY MICROPHONE: By engine type (Inaudible).

MARCO POPOVICH: Okay. And does it make sense to
address CNEL and all these things in this meeting? I
mean, a lot of people have been asking about the path
and everything.

KARI RIGONI: That's really not the focus of the
proposed project and alternatives (Inaudible)
present.

MARCO POPOVICH: Okay. But -- but --

KARI RIGONI: But we are welcoming comments and
we will get them to the right entity.

MARCO POPOVICH: I see. And does this
Environmental Impact Report actually address general
aviation or is it just commercial aviation?

KARI RIGONI: We will be addressing the general
aviation aircraft and the impacts associated with the
operations here at the airport as well.

MARCO POPOVICH: Thank you.

KARI RIGONI: Okay. Yes?

DOROTHY KRAUSE: Question: My name is Dorothy
Krause and I live in Newport Beach, regarding the
responses to the comments, will those be posted with
the EIR or even these comments, will we be able to
see everybody's comments?

KARI RIGONI: Actually I will explain, maybe make
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it a little more clear.

Right now in the process we have a proposed
project and alternatives and we are taking input so
that we can prepare the EIR.

So there won't be any formal comments or
responses at this point in time.

Once we do public that draft Environmental Impact
Report, that is the time that if you provide written
comments, we will be responding to every comment that
is provided during that time period and presenting
those to the decision-makers so they can see what
comments were presented in the EIR -- on the EIR and
how they have been addressed and hopefully that will
enable them to make their decision on certification
of the environmental document.

DOROTHY KRAUSE: Will everyone --

KARI RIGONI: (Inaudible) those will all public,
yes.

DOROTHY KRAUSE: And the responses?

KARI RIGONI: Yes.

DOROTHY KRAUSE: -- to all -- thank you.

KARI RIGONI: Yes. Thank you for that question.
All right. We appreciate you taking your time
tonight. We highly encourage you to use these

comment cards, to stay informed, look at our website
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every once in a while so you can see what's
happening.

I will say that the next, you know, the next
milestone really will be production of that draft
Environmental Impact Report and getting that out for
public review and comment. Yes. One last comment.

HEATHER SUMMERS: I apologize for stepping up.
But she triggered a thought in my mind. I'm sorry.
Heather Summers, Costa Mesa.

In that we have had a request for specific
studies to be included into the draft EIR, it would
be too late for those studies to be then requested
after the draft is finished.

So my question is: In that those have already
been stated and presented to you and to this notice,
are we going to see some response as to those actual
studies that will be included in the draft EIR?

KARI RIGONI: It is our job to look at what
you're asking us to look at in the EIR. We will
evaluate that and look at the merits of what those
studies are and how they might be incorporated.

There are no promises that they would be
incorporated. 1If it's applicable and reasonable,
then we will look at those and make that

determination. And you would know at the time the
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draft Environmental Impact Report actually is
published.

HEATHER SUMMERS: Understood. We would know that
it came out and was not included. So at what point
would we then be able to have any recourse if the
studies, like what Miss Austin has brought up from
UCLA and around the world, if the draft is already
done, it's too late to actually request a new study
to be submitted into the draft.

KARI RIGONI: Actually, at the point of the draft
EIR, you are welcome to make further additional
comments. And we then are bound to respond to those
comments.

HEATHER SUMMERS: Comments were one thing. I'm
talking about the actual studies. If we don't have
submittal of the studies included in the draft,
commenting on them at the draft point is too late.

KARI RIGONI: I understand. But without the
benefit of -- benefit of us knowing what the studies
are right now, we cannot make a promise that they
will or not -- will or will not be included.

HEATHER SUMMERS: So how would we actually follow
up and give you the information or at least give you
the text by which you could investigate and possibly

-- and potentially -- and then get a response back
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from you knowing whether or not it is going to be
included in the draft?

KARI RIGONI: Well, as part of this process, that
is where we would like you to give us input on what
those studies are and where would we find them.

HEATHER SUMMERS: And the person to whom we would
make this contact is Miss Choum?

KARI RIGONI: Right. The -- if you can provide
information as to where we can look at those studies,
right, you can send those on the comment card, you
can write a letter, you don't have to use the comment
card.

HEATHER SUMMERS: Okay. Thanks.

FAULTY MICROPHONE: To follow up (Inaudible).

KARI RIGONI: We're taking comments through
October 31st. On what we -- on October 31st on the
proposed project and alternatives and what would be
incorporated into the analysis of the EIR.

FAULTY MICROPHONE: (Inaudible) but I just have
to say (Inaudible) but I think (Inaudible) and I
didn't bring up (Inaudible) gas although (Inaudible)
is so overpowering.

MALE SPEAKER: No gas (Inaudible) leaded gasoline
will be (Inaudible) just a matter of who gets on

board.
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FAULTY MICROPHONE: Good.

KARI RIGONI: All right.

Good (Inaudible).

We do appreciate your

attendance here tonight. And please make sure you

sign the sign-in list and have a great evening,

everyone.
///
///
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