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INTRODUCTION



SECTION 1: Introduction 
 
This Consolidated Comment Database contains an index of those parties who submitted comments to the 
FAA during the Scoping comment period (January 26, 2007 through March 27, 2007) and beyond (March 
27, 2007 through April 23, 2007) of the Palm Beach International Airport (PBIA) Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) study, a summary of the comments by comment categories, and the original comment 
letters with comment areas identified. (provided in electronic version only) 
 
Comments were provided to the FAA by letters (provided via mail or fax), written on EIS comment forms, 
and e-mailed to the EIS e-mail address (pbia-eis@urscorp.com). For the purposes of Consolidated 
Comment Database, all comment formats are referred to as comment “letters”. 
 
The database includes an index of Agency Comment letters (Section 2) and Public Comment letters 
(Section 3) with the name of each party providing a comment and a unique Identifier Code to catalog the 
submittal.  Comment Codes are also provided, which indicate the summarized comments applicable to 
that particular submittal.  Federal, State, and Local Agency letters are in order alphanumerically by 
Identifier Code and include the area of government the individual is associated with.  Public comments 
are also listed alphabetically by last name with any affiliation provided also. 
 
Each “Identifier Code” consists of six characters that represent three fields of information describing each 
unique comment submittal.  The first character makes up the first field and serves as an “Event Code”, 
which describes the period during the study for which the comment was submitted.   
 
There are two Event Codes used in this database: 
 

S = Comment received during the EIS Scoping comment period (January 26, 2007 through 
March 27, 2007) 

P = Comments received after the EIS Scoping comment period and before the release of the 
Draft EIS (DEIS) 

 
The second character represents the “Affiliation Code” that places the party commenting into one of five 
categories: 
 

F = Comment from a Federal agency 
S = Comment from a State agency 
L = Comment from a Local agency 
P = Comment from the general public 
N = Comment by petition  

 

mailto:pbia-eis@urscorp.com


The last four characters represent the third field, which identifies the specific comment submittal 
numerically.  For example, the “Identifier Code”, “SP0245", describes the comment submittal as being the 
245th letter or comment form received during the Scoping process from the general public.   
 
 Affiliation Code 
 Event Code 

SP0245 
Numeric Identifier 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Each comment submittal was reviewed, salient points summarized, and identified with a comment code.  
The summarized comments are provided in Section 4. The summarized comments are organized into the 
following 29 categories, which includes each of the environmental resource categories identified in FAA 
Order 1050.1E: 
 

Category Number Description 
1  Purpose and Need 
2  Alternatives 
3  Noise 
4  Land Use 
5  Air Quality 
6  Coastal Resources 
7  Construction Impacts 
8  DOT Act: Section 4(f) 
9  Farmlands 
10  Fish, Wildlife, and Plants 
11  Floodplains 
12  Hazardous Materials, Pollution Prevention, and Solid Waste 
13  Historic and Archaeological Resources 
14  Light Emissions and Visual Impacts 
15  Natural Resources and Energy Supply 
16  Secondary (Induced) Impacts 
17  Socioeconomic Impacts 
18  Environmental Justice 
19  Children’s Environmental Health and Safety Risks 
20  Water Quality 
21  Wetlands 
22  Wild and Scenic Rivers 
23  Quality of Life 
24  Safety 
25  Cost Considerations 
26  Other Considerations 
27  Cumulative Impacts 
28  Mitigation Measures 
29   Coordination and Public Involvement 

 
For example, Comment Code 1-1 describes the comment was made concerning the Purpose and Need 
and is the first comment documented under that category. 
 
The original comment letters with Letter Code and Comment Code(s) are provided in Section 5 
(electronic version only). The comment letters are categorized by agencies (federal, state, and local) and 
the public. 
 



SECTION 2:

AGENCY COMMENT INDEX



AGENCY COMMENT INDEX

Last Name First Name Agency
Letter 
Code Comment Number(s)

Bowlegs Pare Seminole Nation of Oklahoma SF0001 13-10
Karazsia Jocelyn National Marine Fisheries Service SF0002 10-4
Wrublik John U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service SF0003 10-2, 10-3
Carleton Kenneth Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians SF0004 29-15
Mueller Heinz U.S. Environmental Protection Agency SF0005 5-25, 2-41, 5-24, 5-23, 17-24, 5-22, 

7-1, 18-3, 5-21, 7-2, 5-18, 3-57, 4-6, 
3-58, 28-2, 3-45, 3-44, 3-43, 7-3, 20-
4, 20-5, 21-2, 7-4

Miles III P.E. Moody U.S. Army Corps of Engineers SF0006 29-16
Cazzoli Al U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development SF0007 29-17
Terry Steve Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida SF0008 13-5
Robbins Rick Natural Resources Conservation Service SF0009 9-1
Gaske Frederick Florida Department of State - Division of Historical Resources SS0001 13-3
Mann Sally Florida Department of Environmental Protection SS0002 21-3, 20-6, 12-4, 6-1
Moss William City of West Palm Beach City Commissioner, District 5 SL0001 2-20, 2-18, 1-20, 17-29, 3-54, 5-6, 

17-7, 3-17, 27-3
Frankel Lois City of West Palm Beach SL0002 8-5, 13-9, 13-22, 3-59
McLane Alice Town of Glen Ridge SL0003 3-6, 24-2, 5-7, 10-1, 20-1, 2-2
Frankel Lois City of West Palm Beach SL0004 17-2, 2-9, 13-1, 23-5, 28-1, 4-7, 3-25

Frankel Lois City of West Palm Beach SL0005 29-11, 5-19, 17-20, 23-5, 13-1, 3-58, 
2-9, 2-20, 3-12



SECTION 3:

PUBLIC COMMENT INDEX



Last Name First Name Letter Code Comment Number(s)
Abella Patrick SP0012 1-4, 24-3, 16-1
Adams Jennifer SP0191 3-6, 5-2, 5-6, 19-3, 29-18, 3-47, 17-12, 2-3
Adelman Judith SP0127 1-12, 3-1, 5-4, 5-5
Agnew
Agnew

Paul
April

SP0094 23-2, 19-2, 13-11, 3-55, 3-54, 17-25, 8-4, 3-46, 19-1, 2-30, 2-7, 2-29, 2-25, 2-24, 2-21, 24-
6, 24-6, 17-21, 17-19

Albre Bobby SP0089 2-1
Amaral Robert SP0163 24-2, 17-12, 3-5, 5-1, 17-12, 19-2
Amarat Robert SP0013 2-2, 5-2, 3-1, 5-1, 3-2, 17-1
Anonymous n/a SP0046 2-5, 3-13
Anonymous n/a SP0106 17-12
Atkinson David SP0061 3-6, 13-12, 17-2, 13-17
Atkinson
Thomas

David
Daniel

SP0108 1-12, 2-7, 2-4, 2-7, 25-6

Averhart Stephanie SP0014 4-1, 3-7, 17-4, 3-2, 2-10, 1-7
Bauman Nevin SP0002 3-1, 17-12, 5-6
Bauman Nevin SP0155 23-4, 3-1, 5-7, 5-6, 23-4, 17-12
Berube John SP0072 1-7, 3-6, 5-2, 1-12
Besade Bryan PP0001 2-2, 3-8, 17-9, 17-12
Bingold Jim SP0015 1-4, 3-1
Blakeman Nina SP0115 29-11
Blakeman Nina SP0156 2-2, 3-1, 5-7, 23-2, 23-2, 2-4, 29-10
Blakeman Nina SP0178 2-2, 3-1, 5-7, 23-2, 3-58, 2-4, 2-2, 29-10, 29-8, 23-1, 2-2
Bowen Michael SP0158 3-9, 3-4, 29-8
Brett-Major Lin SP0069 2-38, 2-14, 23-2
Brett-Major Lin SP0070 2-38, 2-14, 23-2
Brown Jeff SP0016 2-5, 17-26, 3-8, 23-1
Brubaker Barbara SP0060 2-2, 13-2, 5-7, 19-3, 2-2
Burgess Jeffrey SP0096 2-2, 3-1, 17-12, 23-2, 2-3
Callaway David PP0007 2-3
Casey Thomas SP0017 3-24, 1-5
Chooljian Lois Ann SP0083 3-1, 3-38, 19-7, 17-20, 2-11
Cinque II Al SP0150 3-1, 5-2
Clemente Raphael SP0067 2-5, 23-1, 17-28
Coiro Michael SP0010 2-2, 23-1
Collins Jeff SP0018 2-11, 23-1, 1-9
Conboy Thomas SP0101 29-10, 29-5, 27-2, 29-10, 3-42, 3-29, 3-50, 3-12, 5-6, 5-17, 19-1, 13-1, 18-2, 18-4, 18-1, 

17-22, 23-2, 29-1, 11-2, 29-11
Conboy Thomas SP0160 27-2, 19-1, 16-1, 5-17, 17-17, 20-3, 12-5, 2-16, 5-6, 2-18, 1-7, 5-6, 3-40, 17-7
Coons
Coons

Kristi
Richard

SP0088 5-4, 17-12, 2-4

Cooper Sonia SP0137 2-2, 3-1, 23-2, 17-12
Copin
Copin

Leigh
Jose

SP0057 2-2, 2-2, 1-7, 2-4, 2-11

Costes John SP0188 2-1, 17-30, 17-31
Cousins Kay SP0102 2-2, 13-7, 13-2, 5-7, 3-20
Cummings Michael SP0019 1-5, 17-3
Davidsson Bob SP0066 2-2, 29-12
Day
Day

Lynn
Barry

SP0116 3-6, 5-2, 23-2, 20-2

de Chabert-Ostland Michel SP0055 3-1, 13-2, 2-2, 16-1, 23-6
Dean D. SP0020 3-3, 3-10
Deya Alicia SP0058 2-4, 2-17, 3-2, 28-7, 2-3
Diaz Susy SP0021 1-10, 1-4, 2-2
Diaz Susy SP0162 29-7, 2-2, 3-1, 3-2, 29-8, 1-13, 1-7, 25-5, 24-5, 2-4, 23-1
Diggs Eloise SP0140 25-3, 17-11, 1-7
Downey Anna SP0092 16-1, 19-6, 5-2, 17-10, 2-2
Dukes Gary SP0174 2-3, 2-11, 1-3
Duncan Kimberly SP0062 23-2, 19-5, 2-1, 2-33, 3-12, 28-4
Elizabeth Merritt SP0103 13-1, 13-9, 13-8, 13-1, 26-1, 8-1, 2-14, 29-13, 27-1, 13-11, 13-21, 29-2, 3-12, 3-37, 3-23, 

13-20, 28-3, 3-32
Erskine Lou Prentis SP0143 2-2, 5-12, 3-1, 5-6, 17-12

PUBLIC COMMENT INDEX



Last Name First Name Letter Code Comment Number(s)
Feld Manny SP0112 2-1, 17-30, 17-31
Filiatrault Nicole SP0004 2-2, 3-1, 5-1
Finigan Patrick SP0129 3-6, 13-7
Flynn Judith SP0142 5-7, 3-1, 17-12, 2-28
Foose Karl SP0123 19-1, 5-7, 3-1, 13-2, 16-1, 17-12
Foose Rosemary SP0120 19-1, 5-7, 3-1, 13-2, 16-1, 17-12
Gallant Eugene SP0126 2-1, 2-15
Gearhart Bill SP0130 13-2, 29-3, 29-4, 1-11, 6-2, 17-5, 13-6, 3-11, 25-1
Gentile Jamie SP0190 3-2, 5-1, 2-26
Gerhart Stephen SP0182 2-3
Gierok Mark SP0090 2-12, 3-10, 28-5, 23-6
Goyette Clare SP0022 2-4, 17-27, 23-1, 13-2
Gray Bailey SP0023 13-4, 2-5
Gray Bailey SP0056 13-2, 17-4, 13-1, 23-6, 24-4, 13-9
Gray Bailey SP0081 8-2, 2-11, 2-13
Green Suzette SP0024 23-2, 2-23, 24-2, 2-18
Green Suzette SP0025 3-1, 1-16
Green Suzette SP0181 13-2
Grey Bailey SP0076 24-2
Griffin
Griffin

Nicholas 
Carole

SP0104 2-2, 5-7, 3-9, 24-1, 13-2, 17-12, 10-6, 23-2, 23-4, 1-7

Grove Betty SP0119 2-3, 3-31, 5-7
Guarini Robert SP0185 2-1, 17-30, 17-31
Guerin Rich SP0186 2-1, 17-30, 17-31
Gustafson Brian SP0026 2-2, 23-2
G. Rich SP0189 2-1, 17-30, 17-31
Hayes
Hayes

Theo 
Stephen

SP0122 2-1, 3-22, 5-8

Heath
Heath

Horton
Silvia

SP0151 2-2, 13-2, 23-2

High Patricia SP0028 13-1, 10-1
High Richard SP0027 1-4, 2-4
Hill Judith SP0008 1-3, 3-5, 24-2, 23-1
Hodge Tanya PP0009 3-1, 17-4
Humphries George SP0029 17-28, 3-17
Jaimedes Joanne SP0006 2-5, 17-1
Janis Melodie SP0097 2-4, 2-12
Janis Melodie SP0099 3-6
Johanson Alan PP0004 23-4, 3-1, 5-7, 3-29, 14-1, 1-3, 4-3, 2-43, 13-19
Kasik Christina SP0093 29-6, 2-2, 5-19, 19-8, 5-5, 3-6, 28-6, 8-3, 17-12, 12-1, 12-2, 12-3, 18-5, 1-6, 2-43, 2-4

Kasten Ralph SP0175 2-1, 2-31, 2-1, 17-16
Kelly
Gudobba

Curtis 
Bernard

SP0073 2-2, 3-9, 23-2

Kelly
Gudobba

Curtis
Bernard

SP0030 2-2, 23-2

Kenney Fred SP0131 26-3, 2-12
Ketelsen Craig SP0134 2-2, 2-3, 23-1, 5-3, 3-9, 17-12, 13-1
King Janet SP0080 3-6, 5-19, 17-10, 19-4, 21-1, 2-11, 26-2
Kirk n/a SP0074 3-14, 3-15, 2-1
Klingensmith M. SP0031 3-30, 5-20
Kraft Barbara SP0192 2-3
Kuzmenko Penny SP0111 17-23, 17-12, 1-10
Kuzmenko Penny SP0179 2-19, 24-4, 13-2, 17-8
Lacerte Schwartz
Lacerte Schwartz

Aaron
Anis

SP0075 3-35, 5-6, 17-10, 26-2

Lava Evelyn SP0164 3-6
Lazarus Marilyn SP0152 3-1, 3-6, 5-2, 17-4
Lea James SP0077 1-19, 17-12, 4-4, 2-4, 2-7
Lea James SP0173 2-34
Lee Sherry PP0005 2-2, 1-7
Leiva Neyita SP0032 2-2, 1-13, 2-43, 3-16, 1-8
Leone Paul SP0068 2-1, 17-30, 17-31



Last Name First Name Letter Code Comment Number(s)
Levine Gail SP0033 23-2, 5-1, 1-15
Levine Gail SP0180 16-2, 5-6, 1-15, 23-2
Lewis
Lewis

Scott
Carol

SP0082 2-2, 3-21, 3-1, 3-6

Lindgren John SP0034 23-2, 13-2
Loar Kenton SP0138 3-6, 17-12, 13-2, 2-2
Lotz
Gerold

Cynthia
Gil

SP0035 2-2, 3-41, 3-1, 3-16, 3-38

Marcus James SP0086 2-1, 1-23, 17-14, 24-8, 1-22, 17-15, 2-1
Marsh Terry SP0110 5-7, 5-12, 4-3, 24-1, 19-1, 8-3, 13-2, 23-2, 14-1, 3-1, 3-6, 17-23, 4-2, 17-23, 17-12, 17-8, 

17-20, 13-2, 1-15, 3-56, 2-40, 2-37, 2-4, 1-2
Miller Kim SP0064 3-25, 3-9
Miller Kimberly SP0065 3-25, 23-3, 3-8
Mooney J.P. PP0008 2-1
Morgenstern Paul PP0010 29-12, 29-19
Morgenstern Paul SP0107 5-16, 5-16, 5-16, 5-16, 5-15, 5-14, 5-14, 5-14, 5-14, 5-13, 5-13, 5-13, 5-9, 3-48, 3-49, 3-

50, 3-51, 3-49, 3-51, 3-52, 3-53 
Morrison Arthur SP0095 2-2
Mulroy Tom SP0063 2-1, 17-30, 17-31
Neville
Neville

Mr. W.F.
Mrs. W.F.

SP0136 13-2, 16-1, 10-5, 17-12

Norquest Jim SP0059 29-12
O'Gorman Jacqueline SP0133 2-2, 3-1, 5-12, 17-10
Odom
Odom

Inka
Richard

SP0149 3-1, 23-8, 17-12, 2-44

Owens
Owens

Norman
Helen

SP0146 2-13

Paige Joel SP0125 2-1, 17-30, 17-31
Panakos Micheal SP0187 2-1, 17-30, 17-31
Paret
Paret
Paret

Henry
Stacy
Sophia

SP0105 13-2, 17-10, 19-4, 24-2, 10-1, 5-7, 2-42, 2-4, 2-19

Pascale Molema
Pascale Molema

Martin
Maria

SP0084 3-1, 5-19, 2-3

Pates Brian SP0036 3-1, 11-1
Pates Brian SP0165 3-1, 11-1, 5-6, 2-4, 2-4
Pearson Tom SP0091 29-7, 19-1, 5-3, 3-6, 11-2, 16-1, 17-10
Pender Nancy SP0171 3-6, 3-38
Phillips Tanya SP0176 3-14, 2-22, 17-10, 23-2, 2-1, 2-1
Portofino South 
Condominium 
Association

SP0139 3-1, 5-7, 3-6, 5-2, 24-7, 10-1, 24-9, 24-10, 24-11, 24-12, 2-35, 2-28, 3-39, 3-19, 23-2, 5-6, 
3-6, 24-7, 17-12, 13-11, 5-6, 5-8, 10-1, 2-36, 29-14

Provenzano Rick SP0071 2-2, 3-1, 1-7, 17-12, 25-2
Pullum
Gearhart
Rose
Warren
Rodriguez
Williams
Gray
Conboy
Vazquez
Cullen
Fischer
High

Nancy
Bill
Rick
Brenda
Jose
Ed
Bailey
Tom
Al
Linda
Jeff
Patricia

SP0113 29-11

Randolph John PP0012 1-10, 23-2, 5-1, 17-12, 2-2, 2-4
Rapkin Mary SP0154 2-1, 17-30, 17-31
Rasmussen Susan PP0011 16-1, 3-6
Ratner Dennis SP0159 2-2, 3-5, 5-3, 2-2
Raymond Robert SP0169 3-47, 23-2, 2-43, 18-3, 17-22, 24-4
Raymond Jr John SP0141 5-7, 13-2, 5-10, 3-21, 5-11
Rector Joseph SP0128 2-45
Reed Terry SP0037 25-2



Last Name First Name Letter Code Comment Number(s)
Revson John SP0038 2-7, 3-39, 3-40
Robin Hanz SP0167 2-2
Rocchio Joe SP0183 3-18, 2-4, 5-2, 13-2, 23-1
Roccitio Joe SP0039 3-58, 3-34, 5-20, 2-32
Rodriguez Jose SP0040 2-3
Rodriguez Jose SP0041 23-1
Rose Rick SP0100 2-2, 3-1, 17-12, 17-11, 13-2, 2-4, 29-11
Rose Rick SP0170 23-5, 17-2, 1-21, 2-8, 2-3, 16-3
Roth James SP0005 1-1, 24-1, 1-2, 2-6
Roth James SP0042 2-4, 2-6
Roth James SP0172 2-2, 1-2, 2-7, 2-7, 2-6, 17-18, 16-3, 1-18
Roth Jim SP0043 2-7, 1-1
Rothman Stephen SP0007 3-3, 2-8, 2-2
Rousseau
Stern

Annie
Richard

PP0003 2-2, 23-4, 3-1, 17-8

Rowell Nanci SP0109 5-7, 5-12, 4-3, 24-1, 19-1, 8-3, 13-2, 23-2, 14-1, 3-1, 3-6, 17-23, 4-2, 17-23, 17-12, 17-8, 
17-20, 13-2, 1-15, 3-56, 2-40, 2-37, 2-4, 1-2

Safrin Silvana SP0085 2-2, 3-1, 3-6, 17-10, 3-4
Salisbury Susan PP0002 23-1, 2-11, 3-1, 5-6, 17-10, 13-11, 19-1
Santos Carrie SP0117 23-5, 2-2, 2-7, 16-2, 17-11, 2-2, 25-4, 3-1, 5-7, 2-3
Scott Chase SP0044 3-2, 2-4
Scott Jeff SP0045 2-1, 23-3, 3-26, 3-27, 17-16
Semadeni David SP0153 2-1, 17-30, 17-31
Seward Marie SP0177 3-1, 3-6, 5-6, 25-4, 17-12, 16-1, 1-7
Smallridge Kelly SP0121 2-1, 17-30, 17-31
Smilan Stan SP0047 2-20, 2-39
Sorenson
Sorenson

Cary
Cristina

SP0048 1-7

Stegall Neil SP0118 2-2, 5-1, 17-12, 3-16, 24-2, 17-13, 25-2
Stoll Jon SP0161 16-1, 23-2, 2-22, 3-3, 3-29, 1-4
Taylor Joeann SP0124 2-2, 24-2, 28-8
Thomas Daniel SP0114 13-9, 8-5
Thomas
Atkinson

Daniel
David

SP0098 13-18, 29-11, 26-5, 13-19, 26-1, 8-1, 29-13, 3-12, 3-28, 3-29, 5-19, 19-4, 13-20, 3-28, 3-
31, 13-21, 13-16, 29-13, 3-28, 3-32, 3-33, 26-4, 13-15, 3-35, 3-36, 13-13

Thompson Carolyn SP0009 2-4, 3-1, 5-6, 3-6, 24-4
Thompson Carolyn SP0011 2-4, 3-1, 5-6, 3-6, 24-4
Thompson Curt SP0049 2-2, 4-5
Thompson Curt SP0168 18-2, 2-4, 1-6, 17-8, 2-43, 29-9
Tuppeny
Walker

Paul
Walter

SP0050 2-2, 3-6, 5-7

Van Blakeman C. SP0157 2-19
Van Duyne Lynn SP0051 3-1, 13-12, 17-2, 2-28
Vazquez Al SP0003 1-14, 1-15, 17-28, 3-16, 3-9, 1-7, 17-6, 19-1, 23-1, 2-18, 2-19
Vazquez Al SP0052 2-4, 2-6, 2-27
Warren Brenda SP0078 29-10, 29-11, 29-11, 2-13, 3-35, 5-6, 18-1
Waterman D SP0053 3-6, 5-12, 17-12
Watt Sylvia SP0132 2-2, 23-1, 19-1, 5-2, 3-6, 13-2, 13-2, 3-9, 5-3, 24-4
Weiss Gregg SP0166 2-2, 2-19, 2-4
Weitz Jill SP0079 2-28, 3-9, 2-19, 3-19
Wellington Joyce PP0013 3-1, 5-6, 17-1, 2-4
Whited J. SP0054 2-23
Wilson Barbara SP0147 2-2, 19-1
Wilson Edward SP0148 2-2, 3-6, 2-20
Wolters Mark SP0135 3-1, 5-7, 2-2, 17-12, 13-2
Young James SP0144 3-1, 5-7, 5-6, 5-12, 24-2, 13-14
Young Lila SP0145 1-17, 2-3
Zwickel n/a SP0087 2-5, 2-3, 2-4, 2-11, 5-6, 5-7
n/a Craig SP0184 2-1, 17-30, 17-31
n/a Melodie PP0006 5-7, 3-1, 2-2, 23-7, 23-5
n/a M.J. SP0001 2-27, 13-12, 5-6, 2-28, 2-20

n/a = not available



SECTION 4:

SUMMARIZED COMMENT DATABASE 
REPORT



  
 

1. Purpose and Need 
 

1-1 Comment 
A jetport in Palm Beach County and Stuart is redundant and a duplication of resources. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0005 SP0043 

  
1-2 Comment 

Our area needs a regional jetport to serve Palm Beach County and the Treasure Coast. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0005 SP0109 SP0110 SP0172 
  

1-3 Comment 
PBIA's location prevents further expansion. 

 Letter Codes 
PP0004 SP0008 SP0174 

  
1-4 Comment 

Expansion of PBIA is not valid because of various environmental impacts. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0012 SP0015 SP0021 SP0027 SP0161 
  

1-5 Comment 
I strongly believe this is a necessary project to help expand PBIA's capacity. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0017 SP0019 

  
1-6 Comment 

The forecasted delay levels do not justify the Proposed Project. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0093 SP0168 
  

1-7 Comment 
What are the forecasted aviation demand levels that require expansion of PBIA? 

 Letter Codes 
PP0005 SP0003 SP0014 SP0048 SP0057 SP0071 SP0072 SP0104 SP0140 SP0160 SP0162 
SP0177 

  
1-8 Comment 

I respectfully request that you appeal on our behalf to the appropriate powers and request that the 
expansion be halted immediately. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0032 

  
1-9 Comment 

How does PBIA currently accommodate peak activity periods? 
 Letter Codes 

SP0018 
  

1-10 Comment 
The airport is not currently used to capacity. 

 Letter Codes 
PP0012 SP0021 SP0111 



  
 

 
  

1-11 Comment 
FAA should verify the quality of the airport planning data and aviation forecast provided by the sponsor 
per FAA Order 1050.1E Section 504b. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0130 

  
1-12 Comment 

The expansion of PBIA in a densely populated area will not meet the region's future needs. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0072 SP0108 SP0127 
  

1-13 Comment 
I think it is important to address whether or not the current airport is being used in the most effective 
and efficient manner, and whether it is currently being used at capacity. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0032 SP0162 

  
1-14 Comment 

The intended expansion will essentially double the capacity of the airport. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0003 
  

1-15 Comment 
The proposed expansion will facilitate an increase in cargo traffic. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0003 SP0033 SP0109 SP0110 SP0180 

  
1-16 Comment 

The need to expand PBIA raised the issue of relocation years ago. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0025 
  

1-17 Comment 
PBIA was never created to become as large as Miami International Airport.   

 Letter Codes 
SP0145 

  
1-18 Comment 

We need to take a regional look at the entire situation. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0172 
  

1-19 Comment 
Crossing runways are unsafe, impractical, and lead to delayed flights.  Parallel runways are certainly 
safer. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0077 

  
1-20 Comment 

How will the planned Freight hub in the Glades affect the need for expansion at PBI? 
 Letter Codes 

SL0001 



  
 

 
  

1-21 Comment 
We want a solution which would fulfill the growth needs over the next fifty to seventy-five years. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0170 

  
1-22 Comment 

Residents and visitors alike would reap the benefits from the improvements resulting in fewer delays, 
more availability and choice, and lower prices due to increased supply. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0086 

  
1-23 Comment 

The improvements being proposed reflect a proactive approach in addressing future capacity issues at 
the airport that will benefit the residents of Palm Beach County and the region as a whole. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0086 

 



  
 

2. Alternatives 
 

2-1 Comment 
I approve of the Proposed Project. 

 Letter Codes 
PP0008 SP0045 SP0062 SP0063 SP0068 SP0074 SP0086 SP0089 SP0112 SP0121 SP0122 
SP0125 SP0126 SP0153 SP0154 SP0175 SP0176 SP0184 SP0185 SP0186 SP0187 SP0188 
SP0189 

  
2-2 Comment 

I disapprove of the Proposed Project. 
 Letter Codes 

PP0001 PP0003 PP0005 PP0006 PP0012 SL0003 SN0001 SP0004 SP0007 SP0010 SP0013 SP0021 
SP0026 SP0030 SP0032 SP0035 SP0049 SP0050 SP0055 SP0057 SP0060 SP0066 SP0071 
SP0073 SP0082 SP0085 SP0092 SP0093 SP0095 SP0096 SP0100 SP0102 SP0104 SP0117 
SP0118 SP0124 SP0132 SP0133 SP0134 SP0135 SP0137 SP0138 SP0143 SP0147 SP0148 
SP0151 SP0156 SP0159 SP0162 SP0166 SP0167 SP0172 SP0178 

  
2-3 Comment 

The airport should be moved. 
 Letter Codes 

PP0007 SP0040 SP0058 SP0084 SP0087 SP0096 SP0117 SP0119 SP0134 SP0145 SP0170 
SP0174 SP0182 SP0191 SP0192 

  
2-4 Comment 

The airport should be moved to the western portion of the County, perhaps to the Pratt & Whitney 
airport site, the North County Airport, or Pahokee Airport. 

 Letter Codes 
PP0012 PP0013 SP0009 SP0011 SP0022 SP0027 SP0042 SP0044 SP0052 SP0057 SP0058 
SP0077 SP0087 SP0088 SP0093 SP0097 SP0100 SP0105 SP0108 SP0109 SP0110 SP0156 
SP0162 SP0165 SP0166 SP0168 SP0178 SP0183 

  
2-5 Comment 

I am opposed to any alternative that increases air traffic above or near our neighborhood. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0006 SP0016 SP0023 SP0046 SP0067 SP0087 
  

2-6 Comment 
Downgrade PBIA to general aviation only. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0005 SP0042 SP0052 SP0172 

  
2-7 Comment 

A regional jetport should be built north or west of West Palm Beach. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0038 SP0043 SP0077 SP0094 SP0108 SP0117 SP0172 
  

2-8 Comment 
The airport should be relocated nearer the center of Palm Beach County where there is still plenty of 
vacant land. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0007 SP0170 



  
 

 
  

2-9 Comment 
The City of West Palm Beach hopes that FAA will look at some other alternatives to air traffic coming in 
and out of Palm Beach County. 

 Letter Codes 
SL0004 SL0005 

  
2-10 Comment 

How would the proposed runway be used? 
 Letter Codes 

SP0014 
  

2-11 Comment 
Build an additional airport possibly in Martin or St. Lucie Counties.   

 Letter Codes 
PP0002 SP0018 SP0057 SP0080 SP0081 SP0083 SP0087 SP0174 

  
2-12 Comment 

Alternatives 13 or 15 examined previously by PBIA are better because they would go over the existing 
buy-out area. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0090 SP0097 SP0131 

  
2-13 Comment 

As you may know, there are only 1,500 acres at PBIA with no room for further expansion.  The airport 
should be moved to a site that would provide a minimum of 10,000 acres for development. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0078 SP0081 SP0146 

  
2-14 Comment 

There is a broad range of alternatives that could achieve the purpose of accommodating increased air 
traffic. It will be important to ensure that these alternatives are evaluated for their ability to avoid, 
minimize, or mitigate adverse effects on historic properties, since this evaluation is required for 
purposes of Section 106 of the NHPA as well. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0069 SP0070 SP0103 

  
2-15 Comment 

Why does the Proposed Project include the shortening of Runway 13/31? 
 Letter Codes 

SP0126 
  

2-16 Comment 
A freight-only airport should be built out in Belle Glade with a train connection to PBIA. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0160 

  
2-17 Comment 

I suggest that only the private planes fly into the airport from the east with commercial planes flying in 
from all other directions.   

 Letter Codes 
SP0058 



  
 

 
  

2-18 Comment 
Expand Fort Lauderdale-Hollywood or Miami International Airports to accommodate forecasted 
demand instead of the Palm Beach Airport 

 Letter Codes 
SL0001 SP0003 SP0024 SP0160 

  
2-19 Comment 

The capacity of PBIA should be "capped". 
 Letter Codes 

SP0003 SP0079 SP0105 SP0157 SP0166 SP0179 
  

2-20 Comment 
Other airports, such as North County Airport or Lantana Airport, should be expanded to accommodate 
general aviation in order to relieve the necessity for the Proposed Project at PBIA.   

 Letter Codes 
SL0001 SL0005 SP0001 SP0047 SP0148 

  
2-21 Comment 

Expand the approach end of Runway 13 as proposed, but do not shorten the departure end of Runway 
13.  This runway currently serves as a significant reliever runway for commercial and general aviation 
operations. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0094 

  
2-22 Comment 

I am strongly against increasing traffic on the crosswind runway (13/31), or changing the existing take-
off and landing routes. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0161 SP0176 

  
2-23 Comment 

Develop the North County Airport into a commercial service airport that would use the existing gates at 
PBIA and would transport passengers and baggage to North County via a high speed railroad. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0024 SP0054 

  
2-24 Comment 

As an alternative proposal, evaluate expanding Runway 9R-27L to no more than 6,200 feet to 
accommodate arrivals, while restricting departures to small aircraft. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0094 

  
2-25 Comment 

Review and recommend airspace redesign and FAA ATCT staffing improvements to improve the 
utilization of the existing runways.  Evaluate the value of "position and hold" procedures and the 
required staffing in the PBIA ATCT. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0094 

  
2-26 Comment 

The airport should undertake increased monitoring and implementation of alternating the take-off and 
landing patterns, which is a promise that has been made to residents time and time again. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0190 



  
 

  
2-27 Comment 

The airport should institute a curfew from midnight to 6 a.m. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0001 SP0052 
  

2-28 Comment 
PBIA should increase "fanning" of departing aircraft so that the noise and pollution impact are more 
evenly distributed. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0001 SP0051 SP0079 SP0139 SP0142 

  
2-29 Comment 

Improve Runway 13-31 with the extension proposed in Alternative A-4 (Preliminary Alternatives) and 
the addition of arrestor beds.  Evaluate and compare other cross runway operations at airports without 
parallel runways, including LGA, DCA, and BOS. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0094 

  
2-30 Comment 

The proposed expansion plan will not provide adequate distance between the runways to truly allow 
simultaneous operations.  The limited distance between the runways will not allow the airport to serve 
as many operations as proposed in other than VFR conditions. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0094 

  
2-31 Comment 

Limit general aviation use at PBIA to accommodate commercial service. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0175 
  

2-32 Comment 
Why were the runway configuration alternatives shown at the Scoping meeting not feasible? 

 Letter Codes 
SP0039 

  
2-33 Comment 

PBIA should not be moved to another location. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0062 
  

2-34 Comment 
Alternatives 5, 10, and 16 examined previously by PBIA are preferable because Runway 9R/27L would 
be closer to Southern Boulevard. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0173 

  
2-35 Comment 

Instead of the proposed Localizer approach and the MALSR lighting system, we suggest that a VASI 
system be installed on Runway 9R/27L to provide visual descent guidance on approach.   

 Letter Codes 
SP0139 



  
 

 
  

2-36 Comment 
The other runway configuration alternatives presented at the Scoping meeting would be more 
acceptable, given the impact on Portofino South Condominium. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0139 

  
2-37 Comment 

Instead of expanding, PBIA should use the cross runway more efficiently with the addition of runway 
safety areas and arrestor beds at the ends of the runways. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0109 SP0110 

  
2-38 Comment 

Reconsider moving the Palm Beach International Airport, or create a "satellite" airport in the western 
portion of Palm Beach County with shuttle service connecting to PBIA. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0069 SP0070 

  
2-39 Comment 

PBIA should operate with a restriction for aircraft serving markets within 1,500 nautical miles. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0047 
  

2-40 Comment 
Before expanding, the FAA should use the basic airspace infrastructure by merging PBIA departures 
with aircraft heading north from Fort Lauderdale and Miami.   

 Letter Codes 
SP0109 SP0110 

  
2-41 Comment 

In addition to the Sponsor's Proposed Project and the No-Action Alternative, at least one other 
reasonable and feasible alternative should be considered by FAA and carried forward for full analysis in 
the EIS. Environmental considerations for the other alternatives referenced in the scoping material 
should be discussed, with a rationale provided for rejecting any alternative. 

 Letter Codes 
SF0005 

  
2-42 Comment 

An expansion of the Port St. Lucie Airport should be evaluated. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0105 
  

2-43 Comment 
All possible alternatives should be considered. 

 Letter Codes 
PP0004 SP0032 SP0093 SP0168 SP0169 

  
2-44 Comment 

A high-speed train connection to the Fort Lauderdale-Hollywood International Airport should be 
constructed. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0149 



  
 

 
  

2-45 Comment 
The PBIA Airline Affairs Committee supports the 8,000-foot length of the proposed runway for the 
following reasons: 
- wet runways caused by rain events require greater runway length for arrivals, 
- aircraft approach speeds are increased or aircraft land farther down the runway during crosswind or 
thunderstorm conditions, 
- the difference in runway length between the two parallel runways should be as small as possible, and 
- the runway would provide an adequate back-up when the primary runway is out of commission. 
The PBIA Airline Affairs Committee's support is limited to the proposed length of the runway, and the 
entire project is subject to financial, environmental, and airline approvals before it can proceed. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0128 

 



  
 

3. Noise 
 

3-1 Comment 
Existing aircraft noise levels are too high. 

 Letter Codes 
PP0002 PP0003 PP0004 PP0006 PP0009 PP0013 SP0002 SP0004 SP0009 SP0011 SP0013 
SP0015 SP0025 SP0035 SP0036 SP0051 SP0055 SP0071 SP0082 SP0083 SP0084 SP0085 
SP0096 SP0100 SP0109 SP0110 SP0117 SP0120 SP0123 SP0127 SP0133 SP0135 SP0137 
SP0139 SP0142 SP0143 SP0144 SP0149 SP0150 SP0152 SP0155 SP0156 SP0162 SP0165 
SP0177 SP0178 

  
3-2 Comment 

PBIA needs to expand its noise abatement program to include rental housing and sound-proofing of 
windows. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0013 SP0014 SP0044 SP0058 SP0162 SP0190 

  
3-3 Comment 

Safeguard our neighborhoods (residents, homes, and businesses) from the damaging noise of the 
landing and takeoff of airplanes along the proposed flight paths. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0007 SP0020 SP0161 

  
3-4 Comment 

The construction of the proposed new runways could cause possible structural damage to our building. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0085 SP0158 
  

3-5 Comment 
The Proposed Project should be rejected due to noise issues (including nighttime noise). 

 Letter Codes 
SP0008 SP0159 SP0163 

  
3-6 Comment 

The noise pollution would increase due to the Proposed Project. 
 Letter Codes 

PP0011 SL0003 SP0009 SP0011 SP0050 SP0053 SP0061 SP0072 SP0080 SP0082 SP0085 SP0091 
SP0093 SP0099 SP0109 SP0110 SP0116 SP0129 SP0132 SP0138 SP0139 SP0148 SP0152 
SP0164 SP0171 SP0177 SP0191 

  
3-7 Comment 

Will areas of increased noise due to the Proposed Project be bought out? 
 Letter Codes 

SP0014 
  

3-8 Comment 
The quality of life in Vedado Park and in other neighborhoods would be greatly reduced due to the 
excess noise the Proposed Project would cause. 

 Letter Codes 
PP0001 SP0016 SP0065 



  
 

 
  

3-9 Comment 
Since noise is currently a problem, the effects of further expansion would create intolerable noise 
pollution in the surrounding neighborhoods. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0003 SP0064 SP0073 SP0079 SP0104 SP0132 SP0134 SP0158 

  
3-10 Comment 

Please place berms at the west end of PBIA and plant many trees to minimize noise. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0020 SP0090 
  

3-11 Comment 
FAA should consider the noise impact on noise sensitive areas as a result of the Proposed Project, per 
Table 6.3 of Order 5050.4B 

 Letter Codes 
SP0130 

  
3-12 Comment 

Seasonal, or peak, noise variations from aircraft operating at PBIA are significant and must be 
considered as part of the scope of the EIS. 

 Letter Codes 
SL0005 SP0062 SP0098 SP0101 SP0103 

  
3-13 Comment 

Area homes would be virtually destroyed from noise and vibrations as a result of the Proposed Project. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0046 
  

3-14 Comment 
Existing noise levels are not too high. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0074 SP0176 

  
3-15 Comment 

Everything has been done to limit the noise in the PBIA area. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0074 
  

3-16 Comment 
The airport has not performed promised airport noise mitigation on local neighborhoods. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0003 SP0032 SP0035 SP0118 

  
3-17 Comment 

What is the feasibility of requiring aircraft that fly in and out of PBIA to meet Stage 4 aircraft standards? 
 Letter Codes 

SL0001 SP0029 
  

3-18 Comment 
Weekend afternoon noise levels are too high to enjoy backyard activities. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0183 



  
 

 
  

3-19 Comment 
In order to limit the evening noise, voluntary limits on takeoffs and landings of air carrier flights between 
10 p.m. and 7 a.m. should be continued and an increase in fines for violators be considered.   

 Letter Codes 
SP0079 SP0139 

  
3-20 Comment 

The noise levels may be harmful to children. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0102 
  

3-21 Comment 
Aircraft from PBIA should not "fan" and increase altitude sooner to reduce noise in our neighborhood. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0082 SP0141 

  
3-22 Comment 

Noise levels should be kept to a minimum with the addition of the Proposed Project. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0122 
  

3-23 Comment 
Vibration impacts should be added to the scope of the EIS, and FAA should include special vibration 
protection limits for historic buildings, such as the standards developed by the former U.S. Bureau of 
Mines. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0103 

  
3-24 Comment 

Residents concerned about the noise should not have chosen to live near PBIA. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0017 
  

3-25 Comment 
Noise levels from PBIA are too high on holidays and most weekends. 

 Letter Codes 
SL0004 SP0064 SP0065 

  
3-26 Comment 

It is hypocritical to enjoy the convenience of PBIA and object to the noise. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0045 
  

3-27 Comment 
Noise from air traffic at PBIA should not be relocated to other communities. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0045 

  
3-28 Comment 

The EIS must take into consideration that fanning of aircraft departing PBIA, which is the current 
procedure at PBIA, has dramatically increased since the published 2005 noise contours. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0098 

  



  
 

3-29 Comment 
Vibration must be included and considered in the EIS, because the takeoffs and landings cause local 
structures to vibrate, of which a possible solution is to include a -5 DNL in the noise contour.   

 Letter Codes 
PP0004 SP0098 SP0101 SP0161 

  
3-30 Comment 

Noise data should be current for surrounding communities, including Cloud Lake, so that future noise 
levels can be provided. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0031 

  
3-31 Comment 

The Scoping meeting material misleadingly implies that the percentage of traffic that will go in an East 
Flow under the Proposed Project is 67 percent, which is the same reported as the current traffic. The 
Eastern Flow includes operations on Runway 9 and 13/31, however all of the general aviation aircraft 
would be assigned Runway 13/31 resulting in aircraft flying over the areas south of Southern Boulevard 
and areas to the northwest and northeast of the airport. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0098 SP0119 

  
3-32 Comment 

The EIS needs to develop an accurate accounting of current and proposed flight tracks, including 
fanning, for all runways. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0098 SP0103 

  
3-33 Comment 

The maintenance, calibration, and performance of the PBIA noise monitors needs to be addressed 
before an accurate EIS study can be performed. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0098 

  
3-34 Comment 

What assurances do the neighborhoods have that instantaneous noise levels will not violate the 65 dB 
level? 

 Letter Codes 
SP0039 

  
3-35 Comment 

Existing noise levels affect outdoor and indoor speech interference. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0075 SP0078 SP0098 
  

3-36 Comment 
Palm Beach County has not complied with the noise abatement program developed in 1996 or it has 
been ineffective at abating the noise and damage to Mar-a-Lago. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0098 

  
3-37 Comment 

Since loud noises in a quiet ambient environment can be more disturbing that noise levels that are 
fairly constant, it is important to disclose peak or single-event noise levels and the frequency of their 
occurrence. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0103 



  
 

  
3-38 Comment 

PBIA needs to expand its noise abatement program. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0035 SP0083 SP0171 
  

3-39 Comment 
The current noise contours are not accurate. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0038 SP0139 

  
3-40 Comment 

FAA should control the noise levels of private aircraft and cargo aircraft. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0038 SP0160 
  

3-41 Comment 
Our homes have decreased in property value, and several homes in our neighborhood are for sale with 
a limited potential to secure buyers because of the existing airport noise. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0035 

  
3-42 Comment 

The noise generated by from the local traffic and the noise/vibrations from the local train tracks should 
be included in the noise contours.   

 Letter Codes 
SP0101 

  
3-43 Comment 

Comparisons among conditions (No-Action and future years) should also be evaluated against the 
Federal Interagency Committee on Noise (FICON) guidelines for significance, particularly the +1.5 DNL 
and greater criterion for project elevation within the 65+ DNL contours. Mitigation for such exposures 
should be considered by the Sponsor and documented in the EIS within the FEIS time frame. 

 Letter Codes 
SF0005 

  
3-44 Comment 

For additional perspective, the EPA recommends that the DNL metric be supplemented by other 
metrics such as Lmax to document peak noise levels such as overflight noise. 

 Letter Codes 
SF0005 

  
3-45 Comment 

Although perhaps not routinely required by FAA, we suggest that the 60 DNL contour also be shown on 
the contour maps to complement the 65+ DNL contours. Given that the DNL metric represents only an 
annual average noise level (and may shift somewhat rather than being a fixed contour line as depicted 
on maps), and that 65 DNL may still be a problematic level of exposure for certain residents, defining 
the location of the 60 DNL contour would help provide perspective. 

 Letter Codes 
SF0005 

  
3-46 Comment 

The Conniston Middle School will fall directly in the flight path of the proposed runway. The effect of the 
increased noise on the school should be included in the EIS. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0094 



  
 

  
3-47 Comment 

Existing vibrations and noise levels are too high for the surrounding residents. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0169 SP0191 
  

3-48 Comment 
Calculate and describe the Single Event Level Distribution (SEL/D) metric from the records of the 
existing noise monitoring network over the period of at least one year. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0107 

  
3-49 Comment 

Using INM, calculate and describe Time Above (TA) contours and Area enclosed within the Time 
Above Contour (ATAC) for existing and future conditions.  Use a representative sample of peak days, 
seasonal average days, and average annual days. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0107 

  
3-50 Comment 

Because every existing [noise] monitoring site is currently outside the 65 dBA contour, new monitoring 
sites need to be established during the study to measure peak noise levels in the affected 
communities.  INM modeling should be employed for siting of these instruments.  At the same time, 
existing monitoring stations should be relocated away from local high-level concentrated noise sources.  
In addition, these resulting noise contours should be calibrated to these noise monitors wherever 
possible.   

 Letter Codes 
SP0101 SP0107 

  
3-51 Comment 

The accuracy of INM must be validated with the corresponding measurements of the noise monitoring 
network.  Any variation between the measured and modeled results needs to be explained.  A 
complete documentation of all modeling assumptions and parameters need to be included, along with 
estimates of the variation in results due to different assumptions. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0107 

  
3-52 Comment 

The EIS should include a discussion of the relationship, if any, between short-term variations in aircraft 
generated noise and long-term average values. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0107 

  
3-53 Comment 

The EIS should include a description of the impacts on noise levels by means of a linear dimensionless 
metric to show exposure to noise energy. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0107 

  
3-54 Comment 

The EIS should clearly undertake a review of the noise impacts on the homeowners in the 
neighborhoods that lie within the new departure and arrival corridors to the east and west of the airport. 

 Letter Codes 
SL0001 SP0094 



  
 

 
  

3-55 Comment 
The sound mitigation methods applied do not meet the minimum recommended standards of AD 
A258032, Oct 1992.  Many windows were not replaced, receiving a thin inner storm window instead, 
and sound entry points such as sewer vents and crawlspaces were not addressed.  Thus, the 
soundproofing of these homes should not be considered in the EIS. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0094 

  
3-56 Comment 

The increased cargo traffic associated with the Proposed Project would cause an increase in noise 
emissions, because these commercial planes are older and tend to be louder.   

 Letter Codes 
SP0109 SP0110 

  
3-57 Comment 

EPA requests that the EIS provide noise contours for the existing, No-Action, and design-year 
conditions. 

 Letter Codes 
SF0005 

  
3-58 Comment 

The EIS text should discuss the primary takeoff and landing patterns ("flows") during the day and night, 
and if overnight express carriers use or will use the airport. 

 Letter Codes 
SF0005 SL0005 SP0039 SP0178 

  
3-59 Comment 

The negative impacts of the Proposed Project would primarily be felt by the residents and businesses 
within the City of West Palm Beach. Currently, more than half of the residents located within the current 
PBIA noise contours are within the City of West Palm Beach and this number is likely to increase with 
the Proposed Project. 

 Letter Codes 
SL0002 

 



  
 

4. Land Use 
 

4-1 Comment 
The Proposed Project should include aircraft operating over the vacant buy-out area instead of 
residential neighborhoods. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0014 

  
4-2 Comment 

If the neighborhood just west of the proposed runway is being bought out, how can the Vedado 
neighborhood feel secure that our land will not be designated in the same way as this other 
neighborhood? 

 Letter Codes 
SP0109 SP0110 

  
4-3 Comment 

The Proposed Project and resulting flight paths would not be compatible with the existing land use. 
 Letter Codes 

PP0004 SP0109 SP0110 
  

4-4 Comment 
How much property acquisition is required for the Proposed Project? 

 Letter Codes 
SP0077 

  
4-5 Comment 

The Proposed Project will hurt the nearby residential and commercial areas. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0049 
  

4-6 Comment 
Land use within the noise contour areas should be characterized as well as the boundaries of airport 
property. The acreage within these contours as well as the number of residences, businesses and 
people living within these contours should also be tabularized, by contour. 

 Letter Codes 
SF0005 

  
4-7 Comment 

The City of West Palm Beach is very concerned about the impact of the Proposed Project on the West 
Palm Beach neighborhoods. 

 Letter Codes 
SL0004 

 



  
 

5. Air Quality 
 

5-1 Comment 
Black soot falls on my house from the aircraft at PBIA.  If the Proposed Project is implemented, would 
FAA provide cleaning of every roof and driveway on everyone's property? 

 Letter Codes 
PP0012 SP0004 SP0013 SP0033 SP0118 SP0163 SP0190 

  
5-2 Comment 

Air Pollution would increase due to the increase in operations. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0013 SP0072 SP0092 SP0116 SP0132 SP0139 SP0150 SP0152 SP0183 SP0191 
  

5-3 Comment 
The Proposed Project would affect air quality. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0091 SP0132 SP0134 SP0159 

  
5-4 Comment 

What effect do aircraft emissions have on our lungs? 
 Letter Codes 

SP0088 SP0127 
  

5-5 Comment 
FAA needs to take into account that increased aircraft operations (and cartrips to the airport) contribute 
to global warming. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0093 SP0127 

  
5-6 Comment 

How would the environmental impacts of partially burned hydrocarbons (jet fuel fall-out) on the local 
neighborhoods (house, car, landscaping, and various health issues) be dealt with? 

 Letter Codes 
PP0002 PP0013 SL0001 SP0001 SP0002 SP0009 SP0011 SP0075 SP0078 SP0087 SP0101 SP0139 
SP0143 SP0144 SP0155 SP0160 SP0165 SP0177 SP0180 SP0191 

  
5-7 Comment 

Existing pollution coming from PBIA is a problem due to the effect on property and health. 
 Letter Codes 

PP0004 PP0006 SL0003 SP0050 SP0060 SP0087 SP0102 SP0104 SP0105 SP0109 SP0110 SP0117 
SP0119 SP0120 SP0123 SP0135 SP0139 SP0141 SP0142 SP0144 SP0155 SP0156 SP0178 

  
5-8 Comment 

Any increases in black soot from aircraft at PBIA should be avoided. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0122 SP0139 
  

5-9 Comment 
Calculate the estimated contribution from PBIA emissions to the regional concentration of daily 
maximum 1-Hr O3 concentration and the daily maximum 8-Hr O3 concentration for the proposed 
Airfield Improvement Project and for each of the Alternatives including the No-Action case.  Incorporate 
background O3 concentration from non-airport sources into these calculations.   

 Letter Codes 
SP0107 

  



  
 

5-10 Comment 
The Proposed Project would increase black soot and jet fuel fall-out in surrounding neighborhoods. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0141 

  
5-11 Comment 

Aircraft should not "fan" and increase altitude sooner to reduce air pollution in our neighborhood. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0141 
  

5-12 Comment 
The Proposed Project would adversely affect property and health of residents surrounding PBIA. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0053 SP0109 SP0110 SP0133 SP0143 SP0144 

  
5-13 Comment 

Using atmospheric dispersion model simulation, worst case meteorological conditions (light winds, 
temperature inversion) and maximum PBIA emissions data, calculate the maximum concentrations for 
1-Hr CO, 8-Hr CO, 24-Hour PM2.5, Mean Annual PM2.5, and Mean Annual NO2 respectively at 
sensitive receptor sites in the communities surrounding PBIA for the proposed Airfield Improvement 
Project and for each of the Alternatives including the No-Action case.  Incorporate respective 
background concentrations from non-airport sources into each calculation 

 Letter Codes 
SP0107 

  
5-14 Comment 

Segregate the data for CO, 24-hour PM2.5, Annual PM2.5, and NO2 respectively into four 
representative samplings of periods when the air flow passing Station #25 (local air monitoring station, 
which is located on the south side of the road near the northwest corner of the airport) was from the 
direction of PBIA rather than from Belvedere Road.  Using atmospheric dispersion model simulations 
with the corresponding meteorological and PBIA emissions data, calculate the 1-Hr CO and 8-Hr CO, 
24-Hr  PM2.5, Annual Mean PM2.5, and Annual Mean NO2 concentrations respectively for the Station 
#25 monitoring site in each of these cases (when the air flow is passing from the proper direction).  
Discuss the comparison between the simulation modeling and the recorded concentrations in each 
case.      

 Letter Codes 
SP0107 

  
5-15 Comment 

Calculate the maximum 1-hour, maximum 8-hour, and average daily emissions of CO, NO2, and 
PM2.5 from all airside and groundside operations at PBIA including the emissions from all arriving and 
departing motor vehicle traffic.   

 Letter Codes 
SP0107 

  
5-16 Comment 

Using the local air quality monitoring station network, calculate the following over the period of 1 year: 
the Daily Maximum 1-Hr CO concentration, the Daily Maximum 8-Hr CO concentrations, the Monthly 
Mean NO2 concentration, the Annual Mean NO2 concentration, the Monthly Maximum 24-Hour PM2.5 
concentration, the Annual Mean PM2.5 concentration, the Daily Maximum 1-Hr O3 concentration, and 
the Daily Maximum 8-Hr O3 concentrations.     

 Letter Codes 
SP0107 



  
 

 
  

5-17 Comment 
The effects of the heavier exhaust gases that hug the ground on the swimmers at the Lake Lytal 
Swimming Pool should be considered.  This phenomenon should be considered with the increase of 
operations related with the Proposed Project.   

 Letter Codes 
SP0101 SP0160 

  
5-18 Comment 

Because PBIA is located in a highly populated south Florida area, we suggest that the air quality 
analysis section in the EIS include air toxics. The potential air toxics impacts associated with each 
alternative, and associated with both stationary and mobile sources should be addressed. These 
sources include aircraft, vehicles, ground support equipment (GSE - if not electrified), boilers, and 
numerous others. 

 Letter Codes 
SF0005 

  
5-19 Comment 

Air quality and jet fuel fall-out, including black soot, must be included and considered in the EIS. 
 Letter Codes 

SL0005 SP0080 SP0084 SP0093 SP0098 
  

5-20 Comment 
Air pollution data should be current for surrounding communities, including Cloud Lake, so that future 
air pollution levels can be provided. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0031 SP0039 

  
5-21 Comment 

Potential air quality effects on the Everglades and nearby Class I areas should be addressed and 
minimized. 

 Letter Codes 
SF0005 

  
5-22 Comment 

The EIS should include emission inventories and modeling. 
 Letter Codes 

SF0005 
  

5-23 Comment 
All EPA National Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) should be considered. 

 Letter Codes 
SF0005 

  
5-24 Comment 

Relative to their effects on air quality, the number of aircraft operations and enplanements should be 
documented and discussed for the No-Action and future years. Will the increasing number of 
operations and enplanements be accelerated by the project compared to the No-Action? 

 Letter Codes 
SF0005 



  
 

 
  

5-25 Comment 
The Proposed Project has the potential to reduce the current and future aircraft delay times by 
providing PBIA with a second parallel runway of commercial service length. Since shorter delay times 
should also reduce aircraft queuing and therefore reduce their air emissions (at least in the short term), 
this benefit should be verified and documented in the EIS for the future/design years (2013 and 2018). 

 Letter Codes 
SF0005 

 



  
 

 
6. Coastal Resources 

 
6-1 Comment 

The State of Florida has determined that, at this stage, the proposed activities are consistent with the 
Florida Coastal Management Program (FCMP). All subsequent environmental documents must be 
reviewed to determine the project's continued consistency with the FCMP. The state's continued 
concurrence with the project will be based, in part, on the adequate resolution of issues identified 
during this and subsequent reviews. The state's final concurrence of the project's consistency with the 
FCMP will be determined during the environmental permitting stage. 

 Letter Codes 
SS0002 

  
6-2 Comment 

The EIS should consider review by the state agency having authority for Coastal Zone Management 
Act, per Table 6-3 of FAA Order 5050.4B. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0130 

 



  
 

7. Construction Impacts 
 

7-1 Comment 
Efforts to include minimization of construction emissions as well as routine operations should be 
considered. 

 Letter Codes 
SF0005 

  
7-2 Comment 

The EIS should document the air quality impacts resulting from construction, including area cleanup in 
the southeast corner of the airport property where buildings will be relocated to the northwest part of 
the airport. 

 Letter Codes 
SF0005 

  
7-3 Comment 

All construction equipment should be inspected to insure that noise reduction features (mufflers, engine 
housings, etc.) are in place and functioning properly to minimize construction noise. 

 Letter Codes 
SF0005 

  
7-4 Comment 

The expected overall time frame for the project construction time (years, months) should be 
documented in the EIS to help predict the magnitude of the environmental impacts for affected 
populations. 

 Letter Codes 
SF0005 

 



  
 

8. DOT Act: Section 4(f) 
 

8-1 Comment 
The EIS must consider and comply with Section 4(f) of the DOT Act. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0098 SP0103 

  
8-2 Comment 

The previous airport buy-out zone, formerly know as the Hillcrest neighborhood, is now owned by Palm 
Beach Atlantic University and is in the process of being turned into a park and sports/recreational 
facility.  These are two critical criteria (schools and parks) that must be considered in the EIS. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0081 

  
8-3 Comment 

The community park in the Vedado neighborhood will be adversely affected by the Proposed Project.   
 Letter Codes 

SP0093 SP0109 SP0110 
  

8-4 Comment 
The Dreher Park Zoo and Science Center are located to the southeast of the airport.  The Proposed 
Project would move the noise footprint into a much closer proximity to the zoo and would adversely 
affect the animals being cared for at the zoo. Animals are very sensitive to noise issues and the EIS 
should include the welfare of the zoo and its animals as a result of the Proposed Project. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0094 

  
8-5 Comment 

The City of West Palm Beach and Mar-a-Lago Club, LLC request consulting party status as it relates to 
Section 4(f) of the DOT Act. 

 Letter Codes 
SL0002 SP0114 

 



  
 

9. Farmlands 
 

9-1 Comment 
Enclosed are soil maps and the ratings for the PBIA area, showing Prime Farmland, Hydric soil 
designation, and suitability for local roads and streets. The Web Soil Survey 
(http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/) can be accessed for soil information about a multitude of land 
uses. 

 Letter Codes 
SF0009 

 



  
 

10. Fish, Wildlife, and Plants 
 

10-1 Comment 
The Proposed Project would negatively impact the 79 acres of wildlife and sanctuary designated land 
managed by the National Audubon Society beginning at Southern Boulevard in the intercoastal 
waterway. 

 Letter Codes 
SL0003 SP0028 SP0105 SP0139 

  
10-2 Comment 

The FAA should consider the potential effects to sandhill cranes and their habitat. 
 Letter Codes 

SF0003 
  

10-3 Comment 
The FAA should consider the potential effects to woodstorks, woodstork habitat, and their foraging 
areas. 

 Letter Codes 
SF0003 

  
10-4 Comment 

At this time, NOAA's National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) does not anticipate that the Proposed 
Project would cause an adverse effect to Essential Fish Habitat Resources, given the project location 
and known resources at the site. 

 Letter Codes 
SF0002 

  
10-5 Comment 

The Proposed Project would disturb the natural bird sanctuary islands, intracoastal fish life and 
manatees in the area of PBIA. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0136 

  
10-6 Comment 

This Proposed Project would have a negative effect upon the ecology and wildlife in the area because 
the local preserved land would be subject to increased pollution and noise. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0104 

 



  
 

11. Floodplains 
 

11-1 Comment 
When there is torrential rainfall, PBIA directs the South Florida Water Management District to redirect 
the flow of waters in the canals to spare the runways, resulting in flooding of our historic neighborhoods 
closest to the airport. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0036 SP0165 

  
11-2 Comment 

The effects of the Proposed Project on flooding in low-lying areas such as Pineapple Park and West 
Gate should be evaluated. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0091 SP0101 

 



  
 

12. Hazardous Materials, Pollution Prevention, and Solid Waste 
 

12-1 Comment 
Parker Ridge residents are concerned about the generation of hazardous waste and construction and 
demolition debris during and after the construction takes place.  Specific concerns include soil and 
groundwater contamination issues that are likely to exist when the current Fixed Base Operators are 
relocated. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0093 

  
12-2 Comment 

The EIS should contain a comprehensive environmental site assessment, given the wide range of 
facilities that are located on PBIA, including the past use of the Airport as a military airfield. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0093 

  
12-3 Comment 

Any new construction should be designed as "green buildings", with energy and water conservation 
considerations playing a major part in the design and operation. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0093 

  
12-4 Comment 

The Florida Department of Protection's Southeast District office notes that there may be significant soil 
and/or groundwater contamination issues in the areas currently occupied by Fixed Base Operators. 
Coordination with the District's Waste Cleanup Section staff is advised to determine whether a 
contamination screening evaluation will be required if these facilities are relocated to the northwest 
quadrant. 

 Letter Codes 
SS0002 

  
12-5 Comment 

How would the Proposed Project affect the dump next to the lake across from PBIA? 
 Letter Codes 

SP0160 
 



  
 

13. Historic and Archaeological Resources 
 

13-1 Comment 
The City of West Palm Beach, the National Trust for Historic Preservation, and the public are 
concerned about the effects of the Proposed Project on historic neighborhoods in the City. 

 Letter Codes 
SL0004 SL0005 SP0028 SP0056 SP0101 SP0103 SP0134 

  
13-2 Comment 

The Proposed Project would potentially harm many historic districts and properties. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0022 SP0034 SP0055 SP0056 SP0060 SP0100 SP0102 SP0104 SP0105 SP0109 SP0110 
SP0120 SP0123 SP0130 SP0132 SP0135 SP0136 SP0138 SP0141 SP0151 SP0179 SP0181 
SP0183 

  
13-3 Comment 

The Florida State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) notes that the proposed federal undertaking 
may affect historic properties. As stated in 36 CFR Part 800, the FAA needs to outline the area of 
potential effect and identify historic properties. The result must be forwarded to the SHPO office for 
review and consultation. 

 Letter Codes 
SS0001 

  
13-4 Comment 

The EIS should include that Southland Park / Prospect Park Historic District is National Historic 
Register eligible. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0023 

  
13-5 Comment 

The Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida has no direct knowledge of any cultural, religious, or 
traditional sites at the Proposed Project location. We ask that if any archaeological resources are found 
that may be impacted by this project that we be informed so that we may comment at that time. 

 Letter Codes 
SF0008 

  
13-6 Comment 

The FAA should consider the Proposed Project as an action causing adverse effect on a historical or 
cultural property per Table 6-3 of FAA Order 5050.4B 

 Letter Codes 
SP0130 

  
13-7 Comment 

Existing operations at PBIA adversely affects historic neighborhoods. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0102 SP0129 
  

13-8 Comment 
The National Trust for Historic Preservation has a preservation easement on Mar-a-Lago, therefore the 
Trust has a special interest in preserving and protecting this highly significant historic resource. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0103 



  
 

 
  

13-9 Comment 
The City of West Palm Beach, the Mar-a-Lago Club, LLC, the Southland Park Historic Neighborhood 
Association, and the National Trust for Historic Preservation request participation as a "consulting 
party" in the review process under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). 

 Letter Codes 
SL0002 SP0056 SP0103 SP0114 

  
13-10 Comment 

The Seminole Nation of Oklahoma is not concerned with anything found during construction unless it 
can be dated from 1720-1850's. 

 Letter Codes 
SF0001 

  
13-11 Comment 

FAA should include all historic properties and districts in the EIS, not just the Prospect Park/Southland 
Park Historic District and the Central Park Historic District.   

 Letter Codes 
PP0002 SP0094 SP0103 SP0139 

  
13-12 Comment 

Vibrations from existing aircraft operations are cracking the walls of a residence within a historic district. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0001 SP0051 SP0061 
  

13-13 Comment 
As part of the EIS study, the noise abatement program and an investigation to analyze the condition of 
exterior building materials at Mar-a-Lago needs to be updated to determine the extent of increased 
damage to Mar-a-Lago caused by the current operation, as well as the damage that would be caused 
by the Proposed Project. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0098 

  
13-14 Comment 

The public needs more time to study the environmental impact of the Proposed Project on our historic 
properties. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0144 

  
13-15 Comment 

Existing aircraft overflights produce visual intrusion, vibration, noise pollution, and air pollution at Mar-a-
Lago, which interferes with the character, atmosphere, and very structure of the estate.  This greatly 
hinders the purpose of relaxation and tranquility for which Mar-a-Lago was designed and designated. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0098 

  
13-16 Comment 

The EIS should consider that the City of West Palm Beach is about to undertake an updated survey to 
identify and include additional properties as historically designated structures within the City. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0098 



  
 

 
  

13-17 Comment 
PBIA is too close to historic neighborhoods to be further expanded. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0061 

  
13-18 Comment 

Mar-a-Lago will be directly and adversely effected by the Proposed Project. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0098 
  

13-19 Comment 
The EIS needs to include a Section 106 review pursuant to the National Historic Preservation Act 
(NHPA). 

 Letter Codes 
PP0004 SP0098 

  
13-20 Comment 

The effects on historic properties must include not only noise, but also negative impacts of vibration, 
fuel residue, traffic, historic ambience and integrity, and other appropriate preservation factors. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0098 SP0103 

  
13-21 Comment 

The EIS should include and consider the effects of the Proposed Project on historic structures, such as 
Mar-a-Lago, the Henry Morrison Flagler's historic Whitehall home (a National Historic Landmark), The 
Breakers, and other potentially eligible historic structures and homes. The EIS should also consider the 
Prospect/Southland Park, Central Park, Belair, El Cid, Mango Promenade, Grandview Heights, and 
Flamingo Park Historic Districts within the City of West Palm Beach. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0098 SP0103 

  
13-22 Comment 

The Proposed Project would affect many historic resources within the City of West Palm Beach. We 
request to be copied and included on any correspondence that may impact a historic resource. 

 Letter Codes 
SL0002 

 



  
 

14. Light Emissions and Visual Impacts 
 

14-1 Comment 
The takeoffs and landings of aircraft from PBIA visually disrupt the neighborhood and limit the outdoor 
activities at our homes. 

 Letter Codes 
PP0004 SP0109 SP0110 

 



  
 

15. Natural Resources and Energy Supply 
 

No comments. 



  
 

16. Secondary (Induced) Impacts 
 
 

16-1 Comment 
Increased operations would increase vehicle traffic on Belvedere Road, which is already congested 
near the "curve", and cause even more noise and air problems. 

 Letter Codes 
PP0011 SP0012 SP0055 SP0091 SP0092 SP0120 SP0123 SP0136 SP0160 SP0161 SP0177 

  
16-2 Comment 

Has the negative impact on the City of West Palm Beach and the local environment from the project 
been considered? 

 Letter Codes 
SP0117 SP0180 

  
16-3 Comment 

The surface transportation system to and from PBIA, including intermodal connectivity, should be 
improved. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0170 SP0172 

 



  
 

17. Socioeconomic Impacts 
 

17-1 Comment 
The Proposed Project would further decrease my home value and it would be unsalable.  

 Letter Codes 
PP0013 SP0006 SP0013 

  
17-2 Comment 

The City of West Palm Beach is concerned that the Proposed Project could impinge upon the real 
estate values of neighborhoods in the airport area.   

 Letter Codes 
SL0004 SP0051 SP0061 SP0170 

  
17-3 Comment 

The positive economic impact would be substantial and is well worth the investment dollars and efforts 
required to move our community forward and keep up with demand for our aviation system. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0019 

  
17-4 Comment 

How would the Proposed Project impact property values in the PBIA area? 
 Letter Codes 

PP0009 SP0014 SP0056 SP0152 
  

17-5 Comment 
The EIS should consider and evaluate how the Proposed Project could divide and/or disrupt an 
established community. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0130 

  
17-6 Comment 

Will Vedado or Prospect Heights be bought out and taken off the tax rolls? 
 Letter Codes 

SP0003 
  

17-7 Comment 
What public facilities (schools, churches, etc) would be affected by the Proposed Project and how 
would these effects be dealt with? 

 Letter Codes 
SL0001 SP0160 

  
17-8 Comment 

The Proposed Project would discourage future potential buyers and more residents will move from the 
PBIA area. 

 Letter Codes 
PP0003 SP0109 SP0110 SP0168 SP0179 

  
17-9 Comment 

The increased aircraft noise will end up with the airport declaring my home and neighborhood unlivable 
at which point eminent domain will be used. 

 Letter Codes 
PP0001 



  
 

 
  

17-10 Comment 
The Proposed Project would lessen the resale value of our property. 

 Letter Codes 
PP0002 SP0075 SP0080 SP0085 SP0091 SP0092 SP0105 SP0133 SP0176 

  
17-11 Comment 

The Proposed Project would be harmful to local businesses. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0100 SP0117 SP0140 
  

17-12 Comment 
The Proposed Project would cause a reduction of property values surrounding PBIA. 

 Letter Codes 
PP0001 PP0012 SP0002 SP0053 SP0071 SP0077 SP0088 SP0093 SP0096 SP0100 SP0104 
SP0106 SP0109 SP0110 SP0111 SP0118 SP0120 SP0123 SP0134 SP0135 SP0136 SP0137 
SP0138 SP0139 SP0142 SP0143 SP0149 SP0155 SP0163 SP0177 SP0191 

  
17-13 Comment 

The EIS should consider the loss of population in this area. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0118 
  

17-14 Comment 
The improvements being proposed would significantly expand the capacity of PBIA providing a 
stimulus for continued economic growth in the region, and continuing the viability of tourism in South 
Florida and Palm Beach County. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0086 

  
17-15 Comment 

The FAA and PBIA should do everything they can to avoid the taking of additional lands and reserve 
the right of eminent domain as a last case scenario. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0086 

  
17-16 Comment 

The Proposed Project would be positive because it will be good for the local economy and provide jobs 
for the West Palm Beach area. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0045 SP0175 

  
17-17 Comment 

There would be a large economic impact on the community from the Proposed Project. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0160 
  

17-18 Comment 
The current PBIA site should be used for constructing affordable housing. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0172 



  
 

 
  

17-19 Comment 
The county operations building and Hilton Hotel east of the runway would fall directly under the flight 
path of the proposed runway expansion and impacts to those facilities should be included in the EIS. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0094 

  
17-20 Comment 

The Proposed Project has the potential of negatively impacting the tax base of the City of West Palm 
Beach. 

 Letter Codes 
SL0005 SP0083 SP0109 SP0110 

  
17-21 Comment 

The Fixed Base Operators (FBOs) that would be moved will lose the value of their individual brand 
recognition and accessibility if they are relocated to the other side of the airport in the proposed FBO 
complex.  The EIS scope should include the potential economic damages to these businesses. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0094 

  
17-22 Comment 

How would the Proposed Project deal with any residential relocation or loss in the community tax 
base? Would there be any offer for compensation upon relocation? 

 Letter Codes 
SP0101 SP0169 

  
17-23 Comment 

The threat of the airport expansion has already hurt area property values, and those attempting to sell 
their houses cannot do so due to the Proposed Project.   

 Letter Codes 
SP0109 SP0110 SP0111 

  
17-24 Comment 

The EIS should discuss how the Proposed Project and other alternatives carried forward in the EIS 
analysis would or would not have any impact on vehicular traffic around PBIA on the surrounding public 
roads. 

 Letter Codes 
SF0005 

  
17-25 Comment 

The EIS should clearly undertake a review of the economic impacts to the homeowners in the PBIA 
area. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0094 

  
17-26 Comment 

I feel that the loss of property value, among other things, would preclude development of the Proposed 
Project. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0016 

  
17-27 Comment 

The Proposed Project would limit residential growth in the City of West Palm Beach. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0022 



  
 

  
17-28 Comment 

The Proposed Project would be disastrous to the neighborhoods near the airport. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0003 SP0029 SP0067 
  

17-29 Comment 
The EIS should evaluate the impact on local governments due to a decrease in property values as a 
result of the Proposed Project. 

 Letter Codes 
SL0001 

  
17-30 Comment 

PBIA provides a facility that is easily accessible, user-friendly, and serves as a gateway to the United 
States and the world. PBIA serves approximately 7 million passengers annually and provides 
thousands of direct and indirect jobs while injecting millions of dollars annually into the local economy. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0063 SP0068 SP0112 SP0121 SP0125 SP0153 SP0154 SP0184 SP0185 SP0186 SP0187 
SP0188 SP0189 

  
17-31 Comment 

The impact of people and services that originate from PBIA reach far across the Palm Beach County 
line, extending north into Martin and St. Lucie Counties as well as south into Broward. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0063 SP0068 SP0112 SP0121 SP0125 SP0153 SP0154 SP0184 SP0185 SP0186 SP0187 
SP0188 SP0189 

 



  
 

18. Environmental Justice 
 

18-1 Comment 
We are a low to lower middle income community that are currently impacted by PBIA but cannot afford 
to live anywhere else. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0078 SP0101 

  
18-2 Comment 

The Proposed Project would impact a minority community, primarily Latino, Haitian, and African-
American. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0101 SP0168 

  
18-3 Comment 

The EIS should include an environmental justice impact evaluation on the effects to the minority and 
low income population. 

 Letter Codes 
SF0005 SP0169 

  
18-4 Comment 

The elderly population living in the public housing near Conniston Middle School should be considered 
in an environmental justice evaluation.   

 Letter Codes 
SP0101 

  
18-5 Comment 

The majority of our neighborhood is Latino or other minority groups and many of the residents are older 
and living on fixed incomes.  Any devaluation of these [Parker Ridge] homes - or worse yet, the taking 
of these homes - to accommodate the Proposed Project would place an unfair burden on this segment 
of the population and would be in complete conflict with the concept of "environmental justice", as 
defined by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0093 

 



  
 

19. Children’s Environmental Health and Safety Risks 
 

19-1 Comment 
The EIS should address potential noise, air quality, and air toxic impacts to area schools such as 
Conniston Middle School and other public and private schools.  Also, the noise impacts would not be 
conducive to learning. 

 Letter Codes 
PP0002 SP0003 SP0091 SP0094 SP0101 SP0109 SP0110 SP0120 SP0123 SP0132 SP0147 
SP0160 

  
19-2 Comment 

The EIS should include noise impacts to daycares and after school programs. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0094 SP0163 
  

19-3 Comment 
The Proposed Project would place children's lives, hearing and air quality at an increased risk. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0060 SP0191 

  
19-4 Comment 

FAA should provide notice to and solicit comments from the Palm Beach County School District 
regarding impacts to local schools and learning establishments. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0080 SP0098 SP0105 

  
19-5 Comment 

The EIS should examine the potential for hearing loss in children from long term exposure to increased 
loud noises, and pollution from the increased jet exhaust as a result of the Proposed Project. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0062 

  
19-6 Comment 

The Proposed Project would disrupt classrooms in local schools from increased noise. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0092 
  

19-7 Comment 
The Proposed Project would adversely affect an after-school care program for children in a 
neighborhood park. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0083 

  
19-8 Comment 

As of the 2000 census, our neighborhood was comprised of over 1,300 children under the age of 18.  
Two large public schools and several daycare facilities are located within our neighborhood boundaries 
and two more schools lie in the neighborhood directly north of us.  The Proposed Project would 
potentially affect these children. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0093 

 



  
 

20. Water Quality 
 

20-1 Comment 
Our waterways and ponds would be affected by the Proposed Project 

 Letter Codes 
SL0003 

  
20-2 Comment 

Increased aircraft operations and passengers would increase water consumption at PBIA. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0116 
  

20-3 Comment 
How would the Proposed Project affect the Lake Worth Lagoon? 

 Letter Codes 
SP0160 

  
20-4 Comment 

Since additional impervious surfaces will both be created (by additional runway and Fixed Base 
Operator (FBO) surfaces) as well as removed (existing FBO space to be relocated), the net change 
(increase) in impervious area should be documented. A stormwater management plan to control and 
manage runoff from these impervious areas, incidental spills from refueling stations, leaks from above-
ground tanks, and seepage from GA tie-downs should be completed and incorporated as an EIS 
appendix (or at least referenced and briefly summarized in the text if not appended). 

 Letter Codes 
SF0005 

  
20-5 Comment 

The site selection process for fuel storage tanks should compare the advantages and disadvantages of 
above- versus below-ground tank locations. Considerations should include containment basins and 
emergency spill response procedures for above-ground tanks, and methods to control leaks for under-
ground tanks to protect the shallow Floridian Aquifer (a sole source aquifer).  

 Letter Codes 
SF0005 

  
20-6 Comment 

Activities with the potential to disturb one or more acres of land during construction will also require a 
National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit per Chapter 62-621, Florida 
Administrative Code. 

 Letter Codes 
SS0002 

 



  
 

21. Wetlands 
 

21-1 Comment 
The EIS should consider the impact on the waterways and environmentally sensitive wetlands (canals, 
intracoastal, Atlantic shoreline, Everglades) as a result of increased operations at PBIA and the 
Proposed Project. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0080 

  
21-2 Comment 

A portion of the Airport West Canal would be relocated, although we understand that canal functions 
would be maintained after relocation. The EIS should discuss if any portions of the canal in this reach 
are currently defined as wetlands (jurisdictional or non-jurisdictional) or other waters of the U.S. by the 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, and if the canal is possibly tidally influenced. Coordination with the 
Corps of Engineers and state counterparts is advised to determine if compliance with Section 404 
requirements or state wetland regulations is relevant. 

 Letter Codes 
SF0005 

  
21-3 Comment 

The proposed runway construction and canal relocation projects will require issuance of an 
Environmental Resource Permit(s) by the South Florida Water Management District. 

 Letter Codes 
SS0002 

 



  
 

22. Wild and Scenic Rivers 
 

No comments. 
 



  
 

23. Quality of Life 
 

23-1 Comment 
The EIS should evaluate how the Proposed Project would alter the quality of life of the area around 
PBIA. 

 Letter Codes 
PP0002 SP0003 SP0008 SP0010 SP0016 SP0018 SP0022 SP0041 SP0067 SP0132 SP0134 
SP0162 SP0178 SP0183 

  
23-2 Comment 

The Proposed Project will diminish the quality of life for local residents and businesses. 
 Letter Codes 

PP0012 SP0024 SP0026 SP0030 SP0033 SP0034 SP0062 SP0069 SP0070 SP0073 SP0094 
SP0096 SP0101 SP0104 SP0109 SP0110 SP0116 SP0137 SP0139 SP0151 SP0156 SP0161 
SP0169 SP0176 SP0178 SP0180 

  
23-3 Comment 

An airport is an important component of the infrastructure of our City and essential to our quality of life. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0045 SP0065 
  

23-4 Comment 
Our quality of life is adversely affected by the existing operation of PBIA. 

 Letter Codes 
PP0003 PP0004 SP0104 SP0155 

  
23-5 Comment 

The City of West Palm Beach and the public are concerned about the Proposed Project's effect on our 
quality of life in the City. 

 Letter Codes 
PP0006 SL0004 SL0005 SP0117 SP0170 

  
23-6 Comment 

We want to ensure that our quality of life would not be diminished as a result of the Proposed Project 
and would instead be preserved by the Proposed Project. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0055 SP0056 SP0090 

  
23-7 Comment 

The Proposed Project would decrease the quality of life of area residents. 
 Letter Codes 

PP0006 
  

23-8 Comment 
The Proposed Project would cause ill health of residents. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0149 

 



  
 

24. Safety 
 

24-1 Comment 
There is no margin of safety surrounding PBIA for large aircraft during landing and taking off with the 
proximity of local residential neighborhoods. 
 

 Letter Codes 
SP0005 SP0104 SP0109 SP0110 

  
24-2 Comment 

The Proposed Project would decrease safety. 
 Letter Codes 

SL0003 SP0008 SP0024 SP0076 SP0105 SP0118 SP0124 SP0144 SP0163 
  

24-3 Comment 
Increased flights over Conniston Middle and Elementary Schools increases the safety risks. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0012 

  
24-4 Comment 

The EIS should evaluate safety risks from the operation of the Proposed Project. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0009 SP0011 SP0056 SP0132 SP0169 SP0179 
  

24-5 Comment 
How will PBIA deal with the increased homeland security issues that would accompany the increase in 
flights (specifically cargo flights)? 

 Letter Codes 
SP0162 

  
24-6 Comment 

The shortening of Runway 13/31 would decrease safety. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0094 
  

24-7 Comment 
The Proposed Project poses an increased safety risk to those who live on the approach to Runway 27L 
(particularly Portofino South Condominium). 

 Letter Codes 
SP0139 

  
24-8 Comment 

Reducing the length of Runway 13/31 would enhance safety at the airport by eliminating the 
intersection with other runways, decreasing the risk of runway incursion, which are one of the most 
likely causes of accidents. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0086 

  
24-9 Comment 

The Localizer landing system for Runway 27L might be placed at an angle due to obstacles on the 
straight-in approach, such as Portofino South and Harbor Towers Condos.   

 Letter Codes 
SP0139 



  
 

 
  

24-10 Comment 
The 3/4-mile visibility minimum for the Localizer approach to Runway 9R/27L should be increased in 
order to ensure the safety of the residential neighborhoods in the area.   

 Letter Codes 
SP0139 

  
24-11 Comment 

An obstacle warning should be recorded on IFR approach plates showing the location of the high-rise 
buildings on the approach to Runway 27L. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0139 

  
24-12 Comment 

The minimum decision height for approach to Runway 27L should be raised to widen safety margins. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0139 
 



  
 

25. Cost Considerations 
 

25-1 Comment 
The EIS should consider financial and administrative resources which have been available to the 
Sponsor to consider and implement alternatives.  

 Letter Codes 
SP0130 

  
25-2 Comment 

The Proposed Project would cost too much. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0037 SP0071 SP0118 
  

25-3 Comment 
The Proposed Project would be a waste of taxpayer money. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0140 

  
25-4 Comment 

The Proposed Project would drive up the cost of insurance and taxes. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0117 SP0177 
  

25-5 Comment 
Who is going to pay for this expansion? 

 Letter Codes 
SP0162 

  
25-6 Comment 

The EIS needs to focus on long-term goals and foster a resolution that is supported by the local 
community and includes prudent stewardship of federal, state, and local funds. The Proposed Project 
fails to address the region's future needs for future expansions of PBIA, and the FAA needs to perform 
a complete analysis before sanctioning billions in expenditures on an already undersized, misplaced 
footprint. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0108 

 



  
 

26. Other Considerations 
 

26-1 Comment 
The EIS must comply with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) and any additional 
federal, state and local regulations. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0098 SP0103 

  
26-2 Comment 

The impacts of PBIA should be shared among more communities in West Palm Beach. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0075 SP0080 
  

26-3 Comment 
Are airport officials compensated if PBIA expands? 

 Letter Codes 
SP0131 

  
26-4 Comment 

It appears that the Palm Beach County Department of Airports have purposefully requested that the 
FAA undertake the EIS study so as to avoid accountability for any expansion of PBIA. As a result, the 
FAA must undertake the fullest and most complete EIS study practicable under the circumstances 
given this passive elusion by local authorities. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0098 

  
26-5 Comment 

The Palm Beach County Department of Airports should produce the appropriate documentation to the 
FAA and all concerned parties reflecting approval and authority from the County Commission to the 
Department of Airports to request that the FAA undertake the EIS study. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0098 

 



  
 

27. Cumulative Impacts 
 

27-1 Comment 
The consideration of cumulative impacts on historic properties must include the existing adverse effects 
of PBIA operations on those historic properties. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0103 

  
27-2 Comment 

There are multiple Environmental Assessments (EAs) listed in the 2001 Airport Master Plan, and all of 
these EAs need to be taken into effect cumulatively for this EIS.  

 Letter Codes 
SP0101 SP0160 

  
27-3 Comment 

What has been the environmental impact of the Airport Inter-connect highway? 
 Letter Codes 

SL0001 
 



  
 

28. Mitigation Measures 
 

28-1 Comment 
The City of West Palm Beach hopes the FAA will consider mitigation to current levels of noise, air, and 
water pollution related to PBIA. 

 Letter Codes 
SL0004 

  
28-2 Comment 

Based on the results of the contour analysis and specifically the number of residents exposed to 65+ 
DNL levels, noise mitigation should be considered. Operational modifications could be tried within FAA 
safety standards to minimize residential noise exposure. However, if residents remain exposed within 
the 65 DNL contours, the Sponsor should consider home acquisitions from willing sellers within these 
contours, starting with the highest contours. We recommend that Sponsor commitments in this regard 
be documented in the EIS within the FEIS time frame. 

 Letter Codes 
SF0005 

  
28-3 Comment 

The FAA must examine ways to mitigate the Proposed Project's adverse impacts on historic resources. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0103 
  

28-4 Comment 
FAA should consider buy-outs of areas bordering the previous buy-out. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0062 

  
28-5 Comment 

FAA should consider installing trees in the areas affected by air traffic to reduce air quality emissions. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0090 
  

28-6 Comment 
If noise mitigation is included as part of the Proposed Project, renters should be afforded the same 
protection as home owners. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0093 

  
28-7 Comment 

Would the County compensate homeowners for any loss in real estate value as a result of the 
Proposed Project? 

 Letter Codes 
SP0058 

  
28-8 Comment 

Would FAA consider purchasing our homes and property at fair market value and provide relocation 
expenses? 

 Letter Codes 
SP0124 

 



  
 

29. Coordination and Public Involvement 
 

29-1 Comment 
There has been no attempt to perform any sort of outreach to the poor/working-class who would be 
impacted by the Proposed Project. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0101 

  
29-2 Comment 

It will be important for FAA to consult with SHPO to survey and evaluate the entire area potentially 
affected by the project in order to determine whether there may be additional historic districts and/or 
properties that are eligible for listing in the National Register but have not been previously identified. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0103 

  
29-3 Comment 

The FAA should consider whether a joint lead agency should work with FAA to prepare the EIS, per 
FAA Order 1050.1E Section 518b. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0130 

  
29-4 Comment 

The FAA should consider preparation of a Scoping document as described in FAA Order 1050.1E 
Section 504b. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0130 

  
29-5 Comment 

The Draft Master Plan should be made available to the public. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0101 
  

29-6 Comment 
The Scoping meeting should have provided an opportunity for public comments in a hearing format. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0093 

  
29-7 Comment 

The Proposed Project seems to be hurried and skirting the public process of public information. It 
seems to be on a fast track to meet special interests, not those of public interest. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0091 SP0162 

  
29-8 Comment 

The EIS should include an adequate public involvement program. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0158 SP0162 SP0178 
  

29-9 Comment 
A focus-group discussion with the people who will be most affected should be considered for the EIS. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0168 



  
 

 
  

29-10 Comment 
The airport expansion that was noted in the newspaper 2 days before the public meeting did not allow 
enough time for all interested parties to attend, never the less be able to respond to the comment 
deadline proposed for March 27, 2007. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0078 SP0101 SP0156 SP0178 

  
29-11 Comment 

We request an extension (either 90 or 180 days) with regard to a public scoping period for proposed 
airfield improvements. 

 Letter Codes 
SL0005 SP0078 SP0098 SP0100 SP0101 SP0113 SP0115 

  
29-12 Comment 

Please keep the public informed of the upcoming milestones in the Scoping Process and of any public 
meetings. 

 Letter Codes 
PP0010 SP0059 SP0066 

  
29-13 Comment 

The EIS must consider all comments from the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), the Florida 
Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP), the National Park Service (NPS), the Advisory 
Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP), Florida's State Historic Preservation Officer, the South 
Florida Water Management District (SFWMD), and the City of West Palm Beach. If comments have not 
been received from these agencies, then the agencies should be notified. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0098 SP0103 

  
29-14 Comment 

FAA should mail meeting notifications to all households likely to be affected by the Proposed Project. 
 Letter Codes 

SP0139 
  

29-15 Comment 
The Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians do not need to be consulted for this EIS. 

 Letter Codes 
SF0004 

  
29-16 Comment 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' Jacksonville District is the appropriate organization to interact with 
FAA on the PBIA EIS. 

 Letter Codes 
SF0006 

  
29-17 Comment 

This e-mail is to inform you that Al Cazzoli is the U.S. Housing and Urban Development (HUD) 
environmental representative for the State of Florida. 

 Letter Codes 
SF0007 



  
 

 
  

29-18 Comment 
Local residents have been told by the FAA that airport departures should not be veering from their 
direct take off path until the aircraft reaches well over the ocean, but this does not appear to be the 
case. 

 Letter Codes 
SP0191 

  
29-19 Comment 

It would be helpful for an indication of schedule for completion of the EIS process to be posted on the 
website. 

 Letter Codes 
PP0010 
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