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Federal Agency Comments on the FEIS

Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport
Record of Decision

This section of the report lists all Federal agency commentators that provided written comments on the
FEIS. Commentators are organized by letter code. The associated Letter Code, Last Name, First Name
and Comment Codes foliow each Agency. Copies of the coded letters are included in this section in
order by Letter Code,

Agency Letter . Last Name' .- | First Name [ i
Fort McDowell FFQ001 | Loutzenheiser Gary 11-1, 11-2, 2-10
Yavapai Nation
U.S. Environmental | FF0002 | James Duane 2-84,7-7, 2-85, 7-10, 7-11, 712, 7-

Protection Agency 13, 7-14,7-15,7-16, 7-17, 7-18
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Fcbruary 17, 2006

Ms. Jennifer Mendelsohn
Environmental Protection Specialist
U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Aviation Adminisuation

—  P.O. Box 92007 :
Los Angeles, California 90009 2007

Dear Ms. Mendelsohn,

After reviewing the Final Environmental Impact Statement, particularly the :

component relating to the archaeological resources, sections 3.8.1 thru 3.9 4!

We support your assertion that the affiliated tribes, including the Fort ‘
cDowell Yavapai Nation prefer that human remains associated with :

archaeological sites not be disturbed, but believe the repatriation of human  11-1

remains if discovered is an acceptable treatme@Eou are correct in your

statement of page 3-647, that we always have concerns about treatment of

human remains, finerary objects, sacred objects, and objects of cultwral

patrimony that may be buried in archaeological sites within the AOD. We

are satisfied with you statement that these items will be treated in 11-2

accordance with our agreement that the Arizona State Museum executed in ! '

comphiance with the Arizona Antiquities Aéﬂ :

@c support the review and proposed changes to take place at Phoenix Sky 2-10
Harbor Internatiopal Aupo_r_ﬁ :

S

Cultural Representative
Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation

FEB 21 2165



Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation

FF0001

Gary Loutzenheiser

11-1

11-2

2410

Comment

We [Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation] support your assertion that the affiliated tribes, including
the Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation prefer that human remains associated with archaeological
sites not be disturbed, but believe the repatriation of human remains if discovered is an
acceptable treatment.

Response
Comment noted.

Comment

You [FAA] are correct in your statement on page 3-67, that we [Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation]
always have concerns about the treatment of human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects,
and objects of cultural patrimony that may be buried in archaeological sites within the AQD.
We are satisfied with your statement that these items will be treated in accordance with our
agreement that the Arizona State Museum executed in compliance with the Arizona Antiguities
Act.

Response

Comment noted. A copy of the signed Section 106 Memorandum of Agreement, including the
1994 burial agreement referenced in the Section 106 MOA, between the FAA, City of Phoenix,
Bureau of Reclamation, Salt River Project, and SHPO which details the procedures to be
followed for the treatment of any archaeological resources and human remains and cultural
objects that may be encountered during the development of the ADP, is provided in Appendix
B to this Record of Decision. See respeonse to comment 10-2,

Comment
| [We] support the PHX EIS and/for the proposed changes discussed in the FEIS.

Response
Comment noted.



NG, o

Ea FF0002
7 s UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
3 «g; REGION IX
A ome 75 Hawthome Street
San Francisco, CA 94105-3501
March 13, 2006
Jennifer Mendelsohn

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Aviation Administration
P.O. Box 92007

Los Angeles, CA 90009-2007

Subject: Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for Phoenix Sky Harbor
International Airport, Maricopa County, Arizona (CEQ# 20060039)

Deear Ms. Mendelsohn:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the above-referenced
document pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Council on
Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508) and Section 309 of the
Clean Air Act.

EPA reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) and provided
comments to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) on August 10, 2005. Werated the ~ 2-84
DEIS as Environmental Concerns - Insufficient Information (EC-2) because of unglear -
evaluation criteria for the elimination of aiternatives not considered in the DE@ e also
recommended some clarifications be included in the FEIS regarding the air quality analysis,and 7.7
that additional mitigation for air quality be consider@

EPA appreciates the additions to the altematives analysis section in the FEIS in response  2.85
toour ¢ ent. mith regard to air quality, we continue to recommend that additional
voluntary emission reduction measures be included in the design and copstruction specifications. -7
We understand that overall air quality may be improved with this project However,@a Phoenix
metropolitan area is classified as nonattainment for 8-hour ozone and particulate matter less than
10 microns (PM-10), and additional voluntary measures would benefit air quality. We request a 7-10
commitment to these additional measures be included in the Record of Decision (RODE

@ EPA’s comments on the DEIS, we commended FAA for the discussion of potential 7-11
adverse human health impacts of HAP emissions from airport operations and constructia EPA
concurs that a full human health risk assessment is unnecessary for this EIS given the likely 7-12
beneficial effects to air quality from the proposed projegEPA does not agree, however, with
statements in the FEIS regarding the inability to quantify potential impacts from HAPS in a
meaningful way, given the limitations of existing modeling tools and critical input data,
including HAP speciation profiles for commercial jet aircraft engines. For example, EPA
worked as a cooperating agency with FAA to develop a HAP analysis for the O'Hare Airport
Modernization Project EIS (see Appendix I of the EIS, available at

7-13
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http://www.agl.faa.gov/ OMP/EISTechSim/ReferenceDocumentstEISdocs.htm1EPA is 7-14

available to work with FAA in the future, to identify appropriate analysis methodologies for
projects with potentially significant impacts from HAPs.

EPA notes the following updates pertinent to air quality in the Phoenix area that may
affect the Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport Project:

Due to numerous exceedances of the PM-10 standard this past fall and winter, Phoenix 7-15
will not attain the PM-10 standard by its serious area attainment date of December 31,

2006. The area will be subject to 2 Clean Air Act section 189(d) plan, due to EPA by
12/31/2007, which will require 5% reductions per year in PM-10 until the area attains

the standard. It is possible that entities undertaking construction activities will be

required to implement new control measures starting 1/ l/@

En the time since EPA commented on the DEIS, Arizona Department of Environmental
Quality has completed development of a Natural Events Action Plan for Maricopa
County (including the City of Phoenix) to address dust problems associated with high  7-16
wind events. The plan includes information on outreach for potential high pollution
advisories associated with dust on high wind days. EPA recommends that FAA ensure
all construction activities are in compliance with this plan. The plan can be accessed at
http://www.azdeq.gov/environ/air/plan/download/neapletter.pdf.

[EPA offers the following corrections to the FEIS:

The FEIS notes under Table 4.2.5-1 (p. 4-14) that EPA has given Arizona an oxides of
Nitrogen (NOx) waiver. This was true for 1-hour ozone, but this waiver does not apply 7-17
for 8-hour ozone, which is now the applicable ozone standarE]

E’he response to comments regarding dust reduction measures includes an invalid
website link (comment 19-3). The correct link should be 7-18

http://www.maricopa.gov/aq/divisions/planning.aspx, and a reference to Rule 310
regarding fugitive dust should be noﬁ _

We appreciate the opportunity to review this FEIS. If you have any questions, please

contact me at (415) 972-3988 or Karen Vitulano, the lead reviewer for this document, at 415-
947-4178 or vitulano karen@epa.gov. |

CcC:

. ' Sincere:ly2

Duane James, Manager
Environmental Review Office
Communities and Ecosystemns Division

David Krietor, City of Phoenix Aviation Department



U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

FF0002

Duane James

2-84

7-7

2-85

7-10

Comment

EPA reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) and provided comments to
the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) on August 10, 2005. We rated the DEIS as
Environmental Concerns — Insufficient Information (EC-2) because of unclear evaluation
criteria for the elimination of alternatives not considered in the DEIS.

Response

In response to the EPA comments, the alternatives analysis in the FEIS was expanded and
restructured to provide greater detail on the evaluation criteria and emphasis on the purpose
and need evaluation criteria. In the alternatives evaluation (Section 2.4 of the FEIS), the Level
1 screening has been changed to be consistent with EIS purpose and need. The site review
criteria have been moved {o the Level 2 screening. This change allows the first phase of the
alternatives evaluation to focus on purpose and need, the driving force of the EIS. Revisions
made to the order of the screening criteria did not result in any changes to the results of the
alternatives evaluation. In response to this comment Section 2.4 has also been revised to
clarify that the FAA considered use of other existing airports as an alternative to the proposed
improvements at PHX to accommaodate forecast demand efficiently and at acceptable levels of
service.

Comment

We [EPA] also recommended some clarifications be included in the FEIS regarding the air
quality analysis, and that additional mitigation for air quality be considered. With regard to air
quality, we continue to recommend that additional voluntary emission reduction measures be
included in the design and construction specifications. We understand that overall air quality
may be improved with this project.

Response

In preparing the FEIS, the FAA considered and responded to all EPA comments requesting
clarification and/or further discussion of air quality issues associated with the proposed ADP
Project at PHX. FAA has made various air quality mitigation measures identified in Section IX
of the ROD conditions of FAA's approval of the proposed project. This includes the City of
Phoenix complying with the provisions of FAA Advisory Circular AC 150/5370-10B, "Standards
for Specifying Construction of Airports.” With respect to additional details on possible
mitigation actions, the City of Phoenix has committed 1o coordinate with the regulatory
agencies throughout development of the ADP project to ensure the program will be compliant
with applicable Federal, state, and local rules and regulations. Voluntary emission reduction
measures would also be examined in the future as design specifications and construction
requirements for the proposed project become better defined. All mitigation measures would
be designed and implemented in accordance with Federal, state, and local regulations,
including Maricopa County's Rules 310 and 310.01 covering fugitive dust; and Arizona
Administrative Code R18-2-604, R18-2-605, R18-2-606, and R18-2-607. In addition, as
described in the FEIS the City of Phoenix has agreed to consider implementing voluntary
mitigation measures to reduce air emission. See also response to comments 7-1 and 7-2 as to
long term air quality benefits of the ADP Alternative.

Comment
EPA appreciates the additions to the alternatives analysis section in the FEIS in response to
our comments.

Response
Comment noted.

Comment
The Phoenix metropolitan area is classified as nonattainment for 8-hour ozone and particulate
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matter and 10 microns (PM-10), and additional voluntary measures would benefit air quality.
We request a commitment to these additional measures be included in the Record of Decision
(ROD).

Response

The FEIS disclosed that the Phoenix metropolitan area is classified as nonattainment for 8-
hour ozone and PM10. FAA air quality analysis within the FEIS took into account this
classification analysis. Although the levels were below de minimis for these pollutants, there
are voluntary mitigation measures identified in the FEIS to reduce air pollution. These
measures are contained in the ROD. See response to comment 7-7.

Comment
In EPA’s comments on the DEIS, we commended FAA for the discussion of potential adverse
human health impacts of HAP emissions from airport operations and construction.

Response
Comment noted.

Comment
EPA concurs that a full human health risk assessment is unnecessary for this EIS given the
beneficial effects to air quality from the proposed project.

Response
Comment noted.

Comment

EPA does not agree, however with statements in the FEIS regarding the inability to quantify
potential impacts from HAPS in a meaningful way, given the limitations of existing modeling
tools and critical input data, including HAP speciation profiles for commercial jet aircraft
engines. For example, EPA worked as a cooperating agency with FAA to develop a HAP
analysis for the O’Hare Airport Modemization Project EIS (see Appendix | of the EIS).
Response

The U.S. EPA worked with the FAA as a cooperating agency on the Chicago O'Hare
Maodemization Program (OMP) EIS. EPA concurred with FAA’s conclusion that the limitations
on modeling tools and input data precluded preparation of a full human health risk assessment
as part of that EIS.

As stated in the FAA’s, Record of Decision for the OMP FEIS “Collectively, the agencies
believe that the use of existing human health risk assessment protocols would not be
scientifically sound nor defensible given the limitations of the existing modeling tools and
critical input data. Specifically, the computer models typically used in human health risk
assessment protocols are unable to accurately represent chemical reactivity during transport of
airborne poilutants, and the assumptions prescribed for HAPs exposure from stationary
sources are not directly transferable to mobile sources. Furthermore, critical data concerning
the absence of HAP emissions data and the limitations of HAP speciation profiles for all types
of aircraft engines (i.e., commercial jets, military, general aviation, and air taxi) do not exist.”

FAA is willing to discuss further the issue of the human health effects of HAP emissions with
the U.S. EPA for proposed projects that are likely to have an adverse air quality impact.
Comment

EPA is available to work with FAA in the future, to identify appropriate analysis methodologies
for projecis with potentially significant impacts from HAPs.

Response

The FAA appreciates EPA’s willingness to collaborate on an appropriate HAPs analysis
methodology for airports, and in particular aircraft engines. In fact, FAA headquarters (Office
of Environment and Energy) is currently engaged with EPA headquarters (both CAQPS and
the mobile source division in Ann Arbor, Michigan) on an airport-related HAPs emissions
inventory guidance. The guidance will provide a compendium of HAP emission profiles to
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date, and outlines a methodology for application according to engine technology. The
guidance will aiso establish a rating system to the HAPs data, similar to what is currently found
in AP-42, so that the air quality practitioner understands the confidence in using this data with
respect to (1) how the test data was collected and documented and {2) how representative the
data is for the present-day modern aircraft engines to be analyzed. The draft HAPs emissions
inventory guidance is currently being circulated within FAA for review followed by subsequent
review by EPA. The guidance will be publicly available during the summer of 2006.

Comment

EPA notes the following updates pertinent to air quality in the Phoenix area that may affect the
Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport Project: Due to numerous exceedences of the PM-10
standard this past fall and winter, Phoenix will not atiain the PM-10 standard by its serious area
attainment date of December 31, 2006. The area will be subject o a Clean Air Act section
189(d) plan, due to EPA by 12/31/2007, which will require 5% reductions per year in PM-10
until the area attains the standard. It is possible that entities undertaking construction activities
will be required to implement new control measures starting 1/1/08.

Response

Comment noted. See response to comment 7-7 regarding FAA making various air quality
mitigation measures conditions of FAA’s approval of the proposed project. The ROD identifies
the specific measures FAA is requiring as a condition of project approval (see Section [X of the
ROD). In addition, the ROD identifies mitigation measures that are not a condition of project
approval but which the City of Phoenix may consider implementing (see Section IX of the
ROD). In addition, construction of the proposed improvements will comply with FAA Advisory
Circular AC 150/5370-10B, "Standards for Specifying Construction of Airports". The Sponsor
has indicated to FAA that they and their subcontractors will coordinate with Federal, state,
county, and local agencies to implement appropriate construction-related pollution controi
measures, including Maricopa County's Rules 310 and 310.01 covering fugitive dust, and any
of the potential ADEQ's Section 189(d) Plan requirements related to the Airport. See response
to comment 7-5.

Comment

EPA notes the following updates pertinent to air quality in the Phoenix area that may affect the
Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport Project: in the time since EPA commented on the
DEIS, Arizona Department of Environmental Quality has completed development of a Natural
Events Action Plan for Maricopa County {including the City of Phoenix) to address dust
problems associated with high wind events. The plan includes infermation on outreach for
potential high pollution advisories associated with dust on high wind days. EPA recommends
that FAA ensure all construction activities are in compliance with this plan.

Response

Comment noted. See response to comment 7-7 regarding FAA making various air quality
mitigation measures conditicns of FAA's approval of the proposed project. The ROD identifies
the specific measures FAA is requiring as a condition of project approval (see Section IX of the
ROD). The Sponsor has indicated to FAA that they and their subcontractors will coordinate
with Federal, state, county, and local agencies to implement appropriate construction-related
pollution control measures, including Maricopa County's Rules 310 and 310.01 covering
fugitive dust, the ADEQ's Natural Events Action Plan for Maricopa County, and any potential
Section 189(d) Plan requirements related to the Airport. See also response to comment 7-5.

Comment

EPA offers the following corrections to the FEIS: The FEIS notes under Table 4.2.5-1 (p. 4-14)
that EPA has given Arizona an oxides of Nitrogen {NOx) waiver. This was true for 1-hour
ozone, but this waiver does not apply for 8-hour ozone, which is now the applicable ozone
standard.

Response

Comment noted. NOx was evaluated in the FEIS. As documented in Table 4.2.5-4, the sum of
the annual project related construction and operational emissions for NOx is less than de



minims for each year. See Section 4.2.5 of the FEIS.

718 Comment
EPA offers the following corrections to the FEIS: The respanse to comments regarding dust
reduction measures includes an invalid website link (comment 19-3). The correct link should be
http://www.maricopa.gov/ag/divisions/planning.aspx, and a reference ta Rule 310 regarding
fugitive dust should be noted.

Response
Comment noted. This information has been included in this Record of Decision.
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State Agency Comments on the FEIS

Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport
Record of Decision

This section of the report lists all state agency commentators that provided written comments on the
FEIS. Commentators are organized by ietter code. The associated Letter Code, Last Name, First Name

and Comment Codes follow each Agency. Copies of the coded letters are included in this section in
order by Letter Code.

i Agency. . o Letter |
D | Code: .

Arizona Hoﬂée of Representatives | FS0001

73 04 12,25 2.6 13 27
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CHUCK GRAY

318-725-6B49

1700 WEET WABHINGTON, SUITE 14

PHOEMIN, ARIZONA B5D07.2B44

CAPITOL PHONE® {6071 #76.5405

CAPITOL FAX (602} 117-3018
TOLL FREE: 1.B00-3562-A404
cdgray@aziag. stete.az.us

DISTRICT 15 . MESA
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FS0001

COMMITTEES;

FEDERAL MANDATES AND
PROPERTY RIGHTS, CHAIRMAN

COVEWME NTINET St avD
GOVER| FINANCE AND
ACCOUNTANILITY

)
LEGILATIVE nlouucu.
i

Arizona House of Representatives
Jhoenix, Arizona 85007

January 3, 2006

Ms. Jennifer Mendclsohn

U. S. Department of Transportation
Federal Aviation Administration
PO Box 92007

Los Angeles CA 90009-2007

Re: Federal Aviation Adminigtration’s Draft Environmental Impact Starement

Dear Ms. Mendelsohn:

Sky Harbor International Airport in ccntral Arizona will almost certainly remain the Iiding
airport servicing greater Phoenix regional airport system. The entire Metro Phoenix agea is
expetiencing tremendous growth The City of Mesa, just east of Phoenix, wn just a few |short
years will become the 2nd largest city in Arizona with a current population of 450.000 pgople.
While Sky harbor is the central hub of commerce and travel for ceritral Arizona, there hasibeen
tremendous growth in commerce and population at the easiern and western edges of the Metro-
Phoenix area.

In order to adequately respond to this shift in population growth 1 would ask your offxe o

consider allocating funds, planning and other resources to expand and strengthen our effofts to
establish a regional airport systenB Ee expanded use of Williams Gateway Airport in Memsh as a
rcgional airport should be considered a priority when formulating a long-term solution nt: the
area’s air transportation ncecg

the size of Sky Harbor ddes not address new population centers in outlying areas E _
airports can help alleviate future shortage of flights. Williams Gateway Airport is no excq)
To date, it seems that the use of Williams Gateway as a reliever regmna] airport has norﬂ been
seriously considered by the F AZ] :

JAN 05 o2ons )

E‘illiams Gatcway asa rcgional airpott can be utilized by

a) uansferring an appropriate portion of the general aviation operations from Sky hrbor
to Williams Gateway which is less congested and more convenrent to eastern cgntral

Arizona; and,

2-3
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Ms. Jennifer Mendelsohn
August 28, 2005
Page 2

2-6

b) shifting air traffic to Wiiliams Gateway which is capable of taking on addmonal
commenrcial, noncommereial and cargo flights, 3
and

Edmng so, Sky Harbor can continue to grow whilc mceﬁng the increasing trave
commercial needs of the eastern Metro-Phoenix area without increasing airport related sukfacc 1-3
street traffic into the already congested centra) hub surrounding Sky Harbor Alrport!

Adapting to rapid growth continues to be a key component of Arizona’s long-term success. gis.
therefore, important to dcvelop air transportation plans that cope with increased dernand ivhile

also minimally impacting the central corridor infrastructures. In order to achieve this goal, { ask 2.7
that you give serious constderation to Williams Gatewny as a regional airport and as a mlxdtr to

Sky Harbor Airport and direct the appropriate funding to facilitate that gc:h

Sincerely,

Representative Chuck Gr
Arizona House of Representatives
Mcsa - Legislative District 19

C(i/sas




Arizona House of Representatives

FS0001

Chuck Grey

2-3

2-4

Comment

In order to adequately respond to this shift in population growth | would ask your office to
consider allocating funds, ptanning and other resources to expand and strengthen our efforts to
establish a regional airport system.

Response

The Phoenix metropolitan area dces have a regional airport system. The city of Phoenix owns
and operates several airports including PHX. While other local airports in the area are owned
by different local governments, each fulfills an important role as part of the regicnal system.
The Maricopa Asscciation of Governments {MAG) is the federally recognized Metropolitan
Planning Organization for the Phoenix metropolitan area. For many years, FAA has provided
financial support to MAG in the form of planning grants to support continuous development of
the Regional Aviation System Plan (RASP) that addresses the regional aviation needs. The
RASP considers various factors in the further development of aviation facilities including the
demand for air transportation services, As stated in MAGs letter to the FAA {Appendix A of the
FEIS), MAG is currently updating its RASP that addresses the aviation needs of the Phoenix
area. FAA has provided funding for this effort. FAA will consider any future application by MAG
consistent with Federat funding requirements and guidelines. While the RASP is a regional
planning tool, it is important to remember that decisions to develop an airport are the
responsibility of the airport sponsor.

Comment

The expanded use of Williams Gateway Airport in Mesa as a regional airport should be
considered a priority when faormulating a long-term solution to the area’s air transportation
needs.

Response

See response to comment 2-3. As discussed in Section 2.4.1.2 of the FEIS, MAG's RASP has
evaluated the future use of IWA to address regional air transportation needs and indicated that
IWA would be available to provide alternate commercial airline service as a supplement to
PHX.

Comment

While the recent DEIS, along with the Sky Harbor expansion plan, attempts to solve our ever-
increasing air traffic capacity needs, simply increasing the size of Sky Harbor does not address
new populaticn centers in outlying areas.

Response

See response to comment 1-1. The PHX FEIS considered and discussed the development of
a new airport and use of existing airports such as Williams Gateway Airport (IWA) as elements
of the air transportation system in the Phoenix/Maricopa County region (see FEIS Sections 2.3
and 2.4). In addition, the use of new or other existing airports was evaluated as an alternative
to the proposed Airport Development Program in the PHX FEIS. As discussed in Section 1.2
of the PHX FEIS, the FAA's purpose and need in evaluating the proposed improvements at
PHX includes the need to improve the efficiency of landside passenger handling facilities at the
airport to accommodate forecast operations and maintain an acceptable level of service to
passengers, maintain the safety and improve the efficiency of airport operations by reducing
average operating time for ground operations, and improve the efficiency of the on-airport
roadway system and improve access to the airport. This Federal purpose and need was used
as a first level screening criteria in evaluating the reasonable alternatives. The use of other
airports, such as IWA as an alternative was eliminated during the alternatives analysis
because it failed to meet this purpose and need.



26

The FAA agrees that, as the demand for air carrier service in the Phoenix/Maricopa County
area increases in the future, the potential exists for a greater number of commercial air carrier
operations at other airports in the region such as Williams Gateway (IWA). The City of
Phoenix is prepared to work with other airport sponsors to ensure that, at such time as an air
carrier decides to initiate service at another airport in the region, those operations will be
conducted safely, and in accordance with FAA standards and procedures.

Comment

Regional airports can help alleviate future shortage of flights. Williams Gateway Airport is no
excepticn. To date, it seems that the use of Williams Gateway as a reliever regional airport has
not been seriously considered by the FAA.

Response

The alternatives analysis in the PHX FEIS rigorously evaluated and presents a discussion of all
reasonable on-site and off-site alternatives fo the proposed project at PHX in accordance with
CEQ regulations (40 CFR Section 1502.14). Off-site alternatives evaluated as part of the FEIS
included the development of new airport facilities as well as the use of Williams Gateway and
other existing airports in the Phoenix/Maricopa County Area. As discussed in Section 1.2 of
the PHX FEIS, the FAA’s purpose and need far the proposed federal actions is to 1) meet the
needs of the National Airspace System, 2) improve the efficiency of landside passenger
handling facilities at PHX to accommodate forecast demand and maintain an acceptable level
of service to passengers, 3) maintain the safety and improve the efficiency of airport operations
by reducing average operating time for ground cperations, and 4) improve access to the airport
and the efficiency of the on-airport roadway system. This Federal purpose and need was used
as a first level screening criteria in evaluating the reasonable allernatives. The use of other
airports, such as IWA, as an alternative was eliminated during the alternatives analysis
because it failed to meet this purpose and need.

The FAA agrees with the Williams Gateway Airport Authority that, as the demand for air carrier
service in the Phoenix/Maricopa County area increases in the future, the potential exists for a
greater number of commercial air carrier operations at IWA. The City of Phoenix has
accordingly supported the development of air carrier and cargo service at IWA. The FAAis
currently working with the Williams Gateway Airport Authority to ensure that the operations will
be conducted safely and in accordance with FAA standards and procedures. It should be
noted however, that any substantial redistribution of traffic from PHX to ather airports would
require airtine strategic decisions that cannot be predicted or relied upan. The Federal
government does not control where, when, and how airlines provide their service. The aviation
industry, in partnership with local and regicnal government and in response to market demand,
determines where and how travel demand is accommodated. Because the Federal
government cannot direct airlines to use Williams Gateway and/or another airport, any ability to
use these airporis to offset demand at PHX is speculative. See response to comment 2-3 for
FAA’s support for the RASP,

Comment

Williams Gateway as a regional airport can be utilized by: a) transferring an appropriate portion
of the general aviation operations from Sky Harbor to Williams Gateway which is less
congested and morg convenient to eastern central Arizona, and b) shifting air traffic to Williams
Gateway which is capable of taking on additional commercial, noncommercial and cargo
flights.

Response

The FAA agrees that, as the demand for air carrier service in the Phoenix/Maricopa County
area increases in the future, the potential exists for a greater number of commercial air carrier
operations at IWA. Toward that goal, the City of Phoenix has accordingly supported the
development of air carrier and cargo service at IWA. The FAA is currently working with the
Williams Gateway Airport Authority to ensure that the operations will be conducted safely and
in accordance with FAA standards and procedures. It should be noted however, that any



substantial redistribution of traffic from PHX to other airports would require airline strategic
decisicns that cannot be predicted or relied upon. Under the Airline Deregulation Act of 1978
(Public Law 95-504), air carriers are free to choose what destinations and airports they serve.
The Federal government does not control where, when, and how airlines provide their service.
The aviation industry, in partnership with local and regional government and in response 1o
market demand, determines where and how travel demand is accommodated. Because the
Federal government cannot direct airlines to use Williams Gateway and/or another airport, any
ability to use these airports to offset demand at PHX is speculative. Airport sponsors that
receive Federal assistance from the FAA are obligated through grant-in-aid agreements to
provide public access to these facilities without unjust discrimination to all types, kinds, and
classes of aeronautical activity (see 49 USC Section 47107(a)(1)). However, airpart sponsors
can encourage a separation of smaller general aviation aircraft from large commercial service
airports by providing facilities at alternate airparts within their direct control.

Comment

Sky Harbor can continue to grow while meeting the increasing travel and commercial needs of
the eastern Metro-Phoenix area without increasing airport related surface street traffic into the
already congested central hub surrounding Sky Harbor.

Response

As discussed in the response to comment 1-1, the proposed project would not impact the
number of aircraft operations or passenger enplanements at PHX within the forecast period of
2015. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in increased congestion at the airport.
When completed, the proposed project would improve the flow of vehicular traffic on airport
roadways as a resull of the Sky Harbor Boulevard realignment and development of the APM
Stage 2, which would reduce the number of automobiles and buses on the roadways. The
APM Stage 2 connection to the Valley Metro Light Rail System would further reduce surface
traffic on airport roadways and contribute to an increase in system-wide utilization of the rail
system. In addition to a reduction in traffic congestion on airport roadways, as discussed in
Section 4.2 of the PHX FEIS, upon completion of the ADP Program there would be a reduction
in air pollutant emissions at the airport resulling from the increased operational efficiency of
aircraft ground movements, and the improved flow and decreased volume of surface traffic on
airport roadways.

Comment

It is important to develop air transportation plans that cope with increased demand while also
minimally impacting the central corridor infrastructures. In order to achieve this goal, | ask that
you give serious consideration to Williams Gateway as a regional airport and as a reliever to
Sky Harbor Airport and direct the appropriate funding to facilitate that goal.

Response
Please see response to comments 2-3 and 2-5.
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SECTION 5

Local Agency Comments on the FEIS

Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport
Record of Decision

This section of the report lists all local agency commentators that provided written comments on the FEIS.
Commentators are organized by letter code. The associated Letter Code, Last Name, First Name, and
Comment Codes follow each Agency. Copies of the coded letters are included in this section in order by
Letter Code.

‘Letter | LastName | First Name | Comment Number(s).... . -
Tempe Chamber of FLO0O1 | Miller Mary Ann 2-1,271,27-2, 2-2
Commerce
Greater Phoenix FLOOOZ | Sanders Todd 2-10, 6-4, 2-22, 2-21
Chamber of Commerce
City of Phoenix FLOOO3 | Gordon Phif 2-25, 2-26, 2-27, 2-28, 2-29
City of Chandler FLO004 | Dunn Boyd 6-8, 6-9, 242, 6-10
City of Tempe FLOOOS | Hallman Hugh 21-3, 7-20, 7-21, 7-22, 7-23, 7-25,
7-33, 7-34, 7-35, 7-36, 7-37, 7-39
Greater Phoenix FLOOO6 | Kaprosy Jay 2-10, 64, 2-22, 2-21
Chamber of Commerce




R R R R R L I A Feear 0L

FLOOO1 ¢at”

1
[

CHAMBER

f;

Your Succss 15 Oux BusNess

February 15, 2006

Ms. Jennifer Mendelsohn

US. Department of Transportation
Federal Aviation Administration
P.Q). Rox 92007

Los Angeles, CA 90009-2007

]

Dear Ms. Mendelsohn: FEE 17 7088

Please accept this letter from the Tempe Chamber of Commerce in response to -
the Federal Aviation Administration’s Fina! Environmental Impact Statement
issued for Phoenix Sky Harbor international Airport.

]
The Tempe Chamber of Commerce is a civic-minded organization representing |
more than 1,000 businesses in Tempe, Arizona, a community Jocated directly ]
adjacent to Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport. The Tempe Chamber
works to build an environment that enhances the economic vitality of Tempe
businesses.

Sky Harbor is a key contributor to the economic success of Tempe. Tempe's |
proximity to Sky Harhar is a factor many businesses consider when moving to of
expanding in our community. In addition, Sky Harbor contributes to the Tempe'
economy throngh the following;: :

* 7% of thc Sky Harbor employees reside in Tempe
* 2,201 Sky Harbor employees are Tempe residents :
e Sky llarbor employees (hal reside in Tempe earn more than $105 million
per year 1
» Sky Harbor contracted with 117 Temnpe companties in 2004
Sky Harbor contracts with Tempe companies totaled more than $16
million in 2004
¢ Sky Harbor’s proximity to Tempe contributed to the location of a major
airline’s corporate headquarters

www.MMpcclnamber.org 3

90‘? Easr APACHE BWU [ PO BOK .28500 = TEMPE, AZ 85285-8500 w 480 96? 7891 - 480 966 5365‘1
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E:N_hile Sky Harbor is clearly positioned as the leading airport servicing the
Phoenix metropolitan area, the Tempe Chamber of Commerce believes a regiorial
reliever airport system merits consideration in planning a long-term solution to 2.1
area air transportation neecE

E‘le Chamber believes construction of the Automated People Mover (APM) will;
ease airport vehicular traffic congestion and with a conmeclion w the Valley ]
Metro Rail System, will contribute to a substantial increase in system-wide 27-1
ridership. Therefore the Chamber weliomnes the construction of Stage 2 of the ‘i
APM Syster-_fg |

Ehe Chamber believes every effort should be made to construct an affordable
APM system, but, prior to implementation, the APM should be evaluated to
determine the return on investment, effect on passenger and airline taxesand @ 27-2
tees, and impact on the economic competitiveness of Sky Harbor and area :
airlines] '

N

Eue to the growth of the region, the Tempe Chamber believes the Final ]

Environmental Impact Statement should move forward. Sky Harbor currently |
operates at 67% of its capacity. The FEIS projects will enhance passenger service} 2-2
into and out of Sky Harbor without exceeding the current capacity of its three
runways

St b aian

Thank you for considering the Tempe Chamber of Commerce comments and |
recommendations.

FRCI LTI T .

Sincerely,

Mary Ann Miller
Fresident/CEQ

CC: Nempe City Council

Phoenix City Council
Mr. David Kreitor

W, I'en\pochcmbor.org

0% EASI APACHE BLvo = PO Box 28500 - Tvm AZ 852858500 m 480 967 789 = 480 966 5365iu




Tempe
FLOGO1

Chamber of Commerce

Mary Ann Miller

241

2741

27-2

Comment

While Sky Harbor is clearly positioned as the leading airport servicing the Phoenix metropolitan
area, the Tempe Chamber of Commerce believes a regional reliever airport system ments
consideration in planning a long-term sclution to area air transportation needs.

Response
See response to comment 2-3.

Comment

The Chamber [Tempe] believes construction of the Automated People Mover (APM) will ease
airport vehicular traffic congestion and with a connection to the Valley Metro Rail System, will
contribute to a substantial increase in system-wide ridership. Therefore, the Chamber
welcomes the construction of Stage 2 of the APM system.

Response
Comment noted.

Comment

The Chamber [Tempe] believes every effort should be made to construct an affordable APM
system, but, prior to implementation, the APM should be evaluated to determine the return on
investment, effect on passenger and airline taxes and fees, and impact on the economic
competitiveness of Sky Harbor and area airlines.

Response

There is no statutory or regulatory reguirement for FAA to include a cost benefit analysis within
an EIS. Additionally, FAA Orders 5050.4A and 1050.1E, which implement NEPA, do not
require a detailed cost benefit analysis as part of the EIS. A detailed cost benefit analysis on
the proposed ADP project was not performed as part of the EIS. The FAA will consider benefits
and costs if the City of Phoenix applies for a grant of discretionary funding under the Airport
mprovement Program (AP} in an amount totaling over $5 million or a letter of intent.

The APM Stage 2 is currently in the preliminary design phase. More detailed design activities
would be initiated later in the ADP design process, at which time detailed cost estimates for the
project would be developed.

Comment

Due to the growth of the region, the Tempe Chamber believes the Final Environmental Impact
Statement should move forward. Sky Harbor currently operates at 67% of its capacity. The
PHX FEIS projects will enhance passenger service into and out of Sky Harbor without
exceeding the current capacity of its three runways.

Response

Comment noted. The proposed impravements at PHX are limited to Jandside and taxiway
improvements, and will ensure that landside facilities (terminals, taxiways, etc.) can effectively
and efficiently accommodate the forecast level of aviation activity through the year 2015.
Based on the FAA approved aviation forecast for PHX, the airport has sufficient airfield
capacity to accommedate aircraft operations through this planning horizon. The increase in
the number of aircraft operations that are forecast at PHX are expected to occur with or without
development of the ADP project. The ADP Alternative would not change the forecast or induce
growth.

The unconstrained aviation forecast for PHX was prepared during 2001/2002 and approved by
the FAA on January 6, 2003. The forecast indicates that the total number of annual aircraft
operations at PHX will increase from 541,682 in 2002 to approximately 670,000 annual



operations in 2015. Based on the unconstrained forecast, an aircraft capacity and delay
analysis was perfarmed to determine if the capacity of the three-runway system at the airport
would accommodate the forecast demand and maintain a level of service to passengers
consistent with historical standards. The analysis was performed using the FAA approved
Runway Capacity and Annual Delay Model. Results of the capacity and delay analysis
indicate that the Airport's existing three-runway system would be capable of accommodating
the projected growth in aviation activity at an accepted level of service. A copy of the PHX
aviation forecast is provided as Appendix H-1 of the PHX FEIS,

The proposed ADP projects would not increase the operational capacity of the airfield at PHX,
or affect the inherent annual service volume of the airport. The ability of PHX to accommaodate
air carrier, cargo, military, and general aviation aperations is a function of the number and
configuration of the runway system, air traffic operational procedures and supporting
navigational aids, and the ability of landside facilities to service aircraft and process
passengers in balance with airfield operational levels. Growth in the number of aircraft
operations at PHX would be the result of the demand of the flying public and efforts by the
airlines to accommodate this growth as well as other factors unrelated to the size of the
terminal and the number of gates. The potential impacts of the proposed development to
accommodate the forecast level of activity have been analyzed and disclosed as required by
NEPA.

The propesed ADP projects would allow the Airport to efficiently accommodate the forecast
activity demand levels through the 2015 planning horizon. The ADP would not change the
forecast or induce growth.
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Greater Phoenix
Z. Chamber of
1 Commerce _
February 27, 2006

Ms. Jennifer Mendelsohn L
LS. Department of Transportation :
Federal Aviation Administration

0. Box 92007

Los Angeles, CA 90009-2007

Dear Ms. Mendelsohn: !

@ behalf of the Greater Phoenix Chamber of Commerce and our more than 5.200 membey  2-10
businesses, T am please to write in support of the proposed additions to Phoenix Sky Harbar
intcrmational An'poa‘Sky Harbor International Airport is an economic engine that gencratps
business, taxes, jobs, and peripheral economic activity throughout the entirc region. The
Greater Phocmx Chamber has long recognized the importance of Sky Harbor Airport to our
local economy and has worked closely with the City of Phoenix to assure that the airport’s)
capital plans are efficicntly planncd and executed. Ii is vital that this critical component oﬂour
state's business actwny keep pace wrth the size of a rapidly growing ¢conom

Eavclers havc‘ come to expect all that Skv Harbor, as the gatcway to Arizona, has to i
offer...convenience. efficicncy, a welcoming cnvironment, safety and security, and amenities. 2.99
The ncw plans would make it possible w maintain a quality experience and meet these
expeclations. Without the new construction, tourists and business ravelers would instead be
subjected to delays, inconveniences, and a less than hospitable cncountg i

The proximity ol Sky Harbor Airport to the Valley's major employment centers. governmani
facilities, and the metropolitan core have made it an assct to the business climate in Phoenix.
The importt/export business gencrated 1s vast and increasing, reaching from state to state aml
country to country. Technology and capital are exchanged, small businesses meet new ncdgds,
jobs are created, culturcs blend. and goods and services flow. While numbers can be put ta the
economic progress. the intangibles of such activity are inestimable.

Edynamic Sky Harbor International Airport is critical to our state's economic and social
vitality. The Greater Phoenix Chamber of Commercc strongly supports the proposed additfjons  2-21
to an important hub of our economy, Phoemx Sky Harbor Airpoﬁ '

Ll

Sincerely,

Tudd Sanders

Vice President of Public Aﬂ':urs ; ¥ lii | K
Greater Phoenix Chamber of Commerce 1

8

-

i

3
|

201 North Central Avenue, 27th Fleor, Phoenix, Arizonz 85073 B 602,495.2195 B FAX 602.495.8913 ® www.phoenixchambel.com



Greater Phoenix Chamber of Commerce

FL0002
Todd Sanders

210 Comment
| (We] support the PHX EIS and/or the proposed changes discussed in the FEIS.
Response
Comment noted.

6-4 Comment
PHX is an economic engine that generates business, taxes, jobs, and peripheral economic
activity throughout the entire region. The Greater Phoenix Chamber has long recognized the
importance of PHX to our local economy and has worked closely with the City of Phoenix to
assure that the airport's capital plans are efficiently planned and executed. It is vital that this
critical component of our state’s business activity keep pace with the size of a rapidly growing
economy.
Response
Comment noted. As discussed in Section 4.21 of the FEIS, the ADP Alternative at PHX is
consistent with both the City of Phoenix General Pian dated 2001, and the City of Tempe
General Plan 2030.

2-22 Comment
Travelers have come to expect all that Sky Harbor, as gateway to Arizona, has to
offer...convenience, efficiency, a welcoming environment, safety, and security, and amenities.
The new plans would make it possible to maintain a quality experience and meet these
expectations. Without the new construction, tourists and business travelers would instead be
subjected to delays, inconveniences, and a less than hospitable encounter.
Response
Comment noted.

224 Comment

A dynamic PHX is critical to our state’s economic and social vitality. On behalf of the Greater
Phoenix Chamber of Commerce and our more than 5,200 member businesses, | am pleased
to write in support of the proposed additions to PHX.

Response
Comment noted.
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City of Phoenix

OrrIcE oF THE MAYOR

Mayor PHiL GorDoN
March 2006

Ms. Jennifer Mendcisohn

Environmenta] Protection Specialist, AWP-621.6 .
U.8. Department of Transportation :
Federal Aviation Administration

P.O.Box 92007

Los Angeles, CA 90009-2007

Dear Ms. Mendelsolm:

@y larbor Luemational Airport is very important to the City of Phoenix and the surounding
metropolitan area. According to a recent poll, 93% of Valley residents consider the airporttobe 2_25
conveniently located and 94% believe the airport to be important to the cconony uf e Valley.
Ninety-one percent of residents say the airport is important for our quality of life. As you can set,

Valley residents strongly support the airport for a varicty of reasons, but it is clear that
consider Sky Harbor to be a benefit to their personal lives as well as to the community, i

[Part of the reacon Valley citizenc are so supportive of the airpoct is Usst Sky Harbor has been able
to expand at a pace that matches the city's own growth. Currently, the airport serves almost 40
million passengers a year and is home to 18 different airlines. Sky Harbor does an excellent jobof  2-26
managing this flow of traffic; it was recently ranked second in America for passenger service aml
convenience by J.D. Powers & Assoc. However, Sky Harbor cannot keep this high level of
service if it does not keep cxpanding w mect the new veeds of its clicr%

@hﬂt are 3.5 million people living in the Vallcy today, but this numher is expected to almost

ouble by the year 2015. Traffic will necessarily increasc for the airport as well, but if no new 2.07
gates are added, Sky Harbor will be “out of gates™ by 2010. The nuraber of passengers per year

whwo will ruvel through Sky Harbor is expected to increase from 39.5 to 50 million by 2010.

However, the current infrastructure cannot cffectively support that number)

Ehe plarmed expansion projects are imperative to keep Sky Harbor functioning at peak efficiencyl
With thesc improvements, Sky Harbor will continuc to offer a minimum of delays, connections t) 2-28
many other cities, and fow airfares through competition with its major mrlmE

@sidcnfs of the Valley support Sky Harbor, and use the airport foquently—89% usc the airpoit
each year for trave! or job-related trips. With a rapid and substantia} increase in the Valley's  2-29
population, improvermehnts and cxpansions must be made to this global gateway. Sky Harbor is as
important part of Valley life, and needs to grow with the demands of those it serves]

Sincerely,
6%}{; Gordon MaR 6 230
Mayor of Phoentx .

200 WEST WastiNsTOd Srrert, 1Yo FiooR, PROINIX, ARANA BS003-1ATY  Prione BO2-262 1111 FAX A2 449%-5583  TTY u02-534-5500

www, ibnen e gov



City of Phoenix

FL0OO0O03

Phil Gordon

2-25

2-26

2-27

2-28

Comment

Sky Harbor International Airport is very important to the City of Phoenix and the surrounding
metropalitan area. According to a recent poll, 93% of Valley residents consider the airport to be
conveniently lacated and 94% believe the airport to be important to the economy of the Valley.
Ninety-ane percent of residents say the airport is important for our quality of life. As you can
see, Valley residents strongly support the airport for a variety of reasons, but it is clear that
most consider Sky Harbor to be a benefit to their personal lives as well as to the community.

Response
Comment noted.

Comment

Part of the reason Valley citizens are so supportive of the airport is that Sky Harbor has been
able to expand at a pace that matches the city’'s own growth. Currently, the airport serves
almost 40 million passengers a year and is home to 18 different airlines. Sky Harbor does an
excellent job of managing this flow of traffic; it was recently ranked second in America for
passenger service and convenience by J.D. Powers & Assoc. However, Sky Harbor cannot
keep this high level of service if it does not keep expanding to meet the new needs of its
clients.

Response

Comment noted. However, as noted in the FAA forecasts for PHX the anticipated number of
enplanements at PHX would be approximatety 25 million per year by 2015. Also, as stated in
the FEIS, PHX is home to 26 commercial air carners (see Section 1.1.3.1 of the FEIS). The
ADP would not change the forecast or induce growth, nor would it increase the operational
capacity of the Airport. See response to comment 1-1.

Comment

There are 3.5 million people living in the Valley today, but this number is expected to almost
double by the year 2015. Traffic will necessarily increase for the airport as well, but if no new
gates are added, Sky Harbor will be “out of gates” by 2010. The number of passengers per
year who will travel through Sky Harbor is expected to increase from 39.5 to 50 million by
2010. However, the current infrastructure cannot effectively support that number.

Response

The FAA approved aviation forecast for PHX projects passenger enplanements to increase
from the current 2005 level of 19,239,000 to approximately 25,200,000 in 2015. Under the No-
Action Alternative the airport would be able to accommodate forecast demand until 2015, albeit
at a significantly reduced level of service (see Appendix C of the FAA Record of Decision).
The proposed ADP projects would allow the Airport to efficiently accommodate the forecast
activity demand levels through the 2015 planning horizon. The ADP would not change the
farecast or induce growth, nor would it increase operational capacity of the airport. The
proposed improvements would allow the Airport to: 1) meet the needs of the National Airspace
System, 2) improve the efficiency of landside passenger handling facilities at PHX to
accommodate forecast demand and maintain an acceptable level of service to passengers, 3)
maintain the safety and improve the efficiency of airport operations by reducing average
operating time for ground operations, and 4) improve access to the airport and the efficiency of
the on-airport roadway system. In addition, the proposed improvements would meet the City's
objective to accommodate passenger demand while continuing to provide airline passengers
with a level of service consistent with that historically provided at PHX. See response to
comment 1-1.

Comment
The planned expansion projects are imperative to keep Sky Harbor functioning at peak



2-29

efficiency. With these improvements, Sky Harbor will continue to offer a minimum of delays,
cannections to many cther cities, and low airfares through competition with its major airlines.
Response

Comment noted. See responses to comments 2-6 and 2-27.

Letter Codes

FLO003

Comment

Residents of the Valley support Sky Harbor, and use the airport frequently — 88% use the
airport each year for travel or job-related trips. With a rapid and substantial increase in the
Valley's population, improvements and expansions must be made to this global gateway. Sky
Harbor is an important part of Valley life, and needs to grow with the demands of those it
serves.

Response
Comment noted. See response to comment 2-27.
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Chandler - Arizona

Wixre iplues Moke The Difference March 7, 2006

Boyd W. Dunn

Mayor
Ms. Jennifer Mendelsohn

?;:ﬁ;“ of the Mayor U.S. Department of Transportation

480 722200 Federal Aviation Administration

e P.O. Box 92007

(4R 7823233 Los Angeles, CA 90008-2007

femast _— — . .- - — - -

Sevd dina@chandlorazgov

Mailizy Addvess Dear Ms. Mendetsohn:

Mail Stop 603 ‘

C"‘;B‘{’”‘-“’f‘ Es an international airport, Sky Harbor connects our city not onjy

Chandle. Arizons 852444008 with other American cities Ihiuughout the country. but also with Cithls

;:ff::;i across the globe. Chandler, Arizona is able to reach out to the world ;

43 Noreh Arvsona Place offer an accOmmodatan place to locats a husiness; a product or servi 6-8

Chandler, Arizona 85225 that fulfills someone’s need; or a ready customer market for quality goot|s
and services from eisewhere in the worid. Efficient transportation ae
communication are keys to our success, and Sky Harbor has alwaq
provided that advantage forg .

Egpans;on and changes are inevitable, The airport must keep d 6-9
with the additional fliow of goods and serv nﬁapvtal) a burgeon B
population, and increasing travel demantgi ndier, as well g
surrounding valley cities, is a huge beneficiary of an efficient, convenieijt
airport. Sky Harbor is @ vory desirably located airport and deliberatt:,
incremental changes are necessary and beneficial to all of us inthe arelh. 5 45
Additionally; we join the City of Phoenix in its sypport of the furthir
development of Williams Gateway as a reliever airpos’r‘ﬁD :
[e in Chandier cerainly hope that Sky Harbor internationisl
Airport is able to go forward with its construction plans in-order to stay u
6-10

to speed with the traffic of goods, services and pecple, and contribute, &
it atlways has, to our vibrant economy and way of life, '

Sincerely,

Boyd W. Dunn
Mayor

RV R T

MAR 00 205

Privree iz wecpeicd paper O



City of Chandler

FL0004

Boyd Dunn

6-8

242

6-10

Comment

As an international airport, PHX connects our city not only with other American cities
throughout the country, but also with cities across the globe. Chandler, AZ is able fo reach out
to the world to offer an accommaodating place to locate a business; a preduct or service that
fulfills someone’s need; or a ready customer market for quality goods and services from
elsewhere in the world. Efficient transportation and communication are keys to our success,
and PHX has always provided that advantage for us.

Response

Comment noted.

Letter Codes

FLOOO4

Comment

Expansion and changes are inevitable. The airport must keep up with the additional flow of
goods and services (and capital), a burgeoning population and increasing trave! demands.
Response

Comment noted.

Letter Codes

FLOOO4

Comment

Chandler, as well as surrcunding valley cities, is a huge beneficiary of an efficient, convenient
airport. Sky Harbor is a very desirably located airport and deliberate, incremental changes are
necessary and beneficial to all of us in the area. Additionally, we join the City of Phoenix in its
support of the development of Williams Gateway as a reliever airport.

Response
Comment noted. See response to comment 1-18.

Comment

We in Chandler hope that Sky Harbor is able to go forward with construction plans in order to
stay up to speed with the traffic of goods, services and people, and contribute as it always has,
to our vibrant economy and way of life.

Response
Comment noted.
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Civ Of Tempe
20, Box 5007
3* Erst Piflh Street
Seroe. AZ BSZRO
4RG-350-8225

March 10, 2005

i

Ms. Jennifer Mendelsohn !
Hugh Hallman U.S. Department of Transportation !
Haver Fedcral Aviation Administration b
Mark W. Mitchel| Western-Pacific Region
vice Mayor P.O. Box 92007 t
F. Ben Arredondo Los Angelcs, CA 90009-2007 ;
Councimermber ?‘
Barbare J. Carter Re:  Comments on the Final Environmental Impact Statement for Proposed i
Chuncilmamber Developments at Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport !
Leonard W. Coppl {
Co::cjmmher PPie Dear Ms. Mcndclsohn: r
?Eﬂia’?;?mi‘.’r“’““‘" Enclosed are the City of Tempe's comments on the Final Environmental E

Impact Statement for Phoenix Sky Harbor Airport. :
J. Hut Hutson {
Councirramber P

Eﬂ & neighbor of the airport we thank you for the opportunity to againprovide  54_3
comments on this regionally significant pmje_c_g

—

Sincerely,

Hugh Hallman
HH/me

Encl. MAR 11 7008

Ame 3 . mme——
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CITY OF TEMPE’S COMMENTS ON THE FINAL ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT'
STATEMENT (FEIS) FOR PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT AT PHOENIX SKY [
HARBOR INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT (PHX) '

March 10, 2006

The FAA has disclosed updates to sections of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 3
(DEIS) including Section 4.2 on Air Quality. An analysis of particulate matter (PM-2.5) '
impacts has been added. Because the FEIS disclosed new information on clean air
impacts, the FAA invited comments oo the added information. The City of Tempe )
provided commments on the DEIS and submits the following comments on Section 4.2 of
the FEIS and its associated appendices.

gneral Comments - Section 4.2 “Air Quality” ;
¢ City of Tempe has reviewed the revised section 4.2 and found that information has
been added. Our overall i ion of this section has been improved compared to what;; 7-20
was presemed in the draft EIS

missions from Aircraft Opcrations (Sec. 4.2.2.1)
& commend the positive response to our comunents on the need to do additional ;
modelinﬁaf cmissions from aircraft operations, includiog particulatc matter (PM-10) 7-21
emissions

Modeling parameters for calculating emissions from mobile sources (Sec. 4.2.2.1) E

¢ appreciate the positive response to our comments on temperature parameters used in :
MOBLLE 6 modeling of vehicie VOC exmsswna { 7-22

jons Inventory (Sec. 4.2.3.1) :
This section refers to Section 3.5.8, the 2001 bascline emissions inventory and comparcs |
the construction emissions inventory for the ADP alternative to local and regional
emission levels. Section 3 does not mention the micro-scale PM-10 plan (SIP) for the
Salt River monitoring area where the City of Phoenix is implementing PM-10 control
measures. The monitoring area is located just west the airport in line with the onmtahon.
of the airport’s parallel ranways. The Salt River monitoring area has special
characteristics as 10 sources for PM-10, including significant stalivua y sources, gravel  7-23
opcrations and track-out from these opcrations, that create PM-10 emissions that ;
accumuiate and can remain cntrained for very loog periods with little or no precipitation. !
The monitoring area continues to exceed the 24-hour National Ambient Air Quality
Standards (NAAQS) for PM-10 even with increased efforts to enforce local control
measures. In 2002, PR-10 concentrations in this area reached 175.87 tpd during high
wind conditions according to the revised PM-10 SIP for the Salt River Area of
September, 2005)

Eegarding stationary sources listed at the airport, boilers for heating and other sources are!
mentioned, but air cooling is not included. For the ADP altemative this would be a 7-25
significant source becausc of the additional tenminal, concoursc, and gatc arcas that need |
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|
1o be COOI;JE; recommend including more information about the source coutﬁbnnon i :
in the operational emissions inventory to explain this statement on page 4-10: “There l

would be some slight increase in stationary source and roadway emissions.duc to the . i 7-33
inerease in tetminal area and new on-airport roadways for this alternative; bowever, then& f
i3 8 larger decrease in emissions from aircraft operations™ (Sec. 4.2.3.3). ' =l

cluding health risk assestment of HAP cmissions (Sec. 4.2.3.4) ' i
B‘ influence of the ADP alterative for the emissions of hazardous air polhrtants is not
part of the mlpact statement becanse a human health risk assessient on people llL’mg
the vicinity of airposts “cannot currently be quantified in a meaningful way” (p. 4-11)
given the limitations of the existing modeling tools and critical input data. We v 7-34
recommend that 2 less dismissive statement be made considering that modeling '

dispersions of HAP emissions at airports has been attempted, e.g., at LAX using EPA’S | N
ISCST3 model] : |

ission Applicability Test for thc Conformity Amalysis (Sec. 4.2.5) : 3
The FAA Order 1050 1E Section 2, “Air Quality™, states that once dispersion myg lmg | B
has been performed, pollutant concentrations are combined with background polll K '
concentrations and compared to the NAAQS. Section 4.2 of the FEIS is focusedpn | [ ~99
emission concentration of criteria poilutants for construction and operations in 2015. Th¢| N
section does wot include a com h in percentage increases and decreases, boﬂi L i
intermediate and long tecm] (We recognize that the objective to demonstrate that: | 11
conformity rules do not apply influences the focus on emission budgets for constmction ; i
separately from operation and total gains anticipated by 2015. This effort it qpriatelyl  7-36
excludes considcration of how the gradual phase-in ol individual pro_] ects mq direct : ;
and indirect emissions compared to a no-action scenang) '

' |
Ee reiterate, as pointed out in our comments to the draft EIS, that making the asmnnpuoﬂ g
that o project-related operational emissions occur in the intermediate period because no - f
project is assumed to become operational until 2015 is inaccurate, considering that the
EIS includes statements to the contrary, e.g., that the cross-over taxiways are assumed to :
be in operation in 2012. We recognizc that this means that the bencfits of gettinga
project operational before 2015 are not fully taken into account as stated in the EIS with
regand to & conscrvative estimate of future emission calculations, but it also lmc* open
the question how intermediate construction activities influence the general growth in
annual emissions prior to the operations forecast for 20]_3] We recommend a milestone|
emissions inventory where total emissions of criteria pollutants per year are projected  © /-39
with and without the proposed ADP alternative being implcmented. i .;i

rr esrnowaT Ll

o

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this section of the FEIS ' ‘

T i R P o ————




City of Tempe
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Hugh Hallman

21-3

7-20

7-21

7-22

7-23

Comment
As a neighbor of the airport we thank you for the opportunity to again provide comments on
this regionally significant project.

Response
Comment noted.

Comment

The City of Tempe has reviewed the revised section 4.2 and found that information has been
added. Our overall impression of this section has been improved compared to what was
presented in the draft EIS.

Response
Comment noted.

Comment
We commend the positive response to our comments on the need to do additional modeling of
emissions from aircraft operations, including particulate matter (PM-10) emissions.

Response
Comment noted.

Comment
We appreciate the positive response to our comments on temperature parameters used in
MOBILE & modeling of vehicle VOC emissions.

Response
Comment noted.

Comment

This section refers to Section 3.5.8, the 2001 baseline emissions inventory and compares the
construction emissions inventory for the ADP alternative to local and regional emission levels.
Section 3 does not mention the micrg-scale PM-10 plan (SIP) for the Salt River monitoring
area where the City of Phoenix is implementing PM-10 control measures. The monitoring area
is located just west the airport in line with the arientation of the airport’s parallel runways. The
Salt River monitoring area has special characteristics as to sources for PM-10, including
significant stationary sources, gravel operations and track-out from these operations, that
create PM-10 emissions that accumulate and can remain entrained for very long periods with
little or no precipitation.

The monitoring area continues to exceed the 24-hour Naticnal Ambient Air Quality Standards
{NAAQS) for PM-10 even with increased efforts to enforce local control measures. In 2002,
PM-10 concentrations in this area reached 175.87 tpd during high wind conditions according to
the revised PM-10 SIP for the Salt River Area of September, 2005.

Response .

FAA reviewed the micro scale PM10 plan. The plan does not include any explicit Airport-
related emission reduction strategies. The FE!IS and ROD disclosed information regarding
voluntary reduction measures that the sponsor may utilize. Construction of the proposed
improvements will comply with FAA Advisory Circular AC 150/5370-10B, "Standards for
Specifying Construction of Airports”. The Sponsor has indicated to FAA that they and their
subcontractors will consult with Federal, state, county, and local agencies to implement
appropriate construction-related pollution control measures, including Maricopa County's Rules
310 and 310.01 covering fugitive dust, the ADEQr’s Natural Events Action Plan for Maricopa
County, and any potential Section 189(d) Plan requirements related to the Airport. See



7-25

7-33

7-34

7-35

response to comment 7-5, 7-15 and 7-16.

Comment

Regarding stationary sources listed at the airport, boilers for heating and other sources are
mentioned, but air cooling is not included. Far the ADP alternative this would be a significant
source because of the additional terminal, concourse, and gate areas that need to be cooled.
Response

All electrical requirements for cooling of the terminal and other airport buildings is and will be
supplied by the local electrical utility company (Arizona Public Service). There are no air
emissions associated with the operation of electric powered air conditioning systems.

Comment

We recommend including more information about the source contribution in the operational
emissions inventory to explain this statement on page 4-10: “There would be some slight
increase in stationary source and roadway emissions due to the increase in terminal area and
new on-airport roadways for this aliernative; however, there is a larger decrease in emissions
from aircraft operations” (Sec. 4.2.3.3).

Response

Table 4.2.3-1 of the FEIS provides the requested detailed emissions results. For example
VOC emissions from stationary sources increase from 2 tpy in the No Action Alternative to 11
tpy in the ADP Alternative. This is due to an assumed increase in solvent use and backup
generator emissions as a result of the increased size of the new terminal building compared to
the old terminal building. Also, CO emissions from motor vehicles on Airport roads increase
from 1,000 tpy in the No Action Alternative to 1,032 tpy in the ADP Alternative due to the
increased miles traveled due to the new on airport roadways.

Comment

The influence of the ADP alternative for the emissions of hazardous air potlutants is not part of
the impact statement because a human health risk assessment on people living in the viginity
of airports “cannot currently be quantifted in a meaningful way” {p. 4-11) given the limitations of
the existing modeling tools and critical input data. We recommend that a less dismissive
statement be made considering that modeling dispersions of HAP emissions at aimports has
been attempted, e.q., at LAX using EPA’s ISCST3 model.

Response

FAA determined that dispersion modeling and a health risk assessment were not necessary for
this project. See EPA's letter dated March 13, 2006 agreeing that a Health Risk Assessment
was not necessary (FF0002). See also response to comments 1-1 and 7-13. As a result of the
crossfield taxiways and improved surface transportation (which decrease idle time of both
aircraft and motor vehicles), overall emissions of VOCs and particulates are decreasing
between the No-Action and the ADP Alternative in 2015; therefore, emissions of individual
HAPs due to the propased project are expected to decrease as well. The trends in HAPS
emissions generally correlate with those of VOC and PM,, emissions. Thus, emissions of
individual HAPS due to the proposed project are expected to decrease. (See Section 4.2.3.4 of
the FEIS.)

Comment

The FAA Order 1050 1E Section 2, “Air Quality”, states that once dispersion modeling has
been performed, pollutant concentrations are combined with background pollutant
concentrations and compared to the NAAQS, Section 4.2 of the FEIS is focused on emission
concentration of criteria pollutants for construction and operations in 2015. The section does
not include a comparison in percentage increases and decreases, both intermediate and long
term.

Response

The enplanements and operations are below the thresholds for performing a dispersion
modeling assessment in the FAA’s Air Quality Handbook, FAA determined that a dispersion
modeling analysis was not required for this project. The Airport's project related emissions, for



7-36

7-37

7-39

both operations and construction, do not exceed de minimis levels (FAA Order 1050.1E
Appendix A, Section 2.1(c)). Percentage increases and decreases are discussed in Section
4.2.3.1 of the FEIS.

Comment

We recognize that the objective to demonstrate that conformity rules do not apply influences
the focus on emission budgets for construction separately from operation and total gains
anticipated by 2015. This effort inappropriately excludes consideration of how the gradual
phase-in of individual projects impacts direct and indirect emissions compared to a no-action
scenario.

Response

As stated in Section 4.2.5.4 of the FEIS: "It is anticipated that none of the proposed
improvements will be fully operational during the construction period (2008-2014)", therefore
there will be no changes to emissicns at the Airport due to the proposed project during those
years. As to beneficial operaticnal air quality impacts of the cross-field taxiways between 2012
and 2015, see response to comment 7-37 below.

Comment

We reiterate, as pointed out in our commenits to the draft EIS, that making the assumption that
no project-related operation emissions occur in the intermediate period because no project is
assumed to become operational until 2315 is inaccurate, considering that the EIS includes
statements to the contrary, e.g., that the crass-over taxiways are assumed to be in operation in
2012. We recognize that this means that the benefits of getting a project operational before
2015 are not fully taken into account as stated in the EIS with regard to a conservative
estimate of future emission calculations, but it also leaves open the question how intermediate
construction activities influence the general growth in annual emissions pricr to the operations
forecast for 2015.

Response

The completion of intermediate construction activities, such as the completion of the crossfield
taxiways, would not increase the growth in annual emissions at PHX prior to the operations
forecast for 2015, As discussed in the response to comment 1-1, the proposed action would
not result in an increase in aircraft operations or passenger enplanements at PHX, but would
allow the airport to cperation in a more efficient manner, at a level of service consistent with
historical practice at the airport. In addition, it is anticipated that, upen completion of the
crossfield taxiways in 2012, emissions from aircraft during ground operations at PHX would be
reduced as a result of reduced taxiing and queuing times.

Comment

We recommend a milestone emissions inventory where total emissions of criteria poliutants
per year are projected with and without the proposed ADP alternative being implemented.
Response

It appears that the commenter may be requesting interim milestones within the planning
horizon, FAA provided such information is Section 4.2 of the FEIS. For instance, Table 4.2.3-1
provides the gperations air emission inventory for 2015. Table 4.2.4-1, provides the
construction air emission inventory from 2008-2014. Table 4.2.5-4, provides the annual project
related construction and operational emissions. It is anticipated that none of the proposed
improvements will be fully operational during the construction period (2008-2014). Therefore,
the conservative assumption was made that there will be no more changes in project-related
emissions during the period.

If in fact the commenter is recommending the completion of an emissions inventory beyond
2015 (i.e. the planning horizon for the FEIS). No reliable data on aircraft operations (or ather
airport-related emissions sources) beyond 2015 are available to make such calculations
possible. Also, there are no changes in the forecasted growth in aircraft operations through
2015. In addition, there are no requirements in the NEPA process, the CEQ regutations, or
FAA Orders requiring such assessments. See also response to comment 1-1.
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G‘:eatcr Phoenix
Chamber of

Commerce

August 9, 2005

Ms. Jennifer Mendclsohn ‘
U.S. Department of Transportation !
Federal Aviation Administration '
P.O. Box 92007
Los Angeles, CA 90009-2007 o

3

Dear Ms. Mendcelsohn:

E behalf of the Greater Phoenix Chamber of Commerce and our more than 5,200 member 5 _oq
businesses, I am pl to wiite in support of the proposed additions to Phncmx Sky Harbiir
International Airpo vy Harbor International Airport is an economic engme ‘that generat:s
business, taxes, jobs, and peripheral economic activity throughout the entm: region. The
Greater Phoenix Chamber has long recognized the importance of Sky Harbor Airport to our
local economy and has worked closely with the City of Phoenix to assure:that the airport’s 6-4
capifal plans arc cfficiently plauned and executed. It is vital that this critical component of our
state's business activity keep pace with the size of a rapidly growing econo@E

|
@avelers have come to expect all that Sky Harbor, as the gateway to Arinoxlxa, has to
offer...convenience, efficiency, a welcoming enviramment, safety and security, and amenit;2s.
The new plans would make it possible to maintain a quality experience and|mect these 2-22
expectations. Without the new construction, tourists and business traveless 'would instead »c
subjected to delays. inconveniences, and a less than hospitable cncountc'q |

The proximiry of Sky Harbor Airport to the Valley’s major employment chners, governmant
facilitics, and the metropolitan core have made it an asset to the business ¢limate in Phoeni«.
The import/export business gonerated is vast and increasing, reaching from [state to state and
country to country. Technology and capital are exchanged, small businesse’s mest new negds,
jobs are created, cultures blend, and goods and services finw. Whiile numbers can be pul tdi the
economic progress, the intangibles of such activity are inestimable. ' !
E_d_vnmnic Sky Harbor International Airport is critical to our state's economic and social 2.91
vitality. The Greater Phoenix Chamber of Commercc strongly supports theproposed additions

10 an important hub of our economy. Phoenix Sky Harbor Airport.
\

Sincerely, .
SA7 /‘ 7 &?9 i
Jay Kaprosy I R !
Vice Presidant of Public Affairs L “: - L
Greater Phoenix Chamber of Commerce R .

b AUB 12 05 |

S 3
Parg— .

: .-—m
i o 4 |

201 North Central Avenue, 27th Floor, Phocnix, Arizona 85073 B 502 .495.2195 ® FAX 602.495.8913 B www.phoenixchambe::com
This letter was inadvertently omitted from Appendix J of the PHX FEIS.



Greater Phoenix Chamber of Commerce

FLO006
Jay Kaprosy

210 Comment
| [We] support the PHX EIS and/or the proposed changes discussed in the FEIS.
Response
Comment noted.

64 Comment
PHX is an economic engine that generates business, taxes, jobs, and peripheral economic
activity throughout the entire region. The Greater Phoenix Chamber has long recognized the
importance of PHX to our local economy and has worked closely with the City of Phoenix to
assure that the airpost’s capital plans are efficiently planned and executed. It is vital that this
critical component of our state’s business activity keep pace with the size of a rapidly growing
economy.
Response
Comment noted. As discussed in Section 4.21 of the FEIS, the ADP Alternative at PHX is
consistent with both the City of Phoenix General Plan dated 2001, and the City of Tempe
General Plan 2030.

2-22 Comment
Travelers have come to expect all that Sky Harbor, as gateway to Arizona, has to
offer...convenience, efficiency, a welcoming environment, safety, and security, and amenities.
The new plans would make it possible to maintain a quality experience and meet these
expectations. Without the new construction, tourists and business tfravelers would instead be
subjected to delays, inconveniences, and a less than hospitable encounter.
Response
Comment noted.

2-21  Comment

A dynamic PHX is critical to our state's economic and social vitality. On behalf of the Greater
Phoenix Chamber of Commerce and our more than 5,200 member businesses, | am pleased
to write in support of the proposed additions to PHX.

Response
Comment noted.
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SECTION 6
Public Comments on the FEIS

Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport

Record of Decision

This section of the report lists all general public commentators that provided written comments on the
FEIS. General public commentators are organized by last name, then first name. The associated Letter
Code and Comment Codes folliow each name. Copies of the coded public letters are included in this
section in order by Letter Code.

- Letter

ifiﬁasti‘hlame oo e - First-Name - ~Code. | oo “Mlﬁiﬁei’l&ﬁ mber(s) 7 .
Whitfield Duane and Virginia FPOCO1 1-1, 341, 7-1
Hay John FPQ002 | 6-1, 2-8
Kelley Paul FPO0O03 | 30-1, 3-2, 3-3, 3-4, 29-1, 7-2, 2-9, 2-10
Tracy Sr. Richard FPO004 | 2-11, 6-2, 29-2, 3-5
Tracy Sr. Richard FPO005 | 2-12, 29-3, 2-13, 27-3, 14, 2-14, 2-16, 29-5,
2-17, 20-6, 6-3, 2-18, 7-3, 2-20, 2-19, 20-7
Teaford Chester FP0006 | 2-10, 2-24, 28-9, 6-6, 29-10, 29-11, 29-12
Keuth Don FPO007 | 2-30, 23-1, 5-2, 2-31, 2-32, 2-33, 2-34
Shields Billy FP0O008 | 29-13, 2-35, 2-36, 24-1, 2-37
Riester Tim FPQOQ9 | 2-10, 2-38, 2-39, 2-40
Brossart Diane FPOO10 | 210, 23-1, 6-7, 2-41
McMahon Jeff FP0OO11 2-43, 3-6, 2-44, 3-7, 2-45
McCarnish John FPOD12 | 2-10, 2-46, 6-11, 2-47
Ell Terry FPO013 | 2-10, 2-48, 211, 21-2
Winslow Paul FPO014 | 2-49, 2-50, 27-4, 2-54
Bird David FPO0O15 | 2-10, 2341, 2-55, 2-56, 2-57, 2-58
Hull Jane Dee FPo016 6-13, 6-14, 1-5, 6-15
Tracy Richard FPO0O17 | 7-5, 29-14, 29-16, 7-6, 29-17, 29-18, 2-61,
29-20, 29-21
Howlett C.A. FP0018 | 2-62, 1-6, 24-2, 2-63, 2-65, 2-66, 1-7, 2-67
Lunsford Jack FPO0O19 | 2-68, 23-1, 6-16, 1-8, 1-9, 1-10, 1-11, 2-69
Lopez Ronnie FPO020 | 2-70Q, 2-71, 2-72, 2-73, 2-74, 2-75, 2-76
Hull Terry FP0021 2-77, 112, 2-78
Broome Barry FP0022 2-79, 6-17, 6-18, 6-19, 6-20, 2-80
Forbis Jeanne FPO023 2-81, 6-21, 1-13, 2-82, 1-9, 2-83
Gitlis Karen FPO0D24 | 7-19, 2-86, 2-87, 2-88, 3-8, 2-89, 1-15, 6-22,
10-1, 3-9, 3-10
Torrez Gregory FP0O025 1-16, 1-17, 29-23, 54, 22-1, 3-11, 2-91, 2-
£ 92
Jarvis Jeffrey FPO0D26 | 6-23, 6-24, 6-25, 6-26, 29-24, 6-27, 6-28
Sherman Barbara FP0027 | 21-4, 21-5, 21-6, 20-28, 7-26, 7-28, 7-29, 7-
30, 7-31, 19-1, 7-32, 1-18, 2-93, 1-19, 6-29,
1-20, 3-13, 3-14, 29-29, 19-3, 21-7, 26-1,
28-1, 2-94, 2-95, 2-96, 2-97, 24-3, 2-98, 12-
1, 13-1, 13-3, 8-2, 9-1, 8-3, 3-15, 3-16, 3-17,
3-19, 3-24, 234, 11-3, 10-2, 114, 10-3, 10-
4, 10-5, 10-6
Chalmers Seth FP0028 1-14, 2-15, 22-2, 2-23, 1-21, 3-18, 3-12, 3-

20




_____ [ FRa SRFETY STDS BR PAGE B2

FP0QO01

3
Duane Whitfield ‘
1515 N. LeSucur |
Mesa, AZ :
February 16, 2006 :

i
Jennifer Mcndelsohn i
Environmental protection specialist AWP-621.6 %
U.S. Department of Transportation '

Federal Aviation Administrahion
P.O. Box 92007
Los Angelcs, CA 90009-2007

Dear Ms Mendelsohn:

| We are writing this letter requesting consideration for residence in the Phoenix
area negativcly affected by Sky Harbor Airport located in the center of the 1

metropolitan area. We are apposed to the expansion of the airport and also to any
changes that wauld allow commercial planes to fly at a lower altitude |

1

[My wife und 1 live approximately ten (10) miles east of the airport and the air
traffic noise is such that we find it difficult to entertain outdoors on our patio.
My wife suffers from asthma, and air pollution in the Phocnix area is y
becoming @ 7-1

A s I i PR TR T S P

Thank you for you consideration on our behalf.

Yours &uly,
&c Whitfield

P e o

PO Y
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JOMHN L. HAY
6Q2.207 74068
Jraviarusithv.com

February 21, 2006

s, Jenmiter Mendelsohn

Environmenta] Protection Specialist, AWP-621.6 i
U.5. Department of Transportation ;
Federal Aviation Administration

Post Office Box 92007
Los Angeles. CA 90009-2007 ’,

Re:  FEIS - Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport

i
Dear Ms. Mendelsohn: :

The lawyers in this office use Phoenix Sky Harbor Intemational Airport [Sky
Harbor) on a frequent basis and, cven more importantly, we represent many clients who hdve a
significant effect ont the economy and development of the Phoenix area. ﬁilis vitally impartant
to the economic development of the Phoenix metropolitan area and to the convenience of its
residents and guests that the West Tenminal Development of Sky Harbor procceds so ds to
cnable to airport 1o be able to mcet the needs of the businesses and persons located here] [[urge
you to approve the FEIS so that the capital improvement projects that are its subject ca be
implemented as quickly as poss:bE i

For the Firm

JLH:saw }
633020 :

PHOENIX - TUCSON
WW W G LS TLAW, (O

6-1

2-8
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20 Fcbruary 20006

Ms. Jemnifer Mendclsohn

Envwonmental Protection Specialist, AWP-621.6
Federal Aviation Administration

U.S. Department of Transportation

P. O. Box 92007

Los Angeles CA 90009-2007

Dear Ms. Mendclsohn:

['writc concerning the Final Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Airport ,
Development Program for Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport, Phocnix, Maricopa Coimty,
Arizona.

[
I have an intense interest in this issue because of two factors: :

[
s [ am a frequent flyer in and out of Sky Harbor. During the 1980's, I accumulated over OiLc
millien miles on the frequent flycr program of TWA, and attained the samne level on Unit
Airline’s program in the 1990s. In the new millennivm my mileape has been significandly
reduced since I now cover only the westem states, but the number of my tips has been a
as frequent. l

e Thave been a resident of Tempe for almost thirty-nine years, starting in north Tempe ir;ﬁﬁ?,
and later in central Tempe. T have raised five children here and cared for my elderly parénts in
my Tempe home. I desire the best possible quality of life for myself and my family.

There are three basic issues at play here;

e Erst needless to say, is the safety of myself and my fellow passengers as wc take off and land
at Sky Harbor. There can be no compromise with safety. Penoa

|

. Econd is noise which I believe to be a bogus issue. All of the noise protestors bought their
homes knowing that Sky Harbor existed (since the 1930's). Anyone with a lick of sense
would know that airports get busier. They bought anyway because land and housing was,
cheapest under the Airport approach/departure Janes. Now they want the government to Tpcnd

millions to improve their homes to the levels enjoyed by people who paid much more for)land
and homes not under these lancg |

Ees, Sky Harbor is far, tar busier than it was thirty, forty or fifty ycars ago. But aircraft Have
concwrently gone through a govermment-mandated sound reduction program, and today’
Phase 3 jets arc far, far quictcr than the Phase 1 jets of the late 1950's. 1 clourly remembeg the
roar of the Boeing 707's and Douglas DC-8's taking off in 1967. Today’s jets are a whlﬂm'

by compansoj
Enally, I remember attending a mecting in north Tempe (I lived on North Van Ness) whqn:

activists were attempting to arousc ncighborhooed indignation over the sownd of aircrafl
departing Sky Harbor. I noted only a tiny fraction of the neighborhood was present and efren a

30-1

3-2

3-3

3-4

FEB 12 1 2908
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fow of them expressed the feeling that the planes were “no big deal.” One of the activists:
produced a fancy decibel meter, took the group outside and said, *Look at the readings when a
planc takcs off.” We spent the next ten or fifteen minutes gawking at the meter as planesilew
overficad. Then I'll ulways remnember that one neighbor said, “I noticed that the highest mcter
reading came from the binds chirping in your hackya@

ml

cople in Tempe overwhelmingly support Sky Harbor and have distanced themselves from the
activists who, in ncarly thirty years, have failcd to got morc than a couple dozen people 29-1
interested in this issuj ;

. Eird is the envirogment which can only deteriorate if we lose Sky Ilarbor. Any alternate
anrport “solution” T have ever read about would force millions to drive hundreds of milliohs of
unnecessary miles to and from g new airport  significant distance away Sky Harbor being
convenicnt to the great preponderance of its 42,000,000 annual visitors {and the people who
come to greet them) means fewer driving miles, a reduction in vehicle emissions, and less
pollution.

That is critically important becausc | am an ssthmatic as arc three of my children. Phoenix’

“brown cloud” is 90% from vehicular travel (emissions and dust) not Sky Harbor's planeii

Let’s not curtail the latter and end up increasing the formg :

|

Ehc proposed Airport Development Program insures that Phoenix Sky Harbor Inlcruatioual | 2-9
A:rport will continue to be a facility with the very latcst safety, environmental, security and |
convenience fecaturcs, a desperately nceded improvement of ite roadways, and increased garek and

taxiways to reduce delaj !

I wil} certainly miss Terminal 2 (the two million miles, mentioned earlicr, | flew on TWA and
United, were all done through Terminal 2) which has quick access between parking and gatej. Of
course, I also missed Terminal 1 for the same reason, but as Phoenix continues to grow and $ky
Harbor faces 50,000,000 passengcrs in the future, the progress required results in the loss of ihls
convenience, ‘l

Enthusiastically support the EIS subuuitted by the City of Phocnix Aviation Departmcnt.l 2-10

u for your consideration.

74 /ﬂ>

ul I. Keliey

630 East Laguna Dnvc i
lempe AZ 85282
(602) 261-6897
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Richurd T. Tracy, Sr.
Attorney and Counsclor ai. Taw
2288 8. {ottomwood Licensed tn States of

Mesa, A7, RB2OR-GIRS Arizonu, Ohdoiand New York
Telephone #80-830:1 153

Ms. Jenniter Mendeisohn,
Environmental Protection Specialist
Airports Division FAA AWR-621-8
Wastern -Pacitic Region

P.O. Box 92007 February 22,2006
Los Angeles, Ca.. 90009-2007 Re: Environmental impact Report
Phoenix Sky Harbor

Dear Ms Mendelsohn:

Ihe enclosed news articles will supplement my February 21st. letter and
material regarding reliever airports for Maricopa County. Attempts to protect the flight
paths for Mesa Williams Galeway Airport again failed. Some homes are being built. 2-11
Until there is more traffic investors are not willing to gamble on industrial use for Iear
that Williams will be net be glven a sufficient share of commercial air trattid Lpcal
governments have faith, they funded the projected leg of the freeway. :
Ehe Glendale Airport article from yesterday confirms my projection of growth
and note the stadium has not been completed Ground has just been brokerd tor  6-2
several businesses that will draw more visitors than downtown Phoenix. Giendale
airport is a five minute drive 1o the stadium, hotels are going up near there!

E the event you have any question regarding the reasons why the ma}ontty of 29-2
the community dislikes Sky Harbor try to do what is common in and out of other
airports and see how much extra time, driving and walking is involved. Many artitles
have been written about the confusing signs but they can nol help il, there is a maze

because of lack of spacBE)u were sent an article regarding the need to stack aurctraft 3.5
at Sky Harbor, more pollution and noise_} :

yours

FnchardT Tracy Sr/r&@
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_ Glenclale Municipsd Airport has seen tremendous growth in recent

-y arwd scpwects {0 grow even more when Cardinais Stadium opens

-+ 1 2005: 133,000,
I 2004: 118,000
WZ003. B8.500."
-~ M 2002: 18,040,
© R200% 10,000,
*Runway clgsed for six
- - weeks in 2003 for expan-
sian; :

The riumber of gallons of
. fuel purchased at Glendale
. Municipal Arporthas -
" mane than doubleédin the
- past five years. '
FISCAL’

. @ 2005: 269,800.
M:2004:186,100.

2003:138,000.
B 2002.102,750.
W 2001:120,700.

T Semroe: Gity of Glendale

master plan for the airport
that will examine the need for

- » new tower and other im-

provemnents.

FPO004
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Phoenix courts Williams Gateway -

Airport. pIarmmg Mess, Gilbert, Queen Creek

-and the Gila. River Indian

for possible Mesa ~ Gommpnity a8 an airp ort
budget shortfa[l _owner and financial backer.

This could stabilize the sir-

By BLAKE nenzes’ poﬂ'abnﬂgetifﬂmdnmmt

' ““3“"" funding by ‘$L25 million,

wbnhubromchlsbawsald
: Wﬂhamnenmuy&poﬂ .could happen i volers nix a
'mayhnwtohyofnght mmtyhxmdsales
employews, eliminsie raises ~ tax itwrease.

- forthe rest of its workers and - But the aurporu ‘board:

curt back in other sreas if. - mmadettclear'.[‘ua-

Mmewmﬂ;mhn@ofﬁ- diy they want o bé shaed in .

cials said wt an' airport.  to'the.diréetion of these talks
— auﬁmrlty board - meetmg beronthqpt _hrthar
'.mtmﬂonm mch Sioee. fhint

wincmlmnchofpoopb

May tax section. *
Wmmanatamyofﬁcnls howtnrunt}nsairport, Gil-
are in talks ‘with Phoeqix . bert - Major ‘Steve Berman
 about the possibility. ‘of ‘the - smids .
hmrclt?tnmimton' ‘Mi'ourgmmn‘mltsm
the airpert suthorsty'sbesrd. - ey paying $3.4 million
IfPtnnnix‘-dod,:fwmjoin--'a nually thh the

b-&pt t.h:tﬂorlﬁy-rs.and\ve don"t__-
m.\'
- than Mesa's; which ndusbnu 1o 16 Lrois Phivetix; theowing.
| i soma money and telling us-

understanding they'il get a
return on their investment

‘when the dirport becomes

profitable,

Almost threegusrters of
that monoy, $2.5 millon, is
coming from -Mesa, giving
that city coatrol in the very

‘rare  instapceos when the

board vote in weighted by
financial contribution to
break’a te vots.

The airport is near Power
and Ray roads in southeast
Mesa, near the Gilbert and
Queens Creek borders.

‘Williams Gateway has:

tried to position itself s a
reliever to Phoenix Sky Har-
bor Intcrmational Airport,
snd its first scheduled Ber-

- viee, to the Las Vegas area, is
~ Set o begiu in April.

Phoenix has chipped in

"$360,000 over the last three
years to Gateway's mnrketmg :
hudget, Gatewsy executtva -

e —————m—

director Lynd l'[usy =aid, and
Sky Harbor Sthff have pro-
vided other ce.

*This would formalize the
relationship w've had with
Phoenix for # Joog time"
Kusy said. He naid bhe should
have an sgreemant to bring to
the bourd at its Mareh or

Kusy agreed to hold a
Study session With the buard
before it's asléd to vote on
sny deal with Phoenix If job
cuts becone ryressary, Kusy

hopes they codld come from
retivaments departures
rather than laysffs.

The Chandléf City Council’

o were mqmred for the change
hbﬁcothn effective.

f>: * The two Jisseating votes

: mmmg Rawles and Councilwoman
tryiiv to- pre: _Janie Thom. Rawles sup-

- protmd the air-- poded ‘the landowner’s prop-
h:dai-nl or omu " erty rights. Thom Jashed out

' s-z ‘to trying to change the zoning.
The vote aliows Corner-

. cave
- com- sd;one Homes, which is in
park' escrow to buy the property

frum the Cardon Gromp of
Companics, to build a 52-home

goning changes in
E‘itmaﬂ:ﬁ to prevent homes

dlyg.ﬁathlcltylearned f

Co.rdon Group manager

their desires, bxt no one has

“ut the way the city went sbout

Cornerstone’s plans and insti- sobg front agn
mdarequdstbochwﬂ‘* aressuu Lo
inder the flight
"I'msm-ewg
Wilford Cardon told the coUN  ypgety immed
cil be tried to comply With gy oo

its plens tc

homes on the
ich was zoned fo
' od the land i
identified] for businesa par
use in thrt Mesa 2026 gener:

plan. :
And ‘r-hile Mesa wa

- e — e ———

or industria] n
Qraen (rook.
from being built, it never Fud c.m
attampted to change the par- tho wﬂﬁme
cal. Tlmtm,unhlamuple of A:ltho gove

Ryofr Wendy
irworpan of

homes

sqe the
taly if that
e aaid. -

———-—-b

heen interssted in develUPl‘:l DATACT warTER: (k80) 898-6542

—

or bmlﬂn*ﬂh.mm
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Richard T. Tracy, Sr. :
Attorney and Counselor at Law ;
2238 8. Cottotrwood Liccnmaed lp Stares of
Mesa, AZ 852026388 Arizoan, ; New York
Ms. Jennifer Mendelsohn, Telkphom 003110
Environmental Protection Specialist !
Alrponts Division FAA AWR-621-6 *
Western -Pacific Region
1.0. Box 92007 February 21,2006 . :
Los Angeles, Ca.. 90008-2007 Re: Environmental Impact Report -

Phoenix Sky Harbor Folly FEB o 4' 005
Dear Ms. Mendelsohn: E N

Emust admit | have not read the final Environmenta! Impact Statement foriSky 2-12

that area. The EPA Is agreeing to more congestion and poliution. Why must we rep 29-3
the mistakes of Los A ‘.
I moved from central Phoenix five years ago because of bad air and these i
nothing downtown after five p.m. unless one goes to a sports event. Nine blilion doj
mostly public funds are at work and a $778 million Bond issue is on the bdlet.
Last October | visited Pittsburgh,Pa. It has been transformed to a beautiful, vib#a
modern high rise city, not the smoky steel town | knew in 1942, or the abandoned pne,
in 1953 when Equitable Life Ins.Co. started the Gateway project. Phoenix hag an
opposite result, not from the lack of funds provided by taxpayers.
Pittsburgh’s new airport is the model for passenger comfort and econ! lc 2-13
operation, Out of town,with one central island terminal, no need for duplication ds at
Sky llarbor with three terminaE While Phoenix neighborhoods covet |listoric

County Jail and Sheriffs Office downtown for aimost four million. predicted to beifi
million by 2015 in a county bigger than some states. Citizens are forced downto
do business with what is supposed to be their govemment.

[With_each addition Sky Harbor Airport like the City of Phoenix has become |
user triendij{in 1980 before a poorly informed City Council because of its locg
some advocated auto traffic to Sky Harbor be Ilmlted to an area on Washington

to

airports,Atianta for example. We also pointed out the need for a Route 1-10 Thuck 27-3
bypass south of Phoenix to avoid later attempts to use South Mountain Park land.
wonld have saved a great deal of money, lives, red poliution and increa
quality of Iife!What is gained by expanding Sky HarborAThe opportunity to effectiyely 1-4
solve todays environmental problems at reduced cost and assurance of a
result is lo activate reliever airports. The east today and reserve land to the we!
keep pace with their rapid development. That should be an impartial FAA and §PA  2-14
priority. ;
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competition. A willingness to share for the public benefit will improve their connei

and international flight operation.
It is reported that forty percent of Sky Harbor air traffic is to and from Calftamnia.

I'ligh gas prices caused increased flights 10 Las Vegas. High housing prices!has

encouraged commuting to those points. Many drive by a site ready tor commercial

flights, to go twenty miles downtown at twenty miles an hour. There is unconirotied

sprawl in the Valley. [The next decade will make creation of reliever airports more 2-16

expensive and difficutt not for_the community leaders, but for those who move naarby

and taxpayers that bear the cast] When | go to the Los Angeles area, | fiy into Burbank,

a no-hassle in and out airport. For a time | escape the thought of the retum to}Sky

Harbor which is a nightmare at any time,especially when picking up a passerger. 29-5

Frequent visitors would learn quickly to schedule for convenience and avoid

congested areas. ?
@m certain that tourists, less familiar with Sky Harbor's maze, traffic and 2.17
parking problems have more difficulty than locals and leave with a bad impression.
Most quickly leave downtown Phoenix for Scottsdale or increasingly Indian Casibos,
that may be why reliever airports are not encouraged by our community leaders]
My only interest is 1o avoid more waste, reduce pollution and promote sa EI 29-6
Many called upon the City of Phoenix to sincerely work toward the harmonpus
coexistence of the airport (Sky Harbor)and the {Cardinal) stadium. Phoenix didjnct
foliow that advice. With help from the FAA and Legistature they forced the Stadiugn to
be built next to the Arena, far west, seriously damaging the Valley's future econdmy. 6-3
Especially East Valley businesses. Then they obtained six hundred miliion doll
state funds to remode! their Civic Plaza which has never shown a profit. Glengale
Arena,the Stadium and Indian gaming with accommodations will rival or surg
dowmown Phoenix in five years.it is folly and unheafthy to try 10 force everyone lo ., 4 8
travel down town][[heir ground level trolley will not solve the problem) :
e EAA has failed to consider the public benefit of using Williams Gateway 7-3
Airpori]fit will not only increase_comfort, safety and business but also relieve the airport
erunch and freeway congestion] Both major contributors to air poilution. @uld hjor 2-20
airlines avoid using Willlams Gateway Airport even for the holiday crush for fear of 219
jeopardizing their position with the operators of Sky Harbor?}! enclose many artiles
which demonstrate the facts which could not have been fairly considered fok an
approval on environmental basis at this time when most ¢f the population is spread
The leaders to maintain control follow the plan established in 1912. We had dne
hundred twenty five days with no rain, twenty three,” no burm days so far this wirfter.
[Some dgay It population density is increased with etfective mass transit, possibly
eievated then these objections on environmental , economic and social grounds fpay  29.7
not exist but then the neither will the need for the increase, if rapid rail with clean fue!
transparted most passengers within five hundred miles which should be the pAme
goal of an effective Environmental Protection Agency)

V truly yours
b R
fanl ) T

[=]

cc Senator McCain.
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Changing airspace
Commescial airiiners land and
“take off i x-circle centered over:
sky Barbor International Airport.
-The airspace shrinks as the

_ “airplanes descend, To prevent

. Collisivivs, gencral- -svietion pilots
.ark kept out of this space unless

theyha\n!peda‘pﬁmlﬂm

'mmﬁmm
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. [ - dor was the big initie- . - doand Van Burex shows lltﬂa ke the aree 2long the Mari- .. content with the Greater Q
. A tlveof Phoenix Mayor -gew economic activity. The '~ 'copa Fréeway, it's’ car-Japend-  Phoanix Economic Council, )
o P I'Gordm'a 2005 Stataof . - area near the new light-rall- * .~ ent and adds nothing toa'vi- - Bt it still pointed dut the
o line, especially, id the sane _.bnmt urban streetseaps. ..~ eniptineds of the Opnortunity . s
* colection of votting motsls Private-sector jobs and fn-  Corridor - -. -
aml'ucant lntl tut its bcen -Vestmient continue ty flowla . 14, l'aet, whqn Gordnn rulled ; ’ i
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groves md the Japanese ﬁowor

Bardens thet make you acie over
the loss; is bow’ different the ecano-
my wis at femicentennial. Farming,
ranching, tsilroads and copper weare See IAI.WH Page D2
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travelerl going on summer
vacations with families.”
Ostreicher eaid. “The terminal
garages gemerally do not fil
up. There have heen » conple
of days this summer, particu-
. larly on Wednesdaya and

" Thursdnys, there have been a

neas travel Monday to
Wednesday or Wednesday to

Friday and have a tendency to

overlap on. the Wednesday,”
Qstreicher said. “A lot of times
- we'll find the parking will get
raal full on Wadmsaday during
the day and then in the after-
noon as 2 kot of the business
mvdersmrﬂurningh'ill

Thou looking for spots at
the airport are apilling over wo
nearby aff-sirport lota that
offer long-term pariing.

“It's a pumbers game,” aaid
John Kraiss, g'eneﬂlmanager
at Preflight Airport Parking,
N M&“Mwuthm
Valley is growing and as many
an- have come here, you still
basicaily have the same
amouat of off-sits sirport
parking facilities as what you
bad maybe 20 years ago.
Everybody’s full. I basieally fill
by Tuesday morning,
Wednudnyttheht-t.

" Preflight cherges $650 a
dayforuumwndpuﬁngu:d

B6 = SUNDAY, JUNE 26, 2008 -
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SNIO MHENEZ, TRIDUNE

PREMIM SPOTE: A TED Airlines plans arrives st Phoenix Sky

Harbor intarnational Airport as

seen from the Terminal 4

parking garage Thursday, The airport continues to set records

for traffic in 2005,

from 18 montha ago.

Sky Harbor doubled the
amount of parking in Termu-
pal 4 in 2002 when it added
3,600 spaces. To help with the

, the upper lavel of

. the Terminai 2 parking garage

has been turned into long-

“term ecooomy parking. It's

only 36 a day for the uncov-
ored spaces.

“It's a little-known secret,”

Conatruetion of a 3,600-
space parking garage at Sky
Harbor's East Economy lot
has closed B00 parking spaces
for the time being.

“We've got over 20,000

problems
Phoenix Sky Sarbor International
Airport contisiues to set new
records for pl traftic in
2005 causingiparking iots and
terminais to §l to capacity on som
days, p -" Wednesdays and

Thursdays. fulomqare
fiqures from e first four months

year: |
Jua 1577 millon. up 7.5 percent
from: the samé monitr in 2004
Falc 150 millign, up L4 percent
from the Rmonth in 2004
March: 1.364 on, up 52 perceni
* from the gmonth in 2004
Aprik: 1747 milion, up 3.9 percent
from the unmmzom
, 2008

Passengers:
6.668 l’ulhnn. 4.5 percent from

m:ame negn 2004
— |
olf-eirport X

“The tegminals can sto
relatively efhpty and we'll sti
open that bverfiow aren =
that seononi s can goe
that. good frate,” Ostreiche
sald. 4

March, April, June, Jui
andd Augusf are the busics
months at the airport. Mer
than 1.7 mjllion passenger
went Y OARY] thﬁ air wt v
June 2004334 percent mor
than the saine month in 200:
July was evpn busier last yes
with neariy}l8 million passen
gen.4 :morethnnth

Alr ¢ i.sthch:ghestn
ever be Outreicher sai
“It's oo |‘ raflacted at Sk
Harbor, bul reinr.beoner
thﬂfuhd. ng regions i
the

"Our afrport is alway
around fify orsixr.h busies
R'sa edbion of air traved ;
these ‘timi@s, but also th
resion of $he country we’r
in" !
CONTACY WIRTER: (480) 970-234:
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UsS States (plu
‘Washipgton D.C.)
Quatisma  Population and Ranking ©
it s “w”@M .‘mz-
UmtadSmtonlpopuhum28142l,906( of '1 S
Burcau). 7 o for | i
. m . ' A w —
[ Califoreis > 7] = 33371608
__ Texas | 472 . 11318 ] 234 20,881,820
, L |8 ‘ FEPI 457
... Flogd : §2 J09 — [15,982,378
linois 23 52 | — | — 12419293
ennsvlvanis s 375173 12281054
Ohio ¢ 4 1 428 111,353,140
ichi 57 577 ASY| & 19,938,444
N L/ 3 — | 8414350
/3 1 44 ‘ 186,453 |
i /51 + 7 18,049.313
ini 3} H Rl /yo — 17,078,515
£5°1 2 A4 | — |6.349,097
Indians : J//61 2 080,485
jngton 1 1B | ¢/ 5,894,121
1k 5.689.283
| 357 /5% 15,595211
/6 1B | 47 2241 — 15363.675
/33 | J46 —_|5296,435 —
Aizons S/ AR2D ?.L 5,130,632
State on
batp://www.enchantediearming com/ust/states/population. shtml } 82412005
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:, borhoods hne up
r hlStOl‘lC desxgnatlon

'"--3’““"”‘"""“‘ - Historic homes
qsmpmet.ﬂri- N i
l'ahuhu'rhcalhdncvhbh .
alirity and an accident of
buildings as historic

allywas meant to protect a fewin:
t:y siruchmres- and nefghbor-
2 bow, the number of raquesta

the historic ‘designation is sky-
keting a8 waves of cooa
o x o gmwﬂzh
IO, i g ot 55, making
shistry . eral or Jocal kistoric
|q.izh lh;.:. !r_,“....,,.“l '»ni
A, . - ists ey has just be- n : -4 )
Mo - g woverwbeiing || Ang gk S
‘officials to choose even more so- . POy o JI T ) T
tyely what is worthy of polng into S T ERAE
stati’y history books. 1 Avasado - Oaddand
\t stake, same believe, could be &\, 2 Ashiand Place .
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. A shuttie boat makes its way through a canal Wednesday toward the new Sheraton Wild Horse Poss Besort.

‘Wild Horse looks to spur tourisn

o Nov. th

.Firstofsevera.lll{xmymorts B Revrr st Dokt o to oo
is slated to open in October  open Nov. 30. Both are b portheast Phoer
: The (00roun Sheraipn, on he Gila Ri
DY DENMA NOGAN Indian Community justis few miles south
TRIBUNE Chandler and a mile West of Interstate
The f . o 'ilc?:ggt vw-nl;high-e

fome-colored. adobe walls, Custers of rescrt i i the south Edge Valle.

The reseort i..;tmveofAmeu'
"The purpose of this §escrt is to showe;
" Curtis said.

ol lght forfures in t
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| Tyt ol SR
. & 500 merms hosool o | raight abead. And beyond O 10d it sprawls on is farcfnlly crafied 4
- N2 18-hoie goif cowmes approved by the Gia Ror Indiao Comumu
( » the waterfall, 2 two-story wall of gl frames  10'g' Copra) Theming Chamitiee to adhe
~ 00,000 square feet of Indder and a panorama of the Batreils Mountains, : - is aai
N outdoor mesting wpace N " ) to tribal history and berifpge, Curtis said
Hﬂmﬁmmorlmmlhe mmd prigthr mm

8 Spa with 17 teatment roams, Iness wild horses the resart wia named for may ‘ :

91.000-scwsquestiancener 15 complete the picture, said Jim Curtis, the

% Four restaucants and buo bers Sheyatoa’s director of sales and markesing. m g& ‘ gotf eir

lmhmm%um The 3175 milion rescet is the first of houge, ~
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Blame losing stédium on Sky H bor

E r Car- ardy—allof thess things are
“dinals away? Maybe we not canasd by some politi-

ahould blame Xeno Hawker cian soatewhere, but are
for not being more enthusi- chused by Skv Harbor.
-astic in the beginning. How If it hadn't been for Sky
_about Neil Giulispo for let- Harboe's idiotic complaints
ting them siip away from that the stadium site in Tem-
;Tcmpe?{)rmaybeumuld pe was in the flight path, to-
‘blame Jane Hull or John Mc-  day we would already have
"being more

holding onto

.- No, let’s look

reason. The real

we lost the football

the real roason that our ‘Tem-
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o dowstowa A suggestion: I Westoar desires an exira
' wouid be set 25 foot, it sbould gebelow yrade and croate

ambteumunmnnhnmmnnu
of its Scottsdaly Pashion Square, -
Hml’hnanhﬂumtuﬂ:hpdm:e» .

mqm
A Ilvo-slwvir:hhl by design slement in Donald Trumg s pmpu!ldoondc-hulalm Carmelback Rosd in -
Tramp hotel and futre high-riss buildings. ‘PMhoantx. This i the waet-side view of Tump lemalionsl Hotel & Restdences.

mm&muaMw
process

project
at H p.rn in what turned swt te be a chaetic
thres-hatr meeting. At 1am lh:'anuu- '

Mhabmmlmh
Trump harvik vowed 1 regrals Counclenas
Greg Stanton, an srch eppecsat, from vet-
mnm:mummu
lmm

The axisting
Planis net brelon. There's sigalficast ce-
pacity laft for growth — more thas S mill-
Nom squars foet — that inclulies & residen-
tial comporunt. To break the plan for the
Mmmioﬂhmwb!hpd-

mnt.huphﬂn&ywmhh
a loug-range view and demonntrafe that .
neighberhoods are esnental to thecity’s
ateic and quality of tife ‘ }

ey oo XSerr

- WJMWMM}WW%'WM“



mma mutz
i mw

PAGE 25

h

itz %

muu-m

it dmm*

FAA SAFETY STDS BR |

21 A-725-6849

FPO005

nw”'ﬂ&ﬂ:s‘""'}.mw,-e €3 e

o,

up 10 50 stories high

All the talk is making the six-

“Our roie af the
iantltnllatthe

alrport is to
factors that af-

Mhmwmm

HiTRe

PHi “

3

m

_mﬂh
uﬂmmm uw

Hi

:.mﬁ

:m _m

11 ﬁm
mh mmm

.u
mm h,w
wn“ mumMMH w

328 3
mm.mm

Em
UM

m,hm i

hhm
_ _E?:
21 wﬂ w“,* w“m

J
ﬂ

m

nﬁn
lﬁvhu

Chh

m.
m

mmhm_“w_wmuhummu m_m mm“

«nmu ah. n.
umm m m mm
m mmuuu“umm

g Ibnky-

)
Oyt ond

(ﬂd)“‘ﬂl*.admhb ginger.riche
passengers et. But it would af- ’

Am

scittind because of its heigie

snd

wmnwu

M) 444-2474.

or (8

proxizsity to the sirport,



2 2?72885 a7:89

318-725-6849
(A~ o TR

- MSettmg limits

. Stadium debate is a.lso about
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. Phoenix’s current siwilinces (s based ca 3 reslistic fear
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'cﬂhnrte:ﬂmcunnltl:iiqrlﬂﬂiﬂﬂﬂlllu'"ﬂ*'“d"‘“i““'

elilﬂltlnnnnllofthelnunuundh:tar!l
- I!:n:&xluuanlnmnsdqytnlnzailetOIiirlﬂﬂ‘hﬁf
card in its drive to confine all Valley coramercial airfine: -

- nami:unSt;!ﬁ-tnr-—aiun:htunung-‘dd:hjtulft

gunuzhagsxiflﬂuqaaiioln:innﬁadtndnr

mwmwmmmx :

- fowsters the quiet enjoytient of occupants of nearby
homes and businesses as well as 2 more reasonable

- mumwu.m-pu-d.uwm'- '

" Pusiness and Jeisure travelers to the region will
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. East Valley faster than from an incressingly

Sky Harbor that just beeps becoming farther and

farther sway from where visitors want to go.
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Harbor International Al
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everyone's satisfaction.
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md.n)pounntuba-ndwiﬂ ataly lead to it.
Sky Harbor, for all of its ixpro becauseofits
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| them off. An

MM.MM n't going to make
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DFW or Love Pald? LA nrJohnWayne
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lately? What a bresss!
So, Mesa, let's pet our fiaps up f ournoaasposnu
the richt way as soon: as possible. Williams Gatewszy



B2/27/2006 B7:82  318-725-684% FAA QAFFTV STDS BR PAGE 31

| BE o sabavaveaos FPOO05  susmess

PREMIUM: Parking t

PROM PAGE 81 R o N

vacations with families,” [~

genersl manager o JULIO JMENEZ, TRIGBUNE March, $pril, Jupe, Ju!
st Prefight Airport Packing, [PRCMIUM SPETS: A TED Airfines plane arrives st Phosnix Sky  and uk sre the busies
44 N. 4dth St, “As fant sa thin  Hastior international Alrpart 2« seen framt the Termins! 4 months ot §ho airport. Mor

as-have come here, you still  for tradtic in 2003. : weet throuh the abrport i
basically have the sams -  June 2004,§8.4 pervers mor
amount of off-site  airport than the safhs month in 200

July was evin busier last yes
with neariy§ 8 million passes

" Prefight charges $850 3 , the upper level of aaid ever been,§ Ostreicher saic
day far tneovered periing and . the Terminal 2 parking garsge The East Econesay area has  “It'a y reflected wt Sk
$2 more for covered spaces. A has been turned into long- that large parking lot, plus a  Harbor, "ra in the obe ¢
shuttie runs Dagesngers to the term scooomy . It's garage, which coats §2 a'day the fastast regions |
sirpart teemipals fivo only $6 a day for the uneev  morw, The second garage will the oo ‘
minutes. |t bas sbhout 7,000 ered spaces. open: in the spring, and there's “Our rt is alway
regulsr customers and 1,200 “It's » littie-known secret,” capacity theew to ild more around or sixth bugies
mpota. Deminod has besn so  Ostrelaher sald structured parking i the wres. It's & ref of air travel i
strong the company bas been Construction of a 3,600- The 's West Econemy thess it but also th
sbie to rales raton. . spacy parkicg garsge at Sky lot has no garage. ragion of country we'
“You only want to raise Harber’s East Ecobomy When all of the arport lots "

your rates when you're foll bhas closed 800 paridng spaces  fill, Sky Harbor hands ot fii- - - .
most of the time,” Kraise said, for the tima being. ers with the names, phone  oeuvAcT walirems (eic) 970-234:
adding businces rebounded "Wa've got uver 20,000 pumbers and addresses of - com
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Dais Wegnit, P.E., Prasidant
Northem Aszona Brarich

Dabra C. MeGiew, PE., Presidont
Phoentx Branch

Scolt Laska, P.E., Premcan!
Southern Arizora Branch

Eulogio Vera, Pemeidons

Yuma Branch

Chisting W. Fanchi, P.E., Presicent
Phosnixc Y ounger Mamber Forum
irana Taylor, Prasident

SAB Younger Member Forum

Jon Girand, P L., Cheir
History & Harltage

Daniel Yu, E.LT., Chair
Education'Community Quiraach
Maher Hazine. P.E., Chair

Kart G. Obangh, P.E, Chair
Enginoers weak

ke Barton, P E_, Chair
Scholarchip Commitioq

February 27, 2006

Ms. Jennifer Mendelsohn 3
Environmental Protection Specialist, AWP-621.6 :
U.S. Department of Transportation

Federal Aviation Administcalion

P.O. Box 92007

Los Angeles, California 20009 2007

Subject: Phaenix Sky Harbor International Airport
Final Environmental impact Stateiuent for Proposed Airport
Development Program

Dear Ms. Mendelschn:

E: Transportation Subcornrities ol Aricona Sueicty of Civil Engincers 2-10
firmly cndorses the subject EIS E& feel the EIS proposes a $olid
engincening basis to build and enhance the safety and operations of Sky
Harbor intemational Airp?@mnucd expansion and modemxzauulm of 2-24
the airport is warranted and 1mportant;

o It is a vital component of Arizona’s transportation system atnd 5 20.9
among the busiest airports in the nation.

. The Valley’s growing population will continue to increase
dernand on the airpoﬁ

. ,omroerce gencrated by the airport is important to the econdmic -6
vitality of the Valley and State

. @e proposed development will keep the airport in line
with the growth of the surrounding regional transportation 29-10

syste ‘
. gnvmience of this centrally located airport {s_yalued by local 29-11
residents and positively affects their quality of I :

We look forward to final Record of Decision on this critical EIS aad! will

continue to support Phocnix Sky Harbor Intermational Airpoet in its 20-12
initiatives to continuously improve and rcmain an important part af our
community

. Sincerely,

Ari Soci e,

Chester A, Tee -
Chairperson, /

MR < LRI
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Celebrtbing 202 peary of service 1o Phoenic's Central Ciry,

Ma. Joanifer Mendelsohn

Environmental Protection Specialist, AWP-621.6

U.S. Department of Transportation

Federal Aviation Administration, Western-Pacific Region
PO Box 92007

Los Angeles, CA Y0UUY-2007
Dear Ms. Mendelsohn:

[As an organization dedicated to the revitalization of Central Phoenix, Phoenix
Community Alliance strongly su Phoenix Sky Harbor International Aurport
and its planned rmovatioéyl Phocnix Community Alliance submitted a letter of
support for the Draf EIS and continues to support the Final EIS]

Es the Valley grows. it is important that the airport be able to expand as well to
accommodate the increase in population and in new businesses that are coming into
the state and the Valley. The Airport is economically and socialty vital to the Valley
and its growi]

Ee new terminal building on the west end of the airport will help to keep the high
level of passenger service the aitport provides from deteriorating]| Improvements to
the Terminal 4 international urse are crucial to help expedite passenger flow
and increase passenger servicg Qiher major projects, such as the Automated People
Mover will be a very valuable to passengers as it will connect to the light rail station
and the new Rental Car C‘.e.nts'ﬂ We endorse Sky Harbor and encaurage yoti to allow
the airpoct to do what has done for many ycars — provide a quality travel expericnee
to all its passeng.cE

Sincerely,
e

Phocnix Communny Alliance

MAR OG 2006
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United\ J)Fire Fighters Association Gaé™"~

6t E, COLLMBUS AVE, = SUITE 200-PHOENIX, AZ 85012+ (602) 277-1500-FAX (803 277-0003

LOCAL 493

March 1, 2006 i

Ms. Jennifer Mendclsohn ;
U.S. Department of Transportation :
Federal Aviation Administration ;
P.O. Box 92007 :
Los Angeles, CA 90009-2007 “

Dear Ms. Mendelsohn: E

E-’.he members of the United Pboenix Fire Fighters have always been engaged in our 29-13
community and have worked hard for the greater good of the local population. The samg
might be said for Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport. Both entities are dedicated i
to providing un cssential service, to maintaining high standards, and to expanding to mcd;t
the needs of an ever-growing populahcjri“zts simply not acceptable to let the community
down by becoming complacent, inefficicnt, or short-sighted. Sky Harbor is atrempting L‘Ih
hold up its end of the bargain through the construction of a new terminal, extended 2.35
conveniences such as the people mover, more efficient automobile traffic patterns and |
other improvements ]

%esc arc timely and well-conceived enhancements. All aspects seem 1o be tightly |

signed, have a minimal impact to the swrounding communities and carry immense 2-36
beneh g

Efisuntammg and i unprovmg our quality of life is a major concern of the fire fighters. Amﬂ 24-1
our efforts reflect that mission. We believe that Sky Harbor Airport has a similar vxs:o_a
We encourage you to approve the plans so we all might continue to move forward in =~
further augmenting our remarkable lifestyle in the greater Phoenix arcg 2.37
LY

Sincerely, . ' .

Billy Shielids, President
United Phoenix Fire Fighters

ANitaled wilth,
INTEANATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF FIRE FIGHTEAS PROFESSIONAL FIRE FIGHTERS CENTRAL ARIZONA LABOR I:OUNI:IL STYATE AFL-CI
o ol
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Riester-hohlh

March 2, 2006

Ms. Jemnifer Mendelsohn

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Aviation Administration
P.O. Box 92007

Lo Angeles, CA 900002007

Dear Ms. Mendelsohn:

1 am a businessman and frequent fiyer to and from Phoenix Sky Harbor International
Airpost [T strongly lend my su for the airport renovations that are part of the Fmal  2-10
Environmental Impact Study.

1t seems that Sky Harbor Airport has consistently attempted to respond to the exigencies!
of the business and truvel markets. I have flown into and out of Phoenix for years and -
have cbserved their expansion efforts in ovder to service its ever-growing customer '
needs. [Sky Hasbor bas provided a concerted effort to croate a convenient, efficient and ~ 2-38
customer—friendly atmasphere. The current plans are no cxoeptita :

This is mo small issme for me considering the amoun of traveling thai Ido. It's the

difference between an exhausting, frustrating day and an encrgetic, productive oae. :
&Mﬂxa&dﬁionofﬂmwtmnindtokwpq:w%mmlmnwzycapmitymd 2.39
travel demands, one can easily imagine the results — delays, inconvenience, and ..
disgruntied travelers.and business peopg : N

Eetwage you to allow Phoenix Sky Harbor Intemational Airpont to comtinue to provide
a quality trave] experience 2.40

Sincerely,

Tim Riester, President & CEQ |
Riester-Robb i
MAR T‘ RED

TIRAY Mic-izsippi Avenue. Suiw 101 A2 Nomh 1rd Averir 630 East South Trmphke wwwaheit
laas Anigelen Cali{nrniy 50023 Miogais, Arizons 803 Sall Lake City. Liah nanl
ok [T 39342404 Tel. [802) an2. 23 lsl; {AO3) S22 7330

Tux: {310) A91.2583 Fyx: [602) 3073051 v (M) SA2200
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FORWARD ]
SINCE 1YY l:
4
Valley Farward Aszociatien i
38 North Lentral Avenue, Suite 220 e
Phaenix, Arizona 85012 E
o 602.200.2408 March 1, 2006 ;
f: 502.240.2407 i
v valleyforward.org Ms. Jennifer Mendelsohn '
Environmcutal Protection Specialist, AWP-621.6
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE
Chair nf 1hc Board U.S. Department of Transportation
Joan Efzcatier Federal Avistion Administration, Westem-Pacific Region
Chair Elect PO Box 92007
Sicpnen W. Thamrean Los Angeles, CA 90009-2007 ;
Prosidemt?Sngrerery 7.
Cisae Brosart i
f"‘f:*:’:f oo oo Dege Mg, Mendaisohny E
Vice Chiies Re:  Support Final Environmental lmpact Study (FEIS) for Sky Hzrbdr
r:;:m ‘:.e:man Imcrnational Airport &
Dave Olney "
Christing Tan Dyrk E-n behalf of Valloy Forward Association, I amn scawling this leteer [n supportof thef  2-10
Stephen W. Andecaan renovations that are being considered at Phoenix Sky Harbor futcrpational Alrporti
ek s through the EIS proccys)}Valiey F submitted a letter of support for the dmfl  23_1
lslrm Brinare EIS and continues to support the FEIS.
Scott Davee .
Kathr De Baer A3 o non-profit ization whose interests lic in the balance be economic |
o M, Froke pro Ol‘gaﬂ
s Bast development and environmental quality for our metropolitan area{Valley Forward
ﬁiﬁ"g,lm strongly supports the airport. Sky Harbor has a signiﬁc_ant impaet on ouor local 1 6-7
B et economy, generating approximately $72 million daily in cur Valley and State, Thas
Machzel Perk figure will only increase as our region continues to expetience record grow
Chris Sthnsie
o Sagl
Fresta Thomason Phoenix Sky Harbor Airport is a well-run facility that has always made an effort to;
FaZoarcher be as customer-friendly, convenient, rfficient, and environmentally safe as pocmbldT
:MR:'HU;DW““ H"W“E order for the airport to continue to serve is passengers at a high level, 2.41
Qi . Armsrong the renovations being considered are vital to maintaining that level of service. :
Hallicban These changes include a new customer-friendly terminal complex, verouting auto
Karee Bartoot traffic, upgrading peoplc movers and other amenities and adaptations and will take!
T the Valley and the airport to the next IWE [
Don Cagsnpo !
oy Child=
C webrg;::w Encmmgc you to support the airports proposed mnovaﬁons.l ]2‘1 0
lLotlie Damfald
Anticea Forman - i
Arw Hinks . . E :
Park Hownld . . : . l
g:h::':ifuhnsnn Diane Bf&s‘a’l’t ' - - ‘ ' . ‘]
H:‘é?lfum:eu Prcsxdcnt U . . - . ' ‘ . V 1
Takla King . ' i
Jdae Loramt
Maek Moloren h—
Thamas G McKinkey
Bt ady Miliar
Seatt L. Poters h
Judy Bolrka ;

Jannder Augen
Jomn Schidman
Girnn Shearar
Mark S1ann
Wick Taratsar
Mariiyn Taaque
Clay Waott:
B-ac Wilde

P
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624 W. 17% Place )

Tomps, AX 95281-8519 :

{400) 5679363 j

JolimcGoarthiink sol

Jennifer Mendetsohn :
Environmental Protection Specialist AWP-621.6 .g
Federal Aviation Administration A
U.S. Dept. Of Transportation ‘
POB 92007
Los Angeles, CA 90009-2007 :
3/4/06
Dear Ms. Mendelsohn: ‘
1

E_mmlgmurgeyoumrejedmepmposalmadda.newmnmmw 2-43
expand Sky Harbor Intemational Airport in Phoenix, AZJfAs a resident who lives
o the airport, I think thal expanding the alrpoit will lead to more congestion,

[1 teach at Arizona State University, which is a central econamic and sodial force i
this area. While we are expanding, we are doing so by adding additional

where our students are located. This Is what should be done with airport
construction as well. The Phoenix area is expanding geographically, and we
be building 2 where these new communities are growing, not expanding
wml&pmpeamdyhasmumisdmdmmw :
[increasing trasfice at Sky Harbor, which will surely happen i another runway is buil
Mlnakeuafﬁc.andumsairpoluﬁm,wq_se; 2.45

3

Thank you for your consideration-of this-issue. : o ;:

Yours,

L
!
H
4
1
i
L
i
i

of Theatre and Fm ;
i

waid 1 02008 ‘
i

!
i
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Ahwatukee Foothills

Chamber of Commerce

FPOH(A)F:IZ

Muich 3, 2006 ;

M3, Jennifer Mendelsohn

U.S. Department of Transpostation
Federal Aviation Administration
P.O. Box 92007

Los Angeles, CA 90009-2007

o pim T At P P ey e € P NSRS

noopesrte 4 o

Eamwrrhng this letter as a s.how oprport for thc proposed improvements at Phoenix 2-10
Sky Harbor Internatianal Airpoct{

]

]
Ehese critical improvements, designed to mect the hlgh expectations of Sky Harbor :

customers, will heip create compeutwe airfares for vall velers and will mean more 2-46
direct flights with:more destinations originating in Phoemxi ‘J

Eecognizingtheﬁﬂl econonic benefits that. SkyHarborprovichto our entire state ;
through tourism revenues, it is imperative Lt Sky Harbor Airport meet the challenges oﬂ’] 6-11
| mnwerqnmngpopuhtmmeldemmﬂsmdtheﬂowofgoodsmﬂm 3

T et
=iy

Itlsforthesemsonsthatlsuppons Harborsconunueddedlcanontoenhmoed 2-47
customer service for the travelmg public. L _ : .

Sincerely,
ohn McCornish, President/Executive Director .
Ahwatnkee Foothills Chamber of Commerce

T Yo et T8, SRy KL Sl I 23

=

£ T 3 A e TR

D 2035

Grow Your Busmcs: Ger c‘ormecred

-n Py T R et o T

""“___m-—

10235-5. 515T Street Ste # 185 Phoenix, AZ 85(}44"l Tel: 480, 753 7676 Fax 480. 753. 3
) waww ahwatukeechamber.com
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March 8, 2006 ?;rM-S

H

s . ' pu g
. Jeiudfer Mendelsohn ! U

U.S. Department of Transportation ;
Federal Aviation Administration
P.O.Box 92007

Los Angeles, CA 900(9-2007

I YOS B

Dear Ms. Mendelsohn,

Our company, HMSHost, is proud of our association with Phoenix Sky Harbor Auport
Sky Harbor is onc of 71 airports in which we provide innovative diring and sho
expcncnce for travels, and importantly, a great many jobs for the local economy.

gnmnnl in this context that wc lend our support for the planned airport n:novatlons n 2-10

As a leader in retail, food and beverages concessions, HMSHost is part of an estimated
daily economic impact of $72 million on the ecopomy. Sky Harhor employs 31,000 m"cl
people. These employees serve almost 40 million passengers a year. travel and ;
tourism demands increase in the coming years, as they surely will as a reflection of the ¥ :
overall growth of the Greater Phoenix Metropolitan area, improvements of the airport
must respond to such matket demands. These changes would clearly include anew |
customer-foendly terminal cowuplex, rerouting amo waffic, upgrading people movers and
other amenities, as well as other adaptatioég i

2-48

anem’x Sky Harbor Airport is a very well run facility whose management actively seekd
input from the community. cares about its concerns and desires, and, indeed, is 1 211
measurably intertwined economically in the regl'@ HMSHost appreciates the :
opportunity and responsibility to be part of this larger institution by listening to consume;
demands, providing job opportunities for local residents, and serving the communi i 21-2
well. Jtis for these reasons we heartily endorse Sky Harbor’s planned construction d

i

Si :

Ell, General Manager
HfM‘iHost

MAR 10 2008

3400 Sky Horbor Boulevard =" Suike 3340 = Phoenix, Arizona B5034 % 602.275.1721 -F Fox 502.24{ 9330
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The Orcutt/Winslow
Partnership

March 8,2006

Ms. Jennifer Mendetsohn
U.S. Departiment of Transportation
Federal Aviation Administration

/M@% P.O. Box 92007
;; Los Angeles, CA 90009-2007
» RE: Phoenix Sky Harbor EIS

Dear Ms. Mendelsohn:

Ehoemx Sky Harbor Airport is a major factor in the economic and cuttural :
viabilily and health of the entire state of Arizona. As the meh'opoﬁtan area a
the state continue to grow at such a repid pace, the airport is poised to ;
become a significant impediment because of thea limit of the current famlmeg '

Ebnning for expansion of all aspects of the airport's growth is mandatory,
Terminal efficiency ard adequacy is quickly becoming a imiting factor n :
acceptance and support of the airport. Enhanced transportation on the airport]
campus, as its use intensity continues to grow, and transportatinon connection)
to the larger area systems will be imperative to maintain reasonable access b;l
the travel comumunity. The concept of a mechanized people mover system ﬁlai
will connect all of the airport public facilities and to the light rail system,
currently under constru within the entire metropolitan area, would be a
crucial part of that system

E\s the volume of air traffic grows, ground traffic continues to increase. itis .
only logical that re-evaluation of the surface traffic and more effective traffic |
patterns will be required. The restructuning indicated in the EIS seemstobe a |
reasonable solution to ensure safety and minimize congestion] |

‘E\gould like to express my support for the Environmental impact Statement
ing submitted and hope that as a frequent participant in the air travel
community that you wil accept the solutions proposeg

ulnoerely,

-
e " 'I
Archiiegiuap L . de |
Mhaariag AL T ", - L. .
wnipriat Desige pa‘.’l D. Wimlow; FA'A' Pamcr

TIEG Nesh Sreone 3toer
Faere e, Atizona 85004
€62 257 VR4 fel

cae
BR2.09 8090 Fax {'ﬂ_;.;,g.

WWW.AWD Lo ALA Arizana Firm af ihe Year | AVA Western Monntain Region Firm of the Year

2-49

2-50

27-4

2-54

i 7t 7008
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72l S

Senior Vice President

T SuperShuttle o

af Qperationd

March 3, 2006,

Ms. Jenniter Mendelsohn

Environmental Protection Specialist, AWP-621.6

U.S. Department of Transportation

Federal Aviation Administration, Western-Pacific Region
PO Box 92007

Los Angeles, CA 90009-2007

Re: Support for Final Environmental Impact Study (EIS) for Sky Harbor Airport
Dear Ms. Mendelschn:

On behall of SuperShutﬂe,Eam sending this letter in support of the Final EIS and_the
renovations that are being considered at Phoenix Sky Harbor Intemational Ai

SuperShuttle submitted a lntter of support for the draft E1S and continuas to support the:
FEIS. b

Every year, we transport over 800,000 passengers on our shared ride van and sedan
Zervice to and from Sky Harbor Airport and recognize the benefit that the airport
provides In its customer-cervice and cfficiency. We aiso recognize that the Valley is
growing rapidly and in order for the airport to mgigtain the high level of service it
provides, it needs {o expand to meet those nen;g-sﬂ ‘

Euildin a new terminal on the west end of the airport will be a great benefit to Sky
rbﬁ In addition {ibe improvements to the Terminal 4 internalivnal cuncourse are
crucial to heip expedite passenger flow and increase passenger service)

@e encourage you to approve the EIS to help Sky Harbor keep up with the demands of
a growing region and state and allow the airport to grow as well to meet the coming
demands.

incerety,

David Bird .
Senior Vice President of Operations
SuperShuttle international

DB/sis

MAR 109305

SuperShuttie international, lue.

2-10
23-1

2-585

2-56

2-57

2-58

14500 N. Nosthsight B, Sinle 329, Scottsdtale, AZ 85260 (480; 483-7707, FAX (480} 607-9317
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The Honorable June Dee Hudl !
2513 E. Vopel Ave. |
Phoenix, Arizona 85028 i
1
{
i
March 6, 2006 1
Ms. Jamifer Mendelsohn E
U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Aviation Administraton
P.O. Box 92007 i
Los Angeles, CA 9005-2007 !
Dear Ms. Mcndelsobo '
EsfomuGovmoftbeShtofAﬂmm,Ifnﬂymcognizcthccﬁﬁmlwommic ’ 6-13

nnmmmmmnmmmmmﬁdmwommm@

|
EkyHm'bor s financial influence not only impacts the toutism industry through revenucs - ‘
coumedﬁmmm,mﬂaummandmmdws,hnmlmpadmbmscm
provides an cificient flow of goods and services, and creates new johs for Arinona

rcsﬁ:ntg ‘

EkyHarborAjrportmustkeep.pacewiﬂlﬂnsizcanddmmdsofourrapidly growing 1-5
population.]

II mymmwmmmswwwwmmm 6-15

6-14

for a vibrant

e Lt |
ane Dee Hull, Governot, 1997-2003 :
State of Arizona

T RFbm O

MAH ] 3 2006

L

ANAPORT Dq*.rlmon
AWP-8f s;io

!
|
i
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Richard T. Tracy, Sr. P
Atiorney and Counselor at Law E
2238 S, Cottomrwoodd Llorﬂ-cdhiSiﬂcsof
Mesa, A7 BE(OR-6388 Aﬂm(hio ind New York

Tolophama ﬂmm 1158

Ms. Jenniter Mendelsohn,
Environmental Protection Specialist
Airports Division FAA AWR-621-6
Westemn -Pacific Region

P.O Box 22007 March 7,2006
Los Angeles, Ca.. 90008-2007 Re: Environmesntal Impact Report
Phoenix Sky Harbor Folty

e = 4 Y . ——. —

"Dear Ms Mendelsohn:

Please accept the enclosed to supplement letters of February 21 and 22 2006 7-5
@aricopa County has problems that the Environment Impact Statement coukd not have
considered. For example, day 141 with no ralp and no hope in sight, Federal poliution
standards exceeded 47 times since Octo here are many communtty issues stiited
in the enclosed My Turn Article which was not published that | am sure were|not
considered in that Impact Statement. The facts stated are true and the danger of great 29-14
harm to the public and high cost does not by any stretch of the imagination indit[ate
improvement by increasing air traffic at Phoenix Sky Harbor Airport) Those whei so
state have a vested interest. That includes the newspaper management, hea%ily
invested in downtown property. The rest of the community does not matter, billionss go
there with poor resuit i
The Airport reminds me of our city buses that no one used. Most were routed to
their downtown. One had to go east or west then back, to go north or south. The result,
the stores downtown failed. The group charged with promoting the proposed addftion
did not seek _puyblic input. All had a vested interest and ignore the problems that
increase dail e air gets dirtier and planes increasingly more troubling tlying Io'wer 7-6
breaking the still of the night] Freeways like parking lots. Public Relations commerifials
every half hour regarding the long wait {Far more important is development aroundjthe
possible reliever airposte. Nots the article regarding Williams Gateway Aim==> In | 29-17
The Home Builders Group have one and maybe two votes for four years t ~ ai{luld
prevent the airport from reaching its full potential. At best they_gould deman—i hpge
amount of money to give up land thought to have been dedicated
On the other hand|{Phoenix wants to prevent the City of Tempe from doing !ilrhat
it is doing, building closer to the air traffic corridor. They did the same when theyjgot 29-18
the FAA 1o object to the Stadium, but that did not concern them when the Bali ! rk
was build in the tlight path fitteen blocks from the runwayThere are many reasons Why  o_g 1
a fourth runway should not be bullt; terminal two _eliminated and traffic and employees
diverted to reliever airports to reduce congestion) [Use the funds were they will de|the 29-20
most good and save relievers from further encroachmenj@ake Sky Harbor smajler,
more efficient and safe. Bigger does not make it better for the public_] 29-21
Very truly yours

W// -
/ .
IrlChald I. I ,Sl.

29-16
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4000 E. Sky Harbor Blud. CA. Ho'c:blelt
Phoenix, AZ 85034 Senior Vice President
4RD.A93.5751

Fax: 430.693.5904

Prihlic &lfairg

March 7, 2006

Ms. Jennifer Mcendclsohn

Environmental Protection Specialist, AWP-621.6 )
U.S. Department of Transportation "
Federal Aviation Administration i
P.0.Box 92007 .‘
Los Angeles, CA 90009-2007

Dear Ms, Mendelsohn, i

Eam writing to urge the Department of Transportation to support Sky Harbor Airport’s planned 1 2-62
improvement projects]| These improvements are vital to the continued success of Sky Harbor as!
the 7™ busicst airport in the world uud he 2™ highest ranked airport in the country for servicc and -6
convenience (J.D. Powers & Assoc )] Sky Harbor is home to 18 major aitlincs and the Air
National Grard. Millions of people use the girport every vear, Valley residents consider the | 24-2
airport to be convenicently located and impottant to quality of life i
[Like a1t compantes, to remain at peak performance Sky Harbor must grow with its clients, The '
population of the Valley is expecied to almost doubly in the next ten years, which means that | 2.63
without expansion the airport will be “out of gates” by 2010 Thix will increasc delays and :
decreasc passenger satisfaction considerably. ﬂ
Eky Harbor has planncd appropriately for its future service needs. The new Terminal 2 will addii 2.65
19 gates. and a parkin; age complex on East Side adds 3,000 parking spots which will provicie
tnore long term parkd addition to planning for cxpangion nesds, Sky Harbor has alco i
identificd arcas to be ted and improved, The airport plans to replace s air traffic control 2-66
tower with a new state-of-the-art facility, thus assuring the continued safety of 1ts passcngeB i
[Additionat projects to increase the convenience of the airport are also planned, such as an -
automatcd people mover which will connect 1o the light rail line to the East Economy lo_t_., 1-7

Eleasc support Sky Harbor in its plans to endeavor to remain at the top of the airport induslr:_a ' 267
{
i

[ ———e . N
- f——

LLediid -
‘ NOISIAIC LeDaHiy
. lett ‘ ! -
Senmior Vice President, Public Affairs i ‘
- MAR 1 3 2006 ‘
a3A1I34
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March 1, 2006

Ms. Jennifer Mendelsohn

Environmental Protection Specialist. AWP-621.6

U.S. Department of Transportation

Federal Aviation Administration, Westermn-Pacific Region i
PO Box 82007 !
Los Angeles, CA 80009-2007 !

Re. Support Enviconmental Impact Study (E13) for Sky Havbar International Airpart

i
:
i
Dear Ms. Mendelsohn: }
i
En behaif of WESTMARC., | am sending this lettgr in support of Phoenix Sky Harbor Intemationdl 2-68
Airport end the proposed renovations o the airport STMARC submitted a letter of suppaort fir
the Draft EIS and continues to support the Final E13, ¢ 23-1

As an organization, WESTMARC's mission is to promote public policies leading to responsibie

growth, & positive quality_of life, a healthy environment, strong community development an

favorable public image. Ue feel that the growth of the airport is vital to the Valley's econom
development, as the airport is an important economic engine for the Valley and the state uf  §-16
Arizona, -

]
[As the Valley grows so does the West Valley, and the abikity for Sky Harbor to handle this growth  1-8
is crucial to the service it providos to its passengers. Theeo passengers are ultimately ofir
families, friends, co-workers, new businesses, elg] [improvements to the Termjna| 4 international  1-9
concourse will help expedite passenger flow and increase passenger servi élmar majbr 1-10
projects, such as the new fterminal on the west end, will greatly increase the servica the airpal|
praviies to its passengerzl :

:
Ele renovations are imperative to help Sky Harbor handie our growing staEEV\-fe support the E{b
andencourageyoutndothesamﬁ ;

1-11
2-69
i

‘
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March 8, 2006

Ms. Jenmifer Mendelsohn .
U.S. Department of Transportation y
Federal Aviation Admimnistration J
P.0. Box 92007 |
Los Angeles, CA 90009-2007

Dear Ms. Mendelsohui:

Sky Harbor International Airport in Phoenix, Arizona is in the planning stages of severa!.
proj most notably construction of a West Terminal Complex consisting of 33 new -
gates. |As a long-tire carrier/tenant at Sky Harbor, Southwest Airlines strongly favors
construction of the new terminal, as well as related improvements that include the

demolition of current Terminal 2, a new automated people mover, and improvements to;
the Terminal 4 International Concourse ] I

4

- — i et a1

2-70

These prujecis will significanily enbance the ravel eapericnes of Sky Harbor custutuers: 271
Travelers are lxkcly to see more direct flights in and out of the aurport, improved i
passaenger service levels, and a decresse in delays caused by aireraft being held up on tbe
raxiway while waiting for gate availability) In addition,|the new terminal would be
designed to maiq:lain security while reducing the time passengers spend in the secunty :‘
screening linesf{Without the new terminal, the probability is that by the year 2010, Sky:} 2-73
Harbor will not have enough gates to accommodate the air traffic the existing nmways

can provide, and that fyture passengers will have to deplane down stairwaysandbe = 2.74
bussed to their i X

2-72

Southwest Airlines has made its reputation on competitive pricing, convenient flights,
and quality scrvioc.l:’fbc inercased competition that would result from the new tcrrninalii
additional gates, and related reconfigurations can only be a boon for Sky Harbor visitory 2-75
in terms of even more competitive airfares, new routcs, and an improved travel o
expmencj rlc fully endorse Sky Harbor’s far-sighted cfforts to stay abreast of future : 276
population increases and travel demands, and encourage approval of this pro;@

Sincerely,

onnie Lopez T : 3 s
Chairman, Phoenix fnternational Consultants ' =

AIRPORL DIvisION
AVIP-G00
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Terrance W. Hull, M_D. ;
2518 E. Vogel Ave.
Phoenix, Arizona 85028

March 6, 2006 '

Ms. Jennifer Mendelsohn
U.S. Department of Transportation i
Federal Aviation Administration |
P.O. Bax 92007 ‘
Lus Angeles, CA 9009-2007 i

Dear Ms. Mendclsohn

When the city of Phoenix purchased Sky Harbor Airport in 1934 it was known as “The
Farm™ because of its isolated location

Obviously, imes have changed. The growth we arc cxpericncing in the Valley of the
Sun has created challenges for everyone, including Phoenix Sky Harbor International.

The Phoenix Aviation Advisory Board reviews airport policies and provides i
recommendations to the Phoenix City Council on major airport projects with the commaon
goal of servicing the demands of all ttavelers in a most customer friendly way.

'
E‘hcmembcrsofthcl"hoqnxﬁwmhm Board are fully supportive of all aspects -]  2.77
considercd in the Environmental Impact The proposed addition of a new terminal :
building, improvements to the existing Terminal 4 and enhancing the bus system with au -
Automated People Mover will help ite passenger flow and will mect the high 112

expectarions of Sky Hurbor pussengers.

Eschammofﬂ:c?homaAmmnAdumrynmrd,Iappmmﬂmopmmmtyw i
eXpress onr support concerning this proposal and look forward to the commencement of i 2-78
thcseplang .

Sincercly,

Ty, /0.

f

1

i

!

.'

Dr. Terry Hull, Chaixman B
Phoenix Aviation Advisory Board . !
i

nECE:

MAR 1 _3 2006

AIRPORT ENVISION
AWP-300
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e e He —m

Ms. Jennifer Mendelsohn

Enviroomental Protection Specialist, AWP-621.6
U.S. Department of Transportation

Federal Aviation Administration

P.O.Box 92007 :
Los Angeles, CA 90009-2007 _f'

PRV

Dear Ms. Mendelsohn,

I:I_wwld ike to express my support for the planned improvements to the Sky Harbor | 2-79
\ Phoenix airport is a vital part of Arizona’s cconomy. SkyHarborhasaszziir B
million annual operating budget and is worth billions of dollars. The airport has a $26
billion ycarly cconomic impact on the state, which means $72 million per day. 31,000 :
people are employed by the airport, and 94% of Valley residents belicve that the airportls  6-17
mmportant to the econom :

Eky Harbor's economic impact stems from the tremendous volume of traffic that the |

airport harles every ‘There are more than 600,000 take-offs and landings every yeat 6-18
(1,600 per day) with 393 million passengers per year. This mekes Sky Harbor the 7*
busiest airport in the world. Eighteen major aitlines do business with Sky Harbor, twooﬂ

which use Phoenix as a “hub” (America West has 70% connecting passengers and
Southwest has 30%). Sky Harbor is also the home of the Air Nulivual Guacd. Aixfaces

are kept low through competition of these various airlines and the large volume of flighti].

In fact, Sky Harbor has the most “low fare destinations™ of smy other airport in America;

Sky Harbor is linked to billions of tourism dollars cvery year, and is also a center for
business travel. A substantial number of valley businesses usc Sky Harbor to transport !
goods, and over 1,000 tons of cargo are moved daily.

(The ion plansforSkyHarbormIlbrmganaddmonalccononncbcnemtoom’ ; 6-19

state next several years will see a billion dollars spent on improvement projects. i
This will result in more than $35 willivn worth of sales tax, as wcll as creating additional  §-20

employment opportunities in the Vallc:ﬂ ;
Ehc“ improvements are necessary to keep Sky Harbor the same high quality a.lrportﬁm!: 2-80

it is now, huttheyalsooﬂ'a'animponantccmamic benefit to the state. i

. L L N

Sincerely,

—_—

1
Ton
g P E. - Y
Fblooiyiey

B. G Broome
GrcmerPhom:xEcono:mcComml - ‘ o ﬂ')ﬁﬁ‘_ 1"3“}‘2006 [
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Mareh 7, 2006

Ms. Jennifer Mendelsohn

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Aviation Administration
PO Box 92007

Los Angeles, CA 90009-2007

Dear Ms. Mendelsohn:

k. ————-

Re: Support for final Environmental Impact Study (EIS) for Sky Harbor Airjlort.
ot

En behalf of Intel Corporation, I am sending this letter in support of the finai, __ 2_81
Environmental Impact Study (EIS) for Phoenix Sky Harbor Internationat An’po_rs

As a company with 3 large presence in Chandler, Arizona, but that is invoivild in
markets throughout the world, intel recognizes the benefits of an airport thatis
convenient to our operations. Intel is proud to have approximately 10,900
employees in the state. Many of whomn use the airport for busincss purposcs.'i

Enddmon to being good for our own business, we also recognize the great |

economic benefits that Sky Harbor provides the Greater Phoenix region and. ihc 6-21
entire state. It provides thousands of jobs to the community and provides its ;
passengers with customer-friendly and efficient service]

A
1
I

E the population continues to grow in the state, the airport will need to expimd to 1-13
nue providing the high level of service its passcngers have come to expict!

mdmg a new terminal on the west end of the airpurl will be a great bencﬁilu 2-82

Sky Harb@ln addition f{fe improvements to Terminal 4 international concefurse

arc erucial to help expedite passenger flow and increase passenger service ) '; 1-9

@: encourage you to approve the final EIS to help Sky Harbor keep up thh]the 2.83
demands of a growing region and staic}

Sincerely, ’
AN | [ RECEIVED
Jetune Forbis _ . ' :
Anzona Public Affairs Manager
Intel Corpotation waR 1 3/ 2006
AIRPORT dizfslm
AWP-G0 :

An Equal Oppertunity Emplover i
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FEIS Public Comjments
March 3, 2006 U?J e
Karyn Gitlis
17068 South Ash Avenne
Tempe. Arizona 85281 -

L e ad L N e ATl

March 3, 2006

Ms. Jennifer Mendeisohn

Environmental Protection Specialist, AWP-621.6
U.S. Department, of Transportalion

Federal Aviation Administration

P.O. Box 92007

Los Angeles, California 900092007

The following are comments regarding Social Impacts (Section 3.3) on Children and Childrén’s
Health by the airport development proposed in the FINAL ENVRONMENTAL IMPACT |
STATEMENT for Phoenix Sky Harbor Intemational Airport, Volume 1: Documentation, Tﬁfse
comments need to be understood in the context of my broader general concerns:

° Eax air quality issues, which have become a bigger factor than ever before in our regbnal
Phoenix quality of Hlx dt:tcnmnauoty are of critical i importance to any study of the ! 7-19
tmpacts of the ADP on citizens in the region and that the air quality data in the FEIS!
represent a baseline measmg

«» [that Sky Harbor is not proactively eddressing the need for more inclusive, state-mdé 2.86
aviation planm@ 3

. @m a fourth runway is, in a cabalistic manner, spoken of as a medinm-term solution
growing capacity heeds at the airport without upfront acknowledgement by the City i&f 2.87
Phoenix aviation department, ongoing study, and elicitation of public input and i
alternative suggestions; H

. Eax current (and ¢ ly diminishing) opportunities to bring Williams Gateway ondine 2-88
as a satellite or regional airport have been overlooked and underplay@ ]

e [tbat the potential impacts of the ADP as described in the FEIS are dependenton
assumptions that are inaccurate (the modeled noise data as wcll as the modeled flight
tracks do not appcar to depict the existing reality following the opening of the third .
runway); i.e., real-time data that include third runway operations and cover heavy aSi ell
as lipht mrpnrt use are nbedeﬂ

@at the potential impacts of the ADP as described in the FEIS neglect alternatives 2.89
are not suggested (such as utilizing reliever or regional alrportsﬂ :
L?_mt Sky Harbor as the major transportation hub and a huge economic gencrator for e

city, the region atid the state has not taken a leadership role in pursuing solutions tothe  {_15
capacity maw. The only alternative for Sky Harbor is and has ever has been pursuing
unchecked airport r:xpmm@ )

3-8

Section 3.3.2 ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE (Background information from the FEIS)
“Enviroomental justice refers to the right to a safe and healthy environment f#r alli
and the conditions in which such a right can be freely exerciscd regardless ofirace,

L
ethnicity, and socioeconomic status,” 5
i

Gitlis
MAR 14 2006 PBSI:!I of 3
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March 3, 2006

ow-Income Populations:
the 24 census tracts identificd in the GSA, 13 were identified as having a

!
i

E:

.
H
4

i
:
1
‘

“greater poverty rate.” Of these 13 census tracts, three of them are included i% the

Tempe portion of the GSA. These include:

Truct 3187 Northwest Tempe from the Red Mountain Freeway (N) to West
University Dove (S) and from the Union Pacific Railroad tracks (W) to Rurat

Road (E).

*

i

'I

Tract 3191,02 Northwest Tempe from East University Drive (N) tn Broadwa
Road (S) [the GSA south boundary is a block or two north of Broadway R
and from Rural Road (E) to McClintock Drive (W)

f
B!

A

extemling [rom East Otange StreevTerrace Road (N) to Apache Boulevard (8
and frora Rural Road (W) to Dorsey Lane (E). This tract is a neighborhood toithe

Tract 3 121.0[ is a very small,,irregularly shaped tract cmbeddod in Tract 3 191.02

imroediate east of Arizonn State University.

Not included in the low-income population tracts but included in the Tempe

portion of the GSA are the following census Tracts:

Tract 3184 (the western portion is included in the GSA)
Tract 3185.01

Tract 3185.02

Tract 3186

Tract 3188

Tract 3189

Tract 3190

Tract 3197.04 (the northemn portion is included in the GSA)

Scction 3.8.1 U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION RESOURCES

“Playgrounds, ballficids, and other related recreational facilities assocxated w?t

- =7 T~ -publicschoots located within the USA were invettoried.” : T

Eblc 3.8.1-1 SCCTION 4T) RESOURCES WITIIN THE GENERALIZED STUDY Aqu
One Tempe public school (Scales Elementary School) and one Tempe charter

school (New School for the Ans} withip the GSA are included in this exhibit..

Two Tempe public schools in the GSA are not listed in this exhibit. These are

Gililland Middle School and Laird Elementacy School]

Et least one of these schools (Laird) has a history of written complaints to thd;

City ot Phoenix conceming the negative impacts of aircraft noise on school
children both in the classrooms and on the playground. There is neither ref

to nor responsc to thesc issues in the I'TIS. This omission goes to the heart of;|

K

Page

Gitlis
1ofl
1

i
i

6-22

10-1

*mc

3-9
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FEIS Public Cordments
March 3, 2006 1

City of Phoenix’s apparent disdain for the City of Tempe’s ongoing aviation
concerns.

Section 4.16.3.2 ADP ALTERNATIVE: CHILD HEALTH

“There would be no noise impacts as a result of the ADP Alternative. as
compared to the No-Action altemative, on these propertics.”

& s 1 ¢ sl

Es previously stated, there are currently recognized noise impacts &t a Tcmpe
public school site not included in the FEIS listing of resources within the GS '5\

(page 2 of this lctter, Table 3.8.1-1). 3-10

o ety

I believe that the paragraph cited directly above refers to Ann Ott E]cmcntary
Schooi and Barrios Unidos Park exclusively. Why are Tempe school sites that arc
.~ _cumenly seeking relicf.from aviation paise not inclnded in this accounting

Thank you fir your consideration.

F

1

i

i

. !

7%?44 m | :

Karyn Gallis

1
ek = s o KA e cn i

KGitlis
Page i; of3
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Ms. Jennifer Mendeischn
Environmental Protection Specialist, AWP-621.6
' U.S. Depariment of Transportation
Federal Aviation Administration
P.0O.Box 92007
Los Angeles, CA 90009-2007 March 7, 2006

T LY U TU T T T - -tk el VLTI O P < Yy

Dear Ms. Mendelsohn,

Ewmdikebaﬁcmrmmmmmmmmmswmmmpmjea&
splwnngmcmﬂudrgamhmdqiarsdmwwmmmpnpdsmmewcseveral :

Ehe\hleypopllaﬂmsuqectedmmaasabyammﬂmmﬂbmpeoplemhenen years |c1: 17

cope with this spike in the , Sky Harbor must build addiional gates and parking

avoid iong delays in travet! so.maairponmwtkwppaccwimamenttodmdogiml . both
for safety and corwenience. An automated people mover is planned that will connect to the ngw light rail
systemn, and a new air traffic control tower will be built using state-of-the-art systems. i 20.23
Al of these improvements are vital, success of Sky Harbor, and will have a negligible negative

impact on the surmounding comm Sky Harbor Is the owner of 20% of the land between Alinane and

Washington, which means that no Valley residents or business wik have to be displaced Huring the 5-4
expansion projects, , the construction will be funded by a very low passenger fair
$4.50 per Eaa:veyoonduedabun\faueymauydwenzoos residents fount
was not @ major concem, andawportnouse(hndngsandtak&oﬂs)waslomofaoamn
soummrsstaeosdogsetc)ﬂnaddmmdafewmegammnanusemmm
residents) In fact, Without these improvements, Customer satisfaction would be sure to del

delays and airfare costs rose) g 2.91
@ﬂwmmm»evaypwﬁmmdmammmmmnmmedsmmw
mcredwlharswporlg . 2-92

Gopp P

Gregory E. Torrez

Partner
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Ms. Iennifer Mendelsohn
Environmental Protection Specinlist. AWP-621.6
U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Aviation Administration
P.O.Box 92007
Los Angeles, CA 90009-2007

B AP T U e P L Y v

Dear Ms. Mendelsohn,

T Y AL S i P T

&y Harbor International Airport is an important economic force in the state of Arizona.
The. airport has an annual operating budget of $220 million, and is wonh billions of : 6-23
dollars. The economic impact on the state totals $26 billion yearly, and 31,000 jobs are
produced by the airpoa

- .

Ehc economic impact of the airport is not just due 10 the creation of jobs and service to
Valley passengers. Sky Harbor is alsg an important part ol state lourism, and is linked tof
billions of tourism spending each yeaB Because of the competition created by its 18 6-24
major aithines, Sky Harbor airfarcs arc kept low. In fact, Sky Harbor offers the most “lov
fare destinations” of any airport in the United States. i

=

Emhou: the planned improvement projects, toarism would be negatively affected in =~} 6-25
Ariz.on_g y Harbor is growing at a very rapid rate, approximately 10% a year; the

national average is only 4%. This is in very Jarge part due to the substantial increase in
the population of the Valley, which will almost double by 2015. If Sky Harbor cannot

Wy L W

4 -
expand properly to meet this population growth, delays will increase and tourism will be 6-26
negatively affect ;

{
@ Harbor is administered by the Phoenix City Council, which mcans that it is not % 29-24

cimply a buginess only interestad in making money for stockholdctg@c City Council !
wants what is best for its constitunents, which is a combination of economic growth and |
travel convenience for Valley residents. These planned improvements arc important for E
providing the state with much needed tourism dollars, as well as building the capacity ki g_o7
service all future Valley travelers ) :

|
Euch of the value of Sky Harbor comes from its proximity to the downtown and ;
population centers. The lucation makes doing business and visiting very convenient ;
while the airport has been very proactive in mitigating the downside of its locatica f 6-28

> IS

!

!

?

MAR 010 2008

120 Norih 441h Street. Suite 400 - Phoenby, Arizono 85034 + (602) 277-7800 - Fax: (602) 27760150 f
J
§
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Comments on the Final Environmental Impact Statement
by members of North Tempe Neighhorhood Association and/or QualiTe
{Quality of Life for Everyone in Tempe)

Ny

c/o Barbara Sherman 7 M')
120 E. McKellips Road 2 .’%
Tempe Arizona 85281 IQA:///M & YLt
480-947-3194

<barbarajksherman@yahoo.com>

L e A s watnd
L= e £

LEE

I g AL
e D]

&c appreciate the faot that additional information has been added to the Final _
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) in response to comments on the Draft ¥ 21-4
Environmental Impacrt Statement (DEIS).

Efc find that many of the responses to DEIS comments “side-step” the real issucs':l

£
f  21-5
Some of the more cgregious responses are detailed below. ?
Eiven the complicated nature and voluminous detail of the FEIS, we belicve that there ;!
should have been a public hearing to air questions and also 2 longer time to digest the E 21-6

FE

oA

Compiled below are comments from individuals volunteering with North Tempe
Neighborhood Association (NTNA) and/or QualiTe (Quality of Life for Everyone in
Tempe) about various subjects treated in the FEIS. The names of the individuals makin
comments are detailed in the appropriate sections. A number of Tempe residents who §
work with North Tempe Neighborhood Association and/or QualiTe have also signed
on to the comments we have raade on the Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport Fi
Environmental Jmpact Statement of February 2006, Their names are listed at the end.

Tnkm
-

e Environmental Impact Sta t

The purpose and intent of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is as a long-term
planning tool. Environmental Impact Statements were created as a response to our need |
to understand the affects of our tndustry and construction on the environment, or, simpl
put, our existence on this planct. Statements were meant to describe, as much as possibl¢
un-biased 'scientific', potential adverse effects on the envirvument. The boundarics of §
environment affected depend upon the proposed scale of development., An EIS may als
include beneficial imapacts, but inclusion of such impacts is a more recent development
and not a part of the otiginal intent. Elements of the environment include: weather
conditions, air quality, water quality, soil conditions. The enviropment also includes th
health and sustainability of the animals, present and future. As such, that includes plan
fauna and humans. As the environment includes bumans, it leads to all aspects of hu
endeavor such as: recreation, health, quality of life, economics and education.@e
Environmental Impact Statcment provided regarding Phoenix Sky Harbor is not
unbiased. Its overall goal is to substantiate development pruposed by the Aviation
Dcpartment, regardless of the overall adverse impacts on the region and state. It is my

A A ey
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Page 2, FEIS Comments by NTNA and QualiTe, Barbara Sherman et. al.

suggestion that the entire document be re-done to be regional in scope and the cost bomd

by the City of Phoenix and Aviation Department with partial funding by the Statg 29-28

by Mark Lymer of Tempe, Arizona
h
Alr Quality

[We applaud the addition of Particulate Matter 2.5 data to the FEIS. However, we still
[ind the air quality data inadequate. To quote the FEIS itself,

ol g v

AL

“Importantly, the pollutant levels are not necessarily considered 7-96
representative of the conditions near the airport.” (See Vol. I, Air Quality,
section 3.5, p. 3-30.)

-
2 S

Note for example that 6 data sites are used and only 1 is Jocated in the study arca,
at 1525 S. College, lempe, 4.2 miles NNE of the aiiport. (See pp. 3-28, 29, 30.)

g b R
e

The FEIS would be improved by data of air quality that is representative of conditions
near the airport} In particular sentative monitoring sites that tell how much 7-28

pollution comes from the airport are necded for Tempe] Also aration of air poliutidh

level contours like those done for noise pollution would be he pi% 7-29

@: wonder why the FEIS does not detail data relating to human health especially [ 7.30
because of the large tonnage of air pollutants. Epidemiological studies would be : )
instructive){The FEIS notes that Hazardous Alr Pollurants are not adequatcly studicd buf
that they do provide adverse health risks such as the “risks of cancer, respiratory ] 7.31
conditions, und viher health effects.”| (Soe Vol. I, Ch. 4, Environmental Consarplcnccg ,

section 4.2.3.4, Emissions of Hazardous Air Pellutants, p. 4 -10and 11.)

peetxd

. {
Ee suggest that when the Valley is under an air polintion advisory, as has happened é

numernus fimes recently, construction be stopped at Phoenix Sky Harbor, We believe 19-1
that such stoppage would protect workers and the publi¢ at larg @e concur with the
EPA comment that FAA suspend or reduce construction activities during unhealthy airff  /7-32

quality conditiong (See p.1 of EPA letter, DF(U0QOQ L, and comments 7 —14.) Futherm
we base this suggestion on the fact that (regarding hazardous materials)

“In the event of a spill or unanticipated release of regulated materials
including fuels, contractors will be required to cease work in the immediste area
and report the release to the National Response Center (NRC).” (See Vol. I,
Mitigation, Chapter 5, pp. 5-7.)

!

Ao £

by Clem Star and Barbara Sherman, of Tempe, Arizona
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dix J. Commen 1ISes

ot i

{The response to 2-12, Vol. 4, and other similar comments begs the question. It states thdf  1-18
Williams and other airports don't mect Phoenix objectivcsy The failure of thisEISto ]
scriously consider Williams and other alternatives means that the report does not look ati 2.93
Valley and State of Arizonz air transportation ncea Emply serving Phoenix Sky
Harbor and its objectives can no longer et the larger needs of AZ population grOWtE 1-19

Ehc responsc to 1-22, Vol. 4, that a cost-benefit analysis is not necessary simply shows ;i
major failure of the EIS process. It appears that the costs of improving Phoenix §
Sky Harbor exceed the henefits becausc the airport is crowded] (See also commcnt and § 6-29
response 24-5 on page 2-100.) i

]

With relation to the above response, see the response to 1-18 regarding taxi time. -
On page 2-9, Vol. 4,Eis noted that “the per aircraft ground operating time savings ¢
would be relatively small (averaging 0.6 minutes per aircraft)”, The overall benefild
of a regional airport and possibly reliever airports could be much greater than benefits of
expensive fix-ups sl Phoenix Sky HarbE

1-20

L
¢
o
M

i

LT_n its zeal to protect the noise monitors from “ambient™ noises that are not atrcraft,
the Phoenix Sky Harbor monitors appear to filter out many aircraft. Consequently,
the nnise measurcments understate the actual situatioa (See comment and response

8-18, Vol. 4, p. 2-33.) Also, see Noise that People Experignce, below.

I%TYCS disingenuous for the FAA to cite a 96.8% compliance with the IGA agreement
tober 2003 when Tempe’s definition of compliance shows only 57.5% comphancj
(See response to comment 3-28, Vul. 4, page 2-36.)

3-13

I AT, T ——— T g

3-14

E
E is to the shamc of all that o definitional ditagreement has not been resolved and that

there is such a large discrepancy between what Tempe and Phoenix consider comphanc-g 29-29
Pages 2-35 and 36, Vol. 4, contain the relevant comment 3-28 and its response.

vt g

@ ¢ support the EPA statement: “The Record of Decision should include a
commitment to implement the Construction Mitigation Plan condition of J:AAJ 19-3
approval of the project.” (See page Vol. 4, 2-81, comment IQ-E.

r
H

omment 21-13 asks what Sky Harbor does with citizen complaints. The responsc doe!
not say. It mwust be rfoted, however, that not all citizen complainte are logged by Phoeni
Sky Harbor! An individual affected by the thitd ninway was so annoyed by the increas
in notse level that he purchased a nnise meter and set up a system that registers
complaints to Phoenix Sky Harbor, The airport has refused to accept these complaints. |
This action (policy for approximately & year) makes the whole Phoenix Sky Harbor
complaint system a sham, (See Vol. 4, page 2-86)

21-7
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Note: EAccording to Executive order 12898 and CEQ guidance, a population census‘j
estimate of more than 50% minority representation makes the community targctedl’z
for acquisition/relocation an environmental justice community.” (Page 2-103, p
comment/response 26-3, Vol. 4) Throughout the FEIS, environmental justice is
minimized whether or not the population is 50% minori@

26-1

rov e e,

by Barbara Sherman of Tempe, Arizona i

Ee are concerned about the. vismal impacts of airport improvements, whether liﬁhts, F 28-1 '

tower, the APM, or whatever, on the Pueblo Grande and other historic treasures.

by Lane Carroway and Darlene Justus of Tempe, Arizona

P T -—g—eawmi_’;._.:nu

Failure to Study the Alternative of a New Af
lMy concern with the FEIS is that only 2 options were addresced, namely 1) The No- 2-94
Action Alternative and 2) The Airport Development Program (ADP).

Consequently, this Environmental Impact Statement was a waste of taxpayer moneﬂ

Eth the state's population growth exploding, it is shger folly not to build a regional
airport to serve the state’s major population centergt This alternative of a ncw irport
should bavc been addressed in a truly unbiased Environmenta! Impact studyffit does not
make sense to keep adding band-aids to the one major airport located smack dab in the §
middie of Phoenix anymore than it uskes sense to have only onc frceway in Phoenix.

2-95
2-96
2-97

Eu caa stuff only so many airplanes into Sky Harbor before the inconvenience of flyinj
-- not to mention the air and noise poliution -- become untenable to the quality of life in}} 24-3
the greater Phoenix area. These negatives also become major disincentives to further
urban development]

s e g s sy C e gy - g

e

E,summary this FEIS is flawed because it does not take into account the REDUCED
and noise poliution that would result from the addition of a regional airport in addition q. 2-98
a smaller Sky Harb@

Biotic Communities, etc.

i
!
by Duve Swanson of Tcmpe, Arizona f
.;
]
:

of review of the FEIS were: Biotic commumunities, threatened and endangered
species, wetlands, and wild and scenic rivers. (Vols. 1 & 2, Para 3.10, 3.11, 3.12, & 3.14].
Appendix D 4.8, 4.18 & 4.19).
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These sections of the FEIS, were well done, and professional with supporting evidence
from US Fish and Wildlife Service, Arizona Game and Fish Dept. (Hentage Data 12-1
Management System) (HDMS), and the National Park Service with references tothe |
Endangered Species Act as a guide. Bowever, there are statements in the study’s N
summary that pose further questions and perhaps mvestigation into completeness. { |

t
ltem I:EEIS Para 3,11.1 states, “HDMS did not indicate the presence of any special ¢
status species within an approximate 2 mile wide buffer surrounding the DSA”. !
Question: Why was federal (US) compliance to the Endangered Species Act not I
addressed and adhered to in the FEIS? 5

Comment; The Phoenix Zoo 15 within “approximately 2 miles” of the DSA! and ‘
contains many exotic and endangered species. For example, Borneo Orangutans (Pongo
pygmaeus) (E), Arabian Oryx (Oryx leucoryx) (E) and the Sumatran Tiger (Panthera |
tigris) (E) are found there. These species and more, are protecied by the Federal }
Endangered Species Act.? In addition, “special status species” as defined by the HDM

reside at the zoo. The Desert Turtoise (Gopher agassizi}(SC) and Arizona Chuckwalla !
(Sauromalus obesus timidus}SC), as well as plant species, Arizons, Hohokam, and ,E[
Tonto Basin Agaves may be on the grmmd?._’f i

Ttem Z:EIEIS Para 3.10.2 “Many migrant bird species may use the Sait River as a
corridor to move through the urban environment as they transit the Phoenix
metropolitan area.” 13-3

§

Question: New FAA regulations will lower altitude for “general traffic” flights at Sky
Harbor *. What impact does this have on Peregrine Falcons(SC) ?

Conunents: Peregrine Falcons arc known to uce “soaring™ techniques that may take fhcik
to great heights using wind thermals®. Also, Burrowing Owls(SC), Redtailed Hawks,
Coopers Hawks and Kestrels are all known to occasionally occupy the area”.]
Notes:

E=Endangered SC=Specics of Concern

e gt ey A e Ly

' Distance determinegd using FEIS maps and scale of figures 3.1 and 3.2. Using a point
the outline of the DSA at 48™ Stcel, Hohokam Ixpressway and the Grand Canal and J
i

wr b=
=3

measuring to Main Lake on the Phoenix Zoo grounds. Accuracy of measurement woul
have to be verified.

2 US Fish and Wildlifc Service, Threatened and Endangered Species System (TESS),
ecos.gov/tess public

T Sy e e pg e ey
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!
3 Plants would require a survcy to verify, but are found at the Desert Botanical Garden.

* Thomas Ropp "FAA weighs lower cciling for general Valley aviation" Arizona
Republic 2/14/06.

LT

S Scott Weidensaul, The Raptor Almanac (New York, The Lyons Press, 2000), 80.

Steve N.G. Howell, Sophic Webb, 4 Guide to the Birds of Mexico and Northern Centra
America (New York, Oxford University Press, 2005), 219.

*FEIS Vol, 1 para.2.10.2

e o SPLY

by Gene Carrol of Tempe, Arizona

Groundwater, Environmental Copsequences

e e O e o) ]

Ee have serious concerns that construction of the ADP (Airport Development Program
could cause jet fuel free products and the dissolved phase CVOC (Chlorinated Volatile
Organic Solvents) plumes from the Honeywel! and Motorola sites to be released into
rcgions under surrounding neighborhoods and businesses. We are concerned that the
construction of the ADP will cause the plumes to migrate into a much broader region
contaminating additional groundwater regions.

=

TR P L Ly e

on ections of additional ground water contamination and potential plume migration
paths need to be seriously studied and the possiblec environmental impact on surrmmdiné 9-1
businesses and neighborhoods repon@

j
@c following EIS references point out that there is a very real potential for the ADP "
construclion Lo relcase free project jet ficl which bas been mixed with ¢hlorinated 8-3
solvents. Chlorinated solvents detected within the jet fuel plume include
trichloroethylene (TCE)}, vinyl chloride, 1.1-dichlorethane (1. 1-DCA) and Freon (ADE,
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, 2005), and that other previously unkno
hazardous materials and wastes that may be located in the vicinity]

Page 4-43

“The Motorola 52™ Street NPL site, which [s part of the Honeywell 34™ Street
Facility is located immediately nurth vf PHX, Contamination from this site consis
of free project jet fuel which has been mixed with chlorinated sotvents. Chlorina
solvents dctected within the jot fuel plume include trichlornethylene (TCE), vinvl
chloride, 1.1-dichlorethanpe (1, 1-DCA) and Freon (ADEQ, 2005).”

F
:
?
Ej‘
:
!

v o

=
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“Data published by the ADEQ in the Motorola 52 Street Superfund Site Update }
Report, dated February 2005, indicates that the contaminant plume has not ;
migrated into the area proposed for APM development. However, in ADEQ
correspondence to the FAA following release of the ADP DEIS, ADEQ identified
that these parcels that are potentially to become part of the APM station at 4™ und}
Washington Streets and of the APM (Automated Peoplc Mover) Maintenance
Facility. ADEQ belicves that these parcels and the underlying groundwater are
potentially contaminated with chlorinated solvents.”

:
g
;

FIT R AL T ERL v T )y

Page 4-45

“During construction of the APM Stage 2, it is possible that tunnels would be
constrncted at depths at or below groundwater elevation st some locations. The
tunnels in those locations would be constructed using a tunnel boring machine
(TBM) that would require continuous grouting in a ¢lose-faced mode.

S5 T AT I AT

“Any construction activities that involve disturbance of the surface have the 7
potential to expose and release previously unknown hazardous materials and wast
that may be located in the vicinity. In the event of & spill or unanticipated release of
regulated matcrials including fuels, contractors will be required to cease work in
immediate area and report the release to the National Response Center.” g

-

by Darlene Justus of Tempe, Arizona

Noise that People Expericnce

4 3-15

§

E;eech interfercnce 1s the principal interfetence created by Phoenix Sky IJarbor a.irplmﬂ‘
noisa @most every flight interferes with radio and TV reception as well as face to faceg 3-16
and phone conversations in many Tempe neighborhoods) fPeople are also awakened by | 3.17
aircraft flights in Tempe routinely. The Ldn numbers do not show how annoying airc )
can be.} For example, a dedicated observer has recorded flights as detailed below. E‘he i

frequency of the flights interferes with ordinary life. i

B el

It is also very interesting that only a small number of the flights recorded are correlated!
the Phoenix TAMIS system as flights. For example, of 45 flights (S5 minutes/ 9:45 to |
10:35 am) recorded on a February moming and 55 flights (almost two houry/ 12:45 to
2:34 pm), only onc was corrclated with a flight in the TAMIS system. Looking at two rﬂ: 3-19
monitors for the same time, Lwenty-nine (29) out of 100 are correlated. Every single o
of those aircraft interfered with speech communication in the north Tempe if
neighborhoods. The following day between 2:18 and 5:04 (almost three hours), 100

flights were documented. Of these 100, 21 were correlated (using two monitors) in
TAMIS.

PR w1y 2y e

Ly AT E

e
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Apparently, the closer one is to the airport, the higher the corcelations, In another place, ; 1

close to the third nmway, about % of the ﬂlahts were correlated. As undercount of Va 154 3-19
however, still a significant difference in noise measurements] :
Enc noise nuisance created by Phoenix Sky Harbor aircraft is significant in lema "3 24

by Trent Tussing and Barbara Sherman of Tempe, Arizona

Scoping of the Envirgyucnial Impact Statement

Ee FEIS does not include major improvements such as the 4™ runway and other issues,;
which are not “ripe” for current discussion. The FEIS and its previous study, the DEIS.q
do not look at issues which will be overly “ripe” by 2015. Now is the time for 23-4
discussion of these issues; it is artificial to wait for them fonger; they should have been |
included in this FEIS] (See comments 1-16, 2-29, 29-52 and similar in Vol. 4; see
scoping letter from Tempe, PLOGO1}

s mar e A e

by Barbara Sherman of Tempe, Arizona

Sectivu 4N, Parks, ITistorc Sites, Museums, Hohokam History

PR s o Wt Lk

Tbe following quotations from the FFIS detail 4(f) impacts.

;
“Section 4{f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1996, as amended, [49 '
USC 303 c)] provides that the U.S. Department of Transportation may not approv
the nse of publicly owned lands of a public park, recreation area, wildlife and
wildfowl refuge of s National, state, or local significance, or any historic site of
National, state, or local significance unless a determiration is made that: (4.6.2
Methodology, p. 4-26}

« Thcere is no feasible and prudent alternative to the nse of land from the
property, and

» The action includes all possible planning to minimize the harm to the
property resulting from such use

...... A Section 4(f) constructive use occurs when there are adverse indirect impac
that would substantially impair the significance or enjoyment of the Section 4 (t)
resources.” (See Vol. 1, p. 4-27.)

Y %—hﬂ prmmer any e create v eyl es ot

Eu:rc ate serious impacts on Pucblo Grandg See 4.11.1 Historical, Architectural,
Archacological and Cultural Resources, sccond paragraph. 11-3

“The ADP alternative could disturb parts of three large prehistoric Hohokam
archaeologicsl sites (Pueblo Salado, Dutch Canal Ruin, and Pueblo Grande), wluc_
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may have associated human remains and funerary ohjects that are 2 concern to
affiliated tribes. Tn addition, two other archaeological sites {AZ U:9:2 and
26(ASM)}, where buried remnants of 19 Hohokam canzls and the 1884 Joint Head
Canal have been recorded, as well as other canals of Hohokam Irrigation canal
system 2 and 10, also could be disturbed by construction activities ....The project
also has potential to adversely affect the visual setting of the Pueblo Grande Ruin
and Irrigation Sites National Historic Landwark within the Puchio Grande
Museum and Archaeological Park.” (page 4-47)

2 ey AT T ee s nety e e T s yatibotr

W
v

Comments: ['I:’hc affects of construction of the ADP on the Pueblo Grande Museum and ;
Archaeological Park will constitute a Section 4(f) physical and constructive use. The
damage that the ADP will cause to this wonderful historic treasure and all of the
wonderful historic Canals and Hobokam History constitutes a Section 4(f) physical and
constructive u:a See page 4-50, first paragraph.

| 102
i
i

See page 4-50, first paragraph. ;

“Construction of the Stage 2- East APM could disturb 19 Hohokam canals and the’E
historical Joint Head Canal recorded in sites AZ U:9:2 and 26(ASM). Constructioni|
on the airport could disturb other canals mapped decades ago as part of the
Hohokam irrigation canal system 2 and 10.....”

Sec page 4-50, Table 4.11.3-1 Potential Construction Impacts. The affected sites are:

L M LA

Pucblo Salado AZ T:12:47( ASM), Dutch Canal Ruin T;12:62(ASM), Pueblo Grande A
U:5:1 (ASM), AZ U:9:2 (ASM), AZ U:9:28 ASM), and Hohokam Canal Systems 2 an
10. .

&c foliowing slatement raises questions. Page 4-48 “The project has the potential u{
result in 2 beneficial efTect by enhancing public awareness of the Pueblo Grande
Museum and Archeological Park and enhancing public pedestrian access from the;
APM and Valley Metro Rail stations.”

Comments: This statement is very concerning! Is the awareness of the Pueblo Grande ;

being heightened by the pending and potential damage that the ADP will cause to this 114
wonderful historic treasure and a!l of the wonderful historic Canals and Ho ,

- . ; 10-3
constitute a Section 4(f) phgs;cal and constructive usg,

For example,E)tc the text re vibration on page 4-30, 2nd paragraph. Itis stated that
Construction pile driving, blasting and excessive vibration from construction would be
reassessed and [F warranted, a vibration abatement and monitoring program would be

T R e e T
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implemented to avoid damage. This construction vibration has the real potenhal to harm 10-4

the Pueblo Grande Muscum and Archacological Parg

o ey sl i e

See page 4-30 4™ paragraph.

“....the APM would rise above grade and approximately 1,000 feet of gunideway
would be elevated until reaching the East Ecunomy Parking Garage. The top of thig
section of the gnideway would be approximately 45 feet above Sky Harbor ;
Boulevard,....This elevated segment would be within 1,000 feet of the southern  °
boundary of the Pueblo Grande Museum and Archaeological Park.”

Commcnts:EFhis clevated guideway within 1,000 feet of the Pueblo Grande Museum ani
Archaeological Park will be intrusive and certainly will constitute a Section 4(f) physi
and constructive use]

10-5

historic Sacred Heart Church, Tovrea Castie and the Pueblo Grande Ruin and Irrigation
Sites National Historic Landmark within the Pucblo Grande Museum and Archaeologic
Park.

@c elevated sections of the Stage 2 —East APM facilities would be visible from (be j

10-6

Refer also to Table 4.6.3-1. Impacts on Historic Section 4(f) Resources. We must stress)
that the ADP Alrernative WILL resuit in a Section 4(f) physical or constructive use of |
Sacred Heart Church, Tovrea Castle, and especially the Pucblo Grande Museum and s
Archaeological Park] | f

In summary, note the scntence in the FEIS itself: page 4-47, 4" paragraph, last sentence
“This project also has the potential to adversely affect the visual setting of the
Pueblo Grande Ruin and Irrigation Sitcs National Historic Landmark within the
Pueblo Grapde Museum and Archaeological Park.”

by Darlene Justus, Tempe, Arizona

M of N T Neighborhood Association and/or QualiTe who sign on to
thesec Comments:

T T I s S e e S ey B R T

Mac Bohlman, Esq., Sandy Bruce, Gene, Carrol, Lane Carroway, Seth W. Chalmers, P. g,
Susan Forbes, Darlenc Justus, Keviu and Julic Lind, Jenny Lucier, Mark Lymer, Troy |
McCraw, Tom and Barbara Sherman, Clem Star, David Swanson, Kathy Tershowski ard
Darlenc Tussing, Trent Tussing '

D I e w2ty T

Sowe smoomormmuine

—



FP0028

August 7, 2005

Ms. Jennifer Mcndelsohn

Enviroamcntal Protection Specialist, AWP-621.6

U.S. Department of Transpertation

Federa) Aviation Adminictration . T
Western-Pacific Regina A
P.0. Box 92087 A
Los Angeles, California 90009

Re: Additional Conments on Draft knvironmental Impact Statement (DEIS)
Expassion of City of Pheenix’s Sky Harbor International Airport

Ms. Mendelsohn: ‘ : '

I submitted one letter of comments dated July 23, 2005. This letter contains additional
comments to the above referenced DEIS.

1 believe that the DEIS is aﬂawedstudybecausetthasﬁauledtoanswcrandlordnalwrththcL
following relevant questions and/or issucs: '

(1)EhcaddWmcwmpacrtydntSkyllrbm(orPPD()mwhnsmammhoﬂhe 3
addition of the 3™ runway which is at the far south cnd of the airport. This éxcess capacity as
created the need for the proposed West Terminal. The environmental impact study (EIS) thit
wasongmuydoneforthc3"’nmwaystatedthatltwouldnotbeusedmﬂ}emmn:rthatm.a ‘
now being used for. This different mode of operations has created the excess capacity.
Additionally, both the FAA and PHX have not operated the 3™ nmway in a maumer thatis | '
consistent with Record of Decisions (ROD) andanIntergovermnentaIAgmemmt([Gmbctwem
PHX and the City of Tempe. hmnmpmtanttonotematﬁlethyofTanpcngreedwdwpm 1-14
settle its lawsuit against the 3™ runway basad on the statements regarding its operations in it EIS °
apd the written agrecments in the ROD und IGA. Given these facts, it woukd appear that thé
original EIS for the 3™ nmway is out-of-date and needs to be updated and of inctuded in thid
study 10 it current operational status that is not consistent with the ROD or JGA. The other -
alternative is to restore the 3% opemhmstoamannerthatlsconmstentwnhmmﬂal
EIS, the related ROD and IGA. Ifthuzsdoncnwouldprobablymmthatthacxsmnwdl,‘ i
the West Terminal and possibly many other of the related proposed projects covered i the DES! -
because PHX would not have the capacity to support them. If this is the case then the : :
altmmumconccmmgﬂrposu’blcmeotWMmmsLmtewayand/oramthernewu.:rponw:mld j
seem 0 be much morc feasible to meet the aviation demand than PHX] : :

(2)Themhﬂdahmwdoesnmappwtomclwcmmunptbymn(mbmmmns 215

curnal gate and fly in and ‘out time (air space) by size of aircraft. Cwldrtlwmnr:cifecuw if

an alterpative that included a diversion of certain smaller aircraft operatlommWiHmm:» N

Gateway that would allow PHX to better utilize gate and air space capacity- for bigger aj ﬂbe

better and/or cost cffective? is the estimated construction cost of the ncw: terminal?} {iould 22-2

this new optimizarion alternative be even more enhanced by a temporary 8 1o 16 gate expsgsion !

at the existing terminal 2 or 3? ﬁusconﬂddclxyﬂlenecdforanypwposedtmﬁwqdda

in tumn give PHX time to update their master plan. hmvmm@m@ rHcoe 'a'“lh ' 2-15

these projects without updating their master plan g i) !
o s 3iau5112m5§*‘-;
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This letter was inadvertently omitted from Appendix J of the PHX FEiVS.
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€)] Efould it be possible for PHX to team up with an outlying city such as Buckeye in the wn‘st, 2 23
Apechc Junction in cast, and/or Gila Indian Tribe in the south to got scrious about apomanng B
(4)EfdanandmeasesatPPD(whatlsmhappcnncxtmtclmsofcxpamhng ?

Extension of the south runway and/or addition of 2 4® runway in the north? The West Terminal -
laycmwouldappcartobedeﬁgnedmththethoughtﬂmtcvennmgmﬁllbcaddcdthanthc 1-21
33 currently indicated. It would scem that any further probable expansion of the proposed West
Terminal peeds to be acknowledged and disclosed now so the public might know al} of PHX"s
intentio ' i

(5) @hy haven’t multiple dwelling units (duplexes, apartments, ctc.) and nearby schools witiin ~ 3-18
and/or just adjacent to the 65 contour been inchided in the residential noise mitigation progran?
[What is the potential impact to children that Jive within the 65 linc and go to-a school just
adjacent to the 65 line? Could this copstant exposure to aviation noise have an adverse impaiit

on their ability to learn? Does the fact that these children come from moderate to low incony: 3-12
families have any thing to do with their exclusion from the sound mitigation.,program? Hastac
FAA cdsoundrmuganmprogramsforduplc:wsandaparu:nentsmotbeareasoftheF :
coun! l_ﬁms PHX or the FAA even checked to determine what the noise exposurc tochildem  3.2Q
within and adjacent to the 65 reallyi-sz‘ ;

Thank you for your consideration of my additional questions and comments. | believejall of
these have to be addressed prior to the proposed expansion.

Sincerely

7 A o

Seth Chalmers

Private Citizen |
1451 Nurth EI Camino Drive ;
Tempe, Arizona 85281

2/1

This letter was inadvertently omitted from Appendix J of the PHX FEIS.



